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California Energy Com1mission Docket Num1ber:, 24-,OPT-02 Project Title: Co,mp,ass Energy Storage Project 

R,E: O1pposition to tihe, Pr,oposed Compass Energy Storage Proj,ect (24•-OPT-02) 

Dear, Comm1ssioneirs., 

I am writing to, express 1m·y stron,g oppos:tion to the proposed s'iti1ng of the Compass E,nergv Storage P':rojie,ct 1n 

Sa:n Juan Cap,istrano, on :land c,urr,ently owned by Saddl1eback Church .. 

1. Proximi,ty to Co,mmunity Assets: The pro,posed fa.ci.lity is d\an,ge,ra,usl·y clos,e t,o residen,tial 

n1eighborhoods, schools, senior living faci' atie , busi1n1esses, and a medical center .. l'n the event of a ff,,re,, 

expl0s11on,, evacuation ,or toxic fum1e release, th,e impact on local1 res~dents and emerg1e:ncy seirvic,es: 

would be catastrophic_. 

2. Tran,sp10rtalion1 Risks: Its loca·tion n·ear lnteirstate 5 an1d se eral ralilway Ines poses a significant: ri:sk. A 

,d1isaster, ,su,ch a1s the r,ecent fire, at !Moss Landing, could lead to cl1osures ,of these ess·enti,at1 

tran1sportation1 routes,, sev,e,reily disrupting regional mobility and comm,erc,e. 

3., Environmental lmpa,cts: T,his area is, home to di·verse flora1 and fauna_,, including endangered specie,s? 

Moreover, it serv,e-s ,as a popular 1recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed1 by hikers, b1icy,cHsts, and 

nature enth1usiasts. The Oso creek d·rains to the ocean and can · ot handf,e constructi1on debris n1or fire 

debris. Thi's fac:ility could irreversib1l'Y harm the ecosystem and com1promise its Go1m.mu1nity value,, 

4. Dema1nd on Comm:uni'ty Resou1rces: The facllity w,ould also create an un,sustainable d·emand on local! 

resour1ces,, including water nee1ded in the eve1nt of a1 fire,. Fires hav,e eru , ted i • t is val I . y, spread a -d 

threatened neigh orhoo s u were . ucces ful y extinguis e by fi efighters sing ater: Lithium fires 

cannot extingu1s ed by wa • and ca b r fo days 

I urge the, Co1mmi,s.s110n to .Prioritize th1e safety ,and w 1eH ... 1bei,n,g of Cailifornians abov,e any financial inc,entives or 

cost-saving measures th1at benefit the devel'oper. The prop10,sed site was H,kely c1hose1n due to its proximity to 

th1e San o ;iego Gas & Electric (,SDG&E') Trabu1co to Capistrano 138-k.Hovolt tra1n:smi'Ssion fi,ne; however, this 

,co,nvenience .should not com1,e at t1he expe,nse of oommunity w·elfa.re,. 

J respe,ctfully ,ask you t 10 consr,der, the, ser,ious risks outlined! abov,e and rej,,ect this OPT-IN apphcation,. 



Ca1lifornla Energy Commission Docket ,Number. 24-OPT-02 Project T,itle,: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Propo,sed Comp,ass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

I am writing to express ,my strong opposition to the proposed siting of the Compass Energy Storage Project in 

San Juan Capist ano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have severa:1 serious concerns r,egard,ing this project: 

l. Proximity to Community Assets: The propose,d faciHty is dangerously clos,e to residential 

neighborhoods, schools, s _ io rvi g f ci i ·es, businesses,, and a medical center. n the event of a fire, 

explos'ion, evacua ·o or toxic fume release, th,e ~mpact on local residents and emergen,cy servi,ces 

wou d be catastrophic. 

2. Tran1s,portation Risks,: ts locati,on near Interstate 5 and se ra railway Ii s poses ,a sign11ficant risk. A 

disaster,, such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, could 1lead to c osu1res of these ess,ential 

transportation r,outes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commeirce-

3. Environmient,al ;Impacts: This area is h1ome to diverse flora and fauna, ·ncfud g end gered spec·es? 

Moreover, it serves as a popular recreationa space, fe,aturing trails en,joye.d by hikers, b1cychsts, and 

nature enthusiasts e Oso r ek drains o the ocea a d cannot ha die constru on de ris nor ft e 

debris This facHity could i,rreversibly harm the ecosyste,m and comprom se its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resour,ces: The facility ·would a so creat,e an un1su1stainable d,emand on local 

resources, includ,rng water need,ed in the event of ,a fire. Fi shave e ted i • t I s val ey, spread a d 

- re ene ig borhoods bu e s ccess I y x ·ngu·s ed by fire h ers s·ng wate . ·thium ·res 

can at b ex ·nguis ed by water nd ca ur or days 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of carfornians above a·ny financial incentives or 

cost-savi,ng 1measures that benefit the developer: The proposed site was I kely chosen due to ,ts proxim1,1ty to 

the 5,an, Diego Gas & Electric (SDG,&E), Trab,uco to Capistrano 138-,kilovolt tiransmission line; howev,er, this 

conven·ence should n,ot come at the expens,e of commu1nity welfare 

I re,spectfuUy ask y·ou to consider the se,rious risks outhned above and reje,ct this OPT-IN ,appHcation. 

Tha,nk yo,u for your attention to this matter. 

S,IGNATURE 

ADDRESS 



California Ene1rgy Commission Docket Number· 24-10PT-02 Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition t 'O the Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (2,4-0PT-02) 

Dear Com-m·ssioners, 

I am writing to express my strong oppositi,on to the proposed siting of the Comp,ass Energy Stora,ge Project 1n 

San Juan Capistrano, on la1nd currently O'Wned by Saddleback c·hurch. 

I hav,e se,veral serious co cer s regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed fac1'lity is dangerously close to r,esidential 

n1e··ghborhoods, schools, se ior ivin . facili • s, businesses, and a med1ical center. In the ev,ent of a fire, 

exp1los·on., ev c ali n or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents a1nd emergency serv~ces 

would be catastroph,1c. 
2. Transportation Risks: ,Its location near Interstate 5 and s verat ra1lw·ay ines poses a si,gnificant risk. A 

·disaster, such as the recent fire at M'1oss Landing, oo,uld ,lead to closures ,of thes.e essential 

t ransportation routes, severely disrupting regio-nal mob,, 1ty and commerce 

,3. Envaronmental Impact's: This area ·s home to d~.verse flora an,d fau1na, 1ncludi g e danger d species? 

Mo,reover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enJoyed by hikers, b,icyclists, and 

nature enithusiasts The Oso cree d a· s to the ocean and c no han e co st ctio debris nor fire 

debris. This facility could ,1rreversib y harm the ecosystem and com.promise its commu,nity value,. 

4+ Demand on Community Resources: Th1e fac,,lity would also create an unsustainable demand o,n loca1f 

res.ource.s, inclu,d1ing water need·ed in the e.vent of a fire. Fi es have pted I t s val ey, spread a · d 
th te ed eighborhoo s bu ere s ccessf I y x n u·s e by fi e h ers s ng wa . ithium fires 

can ot ex ngui ed by w r a d c r for days 

,I urge the Commissi1on to prior,·tize the .safety a d weH-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 

cost-sav,1ng measures that ben,efit th,e developer. The proposed site was l1ke1ly chosen due to its prox mity to 

the San Dieg,o ,Ga·s & Electric (SDG&.E,) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kHovolt transmiss·on line; however, this 
convenience should not com,e at the expense of community welfare. 

I respe,ctfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-1.N apprcation. 

Than y,ou fo your attention to this-matter. 

- -

SIGNATi' I 


	Letters 7.23.25 8_Part1
	Letters 7.23.25 8_Part2
	Letters 7.23.25 8_Part3

