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November 4, 2025 

Linda C. Bridwell, Executive Director  
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Boulevard 
Frankfort, KY   40602 

Re: PSC Case No. 2024-00337, Electronic Application of Wood Duck Solar LLC for a 
Certificate of Construction for an Approximately 100 Megawatt Merchant Electric 
Solar Generating Facility and Nonregulated Transmission Line in Barren County, 
Kentucky Pursuant to KRS 278.700 and 807 KAR 5:110;  
Response re: 10/14/25 Public Comment 

Director Bridwell: 

On October 14, 2025, at the close of the evidentiary record, Siting Board staff uploaded a 
public comment regarding communications between Wood Duck Solar LLC (“Wood Duck”) 
representatives and the Amish community. Due to the inflammatory and personal nature of the 
comments directed at project representative, Aron Caudill, Wood Duck finds it necessary to 
respond.  

 
The Comment accuses Mr. Caudill of lying, slander, defamation, and perjury. While the 

commenter may believe that publishing these accusations adds value to the record, the accusations 
lack any truth or merit. Mr. Caudill has been in energy development for eighteen years, the last 
five of which have been with his current employer. Mr. Caudill has an impeccable reputation 
within his company and within the broader industry of energy development. He appeared at the 
Board’s evidentiary hearing voluntarily and testified under oath. Each of his responses to the 
Board’s discovery requests was certified as to its accuracy and truth. The subjects to which he 
testified, including his conversations with specific members of the Amish community, are subjects 
in which he has first-hand knowledge.  

 
In contrast, the comments made by this member of the public are not under oath, are 

hearsay, and demonstrate a fundamental lack of understanding of the facts in this application as 
well as the United States legal system as a whole. This individual could have pursued intervenor 
status but instead chose to sit on the sidelines of this proceeding and throw metaphoric rocks at 
these professionals in their individual capacity. This individual can say whatever they want about 
the project, no matter how inaccurate it is, but attacking individual members of the development 
team is completely unacceptable.  
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To further enflame the situation, the individual has provided a written comment reportedly 

from a member of the Amish community that purports to refute Mr. Caudill’s testimony. 
Specifically, the written comment purports to contradict Mr. Caudill’s testimony that threatening 
voicemails were left for Mr. Caudill and another member of the development team. In contrast to 
Mr. Caudill’s testimony, this written comment was not provided with an affidavit or under oath. 
In order to fully develop the record on this issue, we are providing today the voicemails left by the 
purported author of the written comment as well as transcripts of those voicemails. Aaron and a 
female member of the development team received these voicemails. While the author of the written 
comment and the voice on these voicemails may not find them to be threatening, it’s certainly 
reasonable that members of the development team felt threatened.   

 
As explained in Wood Duck’s responses to data requests and during the evidentiary 

hearing, the development team for Wood Duck develops projects throughout Kentucky and 
surrounding states. They understand that public participation and even criticism are fundamental 
aspects of the development process. Communication and interest from the public often makes for 
better projects and closer relationships with those communities where projects are located. Full-
throated criticism of the Wood Duck project, even where the facts are fundamentally 
misunderstood, are part and parcel for the process before the Board. However, personal attacks 
against professionals who willingly subject themselves to the Board’s process are unacceptable. 
Thankfully, these are rare. Due to the inflammatory and outrageous nature of the personal attack 
on Mr. Caudill, Wood Duck felt compelled to defend his character and correct the record. 

 
Finally, while the commenter may not understand the legal effect of their words, or the 

compensatory and punitive damages they have invited with their defamatory remarks, ignorance 
is not a defense to their actions. This comment should be disregarded by the Board as a personal 
attack of inflammatory language with no evidentiary basis in this matter. 

 

Respectfully, 
 
 
 
 
Gregory T. Dutton 
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