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Kathleen Ramsay

From: Ben Marks <bmarksaec@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, November 14, 2022 11:35 AM

To: jrathbunvt@gmail.com; brian11.carpenter@gmail.com; Kathleen Ramsay

Cc: Rich Carpenter

Subject: Re: FW: ACORN Settlement

 
Jeremy: 
 
Kathleen Ramsay forwarded your question.  The short answer is "no."   The situation that requires the settlement was 
based on several months of actual production.  The settlement numbers you refer to on the production side were, I 
believe, calculated by Aegis using the helioscope procedure that they use for all their projects.  They simply did not 
communicate those numbers to us as they were required to do at the time of their design change.  To the extent that 
your question is really, "how can we trust these new numbers if the old ones weren't correct?" I would respond in two 
ways:  1) the corrected energy production numbers that Aegis has produced are a very good fit for the actual energy 
production as measured from our GMP bill over the past year (GMP is a third party with no interest in the outcome of 
this dispute), and 2) the helioscope projection for Aegis' other project with us are consistent with observed results over 
a period of two years, which indicates to us that the methodology is sound.  
 
Please let me know whether this addresses your question. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ben Marks 
Acorn Renewable Energy Co-op, President 
 

From: Kathleen Ramsay <KRamsay@townofmiddlebury.org>  
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2022 9:46 AM 
To: Benjamin Marks <benmarks2005@gmail.com>; Rich Carpenter <Richcarpenter212@cs.com> 
Cc: Howard Widelitz <howard.widelitz@outlook.com>; Steve - CEAC Newsletter <sbmaier55@gmail.com> 
Subject: FW: ACORN Settlement 

  

Good morning all, 

  

Please see below. 

  

Thanks, 

Kathleen 
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From: Jeremy Rathbun <jrathbunvt@gmail.com>  
Sent: Sunday, November 13, 2022 9:44 AM 
To: Kathleen Ramsay <KRamsay@townofmiddlebury.org>; brian11.carpenter@gmail.com 
Subject: ACORN Settlement 

  

Good Day Kathleen and Brian, 

  

I will be working during the 12:00PM Selectboard meeting on Tuesday, so I wanted to send a quick email along. 

  

I read the packet and have a question. 

  

First let me say I totally understand the situation Aegis is in. I have been in it plenty of times myself. On any large 
engineering endeavour mistakes, small and large get made. It's just part of designing new infrastructure, be it a chiller 
plant or a solar array. 

  

That being said, I wonder if something is missing here, or perhaps occurred behind the scenes.    

A) As I understand it, the solar layout was changed during construction. Aegis did not realize until ACORN pointed out 
to them, that solar production was impacted negatively by approximately 12% 

  

B) Aegis then recalculated the energy production and resulting revenue projections for the array. 

  

C) The settlement proposed is based on those projections. 

  

So my question is, was a third party engineering review of the engineering calculations and energy production 
numbers on which this settlement is based conducted? Did ACORN  and/or The Insurance Company have the numbers 
reviewed by another engineer specializing in solar design/production to confirm that the projections for the new array 
layout energy production (and subsequent revenue) are correct, or is the settlement completely based on Aegis 
numbers? I'm not saying the Aegis numbers are incorrect, I just wonder who else reviewed them and confirmed the 
engineering prior to proposing the settlement. 
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Maybe this happened and is just not provided in the public packet, or maybe I am just misunderstanding things, but as I 
see a settlement is proposed I wanted to ask the question. 

  

Thank you for your time. 

  

Sincerely 

  

Jeremy W. Rathbun 

16 Perkins Lane 

Middlebury, VT 05753 

  

  

  


