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Can+tori8 Energy Corwniion 
Project Te Corty 6artery Cog 8to4«« Sytmn Project Dcit rt«r 24-08T-05 
RE. Oppoaition to tw Proposed Corty fettery fnrgy Storage System Po61 t24-0P1.45) 
Dear Convis»iore. 

4»reno at_(QrIC_Cf_ .mow,to·res » we owo 1e 
the proposed ng or s Corty Ere@y Storsg Syem Project « have o end artee t awe 
by Coty tor» s+we utc +a repersy isoa me catorm torr corr%~, 
this project based on t flowing concerns 
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2. Agricultural & £mwirorventt mpacts: Bud«ng t fay on pmne agricu, tat tad in Solano 
County wal resat in me pranent io oft a valuable res6re and oegtvety attect narty 
tang operations 'eve is a risk ot tare.at.on Mom fees to irt«a»ton canals, and resideal we 
wate ocated nearby 

3 Transportation tmn pacts Ine project locator r state 0 poses. a sagr4ant risk o4 
closures and sraproms to tran potato routes in te eveot o an emergency. taich oouid hr 
economic pact to the reg+al oorndor 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fre at the proposed faclty may heavy strei +ocs 
«rmrgency sewics, an1 my plate unstaable rands on local we« resource Ao6why 
costs mey be possed to taxpayers tor specisl equipment. emergency train0g, ad pot- fee 
ernwoarartai mere 1ton 

f Lek ot Local Control and Comrnurity Benefit. Solaro County has an ace moratorr on 
battery energy stome projects whi ·eve+oping reg/rtior The pro<ts use of te A820's Op4-M' 
prgmar s intended to circwent local control Addenety. Nett ra has entered i a PA in an out 
ol area energy prower. ranag energy discounts, tor the local reserts and ony a4g rhs» 

Te CEC should deny h Corty Battery Energy Storage Sy»ten Project perm«t. depte ts 
p4oirny to te Vaca-Dion Substation Please deny this project and ary other add tonal thrum­ 
ion ~ESS poposd foe Stano Ccaunty Thi is de to sand.nt pubic safety oils, adverse 
agricultural and emironmnentai impacts an pnine Solano County farmland. potential transporto 
devuption, a tr ton cm ty resources, neglgole community beoefts, rd the developer' 
st@pt t circurweat local government oversight Priontng te heath, safety. environment, and 
gncukura! rs; 1 o! 34no County, lag wth respecting local end oormurty voices. rut 
outweigh any hnanoia) inoenits or cost-saving measures for the developer 

Sneerely. 
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Ass talent et_lo46 dt_ft__.t arm wta to e»res ry swrg oser 
the propose siting of to Corty Energy Storage Syemn Project in Va»ale on / od curer:y one 
by Coby Energy Storage it. lam respecttty asking the California Energy Commission to deny this project based on the following concern 

1. Pubic. 3tty Riots: The facility$ proximity to tesidental areas and rearty Kaer Permarente a 
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California Energy Commission 
Project T«le Corty Battery Energy Storage System Project Douet Number 24-081-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corty Battery Energy Storage Synter Project (24-0PT0$) 

Dear Commissioners. 

As a re#den or__bog(gas_Dw. _. r pop to @press ·y song eon t 
the proposed swing o! the Corby Criergy Storage System Project in Vacavie. on land currently owned 
by Coty Energy Storage ttLC Ism respocttlty asking the CalMornis Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risk: The facitty's proximty to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente. a 
level I traura center raises public safety concerns about te imrpact of fies, explosions. or toxc fure 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are d4cut to ertngush and can release dangerous 
chemical 

2 Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Bui#dig the facility on prmne agricultural land in Solano 
County wouki resut in the permanent loss ct as valable resource and negatively affect nearby 
fan sing operations There is a risk of contrrination fromn fres to irrigation canals and residential wet 
water located nearby 

3. Transportation impacts: The project ocaton near Interstate 80 poses a signMicant risk for 
closures and drruptons to transportation routes in the event of an emergency. which could have 
economic impact to the regional cordor 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fre at te proposed facity may heavily strain local 
emergency serviots, and may place unsustanable demands on local water resources Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special eqprent, emergency training, and post- fve 
envwonmental remediation. 

Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has en active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects w le developng reglatons The projects use of the A8205's Opt In" 
program s intended to circumvent local control Atonaly, NextEra has entered into a A with an o 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy dcounts for the local residents and only adding nisis 

The CEC should deny the Coby Battery Energy Storage System Project permt, despite is 
proximity to the Vaca-Doon Substation Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County This is due to sgnfcart public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and erwonmental impacts on pre Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negigble communty benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight Pniontzing the heath, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County. along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any fnanoal incentives ot cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 


