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Califo1rnla Energy Commiss'ion Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Prop1osed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPY. OZ,) 

Dear Commissioners, 

I am writing to express my strong oppos tion to the proposed sItin,g of the Compass Energy Stor,age Project in 

San Juan Capistrano, on lan,d currently owned1 by Saddleback C.h1urch. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project.· 
• 

1 Proximity to Community Assets:, The proposed facility is d.angerously close o residential 

neig1hborhoods, sc ools, se ·or hv·n f ci ·ties, businesses, and a m1edica1 center~ In the event of a fiire,, 

explosion,, ev cua ·on or toxic fume re ease, the ·mpact on local residents and emergency services 

wo1uld be catastrophic. 
2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and s ver railway es poses a significant risk A 

disaster1 such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, C'OUld lead to closures of these essential 

tra sportatio1n routes, severe1 y disrupting regional 1mobi.lity and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: Th·,s area is home to diverse flora a.nd fauna, inclu e da ger d spec·es' 

Mo eover, 'it serves asl a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 

nature enthusiasts. The Oso, cree d a· s o t ocean nd aan ot han e o str ctio ebr1s no ·re 

debr·s This facility co Id irreversibly, 1harm the e,co,system and compromise its community valu 1e. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facirty would also •Create an uns1ustainable demand on local 

reso rces, including water needed in the event of a fire. res hav erup ·n ·s va ey, p ead n 

t eaten d I or oo u re s cc f lly ~tin ui e by refig s sing at ~ it Ium fir s 

can ot be x ·nguis ed by w e and bur fo days 

I urge the Commission to prioritiz.e th@ safety and weH ... being of C'alifornians above any financial ·ncentives or 

cost-saving measu es that benefit the developer. The p~oposed site was like,ly chosen due to ts proxim11ty to 

'th1e San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG1&E) Trabuco to1 Capistrano 138-ki10,vo1lt transmission line; however, this 

conven·ence should not come at the expense of co · munity welfare. 

~ respectfully ask you to co1nsider the serious risks outlined a1bo,ve and reject this OPT-IN apprcation. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

SIGNATURE 

NAME 

ADDRE1SS 



califor1nia Ene IY c·ommission Docket Nu1mber: 24-OPT-02 Project Title: Compass Ene~gy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Compass Energy Storage P~ject (2.4-0PT-02) 

I am writing to expres,s my strong opposition to the proposed siting of the1 ,c.ompass Energy Storage Project in 

San Juan Capistrano, on land curre,ntly owned by Saddleb,ack Church. 

I hav·e sev,eral serious concerns regarding this project: 

1 Prox1m'ity to Community Assets: The proposed fac lity is dangerous y c ose to residential 

neighborhoods, S1chools, en1or iv ng fac Ii e , 1businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 

expl1osion1
1 evacu tio or toxic fume release, the impact 0'n local residents, and emergency services 

would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and, sev a railway r es pose.s a sIg ificant r·sk. A 

d saster, such as t ihe recent fire at Moss Land1ing; could lead1 to clo.sures of these essential 

transportation routes, severely d'isrupting regional mob'lity and commeir1ce. 

3.. Environmental Impacts. T 1 ~s area is home to diverse flora and1 fauna, inc tng da g red specjes? 

Moreo1ver, 1it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring tralls, enjoyed by h·kers, b·cyclists, and 
1nature enthusiasts. The Oso er ek dra· s to e cean and can ot handle const on debr·s or fire 

deb ·s Th s facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value 

4. Demand on Comm·un··ty Resour-ces: The facility would also create an unsustainab,le d•emand on local 

resources, inc ud1ng water needed in the event of a fire. ire v er ted i t is val ey, spread a. d 

threa e e n 1g bo hoo but e es cc ss I y ex uishe y e e s s e . Lithium fires 

ca o be xti gu·sh by water a can urn or y . 

I urge the Comm1ssio1n to p.rioritize the safety and well•-be1ng of Californians above any financial lncentiv,es or 

cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was like y chosen due to ~ts proxi1mity to 

the San, Diego Gas & E ectric (SDG&E) Trabuco to Cap.·strano 138-kilovolt tirans.mission line; how·ever, this 

conveniences ould not come at the expense of comm1unity welfare 

I respectfully ask you to consider the ser·o·u·s risks outlined above and reject thi's OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for our attention to this atter. 

115 ~(j , 

.ADDRES,S 



catifornla Energy Commission, Docket Number: 24-OPT•02 Project Title,,: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Compass Energy Storap Project (24-0PT-OZ) 

Dear Co,mm·ssio,ners, 

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed s·ting of the Compass Energy Storage Project in 

San Juan Cap·st.rano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I ,have severa serious conc·erns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed fa·cility is dangerou.s ·y close to residentia 

neig,hborho,ods .. schools, senior ·v· g fa ilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 

explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the i'mpact on loca1I residents and emergency services 

would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation, Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and s v ral raHw.ay Ii e poses a si,gnificant .risk. A 

disaster, such a:s the r,ecent fir,e at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 

transportation routes, s-everely disrupting reg·onal mobility and commerce. 

3~, Environmental Impacts:: This ar,ea is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered spec·es? 

Moreover1 it serves, as a po-pular recreational space, featuring trails e~joyed by hikers, bicyclists., and 

nature enthusiasts. The 0so creek drains to the ocean and can ot handle constructio • debris nor fire 

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

4. Demand on Commun ty Resources: The facility would ail'so c~eate an unsustainable de;mand on local 

resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. ·res ha e erup ed ·n . h·s va ley, spread and 

th atened ne··ghborhoods but er succ ssfully extin u"sh d by firefigh ers using w ter. Li i m fires 

cannot e extingu1she by er a d a urn fo ays 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety·and wall-being of earfornians above any financial l·ncentfves oir 

cost-saving measures tha1t 1benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 

the San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG.&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilov1olt transmissi,on line; however, th is 

convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare,. 

I respectfuUy a1sk you to consider the serious risks outlined a,bove and reject this OPT•IN application. 

N 

ADD1RESS 
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