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tori Energy Commission 
Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number. 24.OPT.05 

: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT.05) 

Dear Commissioners 

As a resident of /«Gilt.Cd 1am wntiog 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: 

--·Email Addr 

s Phone ... 
t 

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 voukd 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 facilty may heavly strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Addtior.ally 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

S. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium or 
bate +nergy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's Opt-in° 
pro;;tac is intended to circumvent local control Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of r y provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks 

he'EC sh:ui deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Pease deny this project and any other addtional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety nsks, adverse 
ago turet ad environmental impacts on pnme Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disrttn, as'r. in on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's 
attervpt o circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and 
agu'tat je:tage oi Solano County along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outwesgi any {iancial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer 
sir ., 



California Energy Commission 24.0P1-05 
Fe~iii~ csi sin oery stoos smsem Prom_P"""""", %,et @-oPr-os) 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage Y""" 

Dear Commissioners, 

Asa resent of. /g1//r., !le am wting to empress my strong opposton to 
the proposed siting of the Corty Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corty 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, NexEra 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 
disnption, 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 hentage 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.-0PT-05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Enorgy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of. '@gull _.1am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Coby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Enorgy 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 toxc 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 wouki 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 reaby. 
3. Transportation impacts: The project location near tnterstate 80 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency. which could have 
economic imp2ct to the regional coridor 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fite et the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency services. and may place unsustainable demands on cal 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 ') 
agriculture! heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 
Sincerely. 

•.5%.4.Z.., 
Sigftalure: #.;"� ·:. -� - ����--- 
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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 resitentot gee]e.(a._______.'am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed s«ting ~rely ~rergy 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 Kaier Permanente. a 
evel II aura center rases public safety concerns about the impact of fives, explosions or toxic fume 
release from Ith»um-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 Sol 1no 
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 we 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk lo 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which cou'd 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. Additiora 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fre 
environmental remediation. 

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Banefit: Solano County has an ctive 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The projects use of the 
program s intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra he y} • 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local rosid nl 

The CEC should deny the Corty Battery Energy Storage Sys 
proximity to'the Vacs-Dior Substation.Please deny this pr 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County This is due to signficant 
agcultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano Coun 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible comm 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Prior·lzing t 
agricultural heritage of Solano County. along with respecting 
outweigh any financal incentives or cost-saving measures 'or 

Sincerely, 

<gut 
Lis (lt¢ ­ 

so '0 'udl 
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California Energy Commisef Project Title: Corby Bat ton 1be 24-OPT-05 RE: Opposite,, .'' ttery Energy Storage System Project Docket Numb' ~%act (24-0PT-05) to the Proposed Corby Dottery Energy Storage System Pro@G 
Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident or_'HZ _ necle (cc±e_. tam writing to express my strong opposition to "<,"g,pe ~j siage si~ Poi vecaviie. 6n reuijnty owed 
tis project_Lg''rage ttc.lam rspecttity asking the cattamia Energy Commission to deny 

al on the following concerns: 

1.""Safety isl: The facility's proximity to residential areas an nearby Kaiser Permanente. a 
~[LL.,'[,[," ;,enter raises pubic saiesy concema 2bot the irpai or fres, ~xoio»ions. or toe fume 
chemicals. urn-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 

_"cultural & Environmentat impacts: Buiaing th e facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
Y 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 AB20S'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, 

he _an@dee [kl 
sraure _924ice, l/axle. Pore 
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Ass re »' «e ·'__.-r- wrtngo 'yatrMgoooMo to 
tepros ctgy roctr' or id ore?y ow 
bCotyEr euuC tame« tCtorr 1Corwnieon to wry 
ti pwrojct! to#towrg corer 

A Trerpoettion mnpets The pro«ct too rear ate 80 os sag-Mc.as ·4 .or 
closes ud dawupto-«es to tr4poet.toe roes nte rvrt ctn «er ency wfiwoh tau tr 
oooic pet to the reg«oral corn0o 
4 Strain o Community eourees A fwe at the prop Med t +ty ray Pevy stror lo 
emergency sowes. and may place usustarable drends on ioca wan' too A-orly 
co4 may be posed to tapayers tor goal equrrent. regency traeg. ard post- fee 
vwomne· treedaor 
$ Li ottoca! Control and Comm unity Benett Soiro County has an ctv motor4m on 
trey energy storage prects wt» dove +peg regvtons Te projects ue of e A8205s Op4-i' 
progran is intended to crcur«rt local control A1or y Nott ra ha rred «to a PA wth an out 
ot wea energy prouder, eirrang energy dscounts tor te local resents an only adding nsks 

Te CEC should deny te Corty Batey Energy So0g¢ System Proat permt, despte t 
proni ty tote Vwa-Dato Sutetto Pet dry th» proct tr1 any otter stiors 
+ BESS pr0posed tot Solano County Its due to o+Meant ublc safety risks averse 
agnicuturel and emvtormenai pacts on pre Solano Corty farm#nd, potent! trans4poraion 
disruption, a strain on community resources. rgigo comnrrunty beret4 and the dveloper'$ 
tempt to circumvent local government overght niorting te heath. safety. emrvronmert and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County. along wth respectng +cal and community vooes. mut 
utreigh any financial inoetees or cost-saving measures for te developer 

Sincerely, 

: 


