
 
   
     

   
      

         
         

       
       

    
        

     
  

                    

From: Pearson, Penny, CMO 
To: PLN-Planner on Duty 
Subject: FW: Contact Commissioners > Content Submission | Number: 790 
Date: Thursday, March 31, 2022 7:52:59 AM 
Attachments: image001.png 

Penny Pearson 
Senior Executive Assistant 
County Manager's Office 
111 S. Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, Kansas 66061 
Direct 913-715-0501 | 
Office 913-715-0430 | TDD 800-766-3777 

From: donotreply@jocogov.org <donotreply@jocogov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2022 10:43 PM 
To: Fast, Becky, BOC <Becky.Fast@jocogov.org>; O'Hara, Charlotte, BOC <Charlotte.OHara@jocogov.org>; Blount, 
Cindy, CMO <Cindy.Blount@jocogov.org>; Eilert, Ed, BOC <Ed.Eilert@jocogov.org>; Arehart, Grace, CMO 
<Grace.Arehart@jocogov.org>; Hanzlick, Janee, BOC <Janee.Hanzlick@jocogov.org>; Meyers, Jeff, BOC 
<Jeff.Meyers@jocogov.org>; Ashcraft, Michael, BOC <Michael.Ashcraft@jocogov.org>; Pearson, Penny, CMO 
<Penny.Pearson@jocogov.org>; Allenbrand, Shirley, BOC <Shirley.Allenbrand@jocogov.org> 
Subject: Contact Commissioners > Content Submission | Number: 790 

Submission ID:8682 

First Name 
Kelly 

Last Name 
Hansen 

Address 
2040 W 137TH TER APT 68 
Leawood, KS. 66224 

Email 
hansenkellymark@aol.com 

Phone 
9136265392 

Which Commissioner(s) would you like to contact? 
Ed Eilert - Board Chairman, Becky Fast - 1st District, Jeff Meyers - 2nd District, Charlotte O'Hara - 3rd District, Janeé 

mailto:Penny.Pearson@jocogov.org
mailto:Planner@jocogov.org
mailto:hansenkellymark@aol.com
tel:9136265392

mailto:Shirley.Allenbrand@jocogov.org
mailto:Penny.Pearson@jocogov.org
mailto:Michael.Ashcraft@jocogov.org
mailto:Jeff.Meyers@jocogov.org
mailto:Janee.Hanzlick@jocogov.org
mailto:Grace.Arehart@jocogov.org
mailto:Ed.Eilert@jocogov.org
mailto:Cindy.Blount@jocogov.org
mailto:Charlotte.OHara@jocogov.org
mailto:Becky.Fast@jocogov.org
mailto:donotreply@jocogov.org
mailto:donotreply@jocogov.org


             

                 
               
  

Hanzlick - 4th District, Michael Ashcraft - 5th District, Shirley Allenbrand - 6th District 

Comment/Question 
I support renewable energy in an effort to support climate change progress. My faith community in Prairie Village 
has installed solar panels and considerably reduced its carbon footprint. Please support renewable energy growth in 
our area. 

Would you like to supply an image or file? 
No 



  
   

   
   

  

   

 

  

 
 
    

 
 
      

   
  

  
 

 
    

  
  

  
   

 
    

      

  
  

   
 
    

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

From: Lee Ann Antes <leeannantes@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2022 12:36:45 PM 
To: Ashcraft, Michael, BOC <Michael.Ashcraft@jocogov.org> 
Subject: Solar Regulations 

***This message came from outside of Johnson County Government - please use caution 

when opening attachments or links.*** 

Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I am writing today concerning the proposed solar regulations that are before the county 
commission. 

I am a member of the Kansans for Responsible Solar group. The "responsible" stands for 
responsible size, placement, and responsible representation of the citizens of Johnson 
County. I sincerely hope you have used some the resources we provided and read our 
letters and postcards. Yes, they differ from what the solar proponents and lobbyists have 
provided. Ours have not been paid for and edited by solar companies to promote their 
business. 

I would like to ask you to do one of two things. . .either vote to keep the proposed 
regulations as the Planning Commission intended OR tighten the regulations to make them 
more neighbor friendly. Neighbor friendly in placement to homes and cities, size, and 
setbacks to non-participating properties. The Planning Commission created these 
regulations as such for a reason. I was very disappointed that at the meeting of the "whole" 
they were not there to explain their position on those major points. 

Please ask questions, read information from both sides of the issue, consider 
alternatives, and if not 100% positive, beyond any doubt, this is THE BEST for ALL of 
Johnson County, then propose more time to research and come to an informed 
decision. May I suggest a moratorium on all solar project proposals for one year so that 
this commission has the time needed. Wabaunsee and Pottawatomie counties have 
moratoriums in place so that they are not pressured into making poor or uninformed 
decisions. Let's do likewise. 

Thank you for your time and thoughtful consideration of these regulations and the 
people they affect. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Ann Antes 
38700 W 175th St 
Edgerton, KS 
Leeannantes@yahoo.com 

mailto:leeannantes@yahoo.com
mailto:Michael.Ashcraft@jocogov.org
mailto:Leeannantes@yahoo.com


   
    

   
  

 

   

 

  

 
 
    

 
 
      

   
  

  
 

 
    

  
  

  
   

 
     

      

  
  

   
 
    

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

From: Lee Ann Antes <leeannantes@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2022 12:36 PM 
To: Meyers, Jeff, BOC <Jeff.Meyers@jocogov.org> 
Subject: Solar Regulations 

***This message came from outside of Johnson County Government - please use caution 

when opening attachments or links.*** 

Commissioner Meyers, 

I am writing today concerning the proposed solar regulations that are before the county 
commission. 

I am a member of the Kansans for Responsible Solar group. The "responsible" stands for 
responsible size, placement, and responsible representation of the citizens of Johnson 
County. I sincerely hope you have used some the resources we provided and read our 
letters and postcards. Yes, they differ from what the solar proponents and lobbyists have 
provided. Ours have not been paid for and edited by solar companies to promote their 
business. 

I would like to ask you to do one of two things. . .either vote to keep the proposed 
regulations as the Planning Commission intended OR tighten the regulations to make them 
more neighbor friendly. Neighbor friendly in placement to homes and cities, size, and 
setbacks to non-participating properties. The Planning Commission created these 
regulations as such for a reason. I was very disappointed that at the meeting of the "whole" 
they were not there to explain their position on those major points. 

Please ask questions, read information from both sides of the issue, consider 
alternatives, and if not 100% positive, beyond any doubt, this is THE BEST for ALL of 
Johnson County, then propose more time to research and come to an informed 
decision. May I suggest a moratorium on all solar project proposals for one year so that 
this commission has the time needed. Wabaunsee and Pottawatomie counties have 
moratoriums in place so that they are not pressured into making poor or uninformed 
decisions. Let's do likewise. 

Thank you for your time and thoughtful consideration of these regulations and the 
people they affect. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Ann Antes 
38700 W 175th St 
Edgerton, KS 
Leeannantes@yahoo.com 

mailto:leeannantes@yahoo.com
mailto:Jeff.Meyers@jocogov.org
mailto:Leeannantes@yahoo.com
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Kansanso� 
for Clean Energy ' 

Let's make this happen! Johnson County needs utility-scale 
solar investments. Solar farms are a key component of 
our smarter energy future and the kind of sustainable 
development we support. 

Don't leave Kansas behind. We should be developing solar 
projects in our region, as our neighboring states are doing. 
This is sustainable development that will net benefits for all. 

Count me in! 
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111 S. Cherry St. 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Commissioner Hanzlick 

CC: Ed Eilbert 

Commissioner: r.������
BY:-----

Why is the Johnson County government entertaining ideas 

that will harm renewable energy for our region? 

Please do not allow the current language of these regulatory 

proposals go unchecked. It would be a disaster for our 

communities. 

There is no reason that farmers should have this much red 

tape surrounding their efforts to provide clean energy to our 

population. 

Thank you, 

_ _/fro{ (YJ[1au 



Comm. Hanzlick Mu11L b(qqs {tei \J 
CC: Ed Eilbert 

111 S. Cherry St. 
11tta Mi1Olathe, Kansas 

66061 
1��:J /<t:?1(1 ()/J � 

County Commissioner: ���,·���
BY':_·-----

There is no time to waste in ensuring these overbearing regulations 

against solar farms are rejected by the county commission. 

Capping solar farmers' right to host solar farms on their own land is 

not in the spirit of Johnson County. Limiting where on their private 

property they can install these devices is wrong. 

I ask you to please stop these regu_lations from being approved. 

Thank you for your time. 
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111 S. Cherry St. 

Olathe, Kansas 66061 

CC: Chairman Eilbert r��1·���
BY:: _____ _ 

COMMISSIONER HANZLICK 

IJt'dl I... 01111111-...-..Jtl(lt'I. 

The fate of solar farming in Johnson County lies in 

your hands -- that's no small matter. 

With overbearing regulations being proposed to cut 
off farmers from having more that 1,000 acres of solar 
energy collectors and additional obstacles being made 
for count�· permits, I doubt we will see solar farms 
remain in the area unless action is taken. 

Please, ,·ote against these unnecessary regulations 
that arc hurting our local farmers. 
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111 S. Cherry St. · Olathe, KS 66061 

Commissioner Hanzlick 

Chairman Eilbert r��,·��ij 
BY:-----

Hello, 

I ain a Johnson County resident and I am alarmed at the high level 

of regulations being suggested for solar energy. Applying such 

government control over private farmers' properties see111s 

against our Kansas values and bad for our standing in the 

renewable energy effort. 

Please return control to farmers and stop government 

bureaucracy fro111 hurting our local econo111y. 

Thank you, 



-/1-!0 �* _/U �401w 

BY:------
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FOR SOLAR FARMS 

TO: Commissioner Hanzlick DATE: March 2022 

CC: Chairman Eilbert 

111 S. Cherry St. 

O athe. Ka .. sas 

66061 

Dear Commissioner Hanzlick 

""5rrr1·�g prog·ess i· c�• c::-1..:r,t', thi.-.w you,,..· "'i'la p erit� of rea:;,::,ns v.-., ·es �E-;"'tS a•e 
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Thank you, 
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BY

111 5. Cherry St. 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Commissioner Hanzlick ec�•��� 
CC: Ed Eilbert 

t It I) • I U, ..'., ,1\ "' 

':_•-----

Good day, 

I'm sending this letter to share my disapproval of the proposed 

regulations for the solar farm projects of private citizens. 

It is alarming that the government would wish to dictate how 

many acres a farmer can put solar panels on to provide energy 

to our community. It feels like the these regulations were 

written with the wrong motivation. 

Please restore power to private property owners and 

,igainst these proposals. 

Concernedly, 

tJic11 
2

VCQ 7 GtafldVl ew � 
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111 S. Cherry St. • Olathe, KS 66061 

�n��... �·��"RV, uL' � 

BY:_____ _ 
Chairman Eilbert & Commissioner Hanzlick: 

As a fellow citizen of Johnson County, I am calling upon you both to reconsider the severe 

regulations that have been proposed for solar energy production. These regulations, 1n my 

understanding, are unnecessary and unjust. They will hurt our economy, hurt our pos1t1on 1n the 

renewable energy sector, and hurt our local farmers. 

srand opposed to acreage cops on pr vote property rights I am ago nst the perm,t year 

decline that will end up meaning more paperwork and more hassle. I am d i spleased with the 

idea of a 2 mile l1m1t away from certain locations that oozes the idea of "not in my backyard"' for 

something rhot prov,des a great ser"ce 10 our cornmun1ry 

Please re1eci these C•Jrribersor-'e ·e9Jia+ �r,s :----rrGd crely s� that sd::i fo•r-s car •er.10 r. 

!ru t;ul ana cost-er·ecr .e 

Best, 

j <(\0 {�5,t(e ✓ 



COl\1l\'lissiONER HANZLiCli 
CC: Chairman Ed Eilbert 

111 S. Cherry St. I Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Madam Commissioner, 

I have become keenly aware of the mountain of red tape that is 

threatening the economic success of solar farming in our county 

and I am asking you to rescue farmers from it before it is too late! 

There is no logical reason for our farmers to be told they cannot 

produce electricity to make a profit by severely limiting their right to 

install such panels beyond 1,000 acres. We should not be telling 

farmers what they can and cannot produce on their own lands. 

I ask you please fight against this insanity to ensure that progress 

and prosperity can remain in Johnson County. 

Sincerely, 

))---::::.:;> 
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BY:-----

111 S. Cherry St. Commissioner Hanzlick 

Olathe, KS 66061 
Chairman Eilbert 

r��l ���· 
Greetings. 

Please vote "NO" to the regulations being proposed 

at recent meetings concerning solar farming . 

Johnson County needs leaders who will stand up for 

renewable energy efforts and reward progress, not 

st if 1 e it with u n fa i r r u 1 e s . 

I will be watching to see how this all pans out. 

Respectfully, 

J>/rf?(c.fdv .I Lutt:riiw 

{J__jJ�Jle..-/' 
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From: Karin Brownlee 
To: Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 
Cc: George Schlagel; PLN-Planner on Duty 
Subject: Letter supporting West Gardner Solar 
Date: Thursday, March 31, 2022 4:34:26 PM 
Attachments: 11-11-2021 Ltr JoCo Planning Commission.pdf 

You don't often get email from karin@karinbrownlee.com. Learn why this is important 

***This message came from outside of Johnson County Government - please use caution when opening 
attachments or links.*** 

Michael, 
Please see the attached letter written by George Schlagel which was shared with the Planning Commission 
during their deliberations on utility scale solar facilities regulations. I have also copied the planning 
department and ask that this letter be part of the record on the public hearing by the BOCC on Apr 4, 2022. 

Thank you for consideration of George’s excellent comments. 

Karin Brownlee 
karin@karinbrownlee.com 
913-484-3255 
Olathe, KS 

mailto:karin@karinbrownlee.com
mailto:Michael.Ashcraft@jocogov.org
mailto:gschlagel@schlagellong.com
mailto:Planner@jocogov.org
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
mailto:karin@karinbrownlee.com
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a. 

�Schlagel
M]LongLLc 

GEORGEJ. SCHLAGEL, P.A.*/AEP® 
BENJAMINE. LONG 

* Admitted in Kansas and Missouri 
AEP® Accredited Estate Planner 

Phone: 913.782.5885 
Fax: 913.782.0123 

Paralegal: Rebecca I. Stutzman, CP 
(Not Licensed lo Practice Law) 

100 E. Park St., Suite 8 

P.O. Box 10 

Olathe, KS 66051-0010 

November 11, 2021 

To: Johnson County Planning Commission Members 

I am George J. Schlagel, a lifelong resident of Johnson County, Kansas. I grew up on 
farms in Lenexa and then Olathe and still have significant interests in the agricultural community 
of Johnson County, Kansas. 

The land for the Evergy substation at approximately 189th and Dillie Road was sold by 
our family to KCPL to accept the electricity from the Wolf Creek Nuclear Power Plant at 
Burlington, Kansas. 

Back in the 70's and 80's, as a country, we believed that nuclear power was the answer to 
our country's power needs. 

Today, that thought has shifted in a fairly major way from nuclear and coal to solar and 
wind. 

Like our family has supported the then consensus by selling our land to be used for a 
substation, I believe we as individuals and as a society should support the efforts to move away 
from coal and nuclear and towards alternatives. In this case, solar. 

I believe that we should encourage the use of alternative sources of power such as solar. 
Some issues I believe that we, as Johnson County, should take into account, including: 

1. Is the project economically feasible. 
If there are unworkable reshictions on solar development, you might as well 
say "no" to such development. These projects are ve1y expensive and financed 
over time so that the users at the time cover the costs. If the financing is by 
way of 30-year bonds the regulations should not be an impediment to such 
financing. Financing options factor in risks by raising the interest rates on the 
bonds as the risks increase. If the financing needs to be 30 years and the 
conditional use permits for 20 years then financers will raise the interest rate 
on the bonds thus raising the costs to the consumers. 



c. 

b. The maximum size of the project should be large enough to produce the 
power needed to make the project feasible. My personal philosophy is that 
land owners should be allowed to use their prope1iy as they choose, subject to 
regulations generally designed to protect "the neighbors". I understand that 
this project and the affected land will be voluntarily committed to this use-as 
opposed to giving NextEra condemnation authority which would allow a more 
compact footprint of 2-3 miles square. 
I believe the public's ability to view the solar fields from the road as they 
drive by is a double-edged sword. I personally do not believe being able to see 
the solar panels would be offensive. I recognize that others could have 
opposing tastes. I take some p1ide when I see solar panels in highly visible 
areas. The solar panels in front of Olathe West High School and the Denver 
airport come to mind. I believe we need to move toward non-fossil fuel 
sources of power and being able to see "progress" is a positive to me. 

Proximity to a city is a non-issue to me. I grew up on a dairy fa1m about 3-4 miles 
from "town", i.e. development. It was at 116th and Switzer Road about ½ mile south of 
the Double-Tree Hotel We got pushed out by development when they put 69 Highway 
through the diagonal corners of our farm. We moved 10 miles south and were again 
pushed out by the Chapel Hill subdivision. This land will ultimately develop. It might 
make sense to work with other stake-holders on what the ultimate development should 
look like. 

This project is not the first of its kind in the U.S. I would recommend hearing the 
experiences of other communities similarly situated. Do those communities see those 
solar fields as eye sores or as evidence we are moving in the right direction? You can 
then set screening and set backs accordingly. 

Very truly yours, 

SCHLAGEL LONG LLC 

George J. Schlagel 
GJS 



* Help Solar Farmers 
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COMMISSIONER MEYERS March 2022 

CC: CHAIRMAN ED EILBERT 

111 S. Cherry St, Olathe, KS 66061 

A good local government is one that supports its citizens, not one that 

burdens them with more troubles. 

I am concerned about the recent regulation recommendations for solar 

farmers. At best, they are motivated by a heavy sense of caution. At worst, 

they are a ploy to eliminate solar farming in our county. Either way, they will 

have the same result: the defeat of renewable energy within Johnson 

County. 

The dissuasion comes in many forms: acreage limits, tight zoning protocols, 

even reduced permit ranges. I ask that you vote against all these things. 

A good local government listens to its citizens and ensures it represents the 

desires of the community. I hope we can continue to ca I the Johnson County 

Commission a good local government. 

Thank you, 
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To the commissioner's office: 

In regards to solar energy regulation, I must voice my opposition. The methods suggested to 

this county commission will prove unfruitful and will stifle any success we hope to achieve in 

this sector. 

Imposing limitations on acreage and distance from ce1tain populations will render local 

farmers incapacitated from making any sort of meaningful profit on solar farming. This, in 

turn, will disincentivize them from pursuing solar energy at all, which will hurt our local needs. 

Please utilize the resources at your disposal to cut this endless red tape that is threatening to 

choke renewable energy before it even has a chance here in Johnson County. 

Regards. 
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111 S. ClllilUt\" ST. 

01 .. \TIIE. KS M,0(11 
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Dear Commissioner and Chairman, 

A lot of discussion has been swirling around the topic of renewable energy for Johnson 

County. In particular, the idea of solar farming has emerged as a sensible solution to 

our growing energy needs and desire to transition away from traditional, "dirtier" 

sources. 

However, alongside these good ideas lie some bad ones: acreage limitations and 

arbitrarily shortened county permits. These suggestions at recent zoning meetings are 

antithetical to the progress that would be ignited from the use of solar farming. Indeed, 

they have the power to shut down this venture altogether! 

Please spare our community from needless regulations. We deserve clean energy that 

will boost our quality of life and our local economy. 

Sincerely, 

1:leD[ 4-bt4 1/&< 4 Ji· 
bo/4e ta/1S it&zzJb 



Please deliver to: 

l:\cwiV\ Cu'J� 
Commissioner Meyers 
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W ��e.J� 
111 S. Cherry St. 

Olathe, Kansas 66061 

CC: Ed Eilbert 

To my County Commissioner: 

I must request that you turn down the proposal of regulations created 

for the topic of solar farming here in Johnson County. I have learned of 

the terrible ideas held within them. From shortened permits to limited 

acreage, there is nothing but antagonistic themes present in this 

proposal's language. 

Please fix these issues immediately, Thank you! 



Topic: Solar Energy 

March 2022 

Commissioner Meyers CC: Ed Eilbert 

111 S. Cherry St. 

Olathe, Kansas 66061 

Greetings! 

I hope this letter finds you well. I am aware that there have 
been some very steep regulations proposed against solar 
farmers; I would like to share why I think you should vote against 
such measures. 

The 1,000 care restriction will significantly limit land owners 
from using their property to produce the energy that would 
make the process worthwhile. This will stifle any economic 
growth that we would hope to see as a product of investing our 
community in renewable energy sources, such as solar farms. 

In general, these restrictions being suggested are antagonistic 
to private property rights - and for no reasonable purpose that 
I can deduce. Therefore, I ask you to please vote against them. 

Sincerely, 

-

/ 
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Commissioner Meyers CC: Ed Eilbert '-"tt--1\02 \Al'°-="'$¥,r 

111 S. Cherry St. :1\o ctP \A,9r"='\l'"'-S 5-t 

Olathe, Kansas 66061 \ 91"Q..>f9 ¥-5 � Y'�l lp 

Commissioner Meyers, 

I am writing to express my dissatisfaction with the current regulation proposals 

for solar farming in Johnson County. Why have such extreme measures been 

taken against solar farming on private property in recent zoning meetings? 

Shouldn't private farmers be allowed to have more freedom with their own land? 

I ask that you please provide more flexibility to our local farmers on issues like 

acreage limitations and county permits for renewable energy sources. These 

people are only trying to help bring more renewable energy to Johnson County. 

Cordially, 



COMMISSIONER MEYERS 
ED EILBERT 

111 S. CHERRY ST, OLATHE, KS 66061 \ 

GENTLEMEN, 

It has become evident that these proposed regulations for solar farming are anything but "for"them. 

Rather, they ore clearly ogoinstthem. We mustn't allow these regulations to become low in Johnson 

County. 

I ask that you please reverse course on this one thousand acre cap and the two-mile buffer language 

that would severely handicap our farmers from being able to pursue renewable energy. 

We all know renewable energy is inevitable. Why waste time pushing against it with harsh regulations 

that won't stand the tests of time? Please fix these issues before Johnson County's advantages in 

the energy sector are lost forever. 

RESPECTFULLY, 

FROM: 



Commissioner Meyers 
and Ed Eilbert 

111 S. Cherry St. I Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Meyers, 

If this letter does not find you in support of increasing farmer•s 

rights for solar farming, I hope you will take this moment to 

reconsider. 

Limiting farmers' ability to have solar farms to just 1,000 acres will 

make it very difficult for them to become meaningful providers for 

large energy users in our region. Likewise, if they are required to 

place them far away from city areas, this will decrease their 

effectiveness. 

I hope you will vote against burdensome regulations to help our 

farmers. 

Sincerely, 

76 Io l-t:1e,J,'\ e...V\ Le,,. l,c �. 
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From: f.b,...J [-t-1 /J<u>l,)v::,..r To: Commissioner Mell(ers 

111 S. Cherry St. \'))l-J \:> 71 �' 
Olathe, KS 66061 L�"(_}<:)a. J k:S �04p 
CC: Ed Eilbert 

Commissioner: 

Please do not lend your support to the 1,000 

acre cap for solar farming that has been 

proposed for Johnson County. This 

unreasonable limitation will hurt local farmers 

who hope to utilize their private property to 

bring us energy. 

Likewise, please reject the city buffer of 2 

miles being proposed against solar farms. 

These regulations are extreme and will hurt 

the cause of renewable energy for our county. 

Thank you, 



L1.:iV\Q) �' NJ ;) lt>� 
<I 

To Commissioner Meyers, 

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter, considering your 

busy schedule, 

Our community is under threat from restrictions proposed by the 

County Planning Commission. 

We need projects such as the proposed large-scale solar farm. 

These sort of projects are the future of Johnson County, just as 

they are the future for many of the other communities in Kansas. 

However, we will be steps behind everyone else if we allow the 

Planning Commission's proposed rules to pass. 

The industry standard is currently a 30-year lease limit, as is 

backed up by the testimonials of industry professionals. To follow 

well below the industry average would be to fall behind our peers. 

A 20 year limit is not financially feasible for a renewable energy 

project such as this. 

Oppose the restrictions proposed by the County Planning 

Commission. 

Respectfully, 

' 

¥-Sl Q vuXJA. 

(.e(,o--Z.. \ c, .t 



To: Commissioner Meyers . 

I've been informed that there are proposed restrictions for a 

large-scale solar farm here in Johnson County. 

I cannot begin to express my disappointment in these actions. Such 

restrictions are unnecessary. Per expert testimony, the industry 

standard for length of leases is limited at 30 years. This length of time 

is necessary for the financial viability of a 21st century project such as 

this, and is not meant to impose nefarious contracts on the county. 

Do not let Johnson County lose out on a wonderful opportunity to take 

advantage of renewable solar energy. Please oppose these 

restrictions proposed by the planning commission. 

Yours, 

lJciu,•d ·�a ·ff £)J ftf j_f 
12leICi Iu J le £ 



Commissioner Jeff Meyers 
111 S. Cherry St. 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner, 

I am writing to you because I am in support of renewable energy and the 
proposed large-scale solar farms that's set to come to Johnson County. 

There are many large tech and manufacturing companies whose goals 
align with moving forward with renewable energy. If Johnson County were 
to have a large-scale solar farm, it would become attractive for companies 
to move to this community, thus creating more job opportunities for those 
who need it. 

This will not happen if we follow through with the proposed restrictions by 
the County Planning Commission. 

I ask that you oppose said restrictions and take a step forward that'll benefit 
this community. 

Sincerely, 

7A 1U�t{ CtMq (ie9tt lg00. 

7S0 3 S} h€nt\Y11 vt110 



Commissioner Jeff Meyers, 

The County Planning Commission is planning on setting restrictions on 

large-scale solar farms that will present themselves as a detriment to Johnson 

County. 

A 20-year lease limit is NOT the industry standard. Are we to be seen as the 

county that cannot follow in-step with the rest of the world? Are we to be known 

as the community that resisted the passage of time, rather than learning, growing, 

and adapting to the changing tide? How can we expect new jobs to come in from 

outside sources when we cannot even set ourselves up as an example in 

industry-leading thinking and action? 

OPPOSE the proposed rules set forth by the County Planning Commission. These 

restrictions are unnecessary, and quite frankly, a danger to our community. 

Thank you, 

SfEN CG(l Cu:Jft(L 



To: Commissioner Jeff Meyers 

Subject: Large-Scale Solar Farm 

Greetings, 

I'm writing this letter to you because I feel the need to express my support for a large-scale 

solar farm in Johnson County. 

If the County Planning C�mmission were to have their way, we will never see this project 

come to fruition. A 20-year lease term is not financially feasible for such a project, and it 

falls well below the industry standard of a 30-year lease practiced by other communities 

throughout the country. 

Please, make the right call. Oppose these restrictions before it is too late. 

With gratitude, 

/!-,tc,1/l,1 
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To Commissioner Meyers, 

I'm writing to you today because I feel it necessary to express my concerns 
over restrictions that are being proposed to restrict solar energy. 

Industry standards currently suggest a 30-year lease limit for renewable 
energy projects such as solar energy farms. To restrict the lease at a 
20-year limit would be to hold this community back while others make 
progress in leaps and bounds by embracing renewable resources. 

Johnson County could be leading the charge on solar, renewable energy, 
but the right steps need to be taken in order for that to occur. Please 
oppose the restrictions proposed by the County Planning Commission. 

Respectfully, 

l21!/21BAl'uMrrZ 1vt�f/1rl{_ /YJtJrv->�011 
1�7og 112 7s+ ·rerr: 



Commissioner Meyers, 

Take a moment of your time, as I did in order to write this letter, in order to 

review and oppose the restrictions set forth by the County Planning 

Commission. 

Johnson County is in need of job opportunities that will be created thanks to 

projects such as a large-scale solar farm. However, such projects will never 

come to pass in our community if we levy restrictions that will push them 

away into the arms of another more welcoming community. 

Let us follow industry standards and set a lease term limit of 30 years. Let's 

be on the leading edge of technology. Allow Johnson County to become an 

enticing business prospect for outside companies. 

Do what's right for us and our community and OPPOSE the Planning 

Commission's restrictions on large-scale solar farms. 

Thank you for your time, 



s�>htt Re{f /4�/2t( fk(I 
·126 Jtf iJ 76 $f 

Dear Commissioner Me,.ers, 

I'm tall.Ing tlle time to write tllis letter beeaase I am 

eoneerned over tlle p:roposed :restrletlons set fortll 

by tlle Coant,. Planning Commission. 

If tlleJ' eome to pass, tl'ollnson Coant,. will absolately 

be left oat to dry wlllle otller eo-anitles p:rosper 

allder tlle banner of :renewable ene:rg. To limit lease 

terms to 20 ,.ea:rs woald be to II.Ill tlle one ellanee 

tl'ollnson Coant,. bas In moving lo:rwa:rcl wltll tlle :rest 

of tlle world. 

Do not malle a eostlJ' mistal&ell Please tlloroaglllJ' 

eonslde:r opposing tllese rest:rletions as soon as 

possible • .rollnson Coant,- Nf:E••'l la:rge-seale proJeets 

1111.e a sola:r farm to prospe:r. 

Wltll kindness, 



Commissioner Jeff Meyers, 

Thank you for reading my letter. This is an issue that I feel 
passionately about. 

The County Planning Commission wants to place restrictions on 
large-scale solar farms here in Johnson County. What this is 
effectively saying is that Johnson County opposes the 
fast-approaching future that is reliable renewable energy. It is NOT a 
good look for our community and will end up being detrimental to our 
growth and prosperity. 

Industry professionals, such as engineers from Burns and McDonnel, 
have testified that a 30-year lease permit is the industry standard 
necessary for the financial viability of a large-scale project like this 
one. To set a lease permit limit to 20 years would be to make Johnson 
County an undesirable location to operate in for businesses that have 
set the use of renewable energy sources as one of their main goals. 

Let's all move forward together. 

Sincerely, 

� tUL 
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To my local Commissioner, Jeff Meyers, 

Please consider opposing the County Planning Commission's plan 

to place restrictions on the large solar farm set to be brought to 

Johnson County. 

If we set a 20-year lease limit, we are only going to make our 

community an undesirable location for renewable energy projects 

such as this one to be drafted, planned, and created. We are in need 

of jobs, we are in need of money, and we are in need of a good status 

boost to our community. 

Thank you for your time, 



Commissioner Jeff Meyers 

111 S. Cherry St. 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner, 

I am writing to you because I am in support of renewable energy and the 

proposed large-scale solar farms that's set to come to Johnson County. 

There are many large tech and manufacturing companies whose goals 

align with moving forward with renewable energy. If Johnson County were 

to have a large-scale solar farm, it would become attractive for companies 

to move to this community, thus creating more job opportunities for those 

who need it. 

This will not happen if we follow through with the proposed restrictions by 

the County Planning Commission. 

I ask that you oppose said restrictions and take a step forward that'll benefit 

this community. 

Sincerely, 

7• �1c1't1 Gy;JJ. q }Zt}Ja ta oc--. 
7Sr::; c>t:: f)r?1a0Ylf vf/ l ·12 
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Dear Commissioner �rs, 

I'm talrlng tlae time to write tllls letter beeaase I am 

coneerned over tlle proposed restrictions set lortb 

by tlae Coaa9 Planning Commission. 

If tlle,- come to pass, .ro11aso11 CoaaiJ' will absolatelJ' 

be left oat to dry wbUe otller comnaanltles prosper 

allller tlae baaaer of renewable eaerg. To limit lease 

terms to 20 pars woald be to 1&111 tlle one ebanee 

.rollason Coaa9 Ila■ ill naovillg forward wltb tbe rest 

of tlle world. 

Do not make a costly mistake., Please tlloroaalllJ' 

consider opposing tllese restrictions as soon as 

possible. cJollasoa C::oaaiJ' WEf:DS large-scale proJeets 

like a solar farm to prosper. 

Wltll l&indaess, 

-



To: Commissioner Meyers . 

I've been informed that there are proposed restrictions for a 
large-scale solar farm here in Johnson County. 

I cannot begin to express my disappointment in these actions. Such 
restrictions are unnecessary. Per expert testimony, the industry 
standard for length of leases is limited at 30 years. This length of time 
is necessary for the financial viability of a 21st century project such as 
this, and is not meant to impose nefarious contracts on the county. 

Do not let Johnson County lose out on a wonderful opportunity to toke 
advantage of renewable solar energy. Please oppose these 
restrictions proposed by the planning commission. 

Yours, 

-Oou, J �' . ,ff f)J n£J., (
(2leIc, t L,, 1 le � 
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Commissioner Jeff Meyers, 

The County Planning Commission is planning on setting restrictions on 

large-scale solar farms that will present themselves as a detriment to Johnson 

County. 

A 20-year lease limit is NOT the industry standard. Are we to be seen as the 

county that cannot follow in-step with the rest of the world? Are we to be known 

as the community that resisted the passage of time, rather than learning, growing, 

and adapting to the changing tide? How can we expect new jobs to come in from 

outside sources when we cannot even set ourselves up as an example in 

industry-leading thinking and action? 

OPPOSE the proposed rules set forth by the County Planning Commission. These 

restrictions are unnecessary, and quite frankly, a danger to our community. 

Thank you, 



;;;7og 11,) 7s Te,f f'" , I -+ 

To Commissioner Meyers, 

I'm writing to you today because I feel it necessary to express my concerns 

over restrictions that are being proposed to restrict solar energy. 

Industry standards currently suggest a 30-year lease limit for renewable 

energy projects such as solar energy farms. To restrict the lease at a 

20-year limit would be to hold this community back while others make 

progress in leaps and bounds by embracing renewable resources. 

Johnson County could be leading the charge on solar, renewable energy, 

but the right steps need to be taken in order for that to occur. Please 

oppose the restrictions proposed by the County Planning Commission. 

Respectfully, 

·t.l. /?bf VvfARYtz ;vik/4!if4?vlfl(• M o ryge,11 



Commissioner Meyers, 

Take a moment of your time, as I did in order to write this letter, in order to 
review and oppose the restrictions set forth by the County Planning 
Commission. 

Johnson County is in need of job opportunities that will be created thanks to 
projects such as a large-scale solar farm. However, such projects will never 
come to pass in our community if we levy restrictions that will push them 
away into the arms of another more welcoming community. 

Let us follow industry standards and set a lease term limit of 30 years. Let's 
be on the leading edge of technology. Allow Johnson County to become an 
enticing business prospect for outside companies. 

Do what's right for us and our community and OPPOSE the Planning 
Commission's restrictions on large-scale solar farms. 

Thank you for your time, 
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To Commissioner Meyers, 

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter, considering your 

busy schedule, 

Our community is under threat from restrictions proposed by the 

County Planning Commission. 

We need projects such as the proposed large-scale solar farm. 

These sort of projects are the future of Johnson County, just as 

they are the future for many of the other communities in Kansas. 

However, we will be steps behind everyone else if we allow the 

Planning Commission's proposed rules to pass. 

The industry standard is currently a 30-year lease limit , as is 

backed up by the testimonials of industry professionals. To follow 

well below the industry average would be to fall behind our peers. 

A 20 year limit is not financially feasible for a renewable energy 

project such as this. 

Oppose the restrictions proposed by the County Planning 

Commission. 

Respectfully, 
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Commissioner Jeff Meyers, 

Thank you for reading my letter. This is an issue that I feel 
passionately about. 

The County Planning Commission wants to place restrictions on 
large-scale solar farms here in Johnson County. What this is 
effectively saying is that Johnson County opposes the 
fast-approaching future that is reliable renewable energy. It is NOT a 
good look for our community and will end up being detrimental to our 
growth and prosperity. 

Industry professionals, such as engineers from Burns and McDonnel, 
have testified that a 30-year lease permit is the industry standard 
necessary for the financial viability of a large-scale project like this 
one. To set a lease permit limit to 20 years would be to make Johnson 
County an undesirable location to operate in for businesses that have 
set the use of renewable energy sources as one of their main goals. 

Let's all move forward together. 

Sincerely, 

) J. ) I S- W '<- .(I >J-n_ 
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To my local Commissioner, Jeff Meyers, 

Please consider opposing the County Planning Commission's plan 

to place restrictions on the large solar farm set to be brought to 

Johnson County. 

If we set a 20-year lease limit, we are only going to make our 

community an undesirable location for renewable energy projects 

such as this one to be drafted, planned, and created. We are in need 

of jobs, we are in need of money, and we are in need of a good status 

boost to our community. 

Thank you for your time, 



To: Commissioner Jeff Meyers 

Subject: Large-Scale Solar Farm 

Greetings, 

I'm writing this letter to you because I feel the need to express my support for a large-scale 

solar farm in Johnson County. 

If the County Planning Commission were to have their way, we will never see this project 

come to fruition. A 20-year lease term is not financially feasible for such a project, and it 

falls well below the industry standard of a 30-year lease practiced by other communities 

throughout the country. 

Please, make the right call. Oppose these restrictions before it is too late. 

With gratitude, 



kansasresponsiblesolar.com l jocoresponsiblesolar.org l docoresponsiblesolar.org 

To: Johnson County, KS CommissJoner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan.8,2021 

111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

We hope this letter finds you well. We are writing you in an effort to express our concerns about the potential 

Solar Farm being established within a mile of our home. Outside of the environmental impact this would have on 

Southern Johnson County, far surpassing our home, we are concerned about our lifestyle, our views, our 

peacefulness and our home values. 

As a Realtor for the past 20 years, I know first-hand what an impact projects like this can have. We have been life• 

long Johnson Countians and have enjoyed a beautiful life in our home for the past 28 years and intend to retire 

here and stay in our home until the Good Lord calls us home. This is a dream that many people in this area have. 

This area is steeped in generational farms and this Solar Farm would surely take that lifestyle away. 

In addition, there are many homesteads that not only enjoy a lifestyle of agriculture and livestock, but have a sole 

water source from the Earth, which will surely be contaminated by the Solar Farm, leaving us without water to our 

homes, this being just many of the potential environmental impact a Solar Farm can have on an area. Who will 

resolve this issue, and at what cost? 

We are sincerely requesting that you do not allow this destruction of Southern Johnson County to happen. Please 

have an open ear to the residents that wiH be greatly affected by your decision - the people who actually live here 

and will deal with this on a day-to-day basis. 

We wish you well and hope your good judgement will encourage you to do the right thing. 

Sincerely, 

C f���� 
M.

Gary and Lisa Huppe I 17535 Edgerton Rd, Edgerton, KS 66021 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: 
;;f • kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft 
r .. • OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE . ,,_" l T"TI Ir' n1r11TIAIITI IV"I 1n �k�An Tnl ·"�Ir' 

https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft
https://docoresponsiblesolar.org
https://jocoresponsiblesolar.org
https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com


2. 

.... 
4

. ,.. 
• 

Citizens for Responsible Solar 
Johnso11 County. KS S: Douglas Counly. KS 

kansasresponsiblesolar.com I jocoresponsiblesolar.org docoresponsiblesolar.org 

To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 10, 2021 
111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

I am writing today with another concern related to set-backs and vegetative barriers. As you are considering changes to the zoning ordinances for the 
solar facilities, I would like for you to keep this information in mind. 

Solar panels themselves produce NO sound. The noise-generating equipment at a solar facility come from 
the inverters, transformers, battery storage, and tracker equipment. Sound or noise is measured in decibels. Decibels increase on a logarithmic scale 
which is not linear. 50 dB is 1/4.,, as loud as 70 dB. Some decibel reference points are: whisper 25 dB, refrigerator 55 dB, vacuum cleaner 75 dB. 

Inverters convert DC into AC power. This process produces tonal sound at twice the electric line frequency. Their decibel level is estimated 
between 60-88 dB depending on brand. One study noted 60 dB at 32 ft. distance from unit. 

Transformers are used to step-up voltage for easier transmission into the electric grid. There are 
3 sources of noise from transformers-!. Core, 2. Coil, 3. Cooling fan noise. Coil and Core noise result in decibel levels similar to an inverter. The fan 
noise is the most audible and therefore most objectionable. 

Solar facilities operate during the day with generated noise mixing with ambient noise levels and 
may not be noticeable. But those facilities that have battery storage, like the proposed NextEra project, have transformers, inverters, and cooling fan 
(transformer and battery storage) operations throughout the night. Now the 60-80 dB facility noise becomes more noticeable in the quiet, rural 20-30 dB 
ambient night level. Sound travels a long way out in the countryside. 

Solar tracking maximizes solar production by following the sun's movement throughout the day. 
It is more efficient for utility scale projects to use tracking. Tracker motors rotate the panels 5° every 15-20 mins., operating for 1-2 minutes each time. 

These motors run at 78 dB, much like a vacuum cleaner. Trackers will reset the panels for the next day either by using light sensors or a prescribed time. 
Either will engage the tracker motors to move the panels back to their #sunrise• position. That takes approximately 20 mins. to complete. Could be at 
dusk, dawn, or midnight. Panels can also be moved to a horizontal position for storms or very windy conditions to protect them from wind damage. One 
study used 3,600 motors to move 950,000 panels. (The NextEra project may have 1,500,000 11.S MIWON] panels which means over 5,000 inverters.) 
Imagine 5,000 78dB motors and the inverters all starting at 4 AM in the quiet 25 dB pre-dawn morning and running for 20 mins. 5,000 vacuum cleaners all 
running at once for 20 mlns. Sound travels a long way out in the quiet countryside. 

Some recommendations for mitigating noise around solar faclllties are: 

1. 

3. 

Put sound producing equipment in the center of the field, or away from residences and occupied property. 
Erect noise barriers, such as walls, vegetation on berms, or enclosures around inverters, transformers, and tracker motors. 
Set-backs help to keep noise generating equipment away from occupied properties. 

Lee Ann Antes 

38700 W. 1751t1 St Edgerton, KS 66021 
Email: leeannantes@yahoo.com 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: II • kansasresponsiblesolar.com/allenbrand 
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Citizens for Responsible Solar 
Johnson Cou11ly. KS & Douglas CoLm!y l<S 

kansasresponsiblesolar.com I jocoresponsiblesolar.org docoresponsiblesolar.org 

Shirley Allenbrand/ County Commissioner January 10, 2022 
111 S. Cherry St. Suite 3300 / Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Ms. Allenbrand: 

As you've probably noticed by this letterhead, we are part of the group of homeowners affected by the potential utility

scale solar power facilities in Douglas County and Johnson County. Let me be clear: our group (Citizens for Responsible 

Solar) is pro-responsible renewable energy and pro-responsible solar. Renewable energy is obviously one of the best 

paths for our world's future energy needs. Personally, Kim and I have a solar array at our home. 

And large utility-scale solar power facilities, if constructed and located properly, are a viable way for us to transition 
away from fossil fuels and the CO2 emissions they create. 

If there is only one point we'd like to communicate, it is this: utility-scale solar power facilities are not meant to be In 

residential areas. 

Having been in the solar industry for 10 years, I am the VP at Good Energy Solutions in Lawrence. Our company is 

currently constructing a ~t0MW (~23,000 solar panels) solar power facility in West Plains, MO. The solar power facility 

is not in a residential area. And the solar facility is built on top of a brownfield site (an old landfill). 

Many reasons exist to keep homes and residents away from utility-scale solar power facilities, some of which are 

outlined on the website: kansasresponsiblesolar.com 

There is enough land in DG and JO county where we could have a reasonable buffer between the homes and the utility

scale solar power facilities. How about a (1) one mile minimum distance from a home to the power facility boundary? 

And how about a 1,000' minimum distance from a road to a power facility boundary? That would keep the tall 

unsightly industrial fences away from the road. It is important to make sure we support agri-tourism as well. 

Thank you so much for taking the time to read this letter and hear our concerns and recommendations. 

Sincerely, 

/4.ctfL_.
Michael Schumann Kimberly Schumann 
2337 N. 600 Rd, Edgerton, KS 66021 schumann.kim@gmail.com 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: fl ,. kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ohara 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 8, 2021 
111 South cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

My name is Alex Young, and I am a member of both Johnson and Douglas County, KS communities. 
I am strongly opposed to the irresponsible siting of utility scale industrial solar complexes that has been introduced in our counties. 

I'm afraid that if massive, irresponsibly sited, utility scale solar is approved, we will most certainly see an extreme decline in our health, livelihoods, 
home values, productive farmland, clean natural water sources, wildflowers, bees and other pollinators, historical sites, wildlife, fishing holes, 
memories, the beauty and splendor of our natural landscape, and our overall way of life. 

Please do what's right for your communities and do not allow industrial utility scale solar complexes to be developed near populated areas (they 
need to be at least 3 miles away from populated areas where there are family homes). 

My family has been a part of both Johnson and Douglas County, KS communities for the past 15 years we live on both sides of County line and 
recently built a 40-acre family homestead with our blood sweat and tears. We have made this our family's legacy, a place to escape exactly this 
kind of development. Our family, and all residents in and along County Line Road have worked so hard to build our dreams and to support agri
business and economic growth in the area. 

If NextEra and other big utility scale solar companies, have it their way, most resident will find their homes surrounded and devalued by 
environmentally intrusive and potentially life-threatening solar panels and battery stations. On top of being an extreme eyesore and ruining our 
beautiful landscape this project will destroy whole eco-systems and disrupt wildlife. Agriculture and cattle farms, agri-businesses like wine 
makers, beekeepers, produce growers, garden centers and other Agri-tourism businesses and wedding/event centers will be left with nothing 
but "loss •as the surrounding suburbs and urban core/public won't be interested in driving out to the ·country· for weekend adventures 
anymore: wine tasting, berry picking, photos with the sunflowers, horseback riding, hiking, fishing, etc .... as the "country" that was once a quick 
drive to come out and enjoy, will be replaced by an industrial power complex. 

There are many other potential site locations (brownfield, contaminated sites) that have been proposed and are much more responsible. Using 
brownfield sites for industrial solar will have far less of an impact on the environment and our communities. 
The whole idea of renewable energy is to have less of an impact on mother earth and the communities they are producing energy resources for. 
Letting a faceless giant from Juno Beach, FL (NextEra HQ), or any other developer for that matter, ravage our land and destroy our communities 
sounds an awful lo� like the antiquated practices of an industry like big oil. 

Regardless of whether Its green renewable energy or fossil fuels this is not the location for a large utility scale project. 
Please be a responsible steward for your county and your constituents. As registered voters we are all paying very close attention. 

Alex Young 
10830 Bradshaw St 
Overland Park, KS 66210 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 8, 2021 
111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

I'm for responsible solar energy and want changes to the proposed regulations. Utility scale solar should be located 
in areas like brownfields, capped landfills, and industrial areas. Utility scale solar should not be located in close 
proximity to where people live, nor should productive farmland be used for utility scale solar. 

I greatly appreciate all the work you and your fellow Johnson County Commissioners have put into researching 
solar energy and developing guidelines for utility scale solar energy. I believe in the process of local government 
working with its citizens for the betterment of the community. I appreciate you taking the time to listen to 
comments and read letters and emails from all of the concerned citizens in Douglas County and Johnson County as 
it relates to responsible solar. 

Thank you, 

Becki Almeida 

17070 Edgerton Rd 
Edgerton, KS 66021 
Email: beckialmeida@gmail.com 
Phone: 913-579-5405 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner 

111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan.e10,e2021 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

My name is Lee Ann Antes. I am a resident of the 6th District of Johnson County. I am writing today to express a 
concern about the proposed utility scale solar project in Johnson and Douglas counties. This project directly affects 
me, my family, and our beef operation. I have some questions that I would like answered. 

Have you ever heard the term "greenwashing"? It is defined as the process of conveying a false impression or 
providing misleading information about how an entity conducts its business by seeming environmentally sound and 
"eco-friendly". I believe NextEra is greenwashing this projected solar project. 

My question to you is this .•. do you know where NextEra sources their PV solar panels from? My guess would be 
China. In 2019, China made 80% of the world's supply of solar panels. There is a large and concerning problem 
with Chinese solar panels. 

The concern is China's use of coal powered electricity to manufacture their solar panels from raw materials to 
end product. A solar panel made in China has about double the carbon footprint as one made in Europe. China 
represents more than 25% of all global carbon emissions. China has also financed 71% of coal powered facilities 
built in 152 countries over the past decade. Chinese president Xi Jinping calls climate change a "crisis", but shows 
little effort in reducing China's emissions and meeting its climate goals. China is clearly focused on economic 
growth at the world's expense. 

If we, in Johnson and Douglas Counties, are working towards net-zero carbon emissions shouldn't China as 
well? My last question to you is this ... will your constituents want to be complicit in supporting China's lack of 
commitment in cutting carbon emissions causing climate change? If the project is approved, we will be 
participating in "greenwashing" this project and misleading the public. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Ann Antes 

38700 W. 175th St 
Edgerton, KS 66021 
Email: Leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley 

111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Allenbrand Date: Jan. 10, 2021 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

The solar industry, both in utility-scale and residential, is currently booming. It is estimated 140.000 solar panels are being 

installed per day in the U.S. Panels are being produced to be more efficient at a cheaper price. These innovations are being driven by 

the industry dominant Chinese panel producers. These low-cost panels have driven many U.S. panel producers out of business. If the 

cost of trading up is low and efficiency high, consumers will switch, regardless of whether their existing panels have aged-out. Where 

do these panels end up? 

Solar panels are made to last 25-30 years. They are not manufactured for disassembly. Currently the aluminum frame, 

some silver, and copper are salvaged for less than $2.00. It costs $12-25 after transportation costs to recycle a panel. The reclaimed 

materials do not cover the cost of recycling. It costs $1-2 to dump it in a solid waste landfill and walk away. Most states classify 

panels as common waste. But some states consider the panels as E-waste which makes them even more difficult to dispose of. The 

United States has no solar recycling mandates. It is estimated that 10% of solar panels are recycled. It is projected that there will be 

about 8 million metric tons of decommissioned panels accumulated by 2030 and possibly 78 million metric tons. which could include 

West Gardner Solar panels. by 2050. 

Current waste estimates are 90 metric tons per megawatt/ MW (weight to power ratio). West Gardner Solar is projected to 

be a 320 MW installation. 320 X 90 = 28,800 metric tons of panel E-waste produced at every upgrade. With a 20-year initial contract 

plus three 5-year options beyond that, this project could be in production 30-40 years. There could possibly be 2-3 upgrades during 

that time creating approx. 86.400 metric tons of panel E-waste. Where will it go? 

Solar's production boom has left recycling lagging woefully behind. Europe has outpaced the U.S. in addressing this issue. 

The European Union holds PV panel module installers and solar producers responsible for waste disposal. Many experts believe that 

recycling should be mandatory. Building required solar panel recycling capacity has to be done now as the wave of decommissioned 

panels of the early 2000's hit end-of-life. Meanwhile they are disposed of in landfills. Landfills that already are filling up with waste 

from our "throw-away" society. Something we are dealing with here in our area. 

The way a technology affects the environment while it's in use does not tell the entire story. Solar energy is not "green"! 

Do the benefits of this projected solar facility outweigh the negatives? Are we ready to deal with the known and unknown 

consequences of this project? This massive solar facility will forever change the character of our county. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Ann Antes 

38700 w. 175th St 

Edgerton, KS 66021 

Email: Leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shlrtey Allenbrand Date: Jan. 10, 2021 
111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

1 am writing today with a concern related to set-backs and vegetative barriers. As you are considering changes to the zoning ordinances for the solar 
facilities, I would like for you to keep this information in mind. 

The "heat island" effect the term used to describe increased temperatures in an urban setting. There have also been studies done to see if a PV 
{ photovoltaic) solar farm creates a similar effect. PV panels convert solar radiation into heat and can alter the air-flow and temperature profiles near the 
panels. Such changes can affect the thermal environment of near-by populations of humans, animals, plants, and other species. 

10. Operating temperatures of a panel is approx. 400F above ambient temperature. 

• Hot summer day (lOOoF) ambient = 1400F panel temperature 
• Winter day (32°F) ambient = 72°F panel temperature 

11. Studies show that air temperatures above and below panels are higher than ambient during the day. Below panel heat is due to the heat 
being trapped under the panel. Air temperatures in center of PV project = 35°F above ambient temperature at 8 ft. above ground surface. 

• Hot summer day (100°F) = 135°F air temperature 
• Winter day {32°F) = 67°F air temperature 

Areas above and below the panels are slower to reach ambient temps as they cool. But eventually do reach ambient and do not induce a day
after-day increase. 

12. High air temps completely dissipate at 60 ft. above ground surface AND will reach ambient temp at 
984 ft. away from perimeter of field. Prevailing wind direction has an affect on the distance heat dissipates from the perimeter of the field. 
Downwind locations will receive more of the heat generated at the solar farm than ones upwind. As we all know here in eastern Kansas the 
prevailing wind direction in summer is from the south and in winter is from the north. Forced convection would move heat from the PV field to 
surrounding areas if there are no barriers to reduce air flow ... slow the wind. A strong breeze could spread the heat higher and wider around 
the PV farm. 

Mitigations of the PV Heat Island Effect would be: 

• Provide set-backs of 150-250 ft. to increase distance from perimeter of field to neighboring properties. This distance allows high temps to 
dissipate before reaching a home, animals, or crops. 

• Vegetation planted in 2 locations. 
a. Directly under panels using a 1ow growing, native species to provide cooling through plant transpiration (exhaling water vapor). 
b. Around the perimeter of the PV field in the form of a dense vegetative screen, or buffer to slow the flow of the heated air. 

Therefore, generous set-backs with a vegetative screen can help minimize this heat island effect on neighboring properties. 

Sincerely, 
1 flli ,J -in � 

Lee Ann Antes Y� 
38700 W. 175"' St Edgerton, KS 66021 
Email: Leeannantes@yahoo.com 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: II J kansasresponsiblesolar.com/allenbrand 
,.�, t OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE 
·• TO THE RIGHT WITH YOUR SMART PHONE 

https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com/allenbrand
mailto:Leeannantes@yahoo.com
https://docoresponsiblesolar.org
https://jocoresponsiblesolar.org
https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com


� ,  

\ \,._ \ \_ � 

� \{)��\½ \\J\J.ts 

� ��� \\\�r� 

\1'\5 t\� �� 

��1' .. 

..... .... . 
.,.. 

Citizens for Responsible Solar Joh r1so 11 Coun ty. l<S & Douglas Coun ty. KS 
kansasresponsiblesolar.com I jocoresponsiblesolar.org I docoresponsiblesolar.org 

l 

\ � \,;,\� w- �<M, � �  �cl t;,\\W '<>:l'\or � � t:, 

�� � �� �V\ �<,.��� ���� �-

� <;).N. \\'I\���\\_\..!. � ��s �a\  b,�d 6:l\o,<' 
\irn '\� � ��� - l-h.»M \..� I:)(\ Ou-r � 

ie 

�u:Nl'\% .�� � �:\, � ��� \� . 

\ � \),� \):);_\ 
} 

�'°\X',\, �ili/\o;h� \i'loo., u.. � \;� 
�� �,\\ \A'{\� ��\� .. 

f�'ll,m�<i\,o._ \ '. 
��\ ��,-Qr\ 
utb�\,� \�'\-�Ci-of> 
�\v.\i.O{'\ �8'.)\\ � \»akif 

,� � �� �Q,_?, 

� "\)(��� 
\\..� """' t).\,\f ,-u-n,1¼>' 

�"'� \L.½ 

\ ���¾\� {. � �, 

-=• VIEW CONSTITUENT C���.II • kansasresponsiblesolar.com/allenbrand §;!ilcl...��:, 
t OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE 1.- . 

. � 

r , 

t TO THE RIGHTWITHYOURSMARTPHONE l!J�.-.� 

https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com/allenbrand
https://docoresponsiblesolar.org
https://jocoresponsiblesolar.org
https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com


Thursday, February 17, 2022 

Ms. Shirley Allenbrand, BOCC 

111 S. Cherry Street Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Ms. Allenbrand, 

I am writing as a long time, nearly life long resident of this county. Three years ago this June, I moved 

from Overland Park to rural, western, Johnson county as I had married a man, Rob who has lived out 

here for many years. Together, we have been remodeling the house and slowly reclaiming the land as 

we cut and thin trees and create a more beautiful piece of land. We own 5 acres, minus what was sold 

to the county several years ago to widen 151 st street. Our neighbor mows a large portion of the land 

each summer for hay and we live on the south area of the property. 

If allowed to go in, the large, industrial solar farm will be a mere mile or so from us. I believe this will 

devastate this area. Instead, the best use of this part of Johnson county is for it to remain a rural area 

where families can come and have hobby farms, agri-tourism and generally live a country life. A young 

family has purchased a piece just south of us and will be begin building their dream home this year. Just 

down the road a piece is the Prairie Center meats, there is a sheep farm, farther on down is the lewis 

Family Farm where Will lewis and his parents grow vegetable plants, flowers, pumpkins and sunflowers. 

This is drawling a lot of folks out and this past year included a beautiful Christmas display. 

Putting a solar farm out here will ruin so much of the natural beauty, the wildlife corridors, the trees 

which take care of carbon dioxide and much more. Not to mention the risk of massive fires from solar 

battery story which the Edgerton Fire Department is not equipped to handle, and the potential heat 

island effect coming to us in the North east. 

PLEASE vote to table or completely outlaw any industrial solar in rural Johnson County. If you must have 

one, please put it on the powder plant property which is not worth much more than a solar farm 

anyway. 

Thank you, 

3teut � �. )'M_Cui?_1� 
Sharmen S. McCollum 

15215 Edgerton Road 

Gardner, KS 66030 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 14, 2022 

111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

You've heard all the arguments and talking points from both sides, but let me highlight the ones most important to me. A few 

property owners in the affected area near my home on Edgerton Road will benefit monetarily from this installation, most will 

not. Property values near solar "farms" decrease, consequently increasing all county resident's taxes to cover the shortfall. 

There is potential damage to two critical watersheds from herbicide contamination and storm water run-off. Fire safety is a 

concern from grassfires and lithium-ion battery fires which are toxic. Non-participating properties are not protected by 

adequate set-backs and forest, farmland, vegetation, topsoil, historical sites and wildlife habitat will be destroyed. The area will 

be spoiled for eco and historical tourism and agri-tourism. Decommissioning and reclaiming the land at the end of the project 

will be expensive and finally, the Chinese solar panels will not likely be recycled when they're used up but will be sent to local 

landfills where they will continue to pollute our land. 

The brownfield site just north of us at Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant has perplexed planners and developers for decades. 

Several proposals have faltered and failed because of its Superfund level toxicity. Clean-up at the site resulted in contaminants 

being hauled to the Johnson County landfill, which is not a real solution and still continues to this day. Ironically, it is perfectly 

suited for an industrial utility-scale solar installation. 

The proposal for a similar installation right in the heart of our thriving neighborhood to the south will have far reaching 

consequences not just for us but for all Johnson and Douglas County residents. Please help us to protect our property and the 

way of life that we've carefully and lovingly cultivated for all of these years by passing responsible utility scale solar regulations. 

Respectfully, 

�� � 
Gary Hanna 

18355 Edgerton Road 

Edgerton, KS 66021 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 14, 2022 

111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

You've heard all the arguments and talking points from both sides, so I won't repeat those. I would like to 

share my personal story with you. I grew up in Johnson County, with deep roots going back several 

generations on both sides of my family. As an adult, I lived in Douglas County and attended KU, then 

married and moved to Miami County. Later my husband and I bought rural property in Johnson County 

where we've lived for nearly 47 years. We financed our purchase from the only lender who at that time 

would consider property in what they called the "armpit of Johnson County", the real estate red zone in 

the southwest corner. We were also warned that there was a Superfund site just a few miles north of us. 

Despite all that, we saw potential here so we bought the property and built fences and outbuildings and 

eventually a new house. (Ironically, we even briefly considered solar power but it was too expensive at 

the time.) We raised animals and children on the property and we survived threats from tornadoes and 

wildfires, Johnson County's CARS program and the Oz theme park, and more recently the lntermodal. 

Now we face a new menace in the form of a proposed industrial util ity-scale solar installation right in the 

heart of our thriving neighborhood, with far reaching consequences not just for us but for all Johnson and 

Douglas County residents. Please listen to our concerns and respect our opposition to this proposal. Help 

us to protect our property and the way of life that we've carefully and lovingly cultivated for all of these 

years. 

Respectfully, 

Sherri Hanna 

18355 Edgerton Road 

Edgerton, KS 66021 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand 
Date: Jan. 8, 2021 

1 1 1  South Cherry Street Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

I live a half mile from the proposed area for industrial solar farms. I assumed this area 
would continue to be zoned agricultural and residential not industrial. I urge you to vote against 
putting industrial sized solar farms in this area. I t  is too beautifnl, hilly, woodsy, too much 
wildlife, too many residents with small businesses dependent on the health and beauty of this 
area, too much community to sacrifice for more energy. 

670 acres is a mile square. If you don't have a sense of how big that is come out and 
drive it. Even a solar farm of this size would be out of character and a huge disrupter for the 
environment and people here. I urge you to vote that this is not the place for a big solar farm 
period. But short of that at least no project extent bigger than 1 mile square. Even with that size 
l am imagining disturbing vibrations of building such an industrial eyesore, tntck noise, the 
noise of pounding the equipment into the ground, the congestion of such a big project in an area 
where people are used to peace and quiet and being able to walk down the gravel roads 
undisturbed. If I were a homeowner with an industrial solar farm going in on 3, 2, or even 1 side 
of me I would be inclined to sell. I may even not being that close. Would you want everyone in 
this beautiful area to sell their homes at reduced prices due to the fact that no one would want to 
buy them?? 

I am all for clean energy but not in my neighborhood's yard. Yes we need more power 
but please only consider already disrupted brown sites which are away from residential areas for 
industrial solar development. If you do it here we would lose the peace and beauty of rural life, 
not to mention the health and happiness of the land, wildlife and community. Peace and beauty 
arc especially important in this day and age where so much is about making a fast buck despite 
the ugliness and noise. We need to preserve it. If you haven't driven the proposed area I urge 
you to come enjoy the beauty here, not ruin it. 

And certainly don't sell out to some non local or Florida company where the owners 
don't have to live with the ramifications. They are only interested in their profit. Though they 
may say they are paying local workers to install it look carefully at the meager pay those workers 
would be getting. Scrutinize the ethics of the interested company! And what does the 
community that has to put up with the disturbance get out of it. If something like this is voted to 
go through the neighborhood should get compensated. For instance, put solar panels on all our 
houses to supply our energy. 

Please don't ruin what is beautiful for something not tried and trne! ! 

Thank you, 

Kim Lacy 

Kim Lacy 
2235 N 400 Rd 
Eudora, KS 66025 
Email: kimberlyalacy@gmail.com 

mailto:kimberlyalacy@gmail.com


This Is from an earlier petition I signed. 

klmberlyalacy@gma1l.com 

Please teU us why this lssae Is Important to you. This explanation will help our elected officials better 
understand why it Is essential that they aet. 

Why let our beautiful land and neighborhood be destroyed by this giant Florida company? Why be bought? If 
we want solar in Douglas County first it should go on land that's already disturbed, ugly. If you're detennined 
to put it here becau�e it's an easy place to connect into the gnd then make it small to start 250-500 acres 
(which is actually huge), use a local solar company, make it something we can be proud of, make it the best 
of its kind. Many trials are being done of dual use land, solar plus crop growing. What about requiring that 
whatever company builds i t  partner with local growers, fruit, honey producers, or native plant experts, land 
use experts to make the land even healthier, more beautiful, more abundant. It could be added to the fann 
tour, could be something that brings the community together instead of drives us apart and away. I'm trying 
to even wrap my head around the amount of noise that would be produced while they are installing a 
thousand acres of solar panels. All the trucks and equipment that would be on these quiet roads. This is a 
peaceful agricultural and residential area We love living here and people are attracted to come here for 
retreats, weddings, wine, fann stands ,bison cattle, horseback riding, bees, sunsets over fields ..... Though yes 
we need green energy this is not a place for big industry! The whole idea of it is threatening everyone's peace 
here. I l's not tight 

mailto:klmberlyalacy@gma1l.com
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To Commissioner Ashcraft, 

Thank you for your time, and thank you for considering the 

rejection of the County Planning Commission's plan to enact 

restrictions on the large-scale solar farm project. Of course, you 

wouldn't consider letting this occur, as such a course of action 

would result in detrimental effects that'll be felt for years to 

come. Let's follow in the footsteps of industry standards and 

ensure that Johnson County is maintaining step with the rest of 

the world, rather than falling behind to the changing times. 

Please take my letter into consideration. Thank you for your 

time, 

Sincerely, 

0 I� .  -t(( � l, D �:z.  
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111 S .  Cherrv St. 
C o m m is s i o n e r  O s h c r nft  

Olathe, KS 66061 

CC: Bd  Bilb ert 

I nm verv disappointed in the recommendations that have been 

put forth from the zoning meetings on the topic of solar energv. It 

appears that there is a subset of people who are Irving to derail 

solar farmers from being able to effectivelv replace dirtier methods 

of energy productions ... which is verv concerning. 

finding renewable forms of energy should be a top priority for 

our countv. Instead, we will be going backwards if things like 

acreage limits are allowed to continue. 

Please correct this grave error and support local farmers us thev 

strive to make our community u brighter, more efficient place to 

live. 

Your constituent, 

&f h 
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C O M M I S S I O N E R AS H C RA FT 

1 1 1  S CHERRY STREET, OLATHE, KS 66061 

ATTN : Johnson County Commissioners 

It has come of notice that antagon ist ic regu lations are being 
considered for our local farmers in regards to solar farming. 

I must formally request that you vote against such 
regulations, inc lud ing, but not l im ited to: acreage caps for 
solar farms, cr ippl ing zoning restrictions, and interference 

with pr ivate property rights. 

Johnson County deserves more access to renewable energy, 
not less. Please vote NO. 

Thank you. 

SIG NATU� -���-;;,�/,�. �-��RI NTED: £,-e1q_ �p C! .c;
I 
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TO: COM M ISSIONER ASHCRAFT 111 S Cherry St. 

Olathe, KS 66061 
CC: Ed Eilert. Chairman 

Commissioner: 

As a member of the Johnson County community, I ask 
you to p lease reconsider these harsh regulations being 
proposed against solar  farmers. These 1,000 acre l imits 
and strict zoning requirements wil l  make it hard for our 
loca l farmers to continue to provide the needed 
amounts of energy for the area. 

Your office has the power to make a difference for the 
better in this situation. Please reject these 
recommendations and help out our farmers. 

Thank You, 





\ 

1 1 1  S .  C h e rry S t .  
O l a t h e ,  K S  6606 1  

Com m i s s i o n e r  A s h c r a f t  

C C :  E d  E i l b e r t  

Good a fternoon,  

rtease do  not  a l low these bad recommendat ions from the recent 
zon ing  meet ings to become law here in Johnson County.  

I am OP-P.Osed to the following suggest ions in part icular :  

• The 1 , 00 0  acre cap 
• The 2 m i le buffer 
• The reduced l i fespan of  perm i ts 

rtease vote aga inst these when they a re brought to a vote. 

Thank you, 



1 1 1  S. C h e r r y  S t .COM M ISSIONER ASHCRAFT 
O l a t h e ,  KS 66061

CC: E D  E I LBERT 

To m y  cou nty comm issioner: 

There a re many reasons that I find myself opposed the the proposed 

increase of regulations on solar farms here in  Johnson County. To 

save time. I wi l l  only mention the biggest concern: private property 

rights. 

I am very concerned about the local government attempting to 

insert itself i nto the affai rs of private property owners. Why shou ld 

the county be d ictating how much of a fa rmer's own land he or she is 

a l lowed to use for solar panels? Why must they be told they cannot 

have the panels if their property (often generationa l )  so happens to 

be near a specific area? 

Please stand with farmers and vote against these infringements of 

our rights. 

Your constituent. 

l)_J� � 
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1 1 1  S .  Ch erry S t .  
O l ath e ,  KS  6 6 0 6 1  

Commiss ioner Ashcraft 
CC: Ed Ei lbert  

Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I 'm  sure you are aware of the unfortunate regulatory recommendations 
that have come out of recent zoning meetings .  And I 'm sure that, given 
your understanding of  these i ssues ,  plan to  vote against such schemes 
to  stifle renewable energy in our region. 

Therefore ,  my aim is  to equip you with the talking po ints that have 
resonated with me  to be opposed to these unreasonable regulations .  

• A 1 , 000  acre cap hurts local farmers from having e fficiency in 
their solar panel p roductivity. 

• Forcing solar farms to be so far away from certain populated areas 
affect the overall  quantity of  energy available .  

• A shortened timetable for permits to expire is  an undue burden on 
what typically is  understood  to  be a 30  year pro ject .  

I look forward to  see ing you vote NO to these  regulations .  

Thank you for your time, 

Trt00✓ 'Lbcr6� 
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1 1 1  S .  C H E R R Y S T ,  O L A T H E ,  K S  6 6 0 6 1  C C :  E D  E I L B E R T  

C O M M I S S I O N E R  A S H C R A F T  

Dear Commissioner, 

I hope that this message will reach you before it is too late. 

I am very concerned about the recent suggestions of the zoning 

meetings to further hinder solar farming here in Johnson County. 

During these trying times, we should be seeing support from our 

local government towards farmers who are trying to help us invest in 

a cleaner source of energy. Instead, we're seeing their hands be tied 

up in red tape. Enough is enough! 

Please vote no on these recommendations. 

Sincerely, 

--------------06ot 2-
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I l l  S .  C h e rry St .  C o m m i s s i o n e r  Ashc raft 
O l at h e ,  KS 6 6 0 6 1  CC:  Ed  E i l ber t  

Hel lo ,  

This  letter i s  my way of  expressing that I am opposed 
to the recent suggestions on how to further regulate 
solar farming here in Johnson County. 

I do not f ind these increased regulat ions necessary, 
nor he lpfu l .  I n  fact, I be l ieve they wi l l  be counter, 
productive to our  abi l ity to work towards a c leaner 
energy industry here in  Kansas. 

I wi l l  be watch ing  to see the final vote on these 
regulat ions to know who stands with our  local farmers 
and who is  actively working against them.  

Respectfu l ly ,  



Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 

I reside in Johnson County and want to voice my thoughts about renewable energy in our 

community. Most large tech companies and manufacturers all have renewable energy 

goals and Johnson County should be a place where renewable energy can be developed to 

help spur next generation business growth. Having a large-scale solar farm in Johnson 

County is great for businesses to relocate here for obvious proximity and ease of reaching 

those goals. 

The Planning Commission's decision to limit lease permits on these projects to 20 years 

on 30-year renewable energy investments is not industry standard. Several engineers and 

industry professionals have all testified that a 30-year permit was the industry standard 

and necessary for the financial viability of a project like this. 

Please take this into consideration as you move forward with your decision. 

Sincerely, 



District 5 Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 

Johnson County Board of Commissioners 

1 1 1  S Cherry St 

Olathe, KS 66061 

CC: Chairman Ed Eilert 

RE: Support Large-Scale Solar Farms in Johnson County 

Dear Commissioner, 

I appreciate your service and hope you consider my concerns as the April 4 hearing 

approaches regarding the regulations proposed by the Johnson County Planning 

Commission. 

As you already know, the Commission has proposed a set of rules that, in my opinion, 

will keep our community from ever seeing the benefits of renewable energy. Their rules, 

especially the 20 year lease limit, is unquestionably against what is common practice for 

the solar farm industry. Per expert testimony, in order for these projects to experience 

financial viability, they must have a 30 year lease. How can we expect our community to 

attract these revolutionary sources of energy, if we are essentially telling solar farms that 

they are not welcome in our county? 

This is unacceptable. You are elected to act in the be.st of interests to your constituents. 

Please don't let this body of bureaucrats ruin our future. I ask that you please oppose the 

planning commission's neglectful regulations and support a large-scale solar farm in our 

community. 

Sincerely, 



Dear Commis sioner Michael Ashcraft , 

I appreciate your time reading this and considering my 

concerns  . 

I saw the new rul e s  for large-scale solar farms 

approved by the Johnson County Planning Commission . 
One of  those rules  sets  the l imit on leasing l icenses  

to 20  years  . 

Why would the Planning Commission set it  so low 

considering multiple experts  have all stated that 30  

year permits  are the industry standard for energy 

proj ects  such as thi s ?  It doesn ' t  seem to  make any 

sense to  me why you would vote to reduce the permit 

l i fe term against what the industry professional s  

themselves recommend . The se restrictions  will  only 

tell  renewable energy generators that they are not 

welcome in our community . 

We need to adopt new-age energy in our County,  such as 

large - s cale solar farms . Please think about the future 

of Johnson County and act wisely when considering the 

Planning Commi s s i on '  s damaging restrictions . 

Thank you for your time and consideration  . 

l'3ttlt, S. Sytcu�ufe Sf 



Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 

12642 South Hal let Street 

Olathe, KS 66062 

Commissioner Ashcra�, 

It is with great disappointment and concern that I write this letter to you . I 

hope that you intend to take action to oppose the suggested proposal from 

the Planning Commission to go against industry standards and reduce the 

permit l ife term for solar farms from 30 years to 20. To go against what 

experts have testified as industry standard and necessary to be a key player 

in the solar energy field is not only anti-science, but anti-growth. 

Committing to this decision would force solar energy companies to look 

elsewhere and completely skip over the possibil ities of serving our 

community. No company will take Johnson County seriously by readjusting 

our regulations to below industry standards. Not taking action against this, 

you are guaranteeing that Johnson County lose all potential  economic 

growth, and growth in this cutting edge technology to take our community 

forward. Why would we cut the max amount of land that could be used for 

this technology in half if we have the land available? Why would we change 

permit l ife terms from 30 to 20 years when 30 years is what every solar 

company is expecting? This is a detrimental move for Johnson County if you 

do not oppose this proposal. 

I hope you make the right decision on this. 

ly,tSff//Cf/" f1rc1fl ht,t 
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Commissioner Ashcraft, 

It is with great sadness that I write to you, because I feel as 

if it shouldn't had occured in the first place .  

The County Planning Commission wants to place restrictions 

on beneficia l solar farm projects for our community, 

something that I can't fathom the thought process behind . 

Why such action is being taken is beyond my own 

understanding, but I do know that you are able to do 

something about it, and thus I now ask that you do so. 

It is a fact that a 20-year lease l imit is not a financia l ly viable 

option for a 21st century project such as a large solar farm . 

The industry standard is 30 years. This is not a trick by tech 

companies, but rather the amount of time that's necessary 

for these kinds of projects to be financia l ly viable. 

Please think about the community and the profound impact 

that the County Plann ing Commission's decision wi l l  have on 

us. It wi l l  be nothing short of a d isaster, but you have the 

power to make sure we avoid it. 

Respectful ly, 



Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 

12642 South Hallet Street 

Olathe, KS 66062 

RE: OPPOSING PLANNING COMMISSION PROPOSED REGULATIONS ON LARGE 

SCALE SOLAR FARMS 

Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 

As a resident of Johnson County, I kindly ask that you oppose the proposal the Planning 

Commission is considering to limit lease permits to 20 years on 30-year renewable 

energy investments. It's not industry standard and anyone voting for this restrictive 

regulation is voting against the people and communities of Johnson County. 

Are you aware, voting for this restrictive regulation cut potential land to be used for solar 

energy farms in half from 2,000 acres to 1 ,000 and the closest a solar farm could get to 

a city limit is 2 miles, up from one and a half? That is leaving more than 20,000 acres 

that would be available completely restricted. 

These regulations are adding in too many setbacks for any solar energy companies who 

are considering bringing their solar farms to Johnson County. This will be detrimental to 

our communities as we attempt to navigate forward in a world moving on to solar 

technology. Do not be the reason our community is left behind struggling to keep up 

with these nonsensical changes to expert standards. Leave the science to the experts 

and ensure Johnson County is being moved in the right d irection to grow. 



COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT, 

PLEASE DO EVERYTHING IN YOUR POWER TO STOP THE PLANNING 

COMMISSION OF JOHNSON COUNTY AND THEIR IRRESPONSIBLE, HARMFUL 

POLICIES AGAINST SOLAR ENERGY. 

THEY HAVE PROPOSED A 20 YEAR LEASE LIMIT ON SOLAR PANEL FARMS, A IOOO 
ACRE CAP, AND A 2 MILE RESTRICTION FROM THE CITY LIMITS!!!! WHY WOULD 

THEY DO SUCH A THING IF IT IS COMPLETELY CONTRADICTORY TO INDUSTRY 

STANDARDS! PLEASE DON'T LET THEM TAKE AWAY OUR CHANCE TO HAVE AN 

INFLUX OF JOBS AND NEW-AGE BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES! 

I ASK YOU, WITH THE MOST RESPECT, TO PLEASE VOTE AGAINST THEIR 

ANTI-SOLAR-FARM RESTRICTIONS. 

SINCERELY, 



Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 

1 2642 South Hallet Street 

Olathe, KS 66062 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

While I see other counties strategically move forward to remain at the cutting edge of technology and 

welcoming solar energy into their districts, I find it confusing and concerning that the Planning 

Commission is proposing to go against industry standards reducing leasing terms from 30 year to 20 year 

terms, cutting our available land for the project in half, and increasing the city limit proximity. 

The country and the world are all moving forward expressing the several advantages to solar technology. 

The boost in our economy from these businesses bringing in their technology to our communities alone 

should be reason enough to allow for the expansion of solar farms. Why then would you make it more 

difficult for Johnson County to enter the arena of solar energy and hinder the substantial economic growth 

we could see in our beautiful community. 

A concerned voter, 
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To Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I'm writing to you as a curious resident of Johnson County, wondering why the 
Johnson County Planning Commission has set the limit on large-scale solar 
farms to 20 years?? 

I'm in no way an expert in this field but from the research I have done on solar 
farms and based on what field experts have said, it seems the Planning 
Commission is going against their full recommendations and standards that 
could hinder the prospect of attracting these cutting edge technologies. 

This sort of renewable energy projects could stimulate our local economy in 
unforeseen ways. It seems to me like a large-scale solar farm is a perfect 
opportunity for Johnson County and could to attract manufacturers and big 
tech companies. Imagine how this opportunity could help boost job 
opportunities and the business community. 

Would you consider reversing this decision? 

Thank you kindly for your work in our community. You're greatly appreciated. 
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Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 

12642 South Hallet Street 

Olathe, KS 66062 

Re: Planning Commission Proposal on Solar Farms in Johnson County 

Hello Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I write to you today as a concerned resident requesting that you strongly oppose the solar energy 

regulations the Planning Commission has proposed. These are the most restrictive regulations 

in the industry and would cripple our community in keeping up with solar energies if you decide 

to move forward with this plan. 

As I'm sure you're aware, the last two years have been a difficult time, not only for our 

community but across the country. It's easy to see how making it easier to build solar farms in 

our region would entice several solar energy firms to bring their business to Johnson County. 

Imagine the economic boost it would bring. And we would be able to thank you for ensuring the 

growth of our county. 

We have acres of land that are available and reducing leasing terms from 30 years to 20 years, 

plus cutting the max area for solar in HALF from 2,000 acres to 1,000, you're setting up 

Johnson County for failure by creating too many hoops for solar companies to jump through. 

You want to make it EASIER for these companies to migrate to our district, not more difficult. 

Don't waste this opportunity to help our community grow economically and technologically. 

Regards, 

\37DY � . S �� � vy=o.-
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Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 
12642 South Hallet Street 
Olathe, KS 66062 

Re: Planning Commission Proposal on Solar Farms in Johnson County 

Hello Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I write to you today as a concerned resident requesting that you strongly oppose the solar energy 
regulations the Planning Commission has proposed. These are the most restrictive regulations 
in the industry and would cripple our community in keeping up with solar energies if you decide 
to move forward with this plan. 

As I'm sure you're aware, the last two years have been a difficult time, not only for our 
community but across the country. It's easy to see how making it easier to build solar farms in 
our region would entice several solar energy firms to bring their business to Johnson County. 
Imagine the economic boost it would bring. And we would be able to thank you for ensuring the 
growth of our county. 

We have acres ofland that are available and reducing leasing terms from 30 years to 20 years, 
plus cutting the max area for solar in HALF from 2,000 acres to 1,000, you're setting up 
Johnson County for failure by creating too many hoops for solar companies to jump through. 
You want to make it EASIER for these companies to migrate to our district, not more difficult. 

Don't waste this opportunity to help our community grow economically and technologically. 

Regards, 

\2Joc/ s S'-'y-o-�� S4 
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Com missioner M ichael Ashcraft 

12642 South Hal let Street 

Olathe, KS 66062 

Commissioner Ashcraft, 

It is with great disappointment and concern that I write this letter to you. I 

hope that you intend to take action to oppose the suggested proposal from 

the Planning Com mission to go against industry standards and reduce the 

permit life term for solar farms from 30 years to 20. To go against what 

experts have testified as industry standard and necessary to be a key player 

in the solar energy field is not only anti-science, but anti-growth. 

Committing to this decision would force solar energy companies to look 

elsewhere and completely skip over the possibil ities of serving our 

community. No company wil l take Johnson County seriously by readjusting 

our regulations to below industry standards. Not taking action against this, 

you are guaranteeing that Johnson County lose a l l  potential economic 

growth, and growth in this cutting edge technology to take our community 

forward. Why would we cut the max amount of land that could be used for 

this technology in half if we have the land available? Why would we change 

permit l ife terms from 30 to 20 years when 30 years is what every solar 

company is expecting? This is a detrimental move for Johnson County if you 

do not oppose this proposa l .  

I hope you make the right decision on  this. 



Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 

I reside in Johnson County and want to voice my thoughts about renewable energy in our 

community. Most large tech companies and manufacturers all have renewable energy 

goals and Johnson County should be a place where renewable energy can be developed to 

help spur next generation business growth. Having a large-scale solar farm in Johnson 

County is great for businesses to relocate here for obvious proximity and ease of reaching 

those goals. 

The Planning Commission's decision to limit lease permits on these projects to 20 years 

on 30-year renewable energy investments is not industry standard. Several engineers and 

industry professionals have all testified that a 30-year permit was the industry standard 

and necessary for the financial viability of a project like this. 

Please take this into consideration as you move forward with your decision. 

Sincerely, 



Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 

1 2642 South Hallet Street 

Olathe, KS 66062 

RE: OPPOSING PLANNING COMMISSION PROPOSED REGULATIONS ON LARGE 

SCALE SOLAR FARMS 

Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 

As a resident of Johnson County, I kindly ask that you oppose the proposal the Planning 

Commission is considering to limit lease permits to 20 years on 30-year renewable 

energy investments. It's not industry standard and anyone voting for this restrictive 

regulation is voting against the people and communities of Johnson County. 

Are you aware, voting for this restrictive regulation cut potential land to be used for solar 

energy farms in half from 2,000 acres to 1 ,000 and the closest a solar farm could get to 

a city limit is 2 miles, up from one and a half? That is leaving more than 20,000 acres 

that would be available completely restricted. 

These regulations are adding in too many setbacks for any solar energy companies who 

are considering bringing their solar farms to Johnson County. This will be detrimental to 

our communities as we attempt to navigate forward in a world moving on to solar 

technology. Do not be the reason our community is left behind struggling to keep up 

with these nonsensical changes to expert standards. Leave the science to the experts 

and ensure Johnson County is being moved in the right direction to grow. 
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Commissioner Ashcraft, 

It is with great sadness that I write to you, because I feel as 

if it shouldn't had occured in the first place .  

The County Planning Commission wants to place restrictions 

on beneficial solar farm projects for our com munity, 

something that I can't fathom the thought process behind. 

Why such action is being taken is beyond my own 

understanding, but I do know that you are able to do 

something about it, and thus I now ask that you do so. 

It is a fact that a 20-year lease l imit is not a financia l ly viable 

option for a 21st century project such as a large solar farm. 

The i ndustry standard is 30 years. This is not a trick by tech 

companies, but rather the amount of time that's necessary 

for these kinds of projects to be fi nancia l ly viable. 

Please think about the community and the profound impact 

that the County Plann ing Commission's decision wi l l  have on 

us.  It wi l l  be nothing short of a disaster, but you have the 

power to make sure we avoid it. 

Respectful ly, 



Dear Commi s sioner Michael Ashcraft , 

I appreciate your time reading thi s and considering my 

concerns  . 

I saw the new rules  for large-scale solar farms 

approved by the Johnson County Planning Commi s s i on . 

One of  those  rules  sets  the l imit on leasing licenses 

to  2 0  years . 

Why would the Planning Commis sion set  it so l ow 

considering multiple experts have all  stated that 30  

year permit s  are the industry standard for energy 

proj ects  such as thi s ?  It doesn ' t  seem to make any 

sense to me why you would vote to reduce the permit 

l i fe term against what the industry professionals 

themselves recommend . These restrictions will  only 

tell renewable energy generators that they are not 

welcome in our communi t y .  

We need to  adopt new-age energy in our County,  such as  

large - scale solar farms . Please think about the future 

of Johnson County and act wisely when considering the 

Planning Commi ssion ' s damaging restrictions . 

Thank you for your time and considerat ion . 



COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT, 

PLEASE DO EVERYTHING IN YOUR POWER TO STOP THE PLANNING 

COMMISSION OF JOHNSON COUNTY AND THEIR IRRESPONSIBLE, HARMFUL 

POLICIES AGAINST SOLAR ENERGY. 

THEY HAVE PROPOSED A 20 YEAR LEASE LIMIT ON SOLAR PANEL FARMS, A 1000 

ACRE CAP, AND A 2 MILE RESTRICTION FROM THE CITY LIMITS!!!! WHY WOULD 

THEY DO SUCH A THING IF IT IS COMPLETELY CONTRADICTORY TO INDUSTRY 

STANDARDS! PLEASE DON'T LET THEM TAKE AWAY OUR CHANCE TO HAVE AN 

INFLUX OF JOBS AND NEW-AGE BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES! 

I ASK YOU, WITH THE MOST RESPECT, TO PLEASE VOTE AGAINST THEIR 

ANTI-SOLAR-FARM RESTRICTIONS. 

SINCERELY, 



Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 

12642 South Hallet Street 

Olathe, KS 66062 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

While I see other counties strategically move forward to remain at the cutting edge of technology and 

welcoming solar energy into their districts, I find it confusing and concerning that the Planning 

Commission is proposing to go against industry standards reducing leasing terms from 30 year to 20 year 

terms, cutting our available land for the project in half. and increasing the city limit proximity. 

The country and the world are all moving forward expressing the several advantages to solar technology. 

The boost in our economy from these businesses bringing in their technology to our communities alone 

should be reason enough to allow for the expansion of solar farms. Why then would you make it more 

difficult for Johnson County to enter the arena of solar energy and hinder the substantial economic growth 

we could see in our beautiful community. 

A concerned voter, 



To Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I'm writing to you as a curious resident of Johnson County, wondering why the 
Johnson County Planning Commission has set the limit on large-scale solar 
farms to 20 years?? 

I'm in no way an expert in this field but from the research I have done on solar 
farms and based on what field experts have said, it seems the Planning 
Commission is going against their full recommendations and standards that 
could hinder the prospect of attracting these cutting edge technologies. 

This sort of renewable energy projects could stimulate our local economy in 
unforeseen ways. It seems to me like a large-scale solar farm is a perfect 
opportunity for Johnson County and could to attract manufacturers and big 
tech companies. Imagine how this opportunity could help boostjob 
opportunities and the business community. 

Would you consider reversing this decision? 

Thank you kindly for your work in our community. You're greatly appreciated. 

/4..--.._-,- 



To Commissioner Ashcraft. 

Thank you for your time, and thank you for considering the 

rejection of the County Planning Commission's plan to enact 

restrictions on the large-scale solar farm project. Of course, you 

wouldn't consider letting this occur, as such a course of action 

would result in detrimental effects that'll be felt for years to 

come. Let's follow in the footsteps of industry standards and 

ensure that Johnson County is maintaining step with the rest of 

the world, rather than falling behind to the changing times. 

Please take my letter into consideration. Thank you for your 

time, 

Sincerely, 

I �?i lf D ':::, St�{ ti Y)'\ld \t: 
C' I tL,�\_, ' (( � llJ {) & 2-



Thursday, February 17, 2022 

Mr. Michael Ashcraft, BOCC 

111 S. Cherry Street Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Mr. Ashcraft, 

I am writing as a long time, nearly life long resident of this county. Three years ago this June, I moved 

from Overland Park to rural, western, Johnson county as I had married a man, Rob who has lived out 

here for many years. Together, we have been remodeling the house and slowly reclaiming the land as 

we cut and thin trees and create a more beautiful piece of land. We own 5 acres, minus what was sold 

to the county several years ago to widen 151 st street. Our neighbor mows a large portion of the land 

each summer for hay and we live on the south area of the property. 

If allowed to go in, the large, industrial solar farm will be a mere mile or so from us. I believe this will 

devastate this area. Instead, the best use of this part of Johnson county is for it to remain a rural area 

where families can come and have hobby farms, agri-tourism and generally live a country life. A young 

family has purchased a piece just south of us and will be begin building their dream home this year. Just 

down the road a piece is the Prairie Center meats, there is a sheep farm, farther on down is the Lewis 

Family Farm where Will Lewis and his parents grow vegetable plants, flowers, pumpkins and sunflowers. 

This is drawling a lot of folks out and this past year included a beautiful Christmas display. 

Putting a solar farm out here will ruin so much of the natural beauty, the wildlife corridors, the trees 

which take care of carbon dioxide and much more. Not to mention the risk of massive fires from solar 

battery story which the Edgerton Fire Department is not equipped to handle, and the potential heat 

island effect coming to us in the North east. 

PLEASE vote to table or completely outlaw any industrial solar in rural Johnson County. If you must have 

one, please put it on the powder plant property which is not worth much more than a solar farm 

anyway. 

Thank you, 

c?!1eut mh0  S, �C�1,v,0 
Sharmen S. McCollum 

15215 Edgerton Road 

Gardner, KS 66030 
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Citizens for Responsible Solar 
Joh11 s011 Cou r, tv, f<S &. Douglas Cou 11 ty. l<S 

kansasresponsiblesolar.com I jocoresponsiblesolar.org docoresponsiblesolar.org 

To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 10, 2021 
111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I am writing today with a concern related to set-backs and vegetative barriers. As you are considering changes to the zoning ordinances for the solar 
facilities, I would like for you to keep this information in mind. 

The "heat island" effect the term used to describe increased temperatures in an urban setting. There have also been studies done to see if a 
PV (photovoltaic) solar farm creates a similar effect. PV panels convert solar radiation into heat and can alter the air-flow and temperature profiles near 
the panels. Such changes can affect the thermal environment of near-by populations of humans, animals, plants, and other species. 

1. Operating temperatures of a panel Is approx. 40°F above ambient temperature. 

• Hot summer day (100°F) ambient = 1400F panel temperature 
• Winter day (32°F) ambient = 72°F panel temperature 

2. Studies show that air temperatures above and below panels are higher than ambient during the day. Below panel heat is due to the heat 
being trapped under the panel. Air temperatures in center of PV project = 3S°F above ambient temperature at 8 ft. above ground surface. 

• Hot summer day (100°F) = 135°F air temperature 
• Winter day (32°FJ = 676F air temperature 

Areas above and below the panels are slower to reach ambient temps as they cool. But eventually do reach ambient and do not induce a day
after-day increase. 

3. High air temps completely dissipate at 60 ft. above ground surface AND will reach ambient temp at 
984 ft. away from perimeter of field. Prevailing wind direction has an affect on the distance heat dissipates from the perimeter of the field. 
Downwind locations will receive more of the heat generated at the solar farm than ones upwind. As we all know here in eastern Kansas the 
prevailing wind direction in summer is from the south and in winter is from the north. Forced convection would move heat from the PV field 
to surrounding areas if there are no barriers to reduce air flow.�slow the wind, A strong breeze could spread the heat higher and wider around 
the PV farm. 

Mitigations of the PV Heat Island Effect would be; 

• Provide set- backs of 150- 250 ft. to increase distance from perimeter of field to neighboring properties. This distance allows high temps to 
dissipate before reaching a home, animals, or crops. 

• Vegetation planted in 2 locations. 
Directly under panels using a low growing. native species to provide cooling through plant transpiration (exhaling water vapor). 6, 
Around the perimeter of the PV field in the form of a dense vegetative screen, or buffer to slow the flow of the heated air. t, 

Therefore, generous set-backs with a vegetative screen can help minimize this heat island effect on neighboring properties. 

Sincerely, /JtJ
l 

Lee Ann Antes )ll�� 
38700 W. 175th St Edgerton, KS 66021 
Emall: Leeannantes@yahoo.com 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: SI , kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft 
r ,
� t OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE . .. 

t TO THE RIGHT WITH YOUR SMART PHONE 

https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft
mailto:Leeannantes@yahoo.com
https://docoresponsiblesolar.org
https://jocoresponsiblesolar.org
https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com
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Citizens for Responsible Solar 
Joh 11s0 11 Cou 11 Ly. KS &; Douglas County. KS 

kansasresponsib lesolar.com I jocoresponsib lesolar.org docoresponsib lesolar.org 

To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 10, 2021 

111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

The solar industry, both in utility-scale and residential, is currently booming. It is estimated 140,000 solar panels are 

being installed per day in the U.S. Panels are being produced to be more efficient at a cheaper price. These innovations are being 

driven by the industry dominant Chinese panel producers. These low-cost panels have driven many U.S. panel producers out of 

business. If the cost of trading up is low and efficiency high, consumers will switch, regardless of whether their existing panels have 

aged-out. Where do these panels end up? 

Solar panels are made to last 25-30 years. They are not manufactured for disassembly. Currently the aluminum frame, 

some silver, and copper are salvaged for less than $2.00. It costs $12-25 after transportation costs to recycle a panel. The reclaimed 

materials do not cover the cost of recycling. It costs $1-2 to dump it in a solid waste landfill and walk away. Most states classify 

panels as common waste. But some states consider the panels as E-waste which makes them even more difficult to dispose of. The 

United States has no solar recycling mandates. It is estimated that 10% of solar panels are recycled. It is projected that there will be 

about 8 million metric tons of decommissioned panels accumulated by 2030 and possibly 78 million metric tons. which could include 

West Gardner Solar panels. by 2050. 

Current waste estimates are 90 metric tons per megawatt/ MW (weight to power ratio). West Gardner Solar is projected to 

be a 320 MW installation. 320 X 90 = 28,800 metric tons of panel E-waste produced at every upgrade. With a 20-year initial contract 

plus three 5-year options beyond that, this project could be in production 30-40 years. There could possibly be 2-3 upgrades during 

that time creating approx. 86.400 metric tons of panel E-waste. Where will it go? 

Solar's production boom has left recycling lagging woefully behind. Europe has outpaced the U.S. in addressing this issue. 

The European Union holds PV panel module installers and solar producers responsible for waste disposal. Many experts believe that 

recycling should be mandatory. Building required solar panel recycling capacity has to be done now as the wave of decommissioned 

panels of the early 2000's hit end-of-life. Meanwhile they are disposed of in landfills. Landfills that already are filling up with waste 

from our "throw-away" society. Something we are dealing with here in our area. 

The way a technology affects the environment while it's in use does not teU the entire story. Solar energy is not "green"! 

Do the benefits of this projected solar facility outweigh the negatives? Are we ready to deal with the known and unknown 

consequences of this project? This massive solar facility will forever change the character of our county. 

Sincerely, 

lee Ann Antes 

38700 w. 175th St 

Edgerton, KS 66021 

Email: Leeannantes@yahoo.com 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: fl • kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft 
OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE r

t:t,. " • TO THE RIGHT WITH YOUR SMART PHONE 

https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft
mailto:Leeannantes@yahoo.com
https://docoresponsiblesolar.org
https://jocoresponsiblesolar.org
https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com
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Citizens for Responsible Solar Johnson Cou11 ty. KS & Douglas County. KS 
kansasrespons ib leso lar.com I jocoresponsi b lesola r.org docoresponsi b lesolar.org 

To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 10,e2021 
111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

My name is Lee Ann Antes. I am a resident of the 6th District of Johnson County. I am writing today to express a 
concern about the proposed utility scale solar project in Johnson and Douglas counties. This project directly affects 
me, my family, and our beef operation. I have some questions that I would like answered. 

Have you ever heard the term "greenwashing"? It is defined as the process of conveying a false impression or \ providing misleading information about how an entity conducts its business by seeming environmentally sound and 
"eco-friendly". I believe NextEra is greenwashing this projected solar project. 

My question to you is this ... do you know where NextEra sources their PV solar panels from? My guess would be 
China. In 2019, China made 80% of the world's supply of solar panels. There is a large and concerning problem 
with Chinese solar panels. 

The concern is China's use of coal powered electricity to manufacture their solar panels from raw materials to 
end product. A solar panel made in China has about double the carbon footprint as one made in Europe. China 
represents more than 25% of all global carbon emissions. China has also financed 71% of coal powered facilities 
built in 152 countries over the past decade. Chinese president Xi Jinping calls climate change a "crisis", but shows 
little effort in reducing China's emissions and meeting its climate goals. China is clearly focused on economic 
growth at the world's expense. 

If we, in Johnson and Douglas Counties, are working towards net-zero carbon emissions shouldn't China as 
well? My last question to you is this ... will your constituents want to be complicit in supporting China's lack of 
commitment in cutting carbon emissions causing climate change? If the project is approved, we will be 
participating in "greenwashing" this project and misleading the public. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Ann Antes 

38700 w. 175th St 
Edgerton, KS 66021 
Email: Leeannantes@yahoo.com 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: fl , kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft 
r�, • OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE 
- TO THE RIGHT WITH YOUR SMART PHONE 

https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft
mailto:Leeannantes@yahoo.com
https://docoresponsiblesolar.org
https://jocoresponsiblesolar.org
https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com
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Citizens for Responsible Solar 
Johnson County. KS & Douglas County. KS 

kansasresponsiblesolar.com I jocoresponsib lesolar.org I docoresponsiblesolar.org 
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Citizens for Responsible Solar 
Johnso11 Cou11ty. KS &. Douglas Cou11 Ly. l<S 

kansasresponsiblesolar.com I jocoresponsiblesolar.org docoresponsiblesolar.org 

Michael Ashcraft / County Commissioner January 10, 2022 

111 S. Cherry St. Suite 3300 / Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Mr. Ashcraft: 

As you've probably noticed by this letterhead, we are part of the group of homeowners affected by the potential utility

scale solar power facilities in Douglas County and Johnson County. Let me be dear: our group (Citizens for Responsible 

Solar) is pro-responsible renewable energy and pro-responsible solar. Renewable energy is obviously one of the best 

paths for our world's future energy needs. Personally, Kim and I have a solar array at our home. 

And large utility-scale solar power facilities, if constructed and located properly, are a viable way for us to transition 

away from fossil fuels and the CO2 emissions they create. 

If there is only one point we'd like to communicate, it is this: utility-scale solar power facilities are not meant to be In 

residential areas. 

Having been in the solar industry for 10 years, I am the VP at Good Energy Solutions in Lawrence. Our company is 

currently constructing a ~10MW (~23,000 solar panels) solar power facility in West Plains, MO. The solar power facility 

is not in a residential area. And the solar facility is built on top of a brownfield site (an old landfill). 

Many reasons exist to keep homes and residents away from utility-scale solar power facilities, some of which are 

outlined on the website: kansasresponsiblesolar.com 

There is enough land in DG and JO county where we could have a reasonable buffer between the homes and the utility

scale solar power facilities. How about a (1) one mile minimum distance from a home to the power facility boundary? 

And how about a 1,000' minimum distance from a road to a power facility boundary? That would keep the tall 

unsightly industrial fences away from the road. It is important to make sure we support agri-tourism as well. 

Thank you so much for taking the time to read this letter and hear our concerns and recommendations. 

Sincerely, 

VU. - �  
Michael Schumann Kimberly Schumann 

2337 N. 600 Rd, Edgerton, KS 66021 schumann.kim@gmail.com 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: II kansasresponsiblesolar. com/eilert 
r " 
,q t 

t 
OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE . " , TO THE RIGHT WITH YOUR SMART PHONE 
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Citizens for Responsible Solar 
Joh r1so 11 Cm.1 11!y l<S <S,. Douglas Coun ty. l<S 

kansasresponsiblesolar.com I jocoresponsiblesolar.org I docoresponsiblesolar.org 

To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 8, 2021 
111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I'm for responsible solar energy and want changes to the proposed regulations. Utility scale solar should be located 
in areas like brownfields, capped landfills, and industrial areas. Utility scale solar should not be located in close 
proximity to where people live, nor should productive farmland be used for utility scale solar. 

I greatly appreciate all the work you and your fellow Johnson County Commissioners have put into researching 
solar energy and developing guidelines for utility scale solar energy. I believe in the process of local government 
working with its citizens for the betterment of the community. I appreciate you taking the time to listen to 
comments and read letters and emails from all of the concerned citizens in Douglas County and Johnson County as 
it relates to responsible solar. 

Thank you, 

Becki Almeida 

17070 Edgerton Rd 
Edgerton, KS 66021 
Email: beckialmeida@gmail.com 
Phone: 913-579-5405 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: If kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft 
t
t OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE 
• TO THE RIGHTWITH YOUR SMART PHONE 

https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft
mailto:beckialmeida@gmail.com
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 10, 2021 
111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

I am writing today with another concern related to set-backs and vegetative barriers. As you are considering changes to the zoning ordinances for the 
solar facilities, I would like for you to keep this information in mind. 

Solar panels themselves produce NO sound. The noise-generating equipment at a solar facility come from 
the inverters, transformers, battery storage, and tracker equipment. Sound or noise is measured in decibels. Decibels increase on a logarithmic scale 
which is not linear. 50 dB is 1/4tt1 as loud as 70 dB. Some decibel reference points are: whisper 25 dB, refrigerator 55 dB, vacuum cleaner 75 dB. 

Inverters convert DC into AC power. This process produces tonal sound at twice the electric line frequency. Their decibel level is estimated 
between 60-88 dB depending on brand. One study noted 60 dB at 32 ft. distance from unit. 

Transformers are used to step-up voltage for easier transmission into the electric grid. There are 
3 sources of noise from transformers - 1. Core, 2. Coil, 3. Cooling fan noise. Coil and Core noise result in decibel levels similar to an inverter. The fan 
noise is the most audible and therefore most objectionable. 

Solar facilities operate during the day with generated noise mixing with ambient noise levels and 
may not be noticeable. But those facilities that have battery storage, like the proposed NextEra project, have transformers, inverters, and cooling fan 
(transformer and battery storage) operations throughout the night. Now the 60-80 dB facility noise becomes more noticeable in the quiet, rural 20-30 dB 
ambient night level. Sound travels a long way out in the countryside. 

Solar tracking maximizes solar production by following the sun's movement throughout the day. 
It is more efficient for utility scale projects to use tracking. Tracker motors rotate the panels s0 every 15-20 mins., operating for 1-2 minutes each time. 

These motors run at 78 dB, much like a vacuum cleaner. Trackers will reset the panels for the next day either by using light sensors or a prescribed time. 
Either will engage the tracker motors to move the panels back to their HsunriseH position. That takes approximately 20 mins. to complete. Could be at 
dusk, dawn, or midnight. Panels can also be moved to a horizontal position for storms or very windy conditions to protect them from wind damage. One 
study used 3,600 motors to move 950,000 panels. (The NextEra project may have 1,500,000 [1.5 MIWON) panels which means over 5,000 inverters.) 
Imagine 5,000 78dB motors and the inverters all starting at 4 AM in the quiet 25 dB pre-dawn morning and running for 20 mins. 5,000 vacuum cleaners 
all running at once for 20 mins. Sound travels a long way out in the quiet countryside. 

Some recommendations for mitigating noise around solar facilities are: 

1. Put sound producing equipment in the center of the field, or away from residences and occupied property. 
2. Erect noise barriers, such as walls, vegetation on berms, or enclosures around Inverters, transformers, and tracker motors. 
3. Set-backs help to keep noise generating equipment away from occupied properties. 

!f;_rt�
Lee Ann Antes 
38700 W. 175th St Edgerton, KS 66021 
Email: leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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Citizens for Responsible Solar 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 8, 2021 

111 South cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

My name is Alex Young, and I am a member of both Johnson and Douglas County, KS communities. 
I am strongly opposed to the irresponsible siting of utility scale industrial solar complexes that has been introduced in our counties. 

I'm afraid that if massive, irresponsibly sited, utility scale solar is approved, we wilt most certainly see an extreme decline in our health, livelihoods, 
home values, productive farmland, clean natural water sources, wildflowers, bees and other pollinators, historical sites, wildlife, fishing holes, 
memories, the beauty and splendor of our natural landscape, and our overall way of life. 

Please do what"s right for your communities and do not allow industrial utility scale solar complexes to be developed near populated areas (they 
need to be at least 3 miles away from populated areas where there are family homes). 

My family has been a part of both Johnson and Douglas County, KS communities for the past 15 years we live on both sides of County Line and 
recently built a 40-acre family homestead with our blood sweat and tears. We have made this our family's legacy, a place to escape exactly this 
kind of development. Our family, and all residents in and along County Line Road have worked so hard to build our dreams and to support agri• 
business and economic growth in the area. 

If NextEra and other big utility scale solar companies, have it their way, most resident will find their homes surrounded and devalued by 
environmentally intrusive and potentially life•threatening solar panels and battery stations. On top of being an extreme eyesore and ruining our 
beautiful landscape this project will destroy whole eco-systems and disrupt wildlife. Agriculture and cattle farms, agri-businesses like wine 
makers, beekeepers, produce growers, garden centers and other Agri•tourism businesses and wedding/event centers will be left with nothing 
but "loss ·as the surrounding suburbs and urban core/public won't be interested in driving out to the "country" for weekend adventures 
anymore: wine tasting, berry picking, photos with the sunflowers, horseback riding, hiking, fishing, etc .... as the "country• that was once a quick 
drive to come out and enjoy, will be replaced by an industrial power complex. 

There are many other potential site locations (brownfield, contaminated sites) that have been proposed and are much more responsible. Using 
brownfield sites for industrial solar will have far less of an impact on the environment and our communities. 
The whole idea of renewable energy is to have less of an impact on mother earth and the communities they are producing energy resources for. 
Letting a faceless giant from Juno Beach, FL (NextEra HQ). or any other developer for that matter, ravage our land and destroy our communities 
sounds an awful lot like the antiquated practices of an industry like big oil. 

Regardless of whether Its green renewable energy or fossil fuels this Is not the location for a large utlllty scale project. 
Please be a responsible steward for your county and your constituents. As registered voters we are all paying very close attention. 

Alex Young 
10830 Bradshaw St 
Overland Park, KS 66210 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan.14, 2022 

111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

You've heard all the arguments and talking points from both sides, so I won't repeat those. I would like to 

share my personal story with you. I grew up in Johnson County, with deep roots going back several 

generations on both sides of my family. As an adult, I lived in Douglas County and attended KU, then 

married and moved to Miami County. later my husband and I bought rural property in Johnson County 

where we've lived for nearly 47 years. We financed our purchase from the only lender who at that time 

would consider property in what they called the "armpit of Johnson County'', the real estate red zone in 

the southwest corner. We were also warned that there was a Superfund site just a few miles north of us. 

Despite all that, we saw potential here so we bought the property and built fences and outbuildings and 

eventually a new house. (Ironically, we even briefly considered solar power but it was too expensive at 

the time.) We raised animals and children on the property and we survived threats from tornadoes and 

wildfires, Johnson County's CARS program and the Oz theme park, and more recently the lntermodal. 

Now we face a new menace in the form of a proposed industrial util ity-scale solar installation right in the 

heart of our thriving neighborhood, with far reaching consequences not just for us but for all Johnson and 

Douglas County residents. Please listen to our concerns and respect our opposition to this proposal. Help 

us to protect our property and the way of life that we've carefully and lovingly cultivated for all of these 

years. 

Respectfully, 

Sherri Hanna 

18355 Edgerton Road 

Edgerton, KS 66021 
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To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcroft 
Date: Jan. 8, 2021 

1 1 1  South Cherry Street Suite 3300 
Olathe, KS 6606 I 

Dear Commissioner Ashcroft, 

I live a half mile from the proposed area for industrial solar farms. I assumed this area 
would continue to be zoned agricultural and residential not industrial. I urge you to vote against 
putting industrial sized solar farms in this area. It is too beautiful, hilly, woodsy, too much 
wildlife, too many residents with small businesses dependent on the health and beauty of this 
area, too much community to sacrifice for more energy. 

670 acres is a mile square. If you don't have a sense of how big that is come out and 
drive it. Even a solar farm of this size would be out of character and a huge disntpter for the 
environment and people here. I urge you to vote that this is not the place for a big solar farm 
period. But short of that at least no project extent bigger than l mile square. Even with that size 
I am imagining disturbing vibrations of building such an industrial eyesore, truck noise, the 
noise of pounding the equipment into the ground, the congestion of such a big project in an area 
where people are used to peace and quiet and being able to walk down the gravel roads 
undisturbed. If I were a homeowner with an industrial solar farm going in on 3, 2, or even I side 
of me I would be inclined to sell. I may even not being that close. Would you want everyone in 
this beautiful area to sell their homes at reduced prices due to the fact that no one would want to 
buy them?? 

I am all for clean energy but not in my neighborhood's yard. Yes we need more power 
but please only consider already disrupted brown sites which are away from residential areas for 
industrial solar development. If you do it here we would lose the peace and beauty of rural life, 
not to mention the health and happiness of the land, wildlife and community. Peace and beauty 
are especially important in this day and age where so much is about making a fast buck despite 
the ugliness and noise. We need to preserve it. If you haven't driven the proposed area I urge 
you to come enjoy the beauty here, not ruin it. 

And certainly don't sell out to some non local or Florida company where the owners 
don't have to live with the ramifications. They are only interested in their profit. Though they 
may say they are paying local workers to install it look carefully at the meager pay those workers 
would be getting. Scrutinize the ethics of the interested company! And what docs the 
community that has to put up with the disturbance get out of it. If something like this is voted to 
go through the neighborhood should get compensated. For instance, put solar panels on all our 
houses to supply our energy. 

Please don't ruin what is beautiful for something not tried and true ! !  

Thank you, 

Kim Lacy 

Kim Lacy 
2235 N 400 Rd 
Eudora, KS 66025 
Email: kimbcrlyalacy@gmail.com 
Phone: 785-883-2977 

mailto:kimbcrlyalacy@gmail.com


This is from an earlier petition I signed. 
"\. 

kimberlyalacy@gmail com 

Please tell as why this issue ls Important to you. This explanation will help our elected officials better 
understand why it Is essential that they act 

Why let our beautirul land and neighborhood be destroyed by this giant Rorida company? Why be bought? If 
we want solar in Douglas County first it should go on land that's already disturbed, ugly. If you're determined 
to put it here because it's an easy place to connect into the grid then make it small to start 250-500 acres 
(which is actually huge), use a local solar company, make it something we can be proud of. make it the best 
orits kind Many trials are being done of dual use land, solar plus crop growing. What about requiring that 
whatever company builds it partner with local growers, fruit, honey producers, or native plant experts, land 
use ex.perts to make the land even healthier, more beautiful. more abundant. It could be added to the farm 
tour, could be something that brings the community together instead of drives us apart and away. I'm trying 
to even wrap my head around the amount of noise that would be produced while they are installing a 
thousand acres of solar panels. All the trucks and equipment that would be on these quiet roads. This is a 
peaceful agricultural and residential area. We love living here and people are attracted to come here for 
retreats, weddings. wine, farm stands ,bison cattle, horseback riding, bees, sunsets over fields ..... Though yes 
we need green energy this is not a place for big industry! The whole idea of it is threatening everyone's peace 
here. It's not right. 
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Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 

From: Marian Thomas (mmccaat@kc.rr.com) Sent You a Personal Message 
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 

Sent: Saturday, January 22, 2022 9:23 AM 
To: Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 
Subject: Johnson County resident comment for the Commission supporting utility scale solar 

farms 

Categories: JoCo 

***This message came from outside of Johnson County Government - please use caution when opening attachments or 
links.*** 

Dear Mr. Michael Ashcraft, 

As a Johnson County resident and Sierra Club supporter, I support changing the following proposed regulations so that 
Kansans can enjoy the benefits of renewable energy development. Johnson County Commissioners should remove the 
onerous and arbitrary limits on maximum project areas, distance from cities, and conditional use permits from the 
proposed planning commission amendments to the Rural Comprehensive Plan and Johnson County Zoning and 
Subdivision Regulations. We don?t want over regulation of landowners in Johnson County. The county should not 
dictate arbitrary limitsgo 50lar that may i�ct returo on investment or market develo ment of critical energy 
transformation in the county. The county should respect landowners dghts? to enter into agreements and responsibly 
manage their land to sugport renewable energy. -
Our commissioners should Q?t be discouraging bealtill(, economic benefits to our county with permit, size and setback 
limitations. Instead of adding unnecessary barriers to Johnson County?s economics and energy development, work with 
renewable energy companies to help those Kansans struggling most from the pandemic to enjoy the benefits of 
renewable energy development. The emphasis should be on quality of each project, regardless of its size. 

Please do not hold Johnson County back from reducing our greenhouse gas emissions in keeping with the Climate Action 
Plan. Kansans don?t want to be forced into using expensive and unreliable coal and tracked gas. In order to lower 

i

electric prices and meet health and climate targets, county commissioners need to faclitate large-scale solar in the state 
(bringing jobs and increased tax base to Kansas counties that sorely need the investment). 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Marian Thomas 
10512 Ensley Ln 
Leawood, KS 66206 
mmccaat@kc.rr.com 
(913) 648-4802 

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you 
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500. 
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Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 

From: Chambers, Erin, CMO 
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 9:56 AM 
To: BOCC-Commissioners 
Subject: FW: Solar Utility Zoning Regulations 

Good Morning, 

Please see message below. 

Missouri Resident 

From: Marvin Knoche <m1knoche1@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021e12:38 PM 
To: BOCC-Clerk <BOCC-Clerk@jocogov.org>; PLN-Planner on Duty <Planner@jocogov.org> 
Subject: Solar Utility Zoning Regulations 

... This message came from outside of Johnson County Government - please use caution when opening attachments or 
links ... • 

Why the West Gardner Solar project will benefit Johnson County and the Kansas City area. 

1. As more development comes to Johnson County, there is an ever increasing need for electricity. What 
company would choose to come to Johnson County with their industrial facility without continuous power 
available? Johnson County continues being a leader in development and growth. Solar Power is essential for 
continued growth. 
2. With Evergy planning on decommissioning its coal facilities in the near future, where will our energy source 
come from? Do you want a nuclear plant in your back yard? Solar Power is a great replacement. 
3. The industry life of solar panels is over 25 years. It does not make sense to issue a CUP for only 20 years 
without an automatic renewal option. The CUP instead should be for 25 to 30 years and be renewable. What 
energy company would walk away from a "green" project with equipment that is warrantied for 25 years or 
more. 
4. Nextera funds will be in place to assure an end-of-life plan for the solar farm which includes setting aside 
funds, i.e. a bond, to restore the land, leaving no equipment or residuals behind. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Marvin Knoche 
1605 W Maple St 
Nevada, MO 64772 
913-271-3873 
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January 14, 2022 

Honorable Michael Ashcraft 

Johnson County Commission 

111 S. Cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 6061 

RE: Often Overlooked Regulatory Burden Can Suffocate Economic Development 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

Many factors contribute to a state's success for strong economic growth. Tax policy usually 

takes most of the headlines, but energy costs, access to a strong workforce and adequate 

infrastructure are a couple more examples you might read about. 

But one you might not have considered is the state's regulatory climate. In 2019, the Mercatus 

Center at George Mason University created a system to effectively track a state's regulatory 

burden and how those regulations can stifle investment and economic activity. While Kansas 

fairs better than our surrounding states, our regulatory code still contains more than 73,000 

regulations with 3.3 million words. 

As states and local governments pass more regulations, it becomes harder for companies to 

comply. According to Mercatus, the economically stagnant province of British Columbia passed 

regulatory reform measures by 49% in 2001. Prior to that, British Columbia was the worst

performing major province in Canada. After the reforms, British Columbia became a top-tier 

economic performer for the country. 

What does this mean for Kansas? We are seeing first-hand how regulations can impact and 

stifle investment, and this time it's an overly burdensome regulatory climate targeting solar 

energy in Johnson County. 

For 20 years, the state of Kansas has been a leader in the renewable energy industry. Ever since 

the first large-scale wind energy center was built, it has created new opportunities in Kansas 

and helped strengthen our local and state economies. 

But before any solar projects can come to fruition in northeast Kansas, Johnson County must 

-more-



Impact of Regulations 

January 14, 2022 

Page 2 

develop and approve governing regulations. For months, the Johnson County Planning 

Commission heard from proponents of solar energy as well as those who are opposed. 

Recently, the planning commission developed and approved solar regulations to be considered 

for approval by the Johnson County Board of Commissioners early this year. These proposed 

regulations are not based on good science and engineering, and would seriously discourage 

solar development in Johnson County, depriving the area of the considerable benefits these 

projects can bring and preventing landowners from using their property rights as they deem 

best. 

More than 35 counties in Kansas have realized the economic benefits from renewable energy 

projects, and we must continue to build on these successes. Regulations are important to carry 

out laws and ordinances, but they can suffocate investment and development opportunities 

when those regulations become too restrictive. 

We encourage local leaders to ensure our communities can continue to lean on clean energy 

projects to ensure Kansas will benefit for generations to come. 

Sincerely, 

Alan Cobb 

Kansas Chamber 

President & CEO 



Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 

From: Steven Clark <clarkville80@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, February 22, 2022 1 1  :27 PM 
To: Eilert, Ed, BOC; Allenbrand, Shirley, BOC; Hanzlick, Janee, BOC; Fast, Becky, BOC; BOCC

Clerk; Meyers, Jeff, BOC; Ashcraft, Michael, BOC; O'Hara, Charlotte, BOC; Trent, Peg, LGL; 
Ford, Robert, LGL 

Subject: Anti-Solar Bias and Misinformation from Johnson County Commissioner O'Hara 

categories: JoCo 

I You don't often get email from clarkvllle80@sbcglobal.net. Learn why this ls Important 

"'**This message came from outside of Johnson County Government - please use caution when opening attachments or 
links.*** 

Honorable Johnson County BOCC Members and Johnson County Attorneys, 

I am writing you again about egregious public statements by one of your Johnson County BOCC 
colleagues, Commissioner Charlotte O'Hara, with regard to the pending consideration of solar zoning 
regulations. Commissioner O'Hara is quoted multiple times in the following Kansas City Business 
Journal article, and she clearly states she is unabashedly opposed to solar farms in Johnson 
County. Her factual statements are incorrect, and her statements, in total, indicate she can not fairly 
consider solar zoning regulations. She has a closed mind and will not consider verifiable positive 
information about solar farms. I can only request, to be fair, she be forced to recuse herself from the 
solar zoning regulation hearings, Committee of the Whole meetings, and certainly from voting on 
solar zoning regulations. 

https://www. bizjou mals. com/kansascity/news/2022/02/1e1 /nextera-energy-solar-farm-johnson-county
kansas.html 

Here are statements attributed to Commissioner O'Hara from this article. 

"Johnson County Commissioner Charlotte O'Hara said her main concerns with the Ne:xtEra proposal 
are bringing heavy industrial use to rural areas of the county and how much tax the project actually 
will pay. Although Ne:xtEra estimated that the project would generate tens of millions of dollars in 
taxes in its lifespan, breaks on purchases of business equipment could mean payments don't begin 
for 1 O years. 

"The only thing green about green energy are the dollars being chased by investors," O'Hara said. 
'This is very atypical to be putting solar farms in an urban area." 

Let's break down her statements: 

"bringing heavy industrial use to rural areas of the county". Apparently, Commissioner O'Hara 
believes that a solar farm is "heavy industrial use'\ If she had ever toured an actual solar farm in the 
Midwest or Texas, or if she ever listened to testimony provided to the Planning Commission, she 
would know that solar equipment makes minimal noise, is low profile, uses no water and produces no 
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I 
wastewater, has no smokestack and no air emissions or smells. It has minimal traffic and virtually no 
nighttime lighting. What does Commissioner O'Hara consider to be heavy industrial use? Her 
statement is a deliberate mischaracterization designed to misinform nearby residents and to engage 
them in public opposition to solar. 

"how much tax the project actually will pay". "breaks on purchases of business equipment could 
mean payments don't begin for 10 years" Commissioner O'Hara is deliberately misleading with her 
constant references to the Kansas 10  year property tax exemption regulation, which applies to a host 
of other facilities that the Commissioner does not oppose (e.g. warehouses in Edgerton). A solar 
farm would pay extensive property taxes after year 1 O for another 20 years or more, and it's owner 
would very likely pay for all county costs associated with the permitting, permit compliance, 
emergency response training and equipment, and payments in lieu of taxes that would be negotiated 
with solar farm developers. A solar farm would have a very significant positive economic impact 
which others have estimated for the BOCC. 

"The only thing green about green energy are the dollars being chased by investors". Apparently, Commissioner O'Hara 
doesn't understand that, in our capitalist economic system, all investors are motivated by a return on investment. She 
has consistently stated her strong dislike for the federal tax credits that are provided for qualifying solar installations, 
which are actually set to decline over time. Is she willing to consider the federal tax incentives and regulations that 
support the oil, gas, and coal industries, which are much larger? Or is it only "green" incentives she despises? And 
regarding her claim that solar farms are not "green", if anyone was to impartially compare the environmental damage 
from the coal fired power plants she prefers vs. solar farms, the very clear conclusion is that coal fired plants' impacts 
dwarf solar farms. If Commissioner O'Hara can point out any valid way in which solar farms are not green, then there 
could be a discussion about appropriate mitigation measures and regulations. These recent statements along with her 
past statements prove that she is not interested in having this discussion. 

"This is very atypical to be putting solar farms in an urban area." Commissioner O'Hara must have misspoken when she 
said this. Her previous quote said it was wrong to "bring heavy industrial use to rural areas of the county" and now she's 
quoted as saying developers are proposing "in an urban area"? You know that solar farms are only being proposed in 
very rural areas of the county where residential development isn't a realistic possibility for decades. They are also only 
proposed to be located where the current rural landowners willingly enter land lease agreements. Commissioner 
O'Hara wants to prevent these land owners from participating in solar farm leases, thereby increasing their modest 
agricultural income. 

Commissioner O'Hara, by her own statements in this article and in several other instances which I've previously 
informed you, has made it very clear she will never fairly consider zoning regulations for solar farms. She obviously has a 
closed mind that will not consider factual evidence provided in your upcoming hearing and public meetings. She also 
has a demonstrated political axe to grind against solar farms. It would be like trusting a radical vegetarian and PETA 
member to license a new BBQ restaurant; it wouldn't happen. 

I trust that you will seriously consider this matter and take appropriate actions including forcing 
Commissioner O'Hara to recuse herself from any meeting where solar zoning regulations are 
considered. 

Thank you for your public service to Johnson County. 

Steven M. Clark 
916-705-3232 
3422 Kensington Court 
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 
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p.s. As I have previously done, I want you to know that my in-laws have signed a solar land lease 
agreement for their property in Johnson County. I am also a registered professional engineer with 42 
years of power engineering and construction experience, including coal, gas, nuclear, and solar 
power generation. From personal experience permitting and designing/building dozens of solar farms 
across the country, I've never experienced the type of solar misinformation being put forth in Johnson 
County, my home county, with a highly educated population that's open to technical innovation. As 
I've also previously stated, you may chose not to believe me, but please check with independent 
power engineering and construction firms in your own county, such as Black & Veatch 
and Kiewit. The JOCO Planning Commission did NOT take this step; however, the Douglas County 
Planning Commission has, and their proposed zoning regulations are more rationale and their 
meetings have been orderly and fact based. 
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Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 

From: Chambers, Erin, CMO 
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2022 8:19 AM 
To: BOCC -Commissioners 
Subjed: FW: Refuting the claim that solar panels will leach toxic waste and may contaminate 

groundwater 

Good Morning, 

Please see comment below. 

District 4 

From: stanleeknoche <stanleeknoche@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2022 8:15 AM 
To: BOCC-Clerk <BOCC-Clerk@jocogov.org> 
Subjed: Fwd: Refuting the claim that solar panels will leach toxic waste and may contaminate groundwater 

** *This message came from outside of Johnson County Government - please use caution when opening attachments or 
links.*** 

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy s• 6,  an AT&T 4G L TE smartphone 

-------- Original message ----··-· 
From: stanleeknoche <stanleeknoche@gmail.com> 
Date: 2/23/22 1:28 AM (GMT-06:00) 
To:boccclerk@jocogov.org 

Subject: Refuting the claim that solar panels will leach toxic waste and may contaminate groundwater 

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy s• 6, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone 
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********************************* 
Dear Johnson County Board of County Commissioners, 

I am writing in support of fair and reasonable zoning regulation for solar farms in Johnson County. I 
believe the regulations should be based on the facts of how solar farms and equipment are designed, 
built, and operated. Not on the many false claims that solar opponents have continued to make. If 
you look into solar opponents claims, you will easily see they do not come from credible sources or 
they have twisted truthful information to a totally wrong conclusion. By comparison, I will provide you 
with links to credible information about solar farms and equipment, by which you can fairly judge the 
truth about solar. 

One of solar opponent's big claims is that solar panels are made with lots of toxic chemicals which 
are bound to contaminate the soil and groundwater around a solar farm, and that solar panels will 
eventually be dumped into ordinary landfills and cause soil and groundwater pollution there. In our 
County, several residents who might have a solar farm near them have used this false claim to object 
to any solar farms being permitted anywhere in the County. 

1 .  First, I'd like to point out that the draft solar zoning regulations already include appropriate 
requirements for disposal and recycling at the "end of life" for solar panels. End of life means when 
the solar plant operator removes a defective panel, could be anytime during plants operating life 
when a panel is broken or fails to produce (expected) power or when the plant is decommissioned. 
Every panel is given a "Lifecycle assessment" that is when you use the "3R's Recycle, Refurbished 
or Reuse (Panels that may produce 70 to 75% efficiency, good for a private small solar array or 
donated to a nonprofit to still be used) The Draft Solar Zoning Regulations dated Dec. 1 4, 2021 , 
Page 40, Item g states the following. 

"Disposal and Recycling of Materials: Unless specifically indicated in the approved Decommissioning 
and Reclamation Plan, all US Solar Facility materials and equipment, including but not limited to PV 
panels, inverters and batteries, shall be removed from the Project Area. Disposal and recycling of 
such materials and equipment shall fully comply with all applicable county, state and federal laws, 
regulations and code requirements, which includes a county-approved demolition permit to a licensed 
contractor and an approved location for disposal of such materials and equipment." 

Therefore, all solar farm material is already required to be disposed and recycled in full compliance 
with all applicable laws. When a JOCO solar farm closes in 30 years or more, those disposal and 
recycling laws will be more stringent than today, so I don't think there's a concern. As an example, 
Kansas could adopt requirements for solar module disposal and recycling as California has already 
done, which is based on extensive experience. See: https://dtsc.ca.gov/solar-panel-fags/#easy-fag-
363955 

2. Solar panels are built in a very rugged way to last 25 to 30 years or longer, and must pass many 
stringent tests, including a hail strike test and wind tunnel tests, to be certified for sale in the 
U.S. Most of the weight of solar panels is glass, aluminum frame, and silicon wafers. The actual 
amount of toxic chemicals used in a solar panel is small and all of it is fully encapsulated and sealed 
so that it's not exposed to the environment. No rain water comes into contact with any of these 
chemicals, unless a solar module should become broken, which is rare. And if a module should 
become broken, the plant's control system has a performance monitor that will alert the plant operator 
to a broken solar panel. The plant operator has an incentive to replace all broken modules quickly to 
maintain plant output. Zoning regulations could require the plant owner/operator to pick up and 
properly dispose of any PV panels that break, for whatever reason, during plant operation. Additional 
comfort comes from solar module manufacturers warranties that provide a minimum 1 O year product 
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warranty and a minimum 85% power output warranty for 25 years. This means that the 
manufacturers are very confident all modules will not "break" and expose the inner chemicals to rain 
or air for 25 years or longer. See the following references. 

https://www.cleanenergyreviews. info/blog/solar-pv-cell-construction 

See https://www .youtube�com/watch?v=4 T6VbzC889k and https://www .youtube.com/watch?v=hR0d 
Hl58zwE for videos that demonstrate solar panels' ability to withstand impacts without shattering. 

A 1 2-gauge shotgun shell contains ~1 ounce of lead 
(https://www.fws.gov/uploadedFiles/FAQsfortheweb.odO. The average solar panel has ~12 grams, or 
<½ an ounce, of lead, mostly in the soldering ("Recent facts about photovoltaics in Germany," 
Fraunhofer Institute for Solar Energy Systems, section 22. 1 ,  available at: 
https://www. ise. fraunhofer .de/content/da m/ise/en/documents/publications/stud ies/recent-facts-about
photovoltaics-in-germany. pdO. As referenced below, unlike the lead in shotgun shells which are 
regularly distributed annually across many farm fields by hunters, the lead in solar panels is 
encapsulated within an airtight, waterproof, and shatter resistant envelope mounted off the ground. 

3. Multiple experienced solar experts and technical papers have concluded that there is little or no 
chance of toxic chemicals affecting either the solar farm soil or groundwater in the area. JOCO 
Planning Commission's own solar zoning consultant confirmed this in his testimony at public 
hearings. Here are additional quotes and references with the same conclusion. 

https://content. ces. ncsu .ed u/health-and-safety-impacts-of-solar-photovoltaics 

States the following conclusion: 
"The purpose of this paper is to address and alleviate concerns of public health and safety for utility
scale solar PV projects. Concerns of public health and safety were divided and discussed in the four 
following sections: (1) Toxicity, (2) Electromagnetic Fields, (3) Electric Shock and Arc Flash, and (4) 
Fire. In each of these sections, the negative health and safety impacts of utility-scale PV development 
were shown to be negligible, while the public health and safety benefits of installing these facilities are 
significant and far outweigh any negative impacts." 

https://carolinasceba.com/carolinas-ceba-solar-decommissioning-fact-sheet/ Includes the following 
conclusions. 

"Yes, it is possible to recycle most solar panels." 
"By weight, most solar panels are around 80 percent glass and aluminum which are easy 
components to recycle at general-purpose recycling centers. "Solar panels also contain at least one 
rare or precious metal which may be recycled at the end of its useful life. Metal racking, framing, 
copper wire, and other equipment may offer scrap value that can offset decommissioning costs. A 
study by the International Renewable Energy Agency has estimated that $15 billion worth of raw 
materials may be recovered by 2050 when the first installed solar panels reach end-of-life." 
"No, solar energy is not a type of hazardous waste for disposal." 

4. As more solar PV projects have increased, recycling efforts and programs have already begun 
and will further develop in the future. The EPA is very aware of issues regarding solar module 
recycling and has already developed programs. Recycling businesses are in operation and many 
technical studies have been completed. See attached for applicable references. 

https://www.epa.gov/hw/solar-panel-recycling 
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. ,. ... 

What It Takes To Realize a Circular Economy for Solar Photovoltaic System Materials 

5. The volume of waste and toxic waste, in particular, is tiny in comparison to the wastes generated 
by coal-fired plants such as Evergy's LaCygne Power Plant, which currently supplies much of 
Evergy's electricity for Johnson County. In one day, the total air emissions and solid waste 
production from the LaCygne Power Plant is hundreds of time more quantity than the life time of 
waste from a 1 50 MW solar PV power plant which could fit on a 1 ,000 acre site. Air emissions from 
coal fired plants contain very significant quantities of greenhouse gas CO2, plus large amounts of 
nitrous oxides, sulfur oxides, particulates, and mercury. Ash produced from coal fired power plants is 
a toxic waste, per the EPA and their is no known method to recycle it. It must be permanently stored 
in a landfill or ash pond at the coal fired plant and risks polluting surface and groundwater. Per the 
EPA "Coal ash contains contaminants like mercury, cadmium and arsenic. Without proper 
management, these contaminants can pollute waterways, ground water, drinking water, and the 
air. The need for federal action to help ensure protective coal ash disposal was highlighted by large 
spills near Kingston, TN and Eden, NC which caused widespread environmental and economic 
damage to nearby waterways and properties." https://www.epa.gov/coalash/coa1-ash-basics#05 

https://www.psr.0rg/wp.content/uploads/2018/05/coal-ash-hazardous-to-human-health. Etdf 1e
https://www.cnn.com/2022/01/1e1/politics/biden-epa-coal-ash-ponds-enforcement-climate/index.html 

I trust that you will consider this convincing evidence that solar panels do not have the risks that solar 
opponents are claiming, based on their biased and unreliable information sources. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Stan Knoche 
8708 west 82nd st 
Overland Park Ks 66204 

https://www.cnn.com/2022/01/1
https://www.psr.0rg/wp.content/uploads/2018/05/coal-ash-hazardous-to-human-health
https://www.epa.gov/coalash/coa1-ash-basics#05


Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 

From: Steven Clark <clarkville80@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 2:30 AM 
To: Eilert, Ed, BOC; Allenbrand, Shirley, BOC; Becky Fast; Hanzlick, Janee, BOC; Meyers, Jeff, 

BOC; Ashcraft, Michael, BOC; O'Hara, Charlotte, BOC; BOCC-Clerk 
Subject: Corrections to Information Provided by JOCO Planning Commission Staff and Solar 

Zoning Consultant: BOCC Meeting Feb. 24, 2022 

Categories: JoCo 

**•This message came from outside of Johnson County Government - please use caution when opening attachments or 
links.••• 

Honorable County Commissioners, 

Thank you for allowing public to view your recent Committee of the Whole (COW) meeting regarding 
zoning regulations for utility-scale solar facilities (aka Solar Farms). I thought the meeting was 
productive and that the County Commissioners asked a number of excellent questions. You are 
rightfully considering public concerns and potential risks of solar farms, which Johnson County has no 
prior experience with. However, when finalizing solar zoning regulations, I believe those regulations 
should be based on validated facts, realistic risks, and real-world experience instead of 
unsubstantiated fears or misinformation. With over 1 ,000 solar farms in operation nationwide with 
very minimal impact to neighbors, the environment, and the electrical grid, there's a sound factual 
basis for determining appropriate regulations for solar farms. 

I'm certain the Johnson County Planning Commission has done their best to understand solar farms 
and their potential impacts over the past year, however, we can't expect them to become experts and 
their knowledge is fairly limited. They've relied substantially on a solar zoning consultant, who's not 
an engineer and with incomplete knowledge of solar equipment, solar facilities, and their 
environmental impacts. Neither the Planning Commission or their consultant surveyed zoning 
regulations and CUP requirements enacted by the many other counties and cities across the U.S. 
that host solar farms. Nor did they request meetings or information from from local solar energy 
experts at Black & Veatch, Kiewit, or Burns & McDonnell. 

Here are examples of the Planning Commission and Consultant's limited solar knowledge: Based on 
the Consultant's input, the draft zoning regulations use the term "pod" to describe a collection of solar 
panels within a discrete area, whereas that term isn't used in the solar industry; 'solar array" is the 
proper term. Several other terms and definitions are incorrect in the draft regulations. The consultant 
was also unaware that solar modules are proven to last an average of 30 to 35 years instead of the 
20 to 25 years he stated: a significant misunderstanding. He wasn't aware that virtually all large solar 
farms mount their solar panels on trackers instead of fixed tilt mounts, which makes his 
understanding of land covered by "impervious" panels incorrect. He also wasn't aware that battery 
energy storage systems have been integrated with with solar farms for several years. And he is 
unfamiliar with other trends in the solar industry regarding technology developments, project 
sizes, and project locations. I say this not to discredit him, but to emphasize the limits of his 
knowledge and experience. 
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I closely watched your COW meeting on February 24, 2022, and noted several instances of incorrect 
or incomplete information provided to the BOCC by the Planning Commission staff and their 
consultant. Here's a summary of the most important topics. 

Length of CUP Term 
The draft regulations include a maximum 20-year term, which was reduced from 25-years at the 
November 2021 Board meeting. No valid reasons were provided by the Planning Commissioners for 
changing their prior vote. However, during the prior public hearings, solar developers and experts 
provided clear testimony that solar farms require 25-year or longer CUP terms to a) enable power 
produced to be sold at competitive rates and b) to receive project financing. The Planning 
Commission's explanation that the 20-year CUP term is based on "the typical 20-year planning 
period" doesn't make sense since the Planning Commission clearly expects solar farms to operate for 
30 years or more, likely via extensions to the original CUP. Solar and financial experts agree that a 
20-year CUP with the possibility or even the likelihood of extensions is simply inadequate. This is not 
unique to solar farms; it would apply the same to any long lasting infrastructure project. 

The price that solar farm owner's can sell their electricity for is extremely sensitive to the number of 
years the facility is permitted to operate. If the CUP term is only 20 years, the solar farm's capital cost 
would be spread over 20 years electrical production instead of 30 to 35 years, as it is for most solar 
farms nationwide. For a short 20-year CUP, the electricity power sales price must be increased by 60 
to 70% compared to projects with typical CUP's. Solar farm developers work in a very competitive 
world to sell their facility's electricity to buyers such as Evergy. A developer in a county with a short 
CUP term will be at such an pricing disadvantage to solar projects located elsewhere, that they would 
very likely not win any power sales contracts. No power sales contracts, then no financing and no 
project. I suspect the Planning Commissioners fully realized this. 

If you approve solar zoning regulations with a 20-year CUP term, that would be tantamount to a ban 
on solar farms. Going to the trouble of developing all of the other detailed zoning regulations would 
be a waste of time. No solar farms would be built in Johnson County; they would be built in other 
counties who would receive the significant economic benefits. 

I don't believe a single solar farm has been built in the U.S. with a CUP term shorter than 25 years. I 
personally know of only one operating solar farm with a 25-year CUP. The vast majority of country 
regulations and CU P's for solar farms specify no CUP term limit. Since this point is so critical ,  I 
recommend that you confirm this with industry experts. 

Property Taxes and Other County Revenues 
While Kansas has a tax regulation that excludes solar farms from paying property taxes for the first 
1 0  years of operation, the exclusion doesn't include the underlying land. Property tax payments 
would continue for the land. And the property tax exclusion applies to a large number of other facility 
types that Johnson County hosts and encourages. Regardless, it's very misleading to oppose solar 
farms because of the 10-year property tax exemption since that ignores the totality of a solar farm's 
economic contribution to county government and the local economy. This topic is addressed in detail 
in a letter submitted to you on or about January 20. Taxes paid locally would include substantial 
property taxes after year 10  of operation; local sales taxes for construction and O&M; payments for 
county permitting, permit compliance, and emergency services; and payments in lieu of taxes 
(PILOT) agreed to by individual project developers/owners. The County's economic boost would also 
be substantial for construction contracts, labor, and material: ongoing O&M jobs, services and 
supplies; and lease income to participating landowners. Please do not focus solely on the 10-year 
property tax exemption that solar opponents would have you do. 
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Destination of Power Generated and Benefits to Local Residents 
Neither the Planning Commission or their consultant could answer the question about where the 
power would go from a solar farm in JOCO and whether local residents would benefit. Physically, 
the power generated by the West Gardner Solar Farm would be injected into the West Gardner 
Substation, owned and operated by Evergy, and it would be consumed locally. Some solar 
opponents have claimed, without evidence, that the power would be transmitted to NextEra's home 
state of Florida; that idea is simply ludicrous from a technical and financial perspective. Financially, 
the power from the West Gardner Solar Farm would most likely be sold to Evergy or another local 
electric utility. Solar farms currently produce and sell power at very low rates, in the range of $25 to 
$30 per MWH, which is typically cheaper than conventional power plants. Additionally, solar farm 
power pricing rates usually do not escalate for the length of their 25 to 30 year long power sales 
contract. Therefore, the electric utility customers would benefit from solar farm's low pricing for 
decades. The power produced by gas-fired power plants, by comparison, is subject to large price 
increases due to the volatility of natural gas pricing. 

Minimum Distance From Current City Limits 
Neither the Planning Commission or their Consultant clearly told you their proposed minimum 
distance regulation would uniquely restrict any solar farm from being within 2.0 miles of any city 
limit. Their is no other county in the US that is known to have imposed this type of restriction on solar 
farms. And Johnson County has not placed such a restriction on any other type of facility or 
development. I previously provided written evidence to the Planning Commission of multiple 
operating solar farms within or just outside city limits. 

Regardless, the Planning Commission and their Consultant decided on a minimum distances from 
cities of 1 .5 miles at their October, 2021 meeting. At the controversial November Planning 
Commission meeting, the commissioners voted, without discussion, to arbitrarily increase this 
restriction to 2.0 miles. The Planning Commission's map illustrating the 2.0 mile minimum distance 
restriction shows that about 98% of Johnson County would be "off limits" to solar farms. This 
restriction, combined with the separate restriction that solar farms must be at least 2.0 miles apart, 
would mean that Johnson County might be able to host a maximum of one or two solar farms (if the 
20-year CUP term issue was resolved). 

1 ,000 Acre Limit on Solar Farm Site 
Neither the Planning Commission or their Consultant clearly told you there's no known zoning 
regulation outside of Johnson County that sets a acreage limit on solar farm size. No other regulatory 
body has found the need to arbitrarily limit solar farm acreage, just as Johnson County currently does 
not limit the acreage of any other proposed facility in your zoning regulations. 

To make this issue worse, Johnson County's draft solar regulations define the site area acreage limit 
to include all of the project features beyond the solar arrays, such as all access roads, the exterior 
buffer width, the plant substation, wildlife corridors, etc. This artificial and arbitrary acreage limit will 
effectively limit the solar array acreage to perhaps 750 acres, which limits the power and energy 
production of the solar farm. Douglas County's draft solar zoning regs, by comparison, define their 
acreage limit to apply to only the solar arrays themselves, which would allow more solar power 
generation. 

50 Foot Setback Along Solar Farm Boundaries 
The Planning Commission told you that the proposed 50 foot setback for solar farms is the same as 
the minimum setback regulation for rural buildings and structures. However, the Planning 
Commission did NOT tell you that for Solar Farms only, they would consider a solar farm's perimeter 
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security fence to be a "structure" that the setback applies to. The actual solar equipment and 
structures would be another 30 feet or so beyond the fence, creating an effective 80 foot 
setback. However, when applied to rural homes or structures, the 50 foot setback applies directly to 
their distance from the property line; fencing may be closer to the property line. Many other solar 
farms have been built to a 25 to 30 foot wide buffer outside the perimeter fence line. 

Battery Energy Storage Systems (BESS) 
Neither the Consultant or Planning Commission told you that control systems and fire detection and 
protection systems for BESS have advanced dramatically in recent years through the active 
involvement of battery suppliers, the solar industry and the National Fire Protection Association 
(NFPA), who has developed standards for BESS. The NFPA updates their standards routinely based 
on lessons learned and technology development to further reduce risks. Though solar opponents 
claim BESS fires could endanger the public, there have been no exposures or injuries to the public 
from a solar farm BESS fire. The BESS design includes a control system which prevents so called 
"run away" events, detects any battery problems, immediately stops further battery charging, detects 
a fire should one occur, and activates a fire protection system to put out the fire if a fire is 
detected. The BESS batteries are enclosed within containers as a further protective measure and the 
solar farm owner should be required to provide any specialized training and equipment to emergency 
responders before the solar farm is placed in operation. 

Galvanized Steel Piers Used to Support Solar Panels 
The Planning Commission's Consultant stated the galvanized steel support posts used to support 
solar panel mounting systems could result in some potentially toxic chemicals leaching into the 
soil. He said the chemical would only be a problem if the land is used later for peanut farming. This 
was an odd discussion by the Consultant and is very questionable. The actual purpose of galvanizing 
steel posts, which are driven into the ground, is to provide corrosion protection for the steel posts. 
The galvanization process places a fairly thin layer of zinc material onto the surface of the steel. The 
thickness of zinc galvanization varies, depending on the corrosivity of the soil, but is usually 5 mils, 
and is designed to last 30 to 35 years. The zinc coating corrodes very slowly in the buried part of the 
post, and the amount of zinc oxide added to the soil is tiny. However, zinc is actually considered a 
soil fertilizer. Galvanized steel posts are commonly used in many applications, such as the supports 
used on road barriers across the country. An internet search showed no pollution concerns for these 
applications. 

Before you make any final decisions, I strongly encourage you to direct the Planning Commission to 
obtain expert testimony from qualified experts in solar farm technology, including engineers, 
constructors, environmental scientists, and financial experts. I also strongly encourage you to direct 
the Planning Commission to survey a number of counties and cities that host operating solar farms to 
learn from their experience and to consider their zoning regulations before finalizing your 
regulations. The current set of draft solar zoning regulations have largely been drafted without this 
key information, and would easily be the most restrictive in the nation, for all the wrong reasons. I am 
hopeful that a proper vetting will lead you to eliminate the overly restrictive regulations currently 
drafted for CUP term, maximum project acreage, minimum distance from city limits, minimum 
distance between solar farms, and setbacks. 

Thank you for your kind attention. 

Steven M. Clark, P.E. 
3422 Kensington Court 
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 
916-705-3232 
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clarkville80@sbcglobal.net 

p.s. disclosure. My wife's family has signed a land lease agreement with a solar project 
developer. For this reason, you may believe I have a conflict of interest and am providing biased 
information. However, again, I encourage you to confirm the information I 've provided with qualified 
and independent subject matter experts. 
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Citizens for Responsible Solar 
Johnson County, KS & Douglas County, KS 

kansasresponsiblesolar.com I jocoresponsiblesolar.org I docoresponsiblesolar.org 

To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan.14, 2022 

111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 

Olathe, KS 66061 

Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 

You've heard all the arguments and talking points from both sides, but let me highlight the ones most important to me. A few 

property owners in the affected area near my home on Edgerton Road will benefit monetarily from this installation, most will 

not. Property values near solar "farms" decrease, consequently increasing all county resident's taxes to cover the shortfall. 

There is potential damage to two critical watersheds from herbicide contamination and storm water run-off. Fire safety is a 

concern from grassfires and lithium-ion battery fires which are toxic. Non-participating properties are not protected by 

adequate set-backs and forest, farmland, vegetation, topsoil, historical sites and wildlife habitat will be destroyed. The area will 

be spoiled for eco and historical tourism and agri-tourism. Decommissioning and reclaiming the land at the end of the project 

will be expensive and finally, the Chinese solar panels will not likely be recycled when they're used up but will be sent to local 

landfills where they will continue to pollute our land. 

The brownfield site just north of us at Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant has perplexed planners and developers for decades. 

Several proposals have faltered and failed because of its Superfund level toxicity. Clean-up at the site resulted in contaminants 

being hauled to the Johnson County landfill, which is not a real solution and still continues to this day. Ironically, it is perfectly 

suited for an industrial utility-scale solar installation. 

The proposal for a similar installation right in the heart of our thriving neighborhood to the south will have far reaching 

consequences not just for us but for all Johnson and Douglas County residents. Please help us to protect our property and the 

way of life that we've carefully and lovingly cultivated for all of these years by passing responsible utility scale solar regulations. 

Respectfully, 

Gary Hanna 

18355 Edgerton Road 

Edgerton, KS 66021 

VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: 
kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft 
OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE 
TO THE RIGHT WITH YOUR SMART PHONE 

https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft
https://docoresponsiblesolar.org
https://jocoresponsiblesolar.org
https://kansasresponsiblesolar.com
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Kansansf� 
for Clean Energy ' 

Let's make this happen! Johnson County needs utility-scale 
solar investments. Solar farms are a key component of 
our smarter energy future and the kind of sustainable 
development we support. 

Don't leave Kansas behind. We should be developing solar 
projects in our region, as our neighboring states are doing. 
This is sustainable development that will net benefits for all. 

Count me in! 
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Let's make this happen! Johnson County needs utility-scale 
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our smarter energy future and the kind of sustainable 
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Don't leave Kansas behind. We should be developing solar 
projects in our region, as our neighboring states are doing. 
This is sustainable development that will net benefits for all. 

Count me in! 
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Don't leave Kansas behind. We should be developing solar 
projects in our region, as our neighboring states are doing. 
This is sustainable development that will net benefits for all. 

Count me in! 
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Let's make this happen! Johnson County needs utility-scale 
solar investments. Solar farms are a key component of 
our smarter energy future and the kind of sustainable 
development we support. 

Don't leave Kansas behind. We should be developing solar 
projects in our region, as our neighboring states are doing. 
This is sustainable development that will net benefits for all. 

Count me in! 
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solar investments. Solar farms are a key component of 
our smarter energy future and the kind of sustainable 
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Don't leave Kansas behind. We should be developing solar 
projects in our region, as our neighboring states are doing. 
This is sustainable development that will net benefits for all. 

Count me in! 
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	Additional public comments received from BOCC 3.31.2022
	BOCC Solar Emails 3-31-2022.pdf
	From: Lee Ann Antes <leeannantes@yahoo.com> Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2022 12:36:45 PM To: Ashcraft, Michael, BOC <Michael.Ashcraft@jocogov.org> Subject: Solar Regulations
	From: Lee Ann Antes <leeannantes@yahoo.com>  Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2022 12:36 PM To: Meyers, Jeff, BOC <Jeff.Meyers@jocogov.org> Subject: Solar Regulations
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	Solar public comment letters received from BOCC 3.30.2022
	Structure Bookmarks
	Link
	Figure
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com l jocoresponsiblesolar.org l docoresponsiblesolar.org 

	To: Johnson County, KS CommissJoner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan.8,2021 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	We hope this letter finds you well. We are writing you in an effort to express our concerns about the potential Solar Farm being established within a mile of our home. Outside of the environmental impact this would have on Southern Johnson County, far surpassing our home, we are concerned about our lifestyle, our views, our peacefulness and our home values. 
	As a Realtor for the past 20 years, I know first-hand what an impact projects like this can have. We have been life• long Johnson Countians and have enjoyed a beautiful life in our home for the past 28 years and intend to retire here and stay in our home until the Good Lord calls us home. This is a dream that many people in this area have. This area is steeped in generational farms and this Solar Farm would surely take that lifestyle away. 
	In addition, there are many homesteads that not only enjoy a lifestyle of agriculture and livestock, but have a sole water source from the Earth, which will surely be contaminated by the Solar Farm, leaving us without water to our homes, this being just many of the potential environmental impact a Solar Farm can have on an area. Who will resolve this issue, and at what cost? 
	We are sincerely requesting that you do not allow this destruction of Southern Johnson County to happen. Please have an open ear to the residents that wiH be greatly affected by your decision -the people who actually live here and will deal with this on a day-to-day basis. 
	We wish you well and hope your good judgement will encourage you to do the right thing. 
	Sincerely, 
	C fŁŁŁŁ 
	M.
	Gary and Lisa Huppe I 17535 Edgerton Rd, Edgerton, KS 66021 
	VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: 
	;;f • 
	;;f • 
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft 

	• OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE 
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	Citizens for Responsible Solar 
	Johnso11 County. KS S: Douglas Counly. KS 
	I 
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 10, 2021 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	I am writing today with another concern related to set-backs and vegetative barriers. As you are considering changes to the zoning ordinances for the solar facilities, I would like for you to keep this information in mind. 
	Solar panels themselves produce NO sound. The noise-generating equipment at a solar facility come from the inverters, transformers, battery storage, and tracker equipment. Sound or noise is measured in decibels. Decibels increase on a logarithmic scale which is not linear. 50 dB is 1/4as loud as 70 dB. Some decibel reference points are: whisper 25 dB, refrigerator 55 dB, vacuum cleaner 75 dB. 
	.,, 

	Inverters convert DC into AC power. This process produces tonal sound at twice the electric line frequency. Their decibel level is estimated between 60-88 dB depending on brand. One study noted 60 dB at 32 ft. distance from unit. 
	Transformers are used to step-up voltage for easier transmission into the electric grid. There are 3 sources of noise from transformers-!. Core, 2. Coil, 3. Cooling fan noise. Coil and Core noise result in decibel levels similar to an inverter. The fan noise is the most audible and therefore most objectionable. 
	Solar facilities operate during the day with generated noise mixing with ambient noise levels and may not be noticeable. But those facilities that have battery storage, like the proposed NextEra project, have transformers, inverters, and cooling fan (transformer and battery storage) operations throughout the night. Now the 60-80 dB facility noise becomes more noticeable in the quiet, rural 20-30 dB ambient night level. Sound travels a long way out in the countryside. 
	Solar tracking maximizes solar production by following the sun's movement throughout the day. It is more efficient for utility scale projects to use tracking. Tracker motors rotate the panels 5° every 15-20 mins., operating for 1-2 minutes each time. These motors run at 78 dB, much like a vacuum cleaner. Trackers will reset the panels for the next day either by using light sensors or a prescribed time. Either will engage the tracker motors to move the panels back to their #sunrise• position. That takes appr
	11.S MIWON]
	5,000 vacuum cleaners all running at once for 20 mlns. 

	Some recommendations for mitigating noise around solar faclllties are: 
	1. 3. 
	Put sound producing equipment in the center of the field, or away from residences and occupied property. Erect noise barriers, such as walls, vegetation on berms, or enclosures around inverters, transformers, and tracker motors. Set-backs help to keep noise generating equipment away from occupied properties. 
	Figure
	Lee Ann Antes 
	38700 W. 175St Edgerton, KS 66021 
	1t1 
	Email: leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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	Shirley Allenbrand/ County Commissioner January 10, 2022 111 S. Cherry St. Suite 3300 / Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Ms. Allenbrand: 
	As you've probably noticed by this letterhead, we are part of the group of homeowners affected by the potential utilityscale solar power facilities in Douglas County and Johnson County. Let me be clear: our group (Citizens for Responsible Solar) is pro-responsible renewable energy and pro-responsible solar. Renewable energy is obviously one of the best paths for our world's future energy needs. Personally, Kim and I have a solar array at our home. 
	And large utility-scale solar power facilities, if constructed and located properly, are a viable way for us to transition away from fossil fuels and the CO2 emissions they create. 
	If there is only one point we'd like to communicate, it is this: utility-scale solar power facilities are not meant to be In residential areas. 
	Having been in the solar industry for 10 years, I am the VP at Good Energy Solutions in Lawrence. Our company is currently constructing a ~t0MW (~23,000 solar panels) solar power facility in West Plains, MO. The solar power facility is not in a residential area. And the solar facility is built on top of a brownfield site (an old landfill). 
	Many reasons exist to keep homes and residents away from utility-scale solar power facilities, some of which are outlined on the website: 
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com 
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com 


	There is enough land in DG and JO county where we could have a reasonable buffer between the homes and the utilityscale solar power facilities. How about a (1) one mile minimum distance from a home to the power facility boundary? 
	And how about a 1,000' minimum distance from a road to a power facility boundary? That would keep the tall unsightly industrial fences away from the road. It is important to make sure we support agri-tourism as well. 
	Thank you so much for taking the time to read this letter and hear our concerns and recommendations. 
	Sincerely, 
	/4.ctfL_.
	/4.ctfL_.
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	Michael Schumann Kimberly Schumann 2337 N. 600 Rd, Edgerton, KS 66021 
	schumann.kim@gmail.com 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 8, 2021 
	111 South cherry Street, Suite 3300 
	Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	My name is Alex Young, and I am a member of both Johnson and Douglas County, KS communities. I am strongly opposed to the irresponsible siting of utility scale industrial solar complexes that has been introduced in our counties. 
	I'm afraid that if massive, irresponsibly sited, utility scale solar is approved, we will most certainly see an extreme decline in our health, livelihoods, home values, productive farmland, clean natural water sources, wildflowers, bees and other pollinators, historical sites, wildlife, fishing holes, memories, the beauty and splendor of our natural landscape, and our overall way of life. 
	Please do what's right for your communities and do not allow industrial utility scale solar complexes to be developed near populated areas (they need to be at least 3 miles away from populated areas where there are family homes). 
	My family has been a part of both Johnson and Douglas County, KS communities for the past 15 years we live on both sides of County line and recently built a 40-acre family homestead with our blood sweat and tears. We have made this our family's legacy, a place to escape exactly this kind of development. Our family, and all residents in and along County Line Road have worked so hard to build our dreams and to support agribusiness and economic growth in the area. 
	If NextEra and other big utility scale solar companies, have it their way, most resident will find their homes surrounded and devalued by environmentally intrusive and potentially life-threatening solar panels and battery stations. On top of being an extreme eyesore and ruining our beautiful landscape this project will destroy whole eco-systems and disrupt wildlife. Agriculture and cattle farms, agri-businesses like wine makers, beekeepers, produce growers, garden centers and other Agri-tourism businesses a
	drive to come out and enjoy, will be replaced by an industrial power complex. 
	There are many other potential site locations (brownfield, contaminated sites) that have been proposed and are much more responsible. Using 
	brownfield sites for industrial solar will have far less of an impact on the environment and our communities. 
	The whole idea of renewable energy is to have less of an impact on mother earth and the communities they are producing energy resources for. 
	Letting a faceless giant from Juno Beach, FL (NextEra HQ), or any other developer for that matter, ravage our land and destroy our communities 
	sounds an awful loŁ like the antiquated practices of an industry like big oil. 
	Regardless of whether Its green renewable energy or fossil fuels this is not the location for a large utility scale project. Please be a responsible steward for your county and your constituents. As registered voters we are all paying very close attention. 
	Alex Young 
	10830 Bradshaw St 
	Overland Park, KS 66210 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 8, 2021 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	I'm for responsible solar energy and want changes to the proposed regulations. Utility scale solar should be located in areas like brownfields, capped landfills, and industrial areas. Utility scale solar should not be located in close proximity to where people live, nor should productive farmland be used for utility scale solar. 
	I greatly appreciate all the work you and your fellow Johnson County Commissioners have put into researching solar energy and developing guidelines for utility scale solar energy. I believe in the process of local government working with its citizens for the betterment of the community. I appreciate you taking the time to listen to comments and read letters and emails from all of the concerned citizens in Douglas County and Johnson County as it relates to responsible solar. 
	Thank you, 
	Figure
	Becki Almeida 
	17070 Edgerton Rd Edgerton, KS 66021 Email: Phone: 913-579-5405 
	beckialmeida@gmail.com 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Shirley Allenbrand 
	Date: Jan.e10,e2021 

	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 


	My name is Lee Ann Antes. I am a resident of the 6th District of Johnson County. I am writing today to express a concern about the proposed utility scale solar project in Johnson and Douglas counties. This project directly affects me, my family, and our beef operation. I have some questions that I would like answered. 
	Have you ever heard the term "greenwashing"? It is defined as the process of conveying a false impression or providing misleading information about how an entity conducts its business by seeming environmentally sound and "eco-friendly". I believe NextEra is greenwashing this projected solar project. 
	My question to you is this .•. do you know where NextEra sources their PV solar panels from? My guess would be China. In 2019, China made 80% of the world's supply of solar panels. There is a large and concerning problem with Chinese solar panels. 
	The concern is China's use of coal powered electricity to manufacture their solar panels from raw materials to end product. A solar panel made in China has about double the carbon footprint as one made in Europe. China represents more than 25% of all global carbon emissions. China has also financed 71% of coal powered facilities built in 152 countries over the past decade. Chinese president Xi Jinping calls climate change a "crisis", but shows little effort in reducing China's emissions and meeting its clim
	If we, in Johnson and Douglas Counties, are working towards net-zero carbon emissions shouldn't China as well? My last question to you is this ... will your constituents want to be complicit in supporting China's lack of commitment in cutting carbon emissions causing climate change? If the project is approved, we will be participating in "greenwashing" this project and misleading the public. 
	Sincerely, 
	Lee Ann Antes 
	38700 W. 175St 
	th 

	Edgerton, KS 66021 
	Email: 
	Leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Allenbrand 
	Date: Jan. 10, 2021 

	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 


	The solar industry, both in utility-scale and residential, is currently booming. Panels are being produced to be more efficient at a cheaper price. These innovations are being driven by the industry dominant Chinese panel producers. These low-cost panels have driven many U.S. panel producers out of business. If the cost of trading up is low and efficiency high, consumers will switch, regardless of whether their existing panels have aged-out. Where do these panels end up? 
	It is estimated 140.000 solar panels are being 
	installed per day in the U.S. 

	Solar panels are made to last 25-30 years. They are not manufactured for disassembly. Currently the aluminum frame, some silver, and copper are salvaged for less than $2.00. It costs $12-25 after transportation costs to recycle a panel. It costs $1-2 to dump it in a solid waste landfill and walk away. Most states classify panels as common waste. But some states consider the panels as E-waste which makes them even more difficult to dispose of. The United States has no solar recycling mandates. It is estimate
	The reclaimed materials do not cover the cost of recycling. 
	It is projected that there will be about 8 million metric tons of decommissioned panels accumulated by 2030 and possibly 78 million metric tons. which could include West Gardner Solar panels. by 2050. 

	Current waste estimates are 90 metric tons per megawatt/ MW (weight to power ratio). West Gardner Solar is projected to be a 320 MW installation. 320 X 90 = With a 20-year initial contract plus three 5-year options beyond that, this project could be in production 30-40 years. There could possibly be 2-3 upgrades during that time creating approx. Where will it go? 
	28,800 metric tons of panel E-waste produced at every upgrade. 
	86.400 metric tons of panel E-waste.

	Solar's production boom has left recycling lagging woefully behind. Europe has outpaced the U.S. in addressing this issue. The European Union holds PV panel module installers and solar producers responsible for waste disposal. Many experts believe that recycling should be mandatory. Building required solar panel recycling capacity has to be done now as the wave of decommissioned panels of the early 2000's hit end-of-life. Meanwhile they are disposed of in landfills. Landfills that already are filling up wit
	The way a technology affects the environment while it's in use does not tell the entire story. Solar energy is not "green"! Do the benefits of this projected solar facility outweigh the negatives? Are we ready to deal with the known and unknown consequences of this project? This massive solar facility will forever change the character of our county. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Lee Ann Antes 
	38700 w. St Edgerton, KS 66021 
	175
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	Email: Leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shlrtey Allenbrand Date: Jan. 10,2021 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	1 am writing today with a concern related to set-backs and vegetative barriers. As you are considering changes to the zoning ordinances for the solar facilities, I would like for you to keep this information in mind. 
	The "heat island" effect the term used to describe increased temperatures in an urban setting. There have also been studies done to see if a PV { photovoltaic) solar farm creates a similar effect. PV panels convert solar radiation into heat and can alter the air-flow and temperature profiles near the panels. Such changes can affect the thermal environment of near-by populations of humans, animals, plants, and other species. 
	10. Operating temperatures of a panel is approx. 400F above ambient temperature. 
	10. Operating temperatures of a panel is approx. 400F above ambient temperature. 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Hot summer day (lOOoF) ambient = 1400F panel temperature 

	• 
	• 
	Winter day (32F) ambient = 72F panel temperature 
	°
	°




	11. Studies show that air temperatures above and below panels are higher than ambient during the day. Below panel heat is due to the heat being trapped under the panel. Air temperatures in center of PV project = 35F above ambient temperature at 8 ft. above ground surface. 
	°

	• 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Hot summer day (100°F) = 135F air temperature 
	°


	• 
	• 
	Winter day {32F) = 67F air temperature 
	°
	°




	Areas above and below the panels are slower to reach ambient temps as they cool. But eventually do reach ambient and do not induce a dayafter-day increase. 
	12. High air temps completely dissipate at 60 ft. above ground surface AND will reach ambient temp at 984 ft. away from perimeter of field. Prevailing wind direction has an affect on the distance heat dissipates from the perimeter of the field. Downwind locations will receive more of the heat generated at the solar farm than ones upwind. As we all know here in eastern Kansas the prevailing wind direction in summer is from the south and in winter is from the north. Forced convection would move heat from the 
	Mitigations of the PV Heat Island Effect would be: 
	Mitigations of the PV Heat Island Effect would be: 

	• 
	• 
	• 
	Provide set-backs of 150-250 ft. to increase distance from perimeter of field to neighboring properties. This distance allows high temps to dissipate before reaching a home, animals, or crops. 

	• 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Vegetation planted in 2 locations. 


	a. 
	a. 
	a. 
	Directly under panels using a 1ow growing, native species to provide cooling through plant transpiration (exhaling water vapor). 

	b. 
	b. 
	Around the perimeter of the PV field in the form of a dense vegetative screen, or buffer to slow the flow of the heated air. 




	Therefore, generous set-backs with a vegetative screen can help minimize this heat island effect on neighboring properties. 
	Sincerely, 
	1 flli ,J -in Ł 
	1 flli ,J -in Ł 

	Lee Ann Antes YŁ 
	38700 W. 175St Edgerton, KS 66021 
	"' 
	Email: Leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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	Thursday, February 17, 2022 
	Thursday, February 17, 2022 
	Ms. Shirley Allenbrand, BOCC 
	111 S. Cherry Street Suite 3300 
	Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Ms. Allenbrand, 

	I am writing as a long time, nearly life long resident of this county. Three years ago this June, I moved 
	from Overland Park to rural, western, Johnson county as I had married a man, Rob who has lived out 
	here for many years. Together, we have been remodeling the house and slowly reclaiming the land as 
	we cut and thin trees and create a more beautiful piece of land. We own 5 acres, minus what was sold 
	to the county several years ago to widen 151 street. Our neighbor mows a large portion of the land 
	st 

	each summer for hay and we live on the south area of the property. 
	each summer for hay and we live on the south area of the property. 

	If allowed to go in, the large, industrial solar farm will be a mere mile or so from us. I believe this will 
	devastate this area. Instead, the best use of this part of Johnson county is for it to remain a rural area 
	where families can come and have hobby farms, agri-tourism and generally live a country life. A young 
	family has purchased a piece just south of us and will be begin building their dream home this year. Just 
	down the road a piece is the Prairie Center meats, there is a sheep farm, farther on down is the lewis Family Farm where Will lewis and his parents grow vegetable plants, flowers, pumpkins and sunflowers. 
	This is drawling a lot of folks out and this past year included a beautiful Christmas display. 
	This is drawling a lot of folks out and this past year included a beautiful Christmas display. 

	Putting a solar farm out here will ruin so much of the natural beauty, the wildlife corridors, the trees 
	which take care of carbon dioxide and much more. Not to mention the risk of massive fires from solar 
	battery story which the Edgerton Fire Department is not equipped to handle, and the potential heat 
	island effect coming to us in the North east. 
	island effect coming to us in the North east. 

	PLEASE vote to table or completely outlaw any industrial solar in rural Johnson County. If you must have one, please put it on the powder plant property which is not worth much more than a solar farm anyway. 
	Thank you, 
	Thank you, 

	eut Ł Ł. )'M_Cui?_1Ł 
	3t

	Sharmen S. McCollum 
	Sharmen S. McCollum 
	15215 Edgerton Road 
	Gardner, KS 66030 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 14, 2022 
	111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
	Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	You've heard all the arguments and talking points from both sides, but let me highlight the ones most important to me. A few property owners in the affected area near my home on Edgerton Road will benefit monetarily from this installation, most will not. Property values near solar "farms" decrease, consequently increasing all county resident's taxes to cover the shortfall. There is potential damage to two critical watersheds from herbicide contamination and storm water run-off. Fire safety is a concern from
	The brownfield site just north of us at Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant has perplexed planners and developers for decades. 
	Several proposals have faltered and failed because of its Superfund level toxicity. Clean-up at the site resulted in contaminants 
	being hauled to the Johnson County landfill, which is not a real solution and still continues to this day. Ironically, it is perfectly 
	suited for an industrial utility-scale solar installation. 
	The proposal for a similar installation right in the heart of our thriving neighborhood to the south will have far reaching consequences not just for us but for all Johnson and Douglas County residents. Please help us to protect our property and the way of life that we've carefully and lovingly cultivated for all of these years by passing responsible utility scale solar regulations. 
	Respectfully, 
	Sect
	Figure
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	Gary Hanna 18355 Edgerton Road Edgerton, KS 66021 
	Figure
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand Date: Jan. 14, 2022 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 
	You've heard all the arguments and talking points from both sides, so I won't repeat those. I would like to share my personal story with you. I grew up in Johnson County, with deep roots going back several generations on both sides of my family. As an adult, I lived in Douglas County and attended KU, then married and moved to Miami County. Later my husband and I bought rural property in Johnson County where we've lived for nearly 47 years. We financed our purchase from the only lender who at that time would
	Respectfully, 
	Sherri Hanna 
	18355 Edgerton Road 
	Edgerton, KS 66021 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand 
	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Shirley Allenbrand 
	Date: Jan. 8, 2021 111 South Cherry Street Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Allenbrand, 

	I live a half mile from the proposed area for industrial solar farms. I assumed this area would continue to be zoned agricultural and residential not industrial. I urge you to vote against putting industrial sized solar farms in this area. It is too beautifnl, hilly, woodsy, too much wildlife, too many residents with small businesses dependent on the health and beauty of this area, too much community to sacrifice for more energy. 
	670 acres is a mile square. If you don't have a sense of how big that is come out and drive it. Even a solar farm of this size would be out of character and a huge disrupter for the environment and people here. I urge you to vote that this is not the place for a big solar farm period. But short of that at least no project extent bigger than 1 mile square. Even with that size l am imagining disturbing vibrations of building such an industrial eyesore, tntck noise, the noise of pounding the equipment into the
	I am all for clean energy but not in my neighborhood's yard. Yes we need more power but please only consider already disrupted brown sites which are away from residential areas for industrial solar development. If you do it here we would lose the peace and beauty of rural life, not to mention the health and happiness of the land, wildlife and community. Peace and beauty arc especially important in this day and age where so much is about making a fast buck despite the ugliness and noise. We need to preserve 
	And certainly don't sell out to some non local or Florida company where the owners don't have to live with the ramifications. They are only interested in their profit. Though they may say they are paying local workers to install it look carefully at the meager pay those workers would be getting. Scrutinize the ethics of the interested company! And what does the community that has to put up with the disturbance get out of it. If something like this is voted to go through the neighborhood should get compensat
	Please don't ruin what is beautiful for something not tried and trne! ! 
	Please don't ruin what is beautiful for something not tried and trne! ! 
	Thank you, 
	Kim Lacy 
	Kim Lacy 
	2235 N 400Rd 
	Eudora, KS 66025 
	Email: 
	kimberlyalacy@gmail.com 


	Figure
	This Is from an earlier petition I signed. 
	This Is from an earlier petition I signed. 
	klmberlyalacy@gma1l.com 
	klmberlyalacy@gma1l.com 


	Please teU us why this lssae Is Important to you. This explanation will help our elected officials better understand why it Is essential that they aet. 
	Why let our beautiful land and neighborhood be destroyed by this giant Florida company? Why be bought? If we want solar in Douglas County first it should go on land that's already disturbed, ugly. If you're detennined to put it here becauŁe it's an easy place to connect into the gnd then make it small to start 250-500 acres (which is actually huge), use a local solar company, make it something we can be proud of, make it the best of its kind. Many trials are being done of dual use land, solar plus crop grow
	Figure
	To 
	To 
	Commissioner Ashcraft, 


	Thank you for your time, and thank you for considering the rejection of the County Planning Commission's plan to enact restrictions on the large-scale solar farm project. Of course, you wouldn't consider letting this occur, as such a course of action would result in detrimental effects that'll be felt for years to come. Let's follow in the footsteps of industry standards and ensure that Johnson County is maintaining step with the rest of the world, rather than falling behind to the changing times. 
	Please take my letter into consideration. Thank you for your time, 
	Sincerely, 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
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	111 S. Cherrv St. 
	Commissioner Oshcrnft 
	Commissioner Oshcrnft 

	Olathe, KS 66061 
	CC: Bd Bilbert 
	CC: Bd Bilbert 

	I nm verv disappointed in the recommendations that have been put forth from the zoning meetings on the topic of solar energv. It appears that there is a subset of people who are Irving to derail solar farmers from being able to effectivelv replace dirtier methods of energy productions ... which is verv concerning. 
	finding renewable forms of energy should be a top priority for our countv. Instead, we will be going backwards if things like acreage limits are allowed to continue. 
	Please correct this grave error and support local farmers us thev strive to make our community u brighter, more efficient place to live. 
	Your constituent, 
	Your constituent, 
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	COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT 
	COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT 
	111 S CHERRY STREET, OLATHE, KS 66061 
	ATTN: Johnson County Commissioners 
	It has come of notice that antagonistic regulations are being considered for our local farmers in regards to solar farming. 
	I must formally request that you vote against such regulations, including, but not limited to: acreage caps for solar farms, crippling zoning restrictions, and interference with private property rights. 
	Johnson County deserves more access to renewable energy, not less. Please vote NO. 
	Thank you. 
	SIG NATUŁ -ŁŁŁ-;;,Ł/,Ł. Ł-ŁŁRI NTED: £,-e1q_ Łp C! .c;I ADDRESS: I if! 41/ j7 Ł Ł ,,(a,u},/4-Pr-
	' 
	TO: COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT 111 S Cherry St. Olathe, KS 66061 
	CC: Ed Eilert. Chairman 
	Commissioner: 
	As a member of the Johnson County community, I ask you to please reconsider these harsh regulations being proposed against solar farmers. These 1,000 acre limits and strict zoning requirements will make it hard for our local farmers to continue to provide the needed amounts of energy for the area. 
	Your office has the power to make a difference for the better in this situation. Please reject these recommendations and help out our farmers. 
	Thank You, 
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	Figure
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	111 S. Cherry St. Olathe, KS 66061 
	Commissioner Ashcraft 
	CC: Ed Eilbert 
	Good afternoon, 
	rtease do not allow these bad recommendations from the recent zoning meetings to become law here in Johnson County. 
	I am to the following suggestions in particular: 
	OP-P.Osed 

	• 
	• 
	• 
	The 1,000 acre cap 

	• 
	• 
	The 2 mile buffer 

	• 
	• 
	The reduced lifespan of permits 


	rtease vote against these when they are brought to a vote. 
	Thank you, 
	Figure
	Figure
	111 S. Cherry St.
	COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT 
	Olathe, KS 66061
	CC: ED EILBERT 
	To my county commissioner: 
	There are many reasons that I find myself opposed the the proposed increase of regulations on solar farms here in Johnson County. To save time. I will only mention the biggest concern: private property rights. 
	I am very concerned about the local government attempting to insert itself into the affairs of private property owners. Why should the county be dictating how much of a farmer's own land he or she is allowed to use for solar panels? Why must they be told they cannot have the panels if their property (often generational) so happens to be near a specific area? 
	Please stand with farmers and vote against these infringements of our rights. 
	Your constituent. 
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	111 S. Cherry St. Olathe, KS 66061 
	Commissioner Ashcraft 
	CC: Ed Eilbert 
	Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	I'm sure you are aware of the unfortunate regulatory recommendations that have come out of recent zoning meetings. And I'm sure that, given your understanding of these issues, plan to vote against such schemes to stifle renewable energy in our region. 
	Therefore, my aim is to equip you with the talking points that have resonated with me to be opposed to these unreasonable regulations. 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	A 1,000 acre cap hurts local farmers from having efficiency in their solar panel productivity. 

	• 
	• 
	Forcing solar farms to be so far away from certain populated areas affect the overall quantity of energy available. 

	• 
	• 
	A shortened timetable for permits to expire is an undue burden on what typically is understood to be a 30 year project. 


	I look forward to seeing you vote NO to these regulations. 
	Thank you for your time, 
	Trt00✓ 'Lbcr6� 
	Trt00✓ 'Lbcr6� 
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	111 S. CHERRY ST, OLATHE, KS 66061 CC: ED EILBERT 
	COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT 
	Dear Commissioner, 
	I hope that this message will reach you before it is too late. 
	I am very concerned about the recent suggestions of the zoning meetings to further hinder solar farming here in Johnson County. 
	During these trying times, we should be seeing support from our local government towards farmers who are trying to help us invest in a cleaner source of energy. Instead, we're seeing their hands be tied up in red tape. Enough is enough! 
	Please vote no on these recommendations. 
	Sincerely, 
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	Ill S. Cherry St. Commissioner Ashcraft Olathe, KS 66061 CC: Ed Eilbert 
	Hello, 
	This letter is my way of expressing that I am opposed to the recent suggestions on how to further regulate solar farming here in Johnson County. 
	I do not find these increased regulations necessary, nor helpful. In fact, I believe they will be counter, productive to our ability to work towards a cleaner energy industry here in Kansas. 
	I will be watching to see the final vote on these regulations to know who stands with our local farmers and who is actively working against them. 
	Respectfully, 
	Figure
	Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 
	I reside in Johnson County and want to voice my thoughts about renewable energy in our community. Most large tech companies and manufacturers all have renewable energy goals and Johnson County should be a place where renewable energy can be developed to help spur next generation business growth. Having a large-scale solar farm in Johnson County is great for businesses to relocate here for obvious proximity and ease of reaching those goals. 
	The Planning Commission's decision to limit lease permits on these projects to 20 years on 30-year renewable energy investments is not industry standard. Several engineers and industry professionals have all testified that a 30-year permit was the industry standard and necessary for the financial viability of a project like this. 
	Please take this into consideration as you move forward with your decision. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	District 5 Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Johnson County Board of Commissioners 
	111 S Cherry St Olathe, KS 66061 
	CC: Chairman Ed Eilert 
	RE: Support Large-Scale Solar Farms in Johnson County 
	Dear Commissioner, 
	I appreciate your service and hope you consider my concerns as the April 4 hearing approaches regarding the regulations proposed by the Johnson County Planning Commission. 
	As you already know, the Commission has proposed a set of rules that, in my opinion, will keep our community from ever seeing the benefits of renewable energy. Their rules, especially the 20 year lease limit, is unquestionably against what is common practice for the solar farm industry. Per expert testimony, in order for these projects to experience financial viability, they must have a 30 year lease. How can we expect our community to attract these revolutionary sources of energy, if we are essentially tel
	This is unacceptable. You are elected to act in the be.st of interests to your constituents. Please don't let this body of bureaucrats ruin our future. I ask that you please oppose the planning commission's neglectful regulations and support a large-scale solar farm in our community. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 
	I appreciate your time reading this and considering my concerns . 
	I saw the new rules for large-scale solar farms approved by the Johnson County Planning Commission . One of those rules sets the limit on leasing licenses to 20 years . 
	Why would the Planning Commission set it so low considering multiple experts have all stated that 30 year permits are the industry standard for energy projects such as this? It doesn't seem to make any sense to me why you would vote to reduce the permit life term against what the industry professionals themselves recommend. These restrictions will only tell renewable energy generators that they are not welcome in our community. 
	We need to adopt new-age energy in our County, such as large-scale solar farms. Please think about the future of Johnson County and act wisely when considering the Planning Commission' s damaging restrictions. 
	Thank you for your time and consideration . 
	l'3ttlt, S. SytcuŁufe Sf 
	Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 12642 South Hallet Street Olathe, KS 66062 
	Commissioner AshcraŁ, 
	It is with great disappointment and concern that I write this letter to you. I hope that you intend to take action to oppose the suggested proposal from the Planning Commission to go against industry standards and reduce the permit life term for solar farms from 30 years to 20. To go against what experts have testified as industry standard and necessary to be a key player in the solar energy field is not only anti-science, but anti-growth. 
	Committing to this decision would force solar energy companies to look elsewhere and completely skip over the possibilities of serving our community. No company will take Johnson County seriously by readjusting our regulations to below industry standards. Not taking action against this, you are guaranteeing that Johnson County lose all potential economic growth, and growth in this cutting edge technology to take our community forward. Why would we cut the max amount of land that could be used for this techn
	I hope you make the right decision on this. 
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	Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	It is with great sadness that I write to you, because I feel as if it shouldn't had occured in the first place. 
	The County Planning Commission wants to place restrictions on beneficial solar farm projects for our community, something that I can't fathom the thought process behind. Why such action is being taken is beyond my own understanding, but I do know that you are able to do something about it, and thus I now ask that you do so. 
	It is a fact that a 20-year lease limit is not a financially viable option for a 21century project such as a large solar farm. The industry standard is 30 years. This is not a trick by tech companies, but rather the amount of time that's necessary for these kinds of projects to be financially viable. 
	st 

	Please think about the community and the profound impact 
	that the County Planning Commission's decision will have on 
	us. It will be nothing short of a disaster, but you have the 
	power to make sure we avoid it. 
	Respectfully, 
	Figure
	Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 12642 South Hallet Street Olathe, KS 66062 
	RE: OPPOSING PLANNING COMMISSION PROPOSED REGULATIONS ON LARGE SCALE SOLAR FARMS 
	Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 
	As a resident of Johnson County, I kindly ask that you oppose the proposal the Planning Commission is considering to limit lease permits to 20 years on 30-year renewable energy investments. It's not industry standard and anyone voting for this restrictive regulation is voting against the people and communities of Johnson County. 
	Are you aware, voting for this restrictive regulation cut potential land to be used for solar energy farms in half from 2,000 acres to 1,000 and the closest a solar farm could get to a city limit is 2 miles, up from one and a half? That is leaving more than 20,000 acres that would be available completely restricted. 
	These regulations are adding in too many setbacks for any solar energy companies who are considering bringing their solar farms to Johnson County. This will be detrimental to our communities as we attempt to navigate forward in a world moving on to solar technology. Do not be the reason our community is left behind struggling to keep up with these nonsensical changes to expert standards. Leave the science to the experts and ensure Johnson County is being moved in the right direction to grow. 
	Figure
	COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT, 
	PLEASE DO EVERYTHING IN YOUR POWER TO STOP THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF JOHNSON COUNTY AND THEIR IRRESPONSIBLE, HARMFUL POLICIES AGAINST SOLAR ENERGY. 
	THEY HAVE PROPOSED A 20 YEAR LEASE LIMIT ON SOLAR PANEL FARMS, A IOOO ACRE CAP, AND A 2 MILE RESTRICTION FROM THE CITY LIMITS!!!! WHY WOULD THEY DO SUCH A THING IF IT IS COMPLETELY CONTRADICTORY TO INDUSTRY STANDARDS! PLEASE DON'T LET THEM TAKE AWAY OUR CHANCE TO HAVE AN INFLUX OF JOBS AND NEW-AGE BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES! 
	I ASK YOU, WITH THE MOST RESPECT, TO PLEASE VOTE AGAINST THEIR ANTI-SOLAR-FARM RESTRICTIONS. 
	SINCERELY, 
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	Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 
	12642 South Hallet Street Olathe, KS 66062 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	While I see other counties strategically move forward to remain at the cutting edge of technology and welcoming solar energy into their districts, I find it confusing and concerning that the Planning Commission is proposing to go against industry standards reducing leasing terms from 30 year to 20 year terms, cutting our available land for the project in half, and increasing the city limit proximity. 
	The country and the world are all moving forward expressing the several advantages to solar technology. The boost in our economy from these businesses bringing in their technology to our communities alone should be reason enough to allow for the expansion of solar farms. Why then would you make it more difficult for Johnson County to enter the arena of solar energy and hinder the substantial economic growth we could see in our beautiful community. 
	A concerned voter, 
	Figure
	De().r CoŁwiirrioher Arhcr1A(t, 
	I w1A1ded to offer Ł fhoughtr Oh tlte hew propot()./ re91A.rdiŁ'J reŁew().b/e eherf'f· 
	Bec().flfe »iu/tip/e ŁAjor cowipAŁier All ha.ve rehew1A.b/e e,-..er'JJ 9tJa./f, fhouldŁ l }ohŁrtJ"' CouŁty be a. p/1Ace where re,-..ew1Ab/e eŁer9g ctv, a.fro be geherated to '1,elp 
	IA"'rl e1,,,courA'Je ectJŁowiic 9ro1.uth? 
	liht.iti1,,,9 lea.re lice1,,,ret to 2.0 ye().rr for 3O-yea.r().b/e eŁer9g ;rojectr ir u"'utt11A./ ;,-.. the ;,-..rJurtry, IA"'d htA"'!J ihdurtrg expertr hlAve eveŁ rtAted 30 yearr ,'f "'Orth()./. ro wliy would you Allow the p/().1,,,,-..jŁ'J COŁwiirrio11. to go forward with their h1Arw.ful re9ulAfio,-..r fJh la.r'}e-rcfA./e rolAr f().rwir? 
	re,-..ew

	1Act wirelg IArJtJ" cohti,we ftJ coŁrider there re9t1!1A.fio,-..r. Do"' l be the 
	Ple().te

	reAfO""-our cowiht.uŁify it ret up for f1Ai/t1re At the rert t1f the worlrl ewibra.cer 
	reŁewa.ble e11.er9y . 
	Figure

	lfr=...,._, 
	lfr=...,._, 
	Figure
	S Sytov,Ło<<-$± ŁlŁŁ \< 3 
	To Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	I'm writing to you as a curious resident of Johnson County, wondering why the Johnson County Planning Commission has set the limit on large-scale solar farms to 20 years?? 
	I'm in no way an expert in this field but from the research I have done on solar farms and based on what field experts have said, it seems the Planning Commission is going against their full recommendations and standards that could hinder the prospect of attracting these cutting edge technologies. 
	This sort of renewable energy projects could stimulate our local economy in unforeseen ways. It seems to me like a large-scale solar farm is a perfect opportunity for Johnson County and could to attract manufacturers and big tech companies. Imagine how this opportunity could help boost job opportunities and the business community. 
	Would you consider reversing this decision? 
	Thank you kindly for your work in our community. You're greatly appreciated. 
	Figure
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	Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 122 South Hallet Street Olathe, KS 02 
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	Re: Planning Commission Proposal on Solar Farms in Johnson County 
	Hello Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	I write to you today as a concerned resident requesting that you strongly oppose the solar energy regulations the Planning Commission has proposed. These are the most restrictive regulations in the industry and would cripple our community in keeping up with solar energies if you decide to move forward with this plan. 
	As I'm sure you're aware, the last two years have been a difficult time, not only for our community but across the country. It's easy to see how making it easier to build solar farms in our region would entice several solar energy firms to bring their business to Johnson County. Imagine the economic boost it would bring. And we would be able to thank you for ensuring the growth of our county. 
	We have acres of land that are available and reducing leasing terms from 30 years to 20 years, 2,000 acres to 1,000, you're setting up Johnson County for failure by creating too many hoops for solar companies to jump through. You want to make it EASIER for these companies to migrate to our district, not more difficult. 
	plus cutting the max area for solar in HALF from 

	Don't waste this opportunity to help our community grow economically and technologically. 
	Regards, 
	Figure
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	Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 
	12642 South Hallet Street 
	Olathe, KS 66062 
	Re: Planning Commission Proposal on Solar Farms in Johnson County 
	Hello Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	I write to you today as a concerned resident requesting that you strongly oppose the solar energy regulations the Planning Commission has proposed. These are the most restrictive regulations in the industry and would cripple our community in keeping up with solar energies if you decide to move forward with this plan. 
	As I'm sure you're aware, the last two years have been a difficult time, not only for our community but across the country. It's easy to see how making it easier to build solar farms in our region would entice several solar energy firms to bring their business to Johnson County. Imagine the economic boost it would bring. And we would be able to thank you for ensuring the growth of our county. 
	We have acres ofland that are available and reducing leasing terms from 30 years to 20 years, plus cutting the max area for solar in HALF from 2,000 acres to 1,000, you're setting up Johnson County for failure by creating too many hoops for solar companies to jump through. You want to make it EASIER for these companies to migrate to our district, not more difficult. 
	Don't waste this opportunity to help our community grow economically and technologically. 
	Regards, 
	Figure
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	Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 12642 South Hallet Street Olathe, KS 66062 
	Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	It is with great disappointment and concern that I write this letter to you. I hope that you intend to take action to oppose the suggested proposal from the Planning Commission to go against industry standards and reduce the permit life term for solar farms from 30 years to 20. To go against what experts have testified as industry standard and necessary to be a key player in the solar energy field is not only anti-science, but anti-growth. 
	Committing to this decision would force solar energy companies to look elsewhere and completely skip over the possibilities of serving our community. No company will take Johnson County seriously by readjusting our regulations to below industry standards. Not taking action against this, you are guaranteeing that Johnson County lose all potential economic growth, and growth in this cutting edge technology to take our community forward. Why would we cut the max amount of land that could be used for this techn
	permit life terms from 30 to 20 years when 30 years is what every solar company is expecting? This is a detrimental move for Johnson County if you do not oppose this proposal. 
	I hope you make the right decision on this. 
	Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 
	I reside in Johnson County and want to voice my thoughts about renewable energy in our community. Most large tech companies and manufacturers all have renewable energy goals and Johnson County should be a place where renewable energy can be developed to help spur next generation business growth. Having a large-scale solar farm in Johnson County is great for businesses to relocate here for obvious proximity and ease of reaching those goals. 
	The Planning Commission's decision to limit lease permits on these projects to 20 years on 30-year renewable energy investments is not industry standard. Several engineers and industry professionals have all testified that a 30-year permit was the industry standard and necessary for the financial viability of a project like this. 
	Please take this into consideration as you move forward with your decision. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 
	12642 South Hallet Street 
	Olathe, KS 66062 
	RE: OPPOSING PLANNING COMMISSION PROPOSED REGULATIONS ON LARGE 
	SCALE SOLAR FARMS 
	Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 
	As a resident of Johnson County, I kindly ask that you oppose the proposal the Planning Commission is considering to limit lease permits to 20 years on 30-year renewable energy investments. It's not industry standard and anyone voting for this restrictive regulation is voting against the people and communities of Johnson County. 
	Are you aware, voting for this restrictive regulation cut potential land to be used for solar energy farms in half from 2,000 acres to 1,000 and the closest a solar farm could get to a city limit is 2 miles, up from one and a half? That is leaving more than 20,000 acres that would be available completely restricted. 
	These regulations are adding in too many setbacks for any solar energy companies who are considering bringing their solar farms to Johnson County. This will be detrimental to our communities as we attempt to navigate forward in a world moving on to solar technology. Do not be the reason our community is left behind struggling to keep up with these nonsensical changes to expert standards. Leave the science to the experts and ensure Johnson County is being moved in the right direction to grow. 
	Figure
	Figure
	I wA11ted to offer ""9 thou1htr 0111. tlie 111.ew propottA./ re1Ardi115 re11ewl).ble e111.erg11BectA.fJfe WIU!t,ple '#1,fA.jor COW1ftA.'1ieŁ IA.II hr;.ve rev.ewAble erier5y gt:JŁ.k, Łliould11 r }oh11Łt:Jri Cou.11fy be r;. p!Ace where reriewAble e11er99 Cl).ri r;.lŁo be ge111.ertA.ted to lie!p 
	-

	Aridect:J110W1iC qrt:Jwth? 
	e111.cou.rtA.5e

	l;,,.,_iti111.9 leAŁe lice111.ret to 20 yeAr, for 30-yel).r reriewl).b/e e11ergJ project!' iŁ u.riU!'fJA/ ,·ri the iriduŁtry, Arid w.l).ri!J i111.du.rtr!J ex.pertr hAve eve11 Łtl).ted 30 yeAr, ir 1-iorw.c..l. Ło wh.y would you. allow the pltA.v.1-ti115 CO'Jt'1,w.irriohArŁful regu.lAf,ori!' b/11. /r;.r5e-rcA!e rolAr fArw.r? 
	111. tb go (orwl).rd wifh their 

	Act w,·,etg A,JbfJ co111.ti11fJe ft:J co11,ider there re9(IIAtio1,f. Do,, t be the 
	Plel).fe

	rearo111. ouf' COW1W1.t.1.11ify it Łet up for (A,'/(lre at the re,t t:Jf the world effibrr;.cer 
	re11ewtA.b!e e111.ergy . 
	Figure
	vŁŁ 
	__Ł_r ___P._) r_7_rv_ 
	Figure
	Figure
	r2e) Ł

	..,_/(r 
	Figure

	> Sy r&\'4r,c .c. S:± (!llŁ..tL \< Ł 
	Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	It is with great sadness that I write to you, because I feel as if it shouldn't had occured in the first place. 
	The County Planning Commission wants to place restrictions on beneficial solar farm projects for our community, something that I can't fathom the thought process behind. Why such action is being taken is beyond my own 
	understanding, but I do know that you are able to do something about it, and thus I now ask that you do so. 
	It is a fact that a 20-year lease limit is not a financially viable option for a 21century project such as a large solar farm. The industry standard is 30 years. This is not a trick by tech companies, but rather the amount of time that's necessary for these kinds of projects to be financially viable. 
	st 

	Please think about the community and the profound impact that the County Planning Commission's decision will have on 
	us. It will be nothing short of a disaster, but you have the 
	power to make sure we avoid it. 
	Respectfully, 
	Figure
	Dear Commissioner Michael Ashcraft, 
	I appreciate your time reading this and considering my concerns . 
	I saw the new rules for large-scale solar farms approved by the Johnson County Planning Commission. One of those rules sets the limit on leasing licenses to 20 years. 
	Why would the Planning Commission set it so low considering multiple experts have all stated that 30 year permits are the industry standard for energy projects such as this? It doesn't seem to make any sense to me why you would vote to reduce the permit life term against what the industry professionals themselves recommend. These restrictions will only tell renewable energy generators that they are not welcome in our community. 
	We need to adopt new-age energy in our County, such as large-scale solar farms . Please think about the future of Johnson County and act wisely when considering the Planning Commission's damaging restrictions. 
	Thank you for your time and consideration. 
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	COMMISSIONER ASHCRAFT, 
	PLEASE DO EVERYTHING IN YOUR POWER TO STOP THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF JOHNSON COUNTY AND THEIR IRRESPONSIBLE, HARMFUL POLICIES AGAINST SOLAR ENERGY. 
	THEY HAVE PROPOSED A 20 YEAR LEASE LIMIT ON SOLAR PANEL FARMS, A 1000 ACRE CAP, AND A 2 MILE RESTRICTION FROM THE CITY LIMITS!!!! WHY WOULD THEY DO SUCH A THING IF IT IS COMPLETELY CONTRADICTORY TO INDUSTRY STANDARDS! PLEASE DON'T LET THEM TAKE AWAY OUR CHANCE TO HAVE AN INFLUX OF JOBS AND NEW-AGE BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES! 
	I ASK YOU, WITH THE MOST RESPECT, TO PLEASE VOTE AGAINST THEIR ANTI-SOLAR-FARM RESTRICTIONS. 
	SINCERELY, 
	Commissioner Michael Ashcraft 
	12642 South Hallet Street Olathe, KS 66062 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	While I see other counties strategically move forward to remain at the cutting edge of technology and welcoming solar energy into their districts, I find it confusing and concerning that the Planning Commission is proposing to go against industry standards reducing leasing terms from 30 year to 20 year terms, cutting our available land for the project in half. and increasing the city limit proximity. 
	The country and the world are all moving forward expressing the several advantages to solar technology. The boost in our economy from these businesses bringing in their technology to our communities alone should be reason enough to allow for the expansion of solar farms. Why then would you make it more difficult for Johnson County to enter the arena of solar energy and hinder the substantial economic growth we could see in our beautiful community. 
	A concerned voter, 
	Figure
	To Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	I'm writing to you as a curious resident of Johnson County, wondering why the Johnson County Planning Commission has set the limit on large-scale solar farms to 20 years?? 
	I'm in no way an expert in this field but from the research I have done on solar farms and based on what field experts have said, it seems the Planning Commission is going against their full recommendations and standards that could hinder the prospect of attracting these cutting edge technologies. 
	This sort of renewable energy projects could stimulate our local economy in unforeseen ways. It seems to me like a large-scale solar farm is a perfect opportunity for Johnson County and could to attract manufacturers and big tech companies. Imagine how this opportunity could help boostjob opportunities and the business community. 
	Would you consider reversing this decision? 
	Thank you kindly for your work in our community. You're greatly appreciated. 
	To Commissioner Ashcraft. 
	Figure
	Thank you for your time, and thank you for considering the rejection of the County Planning Commission's plan to enact restrictions on the large-scale solar farm project. Of course, you wouldn't consider letting this occur, as such a course of action would result in detrimental effects that'll be felt for years to come. Let's follow in the footsteps of industry standards and ensure that Johnson County is maintaining step with the rest of the world, rather than falling behind to the changing times. 
	Please take my letter into consideration. Thank you for your time, 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
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	Thursday, February 17, 2022 
	Mr. Michael Ashcraft, BOCC 
	111 S. Cherry Street Suite 3300 
	Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Mr. Ashcraft, 
	I am writing as a long time, nearly life long resident of this county. Three years ago this June, I moved 
	from Overland Park to rural, western, Johnson county as I had married a man, Rob who has lived out 
	here for many years. Together, we have been remodeling the house and slowly reclaiming the land as 
	we cut and thin trees and create a more beautiful piece of land. We own 5 acres, minus what was sold 
	to the county several years ago to widen 151 street. Our neighbor mows a large portion of the land 
	st 

	each summer for hay and we live on the south area of the property. 
	If allowed to go in, the large, industrial solar farm will be a mere mile or so from us. I believe this will devastate this area. Instead, the best use of this part of Johnson county is for it to remain a rural area where families can come and have hobby farms, agri-tourism and generally live a country life. A young family has purchased a piece just south of us and will be begin building their dream home this year. Just down the road a piece is the Prairie Center meats, there is a sheep farm, farther on dow
	Putting a solar farm out here will ruin so much of the natural beauty, the wildlife corridors, the trees which take care of carbon dioxide and much more. Not to mention the risk of massive fires from solar battery story which the Edgerton Fire Department is not equipped to handle, and the potential heat island effect coming to us in the North east. 
	PLEASE vote to table or completely outlaw any industrial solar in rural Johnson County. If you must have one, please put it on the powder plant property which is not worth much more than a solar farm anyway. 
	Thank you, 
	c?!1eutmh0 S, ŁCŁ1,v,0 
	Sharmen S. McCollum 
	15215 Edgerton Road 
	Gardner, KS 66030 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 10, 2021 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
	Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	I am writing today with a concern related to set-backs and vegetative barriers. As you are considering changes to the zoning ordinances for the solar facilities, I would like for you to keep this information in mind. 
	The "heat island" effect the term used to describe increased temperatures in an urban setting. There have also been studies done to see if a PV (photovoltaic) solar farm creates a similar effect. PV panels convert solar radiation into heat and can alter the air-flow and temperature profiles near the panels. Such changes can affect the thermal environment of near-by populations of humans, animals, plants, and other species. 
	1. Operating temperatures of a panel Is approx. 40°F above ambient temperature. 
	1. Operating temperatures of a panel Is approx. 40°F above ambient temperature. 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Hot summer day (100°F) ambient = 1400F panel temperature 

	• 
	• 
	Winter day (32F) ambient = 72F panel temperature 
	°
	°




	2. Studies show that air temperatures above and below panels are higher than ambient during the day. Below panel heat is due to the heat being trapped under the panel. Air temperatures in center of PV project = 3SF above ambient temperature at 8 ft. above ground surface. 
	°

	• 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Hot summer day (100°F) = 135F air temperature 
	°


	• 
	• 
	Winter day (32FJ = 67F air temperature 
	°
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	Areas above and below the panels are slower to reach ambient temps as they cool. But eventually do reach ambient and do not induce a dayafter-day increase. 
	3. High air temps completely dissipate at 60 ft. above ground surface AND will reach ambient temp at away from perimeter of field. Prevailing wind direction has an affect on the distance heat dissipates from the perimeter of the field. Downwind locations will receive more of the heat generated at the solar farm than ones upwind. As we all know here in eastern Kansas the prevailing wind direction in summer is from the south and in winter is from the north. Forced convection would move heat from the PV field 
	984 ft. 

	Mitigations of the PV Heat Island Effect would be; 
	Mitigations of the PV Heat Island Effect would be; 

	• 
	• 
	• 
	Provide set-backs of 150-250 ft. to increase distance from perimeter of field to neighboring properties. This distance allows high temps to dissipate before reaching a home, animals, or crops. 

	• 
	• 
	Vegetation planted in 2 locations. Directly under panels using a low growing. native species to provide cooling through plant transpiration (exhaling water vapor). 


	6, 
	6, 

	Around the perimeter of the PV field in the form of a dense vegetative screen, or buffer to slow the flow of the heated air. 
	t, 
	t, 

	Therefore, generous set-backs with a vegetative screen can help minimize this heat island effect on neighboring properties. 
	Sincerely, 
	/JtJ
	/JtJ
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	Lee Ann Antes )llŁŁ 
	38700 W. 175St Edgerton, KS 66021 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 10, 2021 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	The solar industry, both in utility-scale and residential, is currently booming. Panels are being produced to be more efficient at a cheaper price. These innovations are being driven by the industry dominant Chinese panel producers. These low-cost panels have driven many U.S. panel producers out of business. If the cost of trading up is low and efficiency high, consumers will switch, regardless of whether their existing panels have aged-out. Where do these panels end up? 
	It is estimated 140,000 solar panels are being installed per day in the U.S. 

	Solar panels are made to last 25-30 years. They are not manufactured for disassembly. Currently the aluminum frame, some silver, and copper are salvaged for less than $2.00. It costs $12-25 after transportation costs to recycle a panel. It costs $1-2 to dump it in a solid waste landfill and walk away. Most states classify panels as common waste. But some states consider the panels as E-waste which makes them even more difficult to dispose of. The United States has no solar recycling mandates. It is estimate
	The reclaimed materials do not cover the cost of recycling. 
	It is projected that there will be about 8 million metric tons of decommissioned panels accumulated by 2030 and possibly 78 million metric tons. which could include West Gardner Solar panels. by 2050. 

	Current waste estimates are 90 metric tons per megawatt/ MW (weight to power ratio). West Gardner Solar is projected to be a 320 MW installation. 320 X 90 = With a 20-year initial contract plus three 5-year options beyond that, this project could be in production 30-40 years. There could possibly be 2-3 upgrades during that time creating approx. Where will it go? 
	28,800 metric tons of panel E-waste produced at every upgrade. 
	86.400 metric tons of panel E-waste.

	Solar's production boom has left recycling lagging woefully behind. Europe has outpaced the U.S. in addressing this issue. The European Union holds PV panel module installers and solar producers responsible for waste disposal. Many experts believe that recycling should be mandatory. Building required solar panel recycling capacity has to be done now as the wave of decommissioned panels of the early 2000's hit end-of-life. Meanwhile they are disposed of in landfills. Landfills that already are filling up wit
	The way a technology affects the environment while it's in use does not teU the entire story. Solar energy is not "green"! Do the benefits of this projected solar facility outweigh the negatives? Are we ready to deal with the known and unknown consequences of this project? This massive solar facility will forever change the character of our county. 
	Sincerely, 
	lee Ann Antes 38700 w. St Edgerton, KS 66021 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 10,e2021 
	111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
	Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	My name is Lee Ann Antes. I am a resident of the 6th District of Johnson County. I am writing today to express a concern about the proposed utility scale solar project in Johnson and Douglas counties. This project directly affects me, my family, and our beef operation. I have some questions that I would like answered. 
	Have you ever heard the term "greenwashing"? It is defined as the process of conveying a false impression or 
	\ 
	providing misleading information about how an entity conducts its business by seeming environmentally sound and "eco-friendly". I believe NextEra is greenwashing this projected solar project. 
	My question to you is this ... do you know where NextEra sources their PV solar panels from? My guess would be 
	China. In 2019, China made 80% of the world's supply of solar panels. There is a large and concerning problem 
	with Chinese solar panels. 
	The concern is China's use of coal powered electricity to manufacture their solar panels from raw materials to end product. A solar panel made in China has about double the carbon footprint as one made in Europe. China represents more than 25% of all global carbon emissions. China has also financed 71% of coal powered facilities built in 152 countries over the past decade. Chinese president Xi Jinping calls climate change a "crisis", but shows little effort in reducing China's emissions and meeting its clim
	If we, in Johnson and Douglas Counties, are working towards net-zero carbon emissions shouldn't China as 
	well? My last question to you is this ... will your constituents want to be complicit in supporting China's lack of 
	commitment in cutting carbon emissions causing climate change? If the project is approved, we will be 
	participating in "greenwashing" this project and misleading the public. 
	Sincerely, 
	Lee Ann Antes 
	38700 w. 175St Edgerton, KS 66021 Email: 
	th 
	Leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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	Michael Ashcraft / County Commissioner January 10, 2022 111 S. Cherry St. Suite 3300 / Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Mr. Ashcraft: 
	As you've probably noticed by this letterhead, we are part of the group of homeowners affected by the potential utilityscale solar power facilities in Douglas County and Johnson County. Let me be dear: our group (Citizens for Responsible Solar) is pro-responsible renewable energy and pro-responsible solar. Renewable energy is obviously one of the best paths for our world's future energy needs. Personally, Kim and I have a solar array at our home. 
	And large utility-scale solar power facilities, if constructed and located properly, are a viable way for us to transition away from fossil fuels and the CO2 emissions they create. 
	If there is only one point we'd like to communicate, it is this: utility-scale solar power facilities are not meant to be In residential areas. 
	Having been in the solar industry for 10 years, I am the VP at Good Energy Solutions in Lawrence. Our company is 
	currently constructing a ~10MW (~23,000 solar panels) solar power facility in West Plains, MO. The solar power facility 
	is not in a residential area. And the solar facility is built on top of a brownfield site (an old landfill). 
	Many reasons exist to keep homes and residents away from utility-scale solar power facilities, some of which are outlined on the website: 
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com 
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com 


	There is enough land in DG and JO county where we could have a reasonable buffer between the homes and the utilityscale solar power facilities. How about a (1) one mile minimum distance from a home to the power facility boundary? 
	And how about a 1,000' minimum distance from a road to a power facility boundary? That would keep the tall unsightly industrial fences away from the road. It is important to make sure we support agri-tourism as well. 
	Thank you so much for taking the time to read this letter and hear our concerns and recommendations. 
	Sincerely, 

	VU.-Ł 
	VU.-Ł 
	Figure
	Michael Schumann Kimberly Schumann 2337 N. 600 Rd, Edgerton, KS 66021 
	schumann.kim@gmail.com 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 8, 2021 
	111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 
	Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	I'm for responsible solar energy and want changes to the proposed regulations. Utility scale solar should be located in areas like brownfields, capped landfills, and industrial areas. Utility scale solar should not be located in close proximity to where people live, nor should productive farmland be used for utility scale solar. 
	I greatly appreciate all the work you and your fellow Johnson County Commissioners have put into researching solar energy and developing guidelines for utility scale solar energy. I believe in the process of local government working with its citizens for the betterment of the community. I appreciate you taking the time to listen to comments and read letters and emails from all of the concerned citizens in Douglas County and Johnson County as it relates to responsible solar. 
	Thank you, 
	Figure
	Becki Almeida 
	17070 Edgerton Rd Edgerton, KS 66021 Email: Phone: 913-579-5405 
	beckialmeida@gmail.com 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 10, 2021 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	I am writing today with another concern related to set-backs and vegetative barriers. As you are considering changes to the zoning ordinances for the solar facilities, I would like for you to keep this information in mind. 
	Solar panels themselves produce NO sound. The noise-generating equipment at a solar facility come from the inverters, transformers, battery storage, and tracker equipment. Sound or noise is measured in decibels. Decibels increase on a logarithmic scale which is not linear. 50 dB is 1/4as loud as 70 dB. Some decibel reference points are: whisper 25 dB, refrigerator 55 dB, vacuum cleaner 75 dB. 
	tt1 

	Inverters convert DC into AC power. This process produces tonal sound at twice the electric line frequency. Their decibel level is estimated between 60-88 dB depending on brand. One study noted 60 dB at 32 ft. distance from unit. 
	Transformers are used to step-up voltage for easier transmission into the electric grid. There are 3 sources of noise from transformers -1. Core, 2. Coil, 3. Cooling fan noise. Coil and Core noise result in decibel levels similar to an inverter. The fan noise is the most audible and therefore most objectionable. 
	Solar facilities operate during the day with generated noise mixing with ambient noise levels and may not be noticeable. But those facilities that have battery storage, like the proposed NextEra project, have transformers, inverters, and cooling fan (transformer and battery storage) operations throughout the night. Now the 60-80 dB facility noise becomes more noticeable in the quiet, rural 20-30 dB ambient night level. Sound travels a long way out in the countryside. 
	Solar tracking maximizes solar production by following the sun's movement throughout the day. 
	Solar tracking maximizes solar production by following the sun's movement throughout the day. 

	It is more efficient for utility scale projects to use tracking. Tracker motors rotate the panels severy 15-20 mins., operating for 1-2 minutes each time. These motors run at 78 dB, much like a vacuum cleaner. Trackers will reset the panels for the next day either by using light sensors or a prescribed time. Either will engage the tracker motors to move the panels back to their Hsunriseposition. That takes approximately 20 mins. to complete. Could be at dusk, dawn, or midnight. Panels can also be moved to a
	0 
	H 
	[1.5 MIWON)
	5,000 vacuum cleaners all running at once for 20 mins. 

	Some recommendations for mitigating noise around solar facilities are: 
	Some recommendations for mitigating noise around solar facilities are: 

	1. 
	1. 
	1. 
	Put sound producing equipment in the center of the field, or away from residences and occupied property. 

	2. 
	2. 
	Erect noise barriers, such as walls, vegetation on berms, or enclosures around Inverters, transformers, and tracker motors. 

	3. 
	3. 
	3. 
	Set-backs help to keep noise generating equipment away from occupied properties. 
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	Lee Ann Antes 38700 W. 175th St Edgerton, KS 66021 
	Email: leeannantes@yahoo.com 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan. 8, 2021 111 South cherry Street, Suite 3300 
	Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	My name is Alex Young, and I am a member of both Johnson and Douglas County, KS communities. I am strongly opposed to the irresponsible siting of utility scale industrial solar complexes that has been introduced in our counties. 
	I'm afraid that if massive, irresponsibly sited, utility scale solar is approved, we wilt most certainly see an extreme decline in our health, livelihoods, home values, productive farmland, clean natural water sources, wildflowers, bees and other pollinators, historical sites, wildlife, fishing holes, memories, the beauty and splendor of our natural landscape, and our overall way of life. 
	Please do what"s right for your communities and do not allow industrial utility scale solar complexes to be developed near populated areas (they need to be at least 3 miles away from populated areas where there are family homes). 
	My family has been a part of both Johnson and Douglas County, KS communities for the past 15 years we live on both sides of County Line and recently built a 40-acre family homestead with our blood sweat and tears. We have made this our family's legacy, a place to escape exactly this kind of development. Our family, and all residents in and along County Line Road have worked so hard to build our dreams and to support agri• business and economic growth in the area. 
	If NextEra and other big utility scale solar companies, have it their way, most resident will find their homes surrounded and devalued by environmentally intrusive and potentially life•threatening solar panels and battery stations. On top of being an extreme eyesore and ruining our beautiful landscape this project will destroy whole eco-systems and disrupt wildlife. Agriculture and cattle farms, agri-businesses like wine makers, beekeepers, produce growers, garden centers and other Agri•tourism businesses a
	drive to come out and enjoy, will be replaced by an industrial power complex. 
	There are many other potential site locations (brownfield, contaminated sites) that have been proposed and are much more responsible. Using brownfield sites for industrial solar will have far less of an impact on the environment and our communities. The whole idea of renewable energy is to have less of an impact on mother earth and the communities they are producing energy resources for. Letting a faceless giant from Juno Beach, FL (NextEra HQ). or any other developer for that matter, ravage our land and de
	Regardless of whether Its green renewable energy or fossil fuels this Is not the location for a large utlllty scale project. Please be a responsible steward for your county and your constituents. As registered voters we are all paying very close attention. 
	Alex Young 
	10830 Bradshaw St Overland Park, KS 66210 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan.14, 2022 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	You've heard all the arguments and talking points from both sides, so I won't repeat those. I would like to share my personal story with you. I grew up in Johnson County, with deep roots going back several generations on both sides of my family. As an adult, I lived in Douglas County and attended KU, then married and moved to Miami County. later my husband and I bought rural property in Johnson County where we've lived for nearly 47 years. We financed our purchase from the only lender who at that time would
	Respectfully, 
	Sherri Hanna 
	18355 Edgerton Road 
	Edgerton, KS 66021 
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	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcroft 
	Date: Jan. 8, 2021 111 South Cherry Street Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 6606 I 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcroft, 

	I live a half mile from the proposed area for industrial solar farms. I assumed this area would continue to be zoned agricultural and residential not industrial. I urge you to vote against putting industrial sized solar farms in this area. It is too beautiful, hilly, woodsy, too much wildlife, too many residents with small businesses dependent on the health and beauty of this area, too much community to sacrifice for more energy. 
	670 acres is a mile square. If you don't have a sense of how big that is come out and drive it. Even a solar farm of this size would be out of character and a huge disntpter for the environment and people here. I urge you to vote that this is not the place for a big solar farm period. But short of that at least no project extent bigger than l mile square. Even with that size I am imagining disturbing vibrations of building such an industrial eyesore, truck noise, the noise of pounding the equipment into the
	I am all for clean energy but not in my neighborhood's yard. Yes we need more power but please only consider already disrupted brown sites which are away from residential areas for industrial solar development. If you do it here we would lose the peace and beauty of rural life, not to mention the health and happiness of the land, wildlife and community. Peace and beauty are especially important in this day and age where so much is about making a fast buck despite the ugliness and noise. We need to preserve 
	And certainly don't sell out to some non local or Florida company where the owners don't have to live with the ramifications. They are only interested in their profit. Though they may say they are paying local workers to install it look carefully at the meager pay those workers would be getting. Scrutinize the ethics of the interested company! And what docs the community that has to put up with the disturbance get out of it. If something like this is voted to go through the neighborhood should get compensat
	Please don't ruin what is beautiful for something not tried and true!! 
	Please don't ruin what is beautiful for something not tried and true!! 
	Thank you, 
	Kim Lacy 
	Kim Lacy 
	2235 N 400 Rd 
	Eudora, KS 66025 
	Email: 
	kimbcrlyalacy@gmail.com 

	Phone: 785-883-2977 
	This is from an earlier petition I signed. 

	"\. 
	kimberlyalacy@gmail com 
	kimberlyalacy@gmail com 

	Please tell as why this issue ls Important to you. This explanation will help our elected officials better understand why it Is essential that they act 
	Why let our beautirul land and neighborhood be destroyed by this giant Rorida company? Why be bought? If we want solar in Douglas County first it should go on land that's already disturbed, ugly. If you're determined to put it here because it's an easy place to connect into the grid then make it small to start 250-500 acres (which is actually huge), use a local solar company, make it something we can be proud of. make it the best orits kind Many trials are being done of dual use land, solar plus crop growin
	Figure
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	Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 
	From: 
	Marian Thomas (mmccaat@kc.rr.com) Sent You a Personal Message 

	<> Sent: Saturday, January 22, 2022 9:23 AM To: Ashcraft, Michael, BOC Subject: Johnson County resident comment for the Commission supporting utility scale solar 
	kwautomail@phone2action.com

	farms 
	Categories: JoCo 
	***This message came from outside of Johnson County Government -please use caution when opening attachments or links.*** 
	Dear Mr. Michael Ashcraft, 
	As a Johnson County resident and Sierra Club supporter, I support changing the following proposed regulations so that Kansans can enjoy the benefits of renewable energy development. Johnson County Commissioners should remove the onerous and arbitrary limits on maximum project areas, distance from cities, and conditional use permits from the proposed planning commission amendments to the Rural Comprehensive Plan and Johnson County Zoning and Subdivision Regulations. We don?t want over regulation of landowner
	market develo 
	and responsibly 
	manage their land to sugport renewable energy. 

	-
	-

	Our commissioners should t be discouraging bealtill(, economic benefits to our county with permit, size and setback limitations. Instead of addionomics and energy development, work with renewable energy companies to help those Kansans struggling most from the pandemic to enjoy the benefits of renewable energy development. The emphasis should be on quality of each project, regardless of its size. 
	Q?
	ng unnecessary barriers to Johnson County?s ec

	Please do not hold Johnson County back from reducing our greenhouse gas emissions in keeping with the Climate Action Plan. Kansans don?t want to be forced into using expensive and unreliable coal and In order to lower 
	tracked gas. 

	i
	i

	electric prices and meet health and climate targets, county commissioners need to solar in the state (bringing jobs and increased tax base to Kansas counties that sorely need the investment). 
	faclitate large-scale

	Sincerely, 
	Mrs. Marian Thomas 10512 Ensley Ln Leawood, KS 66206 (913) 648-4802 
	mmccaat@kc.rr.com 

	This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you 
	need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500. 
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	Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 
	From: Chambers, Erin, CMO Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 9:56 AM To: BOCC-Commissioners Subject: FW: Solar Utility Zoning Regulations 
	Good Morning, 
	Please see message below. 
	Missouri Resident 
	From: Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021e12:38 PM To: Subject: Solar Utility Zoning Regulations 
	Marvin Knoche <m1knoche1@gmail.com> 
	BOCC-Clerk <BOCC-Clerk@jocogov.org>; PLN-Planner on Duty <Planner@jocogov.org> 

	... This message came from outside of Johnson County Government -please use caution when opening attachments or links ... • 
	Why the West Gardner Solar project will benefit Johnson County and the Kansas City area. 
	1. 
	1. 
	1. 
	As more development comes to Johnson County, there is an ever increasing need for electricity. What company would choose to come to Johnson County with their industrial facility without continuous power available? Johnson County continues being a leader in development and growth. Solar Power is essential for continued growth. 

	2. 
	2. 
	With Evergy planning on decommissioning its coal facilities in the near future, where will our energy source come from? Do you want a nuclear plant in your back yard? Solar Power is a great replacement. 

	3. 
	3. 
	The industry life of solar panels is over 25 years. It does not make sense to issue a CUP for only 20 years without an automatic renewal option. The CUP instead should be for 25 to 30 years and be renewable. What energy company would walk away from a "green" project with equipment that is warrantied for 25 years or more. 

	4. 
	4. 
	Nextera funds will be in place to assure an end-of-life plan for the solar farm which includes setting aside funds, i.e. a bond, to restore the land, leaving no equipment or residuals behind. 


	Respectfully submitted, 
	Marvin Knoche 1605 W Maple St Nevada, MO 64772 913-271-3873 
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	January 14, 2022 
	Honorable Michael Ashcraft Johnson County Commission 111 S. Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 6061 
	RE: Often Overlooked Regulatory Burden Can Suffocate Economic Development 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	Many factors contribute to a state's success for strong economic growth. Tax policy usually takes most of the headlines, but energy costs, access to a strong workforce and adequate infrastructure are a couple more examples you might read about. 
	But one you might not have considered is the state's regulatory climate. In 2019, the Mercatus Center at George Mason University created a system to effectively track a state's regulatory burden and how those regulations can stifle investment and economic activity. While Kansas fairs better than our surrounding states, our regulatory code still contains more than 73,000 regulations with 3.3 million words. 
	As states and local governments pass more regulations, it becomes harder for companies to comply. According to Mercatus, the economically stagnant province of British Columbia passed regulatory reform measures by 49% in 2001. Prior to that, British Columbia was the worstperforming major province in Canada. After the reforms, British Columbia became a top-tier economic performer for the country. 
	What does this mean for Kansas? We are seeing first-hand how regulations can impact and 
	stifle investment, and this time it's an overly burdensome regulatory climate targeting solar 
	energy in Johnson County. 
	For 20 years, the state of Kansas has been a leader in the renewable energy industry. Ever since the first large-scale wind energy center was built, it has created new opportunities in Kansas and helped strengthen our local and state economies. 
	But before any solar projects can come to fruition in northeast Kansas, Johnson County must 
	-more
	-

	Figure
	Impact of Regulations January 14, 2022 Page 2 
	develop and approve governing regulations. For months, the Johnson County Planning Commission heard from proponents of solar energy as well as those who are opposed. 
	Recently, the planning commission developed and approved solar regulations to be considered for approval by the Johnson County Board of Commissioners early this year. These proposed regulations are not based on good science and engineering, and would seriously discourage solar development in Johnson County, depriving the area of the considerable benefits these projects can bring and preventing landowners from using their property rights as they deem best. 
	More than 35 counties in Kansas have realized the economic benefits from renewable energy projects, and we must continue to build on these successes. Regulations are important to carry out laws and ordinances, but they can suffocate investment and development opportunities when those regulations become too restrictive. 
	We encourage local leaders to ensure our communities can continue to lean on clean energy projects to ensure Kansas will benefit for generations to come. 
	Sincerely, 
	Figure
	Alan Cobb Kansas Chamber President & CEO 
	Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 
	From: Sent: Tuesday, February 22, 2022 11 :27 PM To: Eilert, Ed, BOC; Allenbrand, Shirley, BOC; Hanzlick, Janee, BOC; Fast, Becky, BOC; BOCC
	Steven Clark <clarkville80@sbcglobal.net> 

	Clerk; Meyers, Jeff, BOC; Ashcraft, Michael, BOC; O'Hara, Charlotte, BOC; Trent, Peg, LGL; Ford, Robert, LGL Subject: Anti-Solar Bias and Misinformation from Johnson County Commissioner O'Hara 
	categories: JoCo 
	I 
	I 
	You don't often get email from clarkvllle80@sbcglobal.net. 
	Learn why this ls Important 

	"'**This message came from outside of Johnson County Government -please use caution when opening attachments or 
	links.*** 
	Honorable Johnson County BOCC Members and Johnson County Attorneys, 
	I am writing you again about egregious public statements by one of your Johnson County BOCC colleagues, Commissioner Charlotte O'Hara, with regard to the pending consideration of solar zoning 
	regulations. Commissioner O'Hara is quoted multiple times in the following Kansas City Business Journal article, and she clearly states she is unabashedly opposed to solar farms in Johnson County. Her factual statements are incorrect, and her statements, in total, indicate she can not fairly consider solar zoning regulations. She has a closed mind and will not consider verifiable positive 
	information about solar farms. I can only request, to be fair, she be forced to recuse herself from the 
	solar zoning regulation hearings, Committee of the Whole meetings, and certainly from voting on 
	solar zoning regulations. 
	. bizjou mals. com/kansascity/news/2022/02/1e1 /nextera-energy-solar-farm-johnson-county
	. bizjou mals. com/kansascity/news/2022/02/1e1 /nextera-energy-solar-farm-johnson-county
	https://www


	kansas.html 
	Here are statements attributed to Commissioner O'Hara from this article. 
	"Johnson County Commissioner Charlotte O'Hara said her main concerns with the Ne:xtEra proposal are bringing heavy industrial use to rural areas of the county and how much tax the project actually will pay. Although Ne:xtEra estimated that the project would generate tens of millions of dollars in taxes in its lifespan, breaks on purchases of business equipment could mean payments don't begin for 1 O years. 
	"The only thing green about green energy are the dollars being chased by investors," O'Hara said. 'This is very atypical to be putting solar farms in an urban area." 
	Let's break down her statements: 
	"bringing heavy industrial use to rural areas of the county". Apparently, Commissioner O'Hara believes that a solar farm is "heavy industrial use'\ If she had ever toured an actual solar farm in the Midwest or Texas, or if she ever listened to testimony provided to the Planning Commission, she would know that solar equipment makes minimal noise, is low profile, uses no water and produces no 
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	Figure
	I 
	wastewater, has no smokestack and no air emissions or smells. It has minimal traffic and virtually no nighttime lighting. What does Commissioner O'Hara consider to be heavy industrial use? Her statement is a deliberate mischaracterization designed to misinform nearby residents and to engage them in public opposition to solar. 
	"how much tax the project actually will pay". "breaks on purchases of business equipment could mean payments don't begin for 10 years" Commissioner O'Hara is deliberately misleading with her constant references to the Kansas 10 year property tax exemption regulation, which applies to a host of other facilities that the Commissioner does not oppose (e.g. warehouses in Edgerton). A solar farm would pay extensive property taxes after year 1 O for another 20 years or more, and it's owner would very likely pay f
	"The only thing green about green energy are the dollars being chased by investors". Apparently, Commissioner O'Hara doesn't understand that, in our capitalist economic system, all investors are motivated by a return on investment. She has consistently stated her strong dislike for the federal tax credits that are provided for qualifying solar installations, which are actually set to decline over time. Is she willing to consider the federal tax incentives and regulations that support the oil, gas, and coal 
	"This is very atypical to be putting solar farms in an urban area." Commissioner O'Hara must have misspoken when she said this. Her previous quote said it was wrong to "bring heavy industrial use to rural areas of the county" and now she's quoted as saying developers are proposing "in an urban area"? You know that solar farms are only being proposed in very rural areas of the county where residential development isn't a realistic possibility for decades. They are also only proposed to be located where the c
	Commissioner O'Hara, by her own statements in this article and in several other instances which I've previously informed you, has made it very clear she will never fairly consider zoning regulations for solar farms. She obviously has a closed mind that will not consider factual evidence provided in your upcoming hearing and public meetings. She also has a demonstrated political axe to grind against solar farms. It would be like trusting a radical vegetarian and PETA member to license a new BBQ restaurant; i
	I trust that you will seriously consider this matter and take appropriate actions including forcing Commissioner O'Hara to recuse herself from any meeting where solar zoning regulations are considered. 
	Thank you for your public service to Johnson County. 
	Steven M. Clark 
	916-705-3232 3422 Kensington Court 
	El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 
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	p.s. As I have previously done, I want you to know that my in-laws have signed a solar land lease agreement for their property in Johnson County. I am also a registered professional engineer with 42 years of power engineering and construction experience, including coal, gas, nuclear, and solar power generation. From personal experience permitting and designing/building dozens of solar farms across the country, I've never experienced the type of solar misinformation being put forth in Johnson County, my home
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	Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 
	From: Chambers, Erin, CMO 
	Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2022 8:19 AM 
	To: BOCC -Commissioners 
	Subjed: FW: Refuting the claim that solar panels will leach toxic waste and may contaminate groundwater 
	Good Morning, 
	Please see comment below. 
	District 4 
	From: 
	stanleeknoche <stanleeknoche@gmail.com> 

	Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2022 8:15 AM 
	To: 
	BOCC-Clerk <BOCC-Clerk@jocogov.org> 

	Subjed: Fwd: Refuting the claim that solar panels will leach toxic waste and may contaminate groundwater 
	** *This message came from outside of Johnson County Government -please use caution when opening attachments or links.*** 
	Sent via the Samsung Galaxy s• 6, an AT&T 4G L TE smartphone 
	--------Original message ----··-· From: stanleeknoche Date: 2/23/22 1:28 AM (GMT-06:00) 
	<stanleeknoche@gmail.com> 
	<stanleeknoche@gmail.com> 

	To:boccclerk@jocogov.org 

	Subject: Refuting the claim that solar panels will leach toxic waste and may contaminate groundwater 
	Sent via the Samsung Galaxy s• 6, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone 
	1 
	********************************* 
	Dear Johnson County Board of County Commissioners, 
	I am writing in support of fair and reasonable zoning regulation for solar farms in Johnson County. I believe the regulations should be based on the facts of how solar farms and equipment are designed, built, and operated. Not on the many false claims that solar opponents have continued to make. If you look into solar opponents claims, you will easily see they do not come from credible sources or they have twisted truthful information to a totally wrong conclusion. By comparison, I will provide you with lin
	One of solar opponent's big claims is that solar panels are made with lots of toxic chemicals which are bound to contaminate the soil and groundwater around a solar farm, and that solar panels will eventually be dumped into ordinary landfills and cause soil and groundwater pollution there. In our County, several residents who might have a solar farm near them have used this false claim to object to any solar farms being permitted anywhere in the County. 
	1. First, I'd like to point out that the draft solar zoning regulations already include appropriate requirements for disposal and recycling at the "end of life" for solar panels. End of life means when the solar plant operator removes a defective panel, could be anytime during plants operating life when a panel is broken or fails to produce (expected) power or when the plant is decommissioned. Every panel is given a "Lifecycle assessment" that is when you use the "3R's Recycle, Refurbished or Reuse (Panels 
	"Disposal and Recycling of Materials: Unless specifically indicated in the approved Decommissioning and Reclamation Plan, all US Solar Facility materials and equipment, including but not limited to PV panels, inverters and batteries, shall be removed from the Project Area. Disposal and recycling of such materials and equipment shall fully comply with all applicable county, state and federal laws, regulations and code requirements, which includes a county-approved demolition permit to a licensed contractor a
	Therefore, all solar farm material is already required to be disposed and recycled in full compliance with all applicable laws. When a JOCO solar farm closes in 30 years or more, those disposal and recycling laws will be more stringent than today, so I don't think there's a concern. As an example, Kansas could adopt requirements for solar module disposal and recycling as California has already done, which is based on extensive experience. See: 
	https://dtsc.ca.gov/solar-panel-fags/#easy-fag
	https://dtsc.ca.gov/solar-panel-fags/#easy-fag
	-


	363955 

	2. Solar panels are built in a very rugged way to last 25 to 30 years or longer, and must pass many stringent tests, including a hail strike test and wind tunnel tests, to be certified for sale in the 
	U.S. Most of the weight of solar panels is glass, aluminum frame, and silicon wafers. The actual amount of toxic chemicals used in a solar panel is small and all of it is fully encapsulated and sealed so that it's not exposed to the environment. No rain water comes into contact with any of these chemicals, unless a solar module should become broken, which is rare. And if a module should become broken, the plant's control system has a performance monitor that will alert the plant operator to a broken solar p
	2 
	warranty and a minimum 85% power output warranty for 25 years. This means that the manufacturers are very confident all modules will not "break" and expose the inner chemicals to rain or air for 25 years or longer. See the following references. 
	https://www.cleanenergyreviews.info/blog/solar-pv-cell-construction 
	https://www.cleanenergyreviews.info/blog/solar-pv-cell-construction 
	https://www.cleanenergyreviews.info/blog/solar-pv-cell-construction 


	See and for videos that demonstrate solar panels' ability to withstand impacts without shattering. 
	https://www .youtubeŁcom/watch?v
	https://www .youtubeŁcom/watch?v

	=
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	https://www .youtube.com/watch?v=hR0d 
	https://www .youtube.com/watch?v=hR0d 

	Hl58zwE 

	A 12-gauge shotgun shell contains ~1 ounce of lead The average solar panel has ~12 grams, or <½ an ounce, of lead, mostly in the soldering ("Recent facts about photovoltaics in Germany," Fraunhofer Institute for Solar Energy Systems, section 22.1, available at: 
	(. 
	https://www.fws.gov/uploadedFiles/FAQsfortheweb.odO


	As referenced below, unlike the lead in shotgun shells which are regularly distributed annually across many farm fields by hunters, the lead in solar panels is encapsulated within an airtight, waterproof, and shatter resistant envelope mounted off the ground. 
	. ise. fraunhofer .de/content/da m/ise/en/documents/publications/stud ies/recent-facts-about
	https://www

	photovoltaics-in-germany. pdO. 

	3. Multiple experienced solar experts and technical papers have concluded that there is little or no chance of toxic chemicals affecting either the solar farm soil or groundwater in the area. JOCO Planning Commission's own solar zoning consultant confirmed this in his testimony at public hearings. Here are additional quotes and references with the same conclusion. 
	ty-impacts-of-solar-photovoltaics 
	ty-impacts-of-solar-photovoltaics 
	https://content. ces. ncsu .ed u/health-and-safe


	States the following conclusion: "The purpose of this paper is to address and alleviate concerns of public health and safety for utilityscale solar PV projects. Concerns of public health and safety were divided and discussed in the four following sections: (1) Toxicity, (2) Electromagnetic Fields, (3) Electric Shock and Arc Flash, and (4) Fire. In each of these sections, the negative health and safety impacts of utility-scale PV development were shown to be negligible, while the public health and safety be
	Includes the following conclusions. 
	https://carolinasceba.com/carolinas-ceba-solar-decommissioning-fact-sheet/ 
	https://carolinasceba.com/carolinas-ceba-solar-decommissioning-fact-sheet/ 


	"Yes, it is possible to recycle most solar panels." "By weight, most solar panels are around 80 percent glass and aluminum which are easy components to recycle at general-purpose recycling centers. "Solar panels also contain at least one rare or precious metal which may be recycled at the end of its useful life. Metal racking, framing, copper wire, and other equipment may offer scrap value that can offset decommissioning costs. A study by the International Renewable Energy Agency has estimated that $15 bill
	4. As more solar PV projects have increased, recycling efforts and programs have already begun and will further develop in the future. The EPA is very aware of issues regarding solar module recycling and has already developed programs. Recycling businesses are in operation and many technical studies have been completed. See attached for applicable references. 
	https://www.epa.gov/hw/solar-panel-recycling 
	https://www.epa.gov/hw/solar-panel-recycling 
	https://www.epa.gov/hw/solar-panel-recycling 
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	What It Takes To Realize a Circular Economy for Solar Photovoltaic System Materials 
	What It Takes To Realize a Circular Economy for Solar Photovoltaic System Materials 

	5. The volume of waste and toxic waste, in particular, is tiny in comparison to the wastes generated by coal-fired plants such as Evergy's LaCygne Power Plant, which currently supplies much of Evergy's electricity for Johnson County. In one day, the total air emissions and solid waste production from the LaCygne Power Plant is hundreds of time more quantity than the life time of waste from a 150 MW solar PV power plant which could fit on a 1,000 acre site. Air emissions from coal fired plants contain very s
	https://www.epa.gov/coalash/coa1-ash-basics#05 
	https://www.epa.gov/coalash/coa1-ash-basics#05 


	. Etdf 
	. Etdf 
	https://www.psr.0rg/wp.content/uploads/2018/05/coal-ash-hazardous-to-human-health


	1e
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	https://www.cnn.com/2022/01/1e1/politics/biden-epa-coal-ash-ponds-enforcement-climate/index.html 
	https://www.cnn.com/2022/01/1e1/politics/biden-epa-coal-ash-ponds-enforcement-climate/index.html 
	https://www.cnn.com/2022/01/1e1/politics/biden-epa-coal-ash-ponds-enforcement-climate/index.html 


	I trust that you will consider this convincing evidence that solar panels do not have the risks that solar opponents are claiming, based on their biased and unreliable information sources. 
	Thank you for your consideration. 
	Stan Knoche 8708 west 82nd st Overland Park Ks 66204 
	Ashcraft, Michael, BOC 
	From: Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 2:30 AM To: Eilert, Ed, BOC; Allenbrand, Shirley, BOC; Becky Fast; Hanzlick, Janee, BOC; Meyers, Jeff, 
	Steven Clark <clarkville80@sbcglobal.net> 

	BOC; Ashcraft, Michael, BOC; O'Hara, Charlotte, BOC; BOCC-Clerk Subject: Corrections to Information Provided by JOCO Planning Commission Staff and Solar Zoning Consultant: BOCC Meeting Feb. 24, 2022 
	Categories: JoCo 
	**•This message came from outside of Johnson County Government -please use caution when opening attachments or 
	links.••• 
	Honorable County Commissioners, 
	Thank you for allowing public to view your recent Committee of the Whole (COW) meeting regarding zoning regulations for utility-scale solar facilities (aka Solar Farms). I thought the meeting was productive and that the County Commissioners asked a number of excellent questions. You are rightfully considering public concerns and potential risks of solar farms, which Johnson County has no prior experience with. However, when finalizing solar zoning regulations, I believe those regulations should be based on 
	I'm certain the Johnson County Planning Commission has done their best to understand solar farms and their potential impacts over the past year, however, we can't expect them to become experts and their knowledge is fairly limited. They've relied substantially on a solar zoning consultant, who's not an engineer and with incomplete knowledge of solar equipment, solar facilities, and their environmental impacts. Neither the Planning Commission or their consultant surveyed zoning regulations and CUP requiremen
	Here are examples of the Planning Commission and Consultant's limited solar knowledge: Based on the Consultant's input, the draft zoning regulations use the term "pod" to describe a collection of solar panels within a discrete area, whereas that term isn't used in the solar industry; 'solar array" is the proper term. Several other terms and definitions are incorrect in the draft regulations. The consultant was also unaware that solar modules are proven to last an average of 30 to 35 years instead of the 20 
	1 
	I closely watched your COW meeting on February 24, 2022, and noted several instances of incorrect or incomplete information provided to the BOCC by the Planning Commission staff and their consultant. Here's a summary of the most important topics. 
	Length of CUP Term 
	The draft regulations include a maximum 20-year term, which was reduced from 25-years at the November 2021 Board meeting. No valid reasons were provided by the Planning Commissioners for changing their prior vote. However, during the prior public hearings, solar developers and experts provided clear testimony that solar farms require 25-year or longer CUP terms to a) enable power produced to be sold at competitive rates and b) to receive project financing. The Planning Commission's explanation that the 20-y
	The price that solar farm owner's can sell their electricity for is extremely sensitive to the number of years the facility is permitted to operate. If the CUP term is only 20 years, the solar farm's capital cost would be spread over 20 years electrical production instead of 30 to 35 years, as it is for most solar farms nationwide. For a short 20-year CUP, the electricity power sales price must be increased by 60 to 70% compared to projects with typical CUP's. Solar farm developers work in a very competitiv
	If you approve solar zoning regulations with a 20-year CUP term, that would be tantamount to a ban on solar farms. Going to the trouble of developing all of the other detailed zoning regulations would be a waste of time. No solar farms would be built in Johnson County; they would be built in other counties who would receive the significant economic benefits. 
	I don't believe a single solar farm has been built in the U.S. with a CUP term shorter than 25 years. I personally know of only one operating solar farm with a 25-year CUP. The vast majority of country regulations and CU P's for solar farms specify no CUP term limit. Since this point is so critical, I recommend that you confirm this with industry experts. 
	Property Taxes and Other County Revenues 
	While Kansas has a tax regulation that excludes solar farms from paying property taxes for the first 
	10 years of operation, the exclusion doesn't include the underlying land. Property tax payments would continue for the land. And the property tax exclusion applies to a large number of other facility types that Johnson County hosts and encourages. Regardless, it's very misleading to oppose solar farms because of the 10-year property tax exemption since that ignores the totality of a solar farm's economic contribution to county government and the local economy. This topic is addressed in detail in a letter s
	2 
	Destination of Power Generated and Benefits to Local Residents Neither the Planning Commission or their consultant could answer the question about where the power would go from a solar farm in JOCO and whether local residents would benefit. Physically, the power generated by the West Gardner Solar Farm would be injected into the West Gardner Substation, owned and operated by Evergy, and it would be consumed locally. Some solar opponents have claimed, without evidence, that the power would be transmitted to 
	Minimum Distance From Current City Limits Neither the Planning Commission or their Consultant clearly told you their proposed minimum distance regulation would uniquely restrict any solar farm from being within 2.0 miles of any city limit. Their is no other county in the US that is known to have imposed this type of restriction on solar farms. And Johnson County has not placed such a restriction on any other type of facility or development. I previously provided written evidence to the Planning Commission o
	Regardless, the Planning Commission and their Consultant decided on a minimum distances from cities of 1.5 miles at their October, 2021 meeting. At the controversial November Planning Commission meeting, the commissioners voted, without discussion, to arbitrarily increase this restriction to 2.0 miles. The Planning Commission's map illustrating the 2.0 mile minimum distance restriction shows that about 98% of Johnson County would be "off limits" to solar farms. This restriction, combined with the separate r
	1,000 Acre Limit on Solar Farm Site Neither the Planning Commission or their Consultant clearly told you there's no known zoning regulation outside of Johnson County that sets a acreage limit on solar farm size. No other regulatory body has found the need to arbitrarily limit solar farm acreage, just as Johnson County currently does not limit the acreage of any other proposed facility in your zoning regulations. 
	To make this issue worse, Johnson County's draft solar regulations define the site area acreage limit to include all of the project features beyond the solar arrays, such as all access roads, the exterior buffer width, the plant substation, wildlife corridors, etc. This artificial and arbitrary acreage limit will effectively limit the solar array acreage to perhaps 750 acres, which limits the power and energy production of the solar farm. Douglas County's draft solar zoning regs, by comparison, define their
	50 Foot Setback Along Solar Farm Boundaries The Planning Commission told you that the proposed 50 foot setback for solar farms is the same as the minimum setback regulation for rural buildings and structures. However, the Planning Commission did NOT tell you that for Solar Farms only, they would consider a solar farm's perimeter 
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	security fence to be a "structure" that the setback applies to. The actual solar equipment and structures would be another 30 feet or so beyond the fence, creating an effective 80 foot setback. However, when applied to rural homes or structures, the 50 foot setback applies directly to their distance from the property line; fencing may be closer to the property line. Many other solar farms have been built to a 25 to 30 foot wide buffer outside the perimeter fence line. 
	Battery Energy Storage Systems (BESS) 
	Neither the Consultant or Planning Commission told you that control systems and fire detection and protection systems for BESS have advanced dramatically in recent years through the active involvement of battery suppliers, the solar industry and the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA), who has developed standards for BESS. The NFPA updates their standards routinely based on lessons learned and technology development to further reduce risks. Though solar opponents claim BESS fires could endanger the 
	Galvanized Steel Piers Used to Support Solar Panels 
	The Planning Commission's Consultant stated the galvanized steel support posts used to support solar panel mounting systems could result in some potentially toxic chemicals leaching into the soil. He said the chemical would only be a problem if the land is used later for peanut farming. This was an odd discussion by the Consultant and is very questionable. The actual purpose of galvanizing steel posts, which are driven into the ground, is to provide corrosion protection for the steel posts. The galvanizatio
	Before you make any final decisions, I strongly encourage you to direct the Planning Commission to obtain expert testimony from qualified experts in solar farm technology, including engineers, constructors, environmental scientists, and financial experts. I also strongly encourage you to direct the Planning Commission to survey a number of counties and cities that host operating solar farms to learn from their experience and to consider their zoning regulations before finalizing your regulations. The curren
	Thank you for your kind attention. 
	Steven M. Clark, P.E. 3422 Kensington Court 
	El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 
	916-705-3232 
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	clarkville80@sbcglobal.net 
	clarkville80@sbcglobal.net 

	p.s. disclosure. My wife's family has signed a land lease agreement with a solar project developer. For this reason, you may believe I have a conflict of interest and am providing biased information. However, again, I encourage you to confirm the information I've provided with qualified and independent subject matter experts. 
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	Citizens for Responsible Solar 
	Johnson County, KS & Douglas County, KS 
	I I 
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com 
	jocoresponsiblesolar.org 
	docoresponsiblesolar.org 

	To: Johnson County, KS Commissioner Michael Ashcraft Date: Jan.14, 2022 111 South Cherry Street, Suite 3300 Olathe, KS 66061 
	Dear Commissioner Ashcraft, 
	You've heard all the arguments and talking points from both sides, but let me highlight the ones most important to me. A few property owners in the affected area near my home on Edgerton Road will benefit monetarily from this installation, most will not. Property values near solar "farms" decrease, consequently increasing all county resident's taxes to cover the shortfall. There is potential damage to two critical watersheds from herbicide contamination and storm water run-off. Fire safety is a concern from
	The brownfield site just north of us at Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant has perplexed planners and developers for decades. 
	Several proposals have faltered and failed because of its Superfund level toxicity. Clean-up at the site resulted in contaminants 
	being hauled to the Johnson County landfill, which is not a real solution and still continues to this day. Ironically, it is perfectly 
	suited for an industrial utility-scale solar installation. 
	The proposal for a similar installation right in the heart of our thriving neighborhood to the south will have far reaching consequences not just for us but for all Johnson and Douglas County residents. Please help us to protect our property and the way of life that we've carefully and lovingly cultivated for all of these years by passing responsible utility scale solar regulations. 
	Respectfully, 
	Figure
	Gary Hanna 18355 Edgerton Road Edgerton, KS 66021 
	Figure
	VIEW CONSTITUENT CONCERNS AT: 
	kansasresponsiblesolar.com/ashcraft 

	OR BY SIMPLY SCANNING THE QR CODE 
	TO THE RIGHT WITH YOUR SMART PHONE 
	Figure
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