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 15 

Q1. Please state your name and home address. 16 

A1. Kara Slonecker.  922 Township Road 132, West Mansfield, Ohio 43358. 17 

Q2.  On whose behalf are you offering testimony? 18 

 A.2. I am offering testimony on behalf of Intervenors Kara M. Slonecker, Paul William 19 

Schaller, Jeny Hammer, Jocelyn Kavanagh, Brent Vermillion, Jim Culp, Alyssa Rice, Cliff 20 

Cronkelton, and Anthony Cogossi, and Citizens Against Fountain Point LLC.   My testimony 21 

will refer to Citizens Against Fountain Point as “CAFP”. 22 

Q.3.  Are you a member of CAFP? 23 

 A.3.  Yes 24 

Q.4. What is your title or position with CAFP? 25 

 A.4.  In addition to being a member, I am one of the four officers of the LLC.    26 

Q.5. Are you familiar with the location and planned site for the proposed Fountain Point 27 

solar facility?   28 
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 A.5. Yes.  I have become familiar with the locations of the originally proposed project 29 

area by reviewing maps of the project area in the application filed with the Ohio Power Siting 30 

Board, attending informational meetings, and following the progress of the case to learn the 31 

amended proposed project area.  I will refer to the Fountain Point Solar project as the “Project” 32 

and the land for the site of the Project as the “Project Area.”     33 

Q.6. Do you own land in or near the Project Area?   34 

 A.6. Yes.  I own and reside on land in Perry Township, south of State Route 47.  35 

Invenergy has represented that it has reduced the size of the Project area by removing all land 36 

south of State Route 47.  However, Invenergy has not released any of the landowners in contract 37 

south of State Route 47.  I am aware that Invenergy has in the past expanded the size of a solar 38 

facility boundary previously approved in a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and 39 

Public Need through an amendment to the original certificate.  Hardin Solar in Hardin County, 40 

Ohio is an example.         41 

Q. 7.  Have you had an opportunity to observe any other Invenergy built solar facilities 42 

and, if so, what observations have you noted regarding those facilities? 43 

 A.7.  Yes.  I personally visited the Hardin Solar facility located in Hardin County, Ohio 44 

that was built by Invenergy and has been operational for some time.  I wanted to witness 45 

firsthand what the end result of an Invenergy built facility looked like.  I have visited this facility 46 

on more than one occasion and each time it appears as an eyesore.  I have observed noxious 47 

weeds, a lack of pollinating plants and flowers, as well as significant flooding. I personally took 48 

pictures of the Hardin Solar Facility documenting the flooding around the facility and have 49 

attached those pictures to my testimony as Exhibit A.    50 

Q.8. Have you participated in compiling or creating any public petitions expressing 51 
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opposition to the Project? 52 

 A.8.  Yes.  I was personally involved in circulating and compiling several opposition 53 

petitions that have been submitted into the case record on November 14, 2022, November 15, 54 

2022, and November 16, 2022, totaling 829 signatures from citizens in opposition to the Project.  55 

As a comparison, only one support petition, dated November 3, 2022, had been filed totaling 219 56 

signatures in support. 57 

Q.9. Did you attend the Logan County Board of Commissioner’s meeting held on August 58 

9, 2022, and if so, please summarize your observations at that meeting. 59 

A.9.  Yes, I attended the meeting.  This was a public meeting held for the purpose of 60 

soliciting public feedback from County residents regarding construction of large scale wind and 61 

solar projects in the County.  There were 46 speakers at the meeting.  Out of these 46 speakers, 62 

39 spoke in opposition to large scale wind and solar projects and expressed an interest in the 63 

County having input and authority in the determination of siting of such facilities in the County, 64 

in accordance with Senate Bill 52.   65 

Q.10. Is farmland preservation in the public interest? 66 

 A.10. Ohio has identified farmland preservation as an important public interest and 67 

need.  In 1997, Governor Voinovich commissioned an Ohio Farmland Preservation Task Force 68 

that produced a report documenting the trend of Ohio’s loss of farmland.  I have attached a copy 69 

of the Report to my testimony as Exhibit B.  The report states on Page 6 that “between 1974 and 70 

1992, Ohio lost 1.4million acres of farmland.  From 1954 to 1992, 28.7% of Ohio’s ‘land in 71 

farms’ has been converted to non-agricultural use.”  Even more concerning, The U.S. 72 

Department of Agriculture’s National Agricultural Statistics Service reports that Ohio lost nearly 73 

a half million acres of farmland last year.  The trend is not reversing, it is accelerating.  The 74 
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conversion of viable, prime farmland for use as a large-scale solar facility runs counter to the 75 

public need for prime farm land to support Ohio’s #1 industry, farming.   76 

 After creation of the taskforce’s report, Governor Voinovich created the Ohio Farmland 77 

Protection Policy, a precursor to the current Ohio Farmland Preservation Office, recognizing the 78 

need to preserve the resource base for our largest industry in the state, food and agriculture.  The 79 

USDA has defined 44% of Ohio’s farmland as prime soil.  Damage to the topsoil and 80 

environmental concerns raised by the Project construction do not justify jeopardizing an already 81 

recognized public interest and need in farmland preservation.  Once topsoil is damaged or 82 

removed, designation as prime farmland would be forever lost.   While decommissioning plans 83 

for the Project are wholly inadequate, even the best decommissioning plan cannot return 84 

damaged prime soils back to prime farmland.   85 

US Secretary of Agriculture, Tom Vilsack, was a keynote speaker at the Commody 86 

Classic conference in Orlando recently stating that “solar does not belong on fertile farmland.” 87 

Despite this, through 2022 out of the 92 solar projects either approved or under consideration by 88 

the OPSB, 87 of those, fully 95%, are located in areas defined as prime soils by the USDA.  89 

Prime farmland is not being adequately protected. 90 

The entire Project Area is designated U-1 by the Comprehensive Plan for Logan County, 91 

defining the permitted uses as Agricultural and single-family dwellings.  This Project is 92 

completely incompatible with the County and local government land planning. 93 

Q.11. Did you review the record in this case to determine support and opposition for the 94 

Project? 95 

 A.11.  Yes, I reviewed the public comments submitted for the record and letters in 96 

support and opposition.  I used a spread sheet to compile the information and have attached my 97 
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summary here to my testimony as Exhibit C.    98 

Q.12. If the Project were built as proposed, would it serve the public interest, convenience, 99 

and necessity? 100 

 A.12.  No.  In addition to the numerous environmental, economic and viewshed concerns 101 

well documented in the case record, the inability to implement land planning strategies, an issue 102 

Senate Bill 52 aimed to remedy, and the disproportionately weighted public opposition should 103 

not be ignored when assessing whether the Project serves the public interest, convenience, and 104 

necessity.  The public, both those in local proximity and across Logan County have 105 

overwhelmingly voiced their opposition to the Project as proposed. 106 

Q.13.  Does this conclude your testimony? 107 

 A.13. Yes. 108 
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EXHIBIT B 











































































































 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT C 



 
 
 
People we have on the contact list 

 707 contacts across Logan County 
Opposition vs Pro Letters 

 1,508 total comments 
 44 left to file 
 89 pro solar with only one in the footprint (Don Hays) 
 1,418 no solar (majority are in the footprint) 
 26 elected officials are no solar (all are in Logan County) 
 5 are pro solar and only one is in Logan County/Bokescreek Twsp (Larry Mouser) 

Petition Signers 
 845 total signatures taken from three separate petitions (516 entered 11/14/22, 119 

entered 11/16/22, 210* entered 11/15/22) *this number has increased/changed since 
originally entered 

 219 from pro solar petition (entered 11/3/22) 
Signs Purchased 

 665 yard signs (100 Cronkleton’s, 15 Moore’s, 450 Rosebrook’s, 100 me) 
FB Group Stats 

 373 total members for no solar in logan county 
 No Solar Farms in Logan County’s public Facebook Group has 140 followers 
 29 total members of solar support of logan county 
 At least 214 are in Logan County 
 62% are female 
 91 are from West Mansfield 
 63 of those are from Bellefontaine 

Website 
 In the last 30 days, we have had 155 page views and 71 “unique” visitors 
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