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California Energy Commission 
Project Ttle Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number 24.01.05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24.0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners 

• tl As a resident of cutest 'f_,LA_. am wntng to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby ftergy Storage LuC I am respecttutly asking the Calitomia Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns 

1. Public Safety Risks: The (achty s proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
levet I trauma center rases public safety concerns about the impact of fres, explosions, or toxc fume 
release from thum-ion battery ftes. which are dttcut to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chencals 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts. Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in tbe permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a nsk of contamination from fres to ingaton canals and residental well 
water located nea:by 

3. Transportation impacts: Ihe project iocation rear Interstate 80 poses a sigrfcant nisk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency which could have 
economic impact to the regional cordor 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facihty may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place ursustainable demands on tocak water resources Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers tor special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediatior 

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulatons The pro,ects use of the AB205 s Opt-in 
program s intended to circumvent local control Addtonally NextEra has entered nto a PPA wth an out 
of area energy provder, ehnr ating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding nsks 

The CEC should ceny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit despite ts 
proximity ta the Vaca-Oxon Substation Please deny this project and any other additional lithium 
on BESS p:ops&d for Solano County Tms s due to significant public safety nusks, adverse 
agncultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland. potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negigble community berefits. and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight Pontizing the health, safety. environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County. along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial vacentves or cost-saving measures for the developer 

Sincerely 

Phone: 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-0PT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0FT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of / Qgy[le _,lam writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level ll trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 

agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

ea (/l[cad (teeueao) Phone: 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage Systern Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of _//am / [/l,(± ,lam writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation lrpacts: T he project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

Email Ad 

Phone: 
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is project based on the following concer"king the California Energy Commission to deny 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's .~, 

level II trauma center raises public saie:x1m1ty to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a· 
release from lithium-ion battery fires. %,_; """about the impact of nres, explosions, or toxic fume 
chemicals. " are ficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 

2. Agricultural & Environmental mp cts: Bui%. ,,, 
County would result in the vpac s: 3uilding the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
farming operations. 7%," P"@"! loss of a valuable resource and negatively aftect nearby 
water located nes; re is a nsk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well ear0y. 

3. Transportat ion impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. " 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potent ial transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

_du4 ,ldd.Phone: Signature: _ 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-0OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, V 

As side tr \/AcAVIUU6 " s a resident of_ 
_,lam writing to express my strong opposition to 

the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 

release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 

County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 

economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4.Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 

emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- [ire 

environmental remediation. I 

5.Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 

battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 

program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally. NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project/permit despites 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 

ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 

agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportatO 

disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer5 

attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment a09 

agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, mUS! 

outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

Signature. _]tr. V ] Phone. 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident or [/(pv][O _,l am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts; The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4, Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

ft ! 
h 

$ { 

£ • • I N W l'+ ! ■ d e 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of _cv/\lc (hL ,lam writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level ll trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

vame. la.nna h [levins 
Signature: µ 

Email Ad 

Phone 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-0PT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of VA4Vu E ,lam writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for the City of Vacaville or unincorported Vacaville. This is due to significant 
public safety risks, adverse agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County 
farmland, potential transportation disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community 
benefits, and the developer's attempt to circumvent local government oversight, Prioritizing the 
health, safety, environment, and agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local 
and community voices, must outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the 
developer. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ±Lr.Ferre9.s 
so (uh) 

Email Ade 

Phone: 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-0PT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage 3ystem Project (24-0PT-05) 

As a resident of [41ii TT T,lam writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportatlon impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation mutes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB2OS's Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for the City of Vacaville or unincorported Vacaville. This is due to significant 
public safety risks, adverse agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County 
farmland, potential transportation disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community 
benefits, and the developer's attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the 
health, safety environment, and agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local 
and community voices, must outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the 
developer. 

Sincerely, 

Signature: hf .4' e_ Phone 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number:. 24-0PT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-OPT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, . 

As a resident6r_/40g)/E _.tam writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level It trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
faring operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential w ell 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
clo sures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for the City of Vacaville or unincorported Vacaville. This is due to significant 
public safety risks, adverse agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County 
farmland, potential transportation disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community 
benefits, and the develop~r's attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the 
health, safety, environment, and agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local 
and community voices, must outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the 
developer. 
Sincerely 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of j/ZAVuc ,lam writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, 'eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

Email Address: -.- 

Phone: 



California Energy Commission 
Pro ject Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT.05) 
Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of 388 {'onderosa Dr. \Vacaville, ; am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources Additionally 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The projects use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources. negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County. along with respecting local and community voices. must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer 

Sincerely, 

Phone: 

Name: 9Yono z Alien urn1a Email Acre 

Signature: 



California Energy Commission 
Project Tie: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number. 24-0PT.-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24.0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

Ass «eemt t_Vat _Cd___.mwtog to express my strong oppoaon to 
the proposed siting of the Corty :netgy Storage Sy»tem Project in Vacaville. on land currently owned 
by Corty Energy Storage LtC. tarn espectftty asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The (silty' s proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level ti traumas center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fres. explosions, or toxic fume 
telease from lithium-ion battery fees, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals 

2. Agricultural & Environmental impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of s valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation mnpacts: The project location near Interstate 30 poes a sign4cant nisk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic imnpact to te regional 0omnidot 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A five at the proposed facilty may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs msy be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fee 
environmental remediation 

6 Lct oft Local Control and Community Benefit: Solan¢ County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects whe developing regulatons. The project's use of the AB2OS's Opt-in° 
program is intended to circurmvent local control Additionaly. NextEras has entered into a PA with an out 
of area energy provider, elmninating eoergy discounts for te local residents and only adding risks 

The CEC should deny the Corty Battery Energy Storage Sytern Project permit, despite is 
proximity to the Vaca-Dbxon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithiumn­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, sdverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on primne Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, s strain on community resources, roglgible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Priontzing the hes#th, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer 

Sincerely. 

we. MA@e/ /u6ET5€ 

vow is- 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of /Colle [alife£nicl am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3, Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

Phone 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of LceIle Gerrie ,I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals, 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

Email Addre 

Phone: 



California Energy Commission 
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of \/CA\hi\l Cu &Ke) _, I arm writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level II trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals. 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

Email Addru 

Signatu�::..:. •-===� ==-=====�'-,,,i==:::::s.-----------Phone: 

U 


