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california Energy Commission 
714PStreet 
Sacramento,·CA 95814 
A1TN: Project Manager Renee Longman 

;RE: Docket Number 24•0PT·24 
Compass • Energy Storage Project 

Pear Commissioners: 

I am writing in opposition to the battery energy storage system facility proposed 
for the northern portlon of the City of San Juan Capistrano adjacent to the ea$tern 
border of Laguna Niguel. My concerns are as follows: 

• The purpose of the proposed facility is storage of spent lithium-ion 
pho$phate batteries 

• The proposed site is in a designated general open space hillsidE!, within 
1,500 feet of several residential ·neighborhoods 

• The proposed site for storage of lithium-ion batteries is one.which 
frequently is an area offrequent brushfires 

• the nature of lithium .. ion battery fires is such that they are difficult to 
extinguish, risking damage and/ot destruction of everything in a nearby 
area 

• Many homeowners in San Juan Capistrano and Laguna Niguel would be 
impacted directly by the risk of darnage or destruction, the increased cost 
of home insurance, and the possible loss of a desirable ·uving environment 

For the above reasons, establishment of a storage facility as proposed MUST NOT 
be approved. 

Sincerely, 

~/J-·~ 
(Add name, address, email address} 
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California Energy Commission Docket Number: 24-0PT-02 Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project {24-0Pt-02j 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of f l(._rv [/AA.~re-- I I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 

of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 

neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 

explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 

would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 

disaster, such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 

transJiortation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 

Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 

nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 

debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community yalue. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 

resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 

threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. Lithium fires 

cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 

cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 

the San Diego Gas & Electric {SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 

convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask yqu to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

5 arJ!<;11/2/!S. ~_$111IG-~ 
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California Energy Commission Docket Number: 24 .. QPT-02 Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project {24-0PT-02) 

Dear Commissioners, 

, I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 

of the Compass Ene Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 

neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 

explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 

would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 

disaster, such as the recent fire ·at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 

transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 

Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 

nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 

debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 

resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 

threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. lithium fires 

cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 

cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 

the San Diego Gas & Electric {SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 

convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

/-113J.S.oNMG A A) e.1,ec2rJ ~ IY'le.:sto. 
3t/~-b&&Y fl-\?-k'R'.b 

I , 

¼~r:e..A[(g 1.e.ru:H cft '(2-G. 2!f 



California Energy Commission Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of ..9\tJ ~~Eru1B , I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 

of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 

neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 

explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 

would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 

disaster, such as the recent fire ·at Moss landing, could lead to closures of these essential 

transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species,. 

Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicytlists, and 

nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 
debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 

resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 

threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. lithium fires 
cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 

cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 
the San Diego Gas & Electric {SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 

convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of ~ Cl£)~-3,W"'VE, I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 

of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 

neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 

explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 

would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 

disaster, such as the recent fire ·at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 

transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 

Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 

nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 

debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 
resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 

threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. lithium fires 

cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 

cost ... saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 

the San Diego Gas & Electric {S0G&E) Trabuco to Capi$tfano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 

convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

~ ' 
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California Energy Commission Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of ~µ~ 1J\"-\J E. L , I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 

of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 

neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 

explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 

would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 
disaster, such as the recent fire ·at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 

transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 

Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, ahd 

nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 
debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 

resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 

threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. Lithium fires 

cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 

cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 

the San Diego Gas & Electric {SDG&E) Trabuco to Capi~no 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 

convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 

:::::> 



California Enel'IY Commission Docket Number: 24-0PT-02 Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a r,sident of J\)e½f o"W ~ , 1 am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 

of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 

neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 
explosion, evacuation o.r toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 

would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 
disaster, such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 
transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3.. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 

Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 

nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 

debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 

resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 
threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. lithium fires 
cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 
cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 

the San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 
convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct1 own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facitity would be composed of nthium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty~one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, prese_nting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making _it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BES,S project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~/~kl ~ l-;((;'I\J-t-
--~-------------------------

Email address __ , _+_ 1c_;_t\_cf_+__.(2_-+-~/_A_~_oo_._c._0_1M-____________ _ 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate witdfire risks. The BESS facitity would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and .cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscap:e pose a significant and imme,diate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders, health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed. which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

/2 I -
Name: J U 1.e JIJ{/a 

Address 13 D] Al twu Jan C (-€,Ju~ ' a.. 9d& T? 
D i 

Email address j £ (A)J 1 'i2 ~ jdV UM/J . C f> fyt 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facitity would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name:--+-"-00=--><-,;&=----.&..· K_e____._[fc....:......=---v _________ _ 

Address 28 r3 LJLV L~a, S«th C)?e~ 
I I Cit: 92ki72--

Email address _ __._V?L-"'-=-r,._,.~ J~<._' L......;fv=-...:;,e_c.......+f---1(e!----l--=-g_.,.,,l"c:,,(!. ........ 2__,,.FI---L---'-"=----.:....;-t:=--t1/V'l.c....:......___..___ ___ _ 



Califor.nia Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project {24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant. Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13wacre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty~one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire. the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders•· health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant -public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmentat and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 5li71 (J o1 C:Cb. B ll.f: (' el 1 

Address ~ ~ GaJak/\ st ~M V Clb 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna-Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site1s natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gasesl which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek· waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire1 economic, environmental1 and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely I 

Name: ___ /E_~_-_l?-_ k_ ~_££r_._1 _H_· --,Q_u_·,r_ru_· _0_A-_·Y41-__ ~---------
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager; Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Sto~age Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on. a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portio~ of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage1s project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty•one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even . more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases1 which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I arr1 writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facitity would be compQsed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: /E/:,;~73;~ 

Address BJ P wt~ ;/Jf: ~ ~If Es d ~ .fcJ ~~isfae1titJ '? ,;_1, 7 cJ 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant. Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: _ __._~ -=---"---~ ~ - ------'St;JJL=--=--~ :a...=-.----------

Address_v-"-'51..._______<o ~_ ~-------t--'---"----J:h-----. +-7 _M_V.,._, _q_)t_q__._( ___ _ 

Email address !Cs.--\--v ,-c..t.kiC q1 (@[) rkli&. • ~ 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project {24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Address 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13 .. acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. • 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous.if ~h~y overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than othe·r fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignit~ twenty--on.e (21) days after e_xtinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the.lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project sit~•s _ natural· vegetatic;>n, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant' and irhmediate·fire th re.at. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a-containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner•s 
insurance crisis, • making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for oLir first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Address 

Name: _ _ .ee;...-..c-w_f2______.____._&r..._6_k_ ~_ u_, a_R_e _ ____ _ _ 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Prgject 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated · general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wltdfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23)-wildfires within a five .. mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: h<~~4;L~~!v~ 

Address 2--7 {'BJ ~W:-2 fn. i!:l V 2.2--4-7' ( 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13wacre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental. and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Address 2:0 (eM:li.&.1.r,Jf: lNAJj I Cokck ldt-4, i 

Email address fao /A .. e,f ( e (Y\ .,Y\J.h~tt/Jv~i /., c . .JJ ~ 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project {24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's · project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facitity would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty~one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, r~gardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name:_~_· - -~ D~ C£Jx~ Jj-~_[O_. _____ _ 

Address 2tr~g { Las (\cra'1_j as \)tg,l\J e., I t/\6u-A.-- rJ( GGfl, ,cA ll 'ZC, 17 

Email address b-eo±oo.e ti) pac.bd\. ~ 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facitity would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries. which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat. causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~~ ---------------------------
Address _____ ) _M_c_G_~_· _!)., __ · 4t_-;Jl_l4_~---~ __ 1_~_, i_~_t_rlf' __ 

Email address_ ........ /t_!U__...W_~----=-fi----Lad<--E_S_TQ_~_G'c __ l)~_. Al_e:T ________ _ 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant. Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks,. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty►one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's . natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents• safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire Is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental 1 and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket N·umber: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 

\ neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty .. one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-Jasting and persistent thre,at. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site•s natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed .by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires. the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ,A8f2 $ £-~~ 

Address X.IV,( ~ ~ ji,~t:._ 
Email address -------------------------



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage1s project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facitity would be composed of lithium .. iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly d~ngerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely lmpacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name;-:;r;Z, Ve '1 -/:r tl 
V ..._ 1 r 

Address ?. cf 3fz( fm: f'l llf fl,y J ·/IJ 

Email address tkf-1:.l fl e <?o)C l /fJ¢= 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass• Energy Storage Project {24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
·surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ___ k._·a_fe __ J._·o_~_o_vo----tif=,,__· ___________ _ 

Address 23S3 I flve-n,'dQ la Cqr/{ 
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qalifornla Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Stora_ge Project (24-0PT-02} 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the . City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong. opposition to the proposed battery .energy .storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project ·applicant, Compass Energy Storage .• LLC, Is proposing to construct) own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a .13-acre project site . along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna. Niguel. The project site, which Is less than 1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. Is confined within a designated general open space hiHside 
surrounded by . native .··. plants and significant · vegetation, brush. and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk . to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the ·CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition,. 

The proposed location of Compass ··Energy Storage's project site··. poses significant and 
immediate wildfire tlsks. The BESS facility would be composed of Hthium-lron~phosphate 
batteries. or similar batteries, which can J:,e incredibly dangerous· ff ,th~y . overheat, causing 
the battery ·to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and. faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty .. one (21} days after 
ext1nguishing the ·. flre, presenting a long-tasting and persistent • threat. Should the llthJum 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project slte•s natural vegetation, 
steep terrain , and surrounding landscape pose a ,significant and Immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a flve .. mlle radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, ·au nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire . danger. The Imminent fjre risk posed by the BESS 
facitlty threatens residents' safety and further • exacerbates th~ state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to . obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. , 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and pubUc health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting. leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire. they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not r~adily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would gener~te a stgnlficant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to con,bat the fire wHl become easily co'ntaminated with h~avy metals and ab~orbed 
into 'the region 1s soll, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity .to the Oso ~nd Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality Issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefulty and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Email address -------------------------



CaUfornla Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02} 

Dear California Energy Commissioners. 

As a concerned resident of the City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to · the proposed battery energy 'Storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, · .Compass , Energy . Storage .· LLC, Is proposing to construct, own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13--acre project .site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Caplstrano Immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna Niguel. The project site. which is less than :1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. Is confined within a designated genera I open space hillside 
surrounded bY. . native · plants and signlfi°'1nt vegetation, , brush. •• and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to .residential areas heightens the potential 
risk .to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass ·· Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire :risks~ The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-Iron phosphate 
batteries, or .similar batteries, ·Which can ,be Incredibly dangerous1.'if they overheat, causing 
the battery<to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (2t) days .after 
extinguishing the • fire, presenting a long--lastlng and persistent ,threat. Should the lithtum 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep terrain .. and surrounding landscape pose aisigniffcant and Immediate fire threat.. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23} wildfires within a five-mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, · firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Shou'ld a fire break containment, 'all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate flre:danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's lnsurance .. policles, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the · heightened risk of wlldflres1 the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds .of igniting. lead Ing to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• hearth should this project be 
approved. 

Should fin:;t responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating' health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily ex~inguished, the toxic gases emitted woutd generate a significan~ public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing con,pounds 
used to combat the fi~e wm become easily ccintaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's sou, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's c1ose proximity .to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential waterquality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watersheq, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse·ftre. economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of fife. 

Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager; Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT~02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24111OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, . 

As a concerned · resident of the · City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery . energy .·storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project . applicant, ,compass , Energy . Storage LLC, Is proposing to construct, own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a .. 13~acre project site .along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna ; Niguel. The project site, which is less' than '1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhood~. is confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by , native ·· plants and slgnific~nt • vegetation, ,:· brush. '. and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community . Is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site · poses significant and 
Immediate wildfire ,. risks: The BESS facitlty would be composed of 1ithium .. lron phosphate 
batteries, or slmllar ·batterles, which can ,be incredibly dangerous·if they overheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. -Lithium -batteries · can reignite twenty .. one (21) days after 
extinguishing the , .fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent ·threat. Should the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed. project site's natural vegetation. 
steep terrain and surrounding landscape pose a :significant and Immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a flve .. mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of Hthlum battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire · danger. The imminent fjre risk posed by the BESS 
faciHty threatens residents' safety and further . exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environ mental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit . toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks~ Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health ~houfd this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a ~ithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. if the fire is 
not readily ext,nguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant pubUc 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity .to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the Sa.n Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse'fire, ece>nomic, environmental. and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the Californi~ Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: U~2JJ~~aAV 

Address J /ao &i;t.,11cn ~ --:JI l/03/ R_ • /Y) • ~ { a_ 9t49 l/ 
t 1 -L- .,/ I / 

Email address ( € at::c.t., ~ r c.) IQ f cJ9-< tf>« I ·cJ Lhd ci • COYY) 
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Callfomla Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number; 24-0PT~2 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition • to the proposed battery . energy storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project ,applicant, ,compass . Energy . Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatf BESS ,facility on a . 13"'acre project site a long the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna . Niguel. The project site, which Is less than :1 ,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. Is confined · within a designated general open space hillside· 
surroµnded by . native ; plants and signifi~nt vegetation, ,, brush, -·. and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to .residential .areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass , Energy Storage's project slte>poses significant and 
Immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-Iron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can .be incredibly dangerous If th~y overheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and·· faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days after 
extinguishing the .fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should ,the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep terrain ·· and surrounding landscape pose a>signlficant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23} wildfires within a five .. mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires,-fireftghters are forced to 
take a containment approach, Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire idanger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facllity threatens residents' • safety and further • exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to • obtain _ adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation . . 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires. the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and pub1ic health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting, leading to air pollution and public ·health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. 1f the fire Is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily con~aminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into 'the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek ·Waterbed further exacerbates 
pot~ntial water quality Jssues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project, The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California . Energy · Commission reject this project apptlcatton and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of Ufe. 

Sincerely, 

Name: •• 77]wtd/7 a.. 63 i!Jlhndur---' 

Address . /{3 lranqt/tle> Dr , !i311 V 9h {Q ? 4/ CR 
Ema II address 7Y) b q { Im <!.?U- r CJ 9. a) 9 ma ii, com 

l 
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C.alifornla Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners; 

As a concerned -resident of the City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery . energy storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, Compass ,.Energy ,.Storage. LLC, Is proposing to construct1 own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS Jaclllty on a 13~acre project site .along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna ., Niguel. The project site~ which is less than :1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. is confined within a designated genera 1 open space hillside 
surrounded by . native plants and significant ,vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to : residential; areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community • is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site • poses significant and 
immediate wildfire ·risks. The BESS facUity would be composed of lithlum .. fron phosphate 
batteries! or similar batteries, ·which can be Incredibly dangerous If they overheat1 causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty .. one (21} days after 
extinguishing the fire. presenting a long .. lastlng and persistent 'threat. Should :the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site1s natural vegetation, 
steep terrain , and surrounding landscape pose a\sJgnlficant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a flve••-mife radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires. firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, afl nearby homes and 
businesses would be in Immediate fire,danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further .. exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's Insurance policles, compounding the already dire situation .. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project · site presents 
slgnlfJcant environmental and public health risks. Llthf um batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public heatth risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should firat responders quickly extinguish a Hthium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gase$ emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communmes. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the regjon's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean Just miles away. • 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project appU~tion and 
unequJvocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

J:iwt.~c ~ 
Name: 13;;,Jw.--i-,_o.._ ( 'p,-. Cl J-e J--•,c/

Address -:J... )-..15 )::;<)'Tfe // t;5 ,NJ 'f # !: D s::IJ 

Ema II address e dcu I It.&.__ ~ r o J c 1-.cc@!J 'f t,,11li I, Cq,rn 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title~ Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners; 

As a concerned resident of the · City of San, Juan Capistrano, I am wrftlng • to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery .. energy ,.storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, .Compass .,.Energy Storage . LLC, Is proposing to construct1 own, and 
operate an approximately. ~50-megawatt BESS JaqUlty on a .. 13-acre project ,site a tong the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately ·adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less· than ·1,soo feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. ts confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by . native • plants and significant vegetation, .•. brush. ; and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community . Is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass · Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire ,rtsks~ The BESS facility would be composed of Hthium .. lron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be Incredibly dangerous if thE;l.y overheat, causing 
the battery ·to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and. faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. ·Lithium ~atteries can reignite twenty--one.• (21) days after 
extinguishing the . fire, presenting a long--lastlng and persistent threat. Should the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch flre, the proposed project site's . natural vegetation, 
steep terrain , and surrounding landscape pose a significant and Immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23} wildfires within a fiveNmile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature ot ·llthlum battery flres1 firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment. all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire . danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies. compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health !3hould this project be 
approved. 

Should fir$t responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debmtating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire wm become easily contaminated With heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso i:md Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contamtna1ing the S~n Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

J strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse _fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California. Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of fife. 

Sincerely, 

Name: Gt.aR£;£N£ 7!J£LL 

Address 2.0 JU:Lt)PJ>o /)ie , /(mJe,//q fltJs'st~iJ ~:ra,{!11. ?J,~qf 
Email address {j I qi l !l ,36'"@ /!. d X. ME ~ 



Cafffomia Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number; 24 .. QPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the .. City of San, Juan . Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery .·· energy ·storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, .Compass .. Energy .:storage LLC, Is proposing to constructJ own, and 
operate an approxlmately.,250-megawatt BESSJaciUty on a 13-acre project site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna . Niguel. The project site, which ls tess than 1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. is confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by n·ative .. plants and slgnlfic,nt vegetation, ·brush, ' and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to. resldentiaLareas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. O_ur community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating .our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass · Energy Storage's project site · poses significant and 
Immediate wild fire ·, risks. The BESS facility would be composed of Hthlum .. lron p_hosphate 
batteries, or-similar batteries, •Which can be Incredibly dangerous If ,they overheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium-batteries can reignite twenty-one. (21) days after 
extinguishing the fire. presenting a long ... lastlng and persistent 1threat. Should 'the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire. the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep • terrain , and surrounding landscape pose a ;significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a flve-mHe radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment. ·all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In immediate fire :danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further ; exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to . obtain adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of WIidfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting. leading to air pollutl~n and public.health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be expo,sed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a signiflcan~ public 
health risk for the surrounding communitles. Any water or fire extinguishing cornpounds 
used to combat the fire wm become easily contamJnated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil. adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso Etnd Arroyo Creek wat~rbed further exacerbates 
pot~ntial water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed., which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, ecQnomic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence ove.r any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California . Ertergy Commission reject this project application and 
unequlvocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name:_'13~' -~----...b ___ ru ______ e._Jj_WVL----""--.....;...;;'°;;;........nt) __________ _ 

Address _______ J/..,.......o _ __._'Yi_tll..__..J___,M~ ....... tA-~.a,;=--· ____ n~""--· _j=f _____ l----"-0'--. -1..~----

Email address ba.rbMa., 0 ~r[,e, cP1 .i ~ 



; California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear-California Energy Commissioners,, 

As a concerned • resident of the City of San: Juan , Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery . energy storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, ,Compass rEnergy , Storage LLC, Is proposing to construct, own. and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately 'adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna . Niguel. The project site, which is less than '1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhood,. Is confined within a deslgnated general open space hillside 
surrounded by native .·· plants and slgnlfl~nt vegetation, , brush, •. and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to •residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community, is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition_. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
Immediate wildfire , risks; The BESS facility would be composed of lithlum-r ron phosphate 
battetles1 or similar batteries, which can be Incredibly dangerous If they overheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be • easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days ,~:lfter 
extinguishing the ,, flre, presenting a tong-lastfng and persistent threat. Should ;the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep terrain . and surrounding landscape pose a significant and Immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a flve"mlle radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, . firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, :all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in Immediate fire.danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further .·-exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner•s Insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wlldflres, the proposed BESS project •. site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds .of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health ~hould this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a Othium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated w~th heavy metals and absorbed 
into 'the reglon.'s soil, adversely Impacting the focal ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proxirnity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek wat~rbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality Issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
alw$ys take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. t respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: , v(~ ~½ .-:z&:-1 .f 
Address -2 J _,,,__ E,,.,~f--e</ 6 £ / 2a.PX tf?: M // 

Email address /?~ @2 a A-1.4 ( L C. <:I' µ_.,, 



Califomla Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Tltfe: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear Callfornla Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of San Juan .. Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, Compass .Energy ; Storage LLC, is proposing to constructJ own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS Jacility on a 13 ... acre project .. site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna , Niguel. The project site, which is less than '11,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhood$. is confined within a designated general ppen space hUlside 
surrounded by . native • plants and significant .vegetation, ,., brush • . and two 
recreational nature trails. 'This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website, and writing letters. demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass ·. Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks~ The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can .be Incredibly dangerous . If ,they overheat, causing 
the battery :to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be , easily extinguished. Lithium l:)attertes can reignlte twenty--one. (21) days after 
extinguishing the, __ flre, presenting a long-lastlng and persistent threat. Should the· lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep terrain . and surrounding landscape pose a :,significant and Immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a flve .. mlle radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, ·all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further ·, exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crlsls, making It even more difficult for residents to · obtain adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds .of Igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health $hou(d this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity lo the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, env,ironmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocalty prioritize p'ublic safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: b I 1-J])A 'ko:£. {L I t.J &, 
Address & I Pi-3 6:AtJ Lee:1'\>Df Q ffi5f21'oN ✓ ~ q:;u,Cf:z.. 
Email address t., ~dtt¾:eLL, i~lP <is@ 'j ro a; L • Qo rv\ 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, Is proposing to construct) own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the 
northern portion of the City of San _Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna Niguel. The project site, which Is less than 1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods, Is confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation. brush. and two 
recreational nature tralls. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of llthlum .. fron phosphate 
batteries. or similar batteries, which can be Incredibly dangerous If they overheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after 
extinguishing the fire, presenting a long--lastlng and persistent threat. Should the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project slte1s natural vegetation, 
steep terrain and surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of llthlum battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment. all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compoundin$J the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regarcJ°less of 



.. 

size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire. they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
Into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~~ Rn~ 
Address :-8--,5 d---:5 \ \-b 1 tf° (2__~ LU_ 
Email address ;J 0L V"\ (2__ £ ().___8 VV\(Lh COS e(g) (:j ~ 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned . resident of the . City of San• Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery.,energy ·storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant; .Compass .· Energy Storage . LLC, Is proposing to -construct1 own, and 
oper~te an approximately 250-megawatt BESSJacillty on a ,13•acre project _site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately . adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than .1,500 feet from several 
reslden.tial neighborhoods. is confined within a designated general open space hiltslde 
surrounded by native .. plants and signifi~nt vegetation, .•· brush, •• .. and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential. areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters. demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks~ The BESS faciUty would be composed of Hthlum .. tron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous, If th~y overheat, causing 
the battery ,to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days after 
extinguishing the .,fire. presenting a long-lasting and persistent :threat. Should the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site1s natural vegetation, 
steep terrain · •and surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wJldflres within a flve .. mlle ·radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of flthium battery fires, , firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facillty threatens residents' safety and further ;; exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's Insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation . . 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, ·the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant envlronmentat and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases withfn 
seconds of igniting, l~ading to air pollution and public 'health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic g~ses emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire wUI become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region;s soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's cJose proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
pot~ntlaf water quality issues. contaminating the S~n Juan Creek Watersheq, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental. and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Email address fJ:U'b__f' .;jg(o e /1-e);_, ~ U;Of 



CaHfomia Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
71'5 PStreet 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of San Juan Capistrano, t am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery ,energy ,storage sy~tem (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant . . Compass .Energy >Storage LLC, Is proposing to construct) own, and 
operEJte an. approximately 250-megawatt BESS ;facility on a 13.-acre project site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately 'adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna . Niguel. The project site, which is less than •1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. Is confined within a designated general ,open space hillside 
surrounded by native , plants and signifi~nt vegetation, : , brush. ·: and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to resldentiaLareas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website, and wrJting letters, demonstrating ,our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wild fire ' risks~ The BESS facility would be composed of Uthium-iron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, 'Which can be Incredibly dangerous If the,y overheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium l:>atteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after 
extinguishing the' .fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep terrain • and surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty .. three (23) wildfires within a flve--mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, 'all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in Immediate fire .danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance poHclesf compounding the already dire situation., 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project sHe presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
heEtlth risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire wm become easily contaminated with heavy metals and ab~orbed 
into the region's soil, adversely irnpacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific-Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefuHy and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental. and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the Catifornia En~rgy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~~ 
----+-~~__,;:::;.___-=.. _______ ~------------+---~-~ 

Address J ? 0 ? ',.2_/e 7-3 



CaUfornla Energy Commission 
Projec~ Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commlsslonersf 

As a concerned . resident of the City of San: Juan , Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery energy Jstorage system (BESS) faclllty. The 
project . applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, Is proposing to construct, own, and 
operate an approximately, 250-megawatt BESS facility on a , 13-acre project site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna , Niguel. The project site, which is less' than 11,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhood$. Is confined within a designated general open space hHlside 
surrounded by , native . • plants and significant .vegetation, brush, : and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential . areas heightens the potential 
risk .to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site · poses significant and 
immediate wildfire · risks~ The BESS facltlty would be composed of Hthlum-tron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous If they overheat causing 
the battery fo catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days .after 
extinguishing the , fire. presenting a long--lastlng. and persistent threat. Should 'the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project slte•s natural vegetation, 
steep terrain . and surrounding landscape pose a 1sfgnJflcant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of llthtum battery fires I· firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be tn immediate fire, danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by_ the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further • exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis. making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's Insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wlldflres, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries . emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a signjficant risk for our first responders• health $hould this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a 1ithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily exHnguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
hefllth risk for the surrounding communftles. Any water or fire extinguishing cornpounds 
used to combat the fire win become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the . region's sort, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and popu.lation. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the Californja Energy Commission to carefuUy and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents shoutd 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the CaUfornia Energy Commission reject this proJ~ct application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name:-.,,.,,,.-......... ~"--·,•---~_ ,,.,.. _____ _____ _ 

Address_/'---f/- ~_tf_ ·_L _/1ff/ __ s _r;_~_ kplt_._~ _ _ e4 _ _ ~_2..-_-C_{. __ y __ _ 

Email address .§'o; -l(.aA£} Ar 4e?(2'1&1 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24~OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear .California Energy Commissioners,, .. 

As a concerned . resident .of the City of San; Juan ,Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant. ·,Compass . Energy Storage. LLC, Is proposing to construct, own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS faclUty on a .13.,acre project .site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately ·adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna . Niguel. The project site, which is less than :1,soo feet from several 
residential neighborhood$, is confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by . native plants arid signlfic,mt vegetation, brush, •• . and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk .to the community. Our community Is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstratfng our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
Immediate wildfire risks~ The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-Iron phosphate 
batteries, or slmllar batteries, which . can be Incredibly dangerous If they overheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and, faster than other fires and 
cannot be • easily extinguished. ·, Lithium· batteries · can reignite twenty .. one. (21) days after 
extinguishing the fire, presenting a longoi,lastlng and persistent ·threat. Should the ftthlum 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site•s natu~I vegetation. 
steep terrain . and surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three {23) wildfires within a five-mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, ·all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In immediate fire danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further : exacerbates the state~s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's Insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteties emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire1 regardless of 



' 

size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health ,hould this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a .Uthium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire Is 
not readily exUnguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing cornpounds 
used to combat the fire wm become easily contaminated with heavy metals an_d absorbed 
Into the region's soil, adversely Impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potE;}_ntial water quality Issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmentalt and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed "project. The health and safety of Callforr,la residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Er1ergy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Name:. ~ ::@6lA.tA"'/ 

Address ~ LJI. g._ ~ ~t.J-A.S Lee P 



Galifornla Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, .. 

As a concerned .. resident of the . City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery .·. energy :storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, Compass ..Energy . Storage , LLC, is proposing to const(uct1 own. and 
operate an approximately .~50-megawatt BESS .. facility on a 13-acre project .site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna . Nlguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. is confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by ... native • plants and signlfic~nt vegetation, :. brush. :: and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk .to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site ·poses significant and 
immediate wildfire 'risks. The BESS facility would be composed of Uthlum-lron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be Incredibly dangerous, If th~y overheat, causing 
the batterfto catch fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21) days ,after 
extlnguJshlng the fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should , the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire. the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep terrain ,. and surrounding landscape pose a:,signlficant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires wtthin a five--mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further . exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even • more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the a1ready dire situation. 

In addit.lon to the heightened risk of wildfires.. the proposed BESS project- site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fireJ regardless of 



• 

size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic g$ses emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing cornpounds 
used to combat the fire wfll become easily contaminated with heavy metals and ab~orbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity .to the Osp and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality Issues, contaminating the S~n Juan Creek Watershed.1 which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

f strongly urge the California Ene.rgy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and pub1ic safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this proJ~~ application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and.community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ,5 a(\ dr (b. Burr e. I I 
Address J 2.. Ga.. la vJ S +, RM. I/ . eA- '1.1 IP C/ Y 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT..02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners,. 

As a concerned resident of the City of San -Juan . Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery energy . ,storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project • applicant, Compass, Energy .. Storage LLC, Is proposing to construct1 own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS ,facility on a 13-acre project site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna . Niguel. The project site, which Is less than :1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. is confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by ,, native . plants and signlflc11nt yegetatlon, .. ,. brush, and two 
recreational nature trans. This close proximity to residential areas ·heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community. is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website. and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
Immediate wildfire ·r1sks~ The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be Incredibly dangerous · If they ov~rheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and, faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished.· lithium batteries can reignite twenty .. one (21) days after 
extinguishing the ,fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent >threat. Should the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep terrain and surrounding landscape pose a significant and Immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, . firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment. all nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire . danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further , exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, ,making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner*s Insurance policies, compounding the already dire sftuatlon. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed -BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire. regardless of 
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size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health ~hould this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health imp.acts, If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing co~pounds 
used to combat the fire wm become easily coht~mlnated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the regionjs soil, adversely Impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
pot~ntial water quality issues, contaminating the S~~ Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away . 

. 1 strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fuHy consider these 
adverse '.fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project I respectfully 
request that the Californl~. Energy Commission reject this project appUcaUon and 
unequivocalty prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: __ ~...a;;;:a:;.,,,,,.. --4Y~3ctn___.____..._B_·. _D _o ----=--n -~--~.......-=--.-------........ )tt);;...._.._/dµw _______ )_ 

Address JD GP,RZ-A R-A-1\)QHL) @ SSJDtJ V 1£-yJ 
Email address __ 5_· -- _q_,_u.....__,,,.oc....;:ao""'--',L-1-)_{J_ @,_·. --"A ___ .. _D"""--',;:L~. __ , -={!Jj~ m_,,___._, ___ _ 
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,/ California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners; 

As a concerned . resident of the · City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery .energy .storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project • applicant, Compass Energy Storage .. LLC, Is proposing to construct, own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS .facility on a .13-acre project.site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano Immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna . Niguel. The project site, which fs less than ·1,soo feet from several 
residential neighborhoods. is confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by ... native .· plants and signlfi~nt .vegetation, , brush, •·. and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to . residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community. is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC we_bslte, and writing letters, demonstrating ourunited opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass • Energy Storage•s project site · poses significant and 
immediate wlldflte •• risks~ The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can .be Incredibly dangerous If they overheat. causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster ·than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithium batteries · can reignite twenty .. one (21) days .after 
extinguishing the , fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent ,;,threat. Should the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation,. 
steep terrain and surrounding landscape pose a /significant and Immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of llthlum battery fires, 1 firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment. all nearby homes and 
businesses would be fn immediate fire danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further • exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
Insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
stgniftcant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire Is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire wm become easily contaminated with h~avy metals and ab~orbed 
into the region's soil, adversely Impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues,.contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just mifes away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fuHy consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residehts should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California. ErJergy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: -;j~~ /µv4tJ ~ £awyj)qJJJL 
Address d O ? 7 / }([ 4/,~~ J/'~ ~ lf.M_ ~~ 
Email address b h I <2,U .lcaAd €2 yaJtoo . ClJ 'vY] c~ 
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