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California Energy Commission 
Project Tie Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number. 240PT.05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0P1.05) 
Dear Coeur.6a wCffiOn@f$ 

• 
As a resident ot Vaca.dle(A_ .am wting to express my strong oppoon to 
the proposed siting of the Corty Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LtC lam respecttutty asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

f. Public Safety Risks: The faoty's proximity to residential ares and nearby Kaer Permanente, s 
level l trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fres, explosions, or tooc fure 
release from hthiurn-ion battery fres, 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 fres to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant nisk 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 fe at the proposed facility may heavily strain +ocal 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Add0onally, 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training. and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an actve moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations The project's use of the AB205s Opt-in" 
program is intended to circumvent ocal control Additionaly. NextEra has entered into a PA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding nsls 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despte ts 
proximity to the Vaca-Doxon Substation Please deny this project and any other add±oal lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County This is d to signifcant pubic safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potental 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. 

• Denggco. Gell,g 

so=dle.hw4 
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ame: Debra nslo 

ae.&u« Li~av 

California Energy Commission Project Docket Number. 24.0P1-05 
Project T&le. Corby Bsttery Energy Storage Syste' storage System Project (24-0P1-05) 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Enorg 

Dear Commissioners, 
(/,, 0(4am wnng to express my strong opposto t 

As a veento'_Ng'e';et ,5Ga@ sysom Pro vacaye. 6n ad currenty owned z&.z:z:.:53.:;:{75:.. # ··c»er comma»t« 
this project based on the following concerns' 

1. Public Safety Risles: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente. a 
leve! Al trauma oeer raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume 
release from ithium-ion battery fres, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chnc.ts. " 

� Aarkuttural & Envftonmentlt 1,np.actt: eu,oing tho faa}Ay on �m<t agr�ttura\ land ,n Solano 
nty would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby 

farming operations. There is a nsk ot contamination from fees 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 vent of an emergency, which could have 
economic imnpact to the regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fre 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 remeduaton 

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
Pty energy storage projects while developing regulations The project's use of the AB205's Opt-in" {"""""noded to crunent local control A4onaiy. NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 

energy provider, elmninating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 
The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energ S 
proms,to ie vice-oien sustasis 'sk..,,z"" mm Project pert. despite its 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County This is 0,"P'oject and any other additional lithium- 
agncutural and environmental impacts on prime ss,,' "?"cant public safety risks, adverse 
disruption, a strain on community resources. 00 ·2ounty farmland, potential transportation 
ateript to circumvent i@cal government%~,,[;";;"uty benefts. and e developers 
·o@cuturai hertape or sore coon9y. along we ,""[",""ea. safety. environment, and 
ovtweigh any fancial incentives or cost-saving measor,j,~;"""community voices, must 
incerely, et ±veloper. 



 

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 or\/a[le_ ['l_ _.1am wting to express my strong opooston 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: 

f. 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, 

ame: _Debo(cl mlollr Email Addre: 

Phone 



 

Sta 

2. Agricultural 4 Environmental trnpacts: Olding the fealty on prime agneutral land in Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of e rolsble resource and negativety affect nearty 
farming operations. There is risk of contsr ration from fre to irrigation canals and residential wet 
water located nearby. 

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

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fre at the proposed facity may heavily strain local 
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resouroes. Addionaly. 
costs may be pissed to taxpayers for specisl equipment, emergency training. and poat- fre 
environmental remediation. 
5 Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solno County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects whie developing regions The project's use of te AB205's Op4-Mn" 
program is intended to circurrvent local control Additionaly. NeEra hss entered into e PA wth en out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts Mor the local residents and only adding risks 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage Sytem Project permit, despite d 
to the ca-Doxon Substation Please deny this project and any other sddtonal lithium­ 
proooe tr so.no counsy Ta ow?""""Po try m. +re 
and environmental irrpacts on prime Solano farmland, potential transportation 

a strain on community resouroes, negligible community benetts. and the developers 
to croumvent local government 9"?'Fronting me nee. Mey. eo«ronmeat, «rd 

heritage ot Solano County. along respecting local and community voices, must 
otreigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for me developer. 

sneerer. 



 

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 nearty 
terming 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 8 poses a significant risk for 
iosures and dirupons to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fe at the proposed facility may heavily strain local 
emergency servioes, and may place unsustainable dcrnands on local wstet resources. Additionally, 
oats may be passed to tarp«yens for spooal equipment, emergency training, and post- fire 
environmental remediation. 

Lack of Local Control and Community Bneft: Solano County has an active moratoriumn on 
batery energy stooge priocts wtile developing regulations. The project's use of the AB20SE Opt-in° 
program is intended to circurmvent local control Atonaly. Ne~rs has entered into a PA wit n out 
cf ares energy provider, elmninating energy di0outs Mor fe local residents and only adding risks 
Te CEC should dry tte Coty Battery Energy Storage Sytem Project pert, despite ids 
proomny to the Vaca-Duron Substation. Pis dory this project and any other add.tonal lthiur­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to sign#cant pubic safety nils, dvere 
agnicultural and emronmental impacts o prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community brefts, and tthe developer's 
attempt to circumvent local government oversight Prioritizing the health, safety, emronrent, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County. along with respecting local and community voices, runt 
outweigh ary finanisl incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer. 

Sincerely, 

owe. NYHDUE0ob6.) ­ .-Uir~a 



 

caitomia Energy Commission ,system Project Docket Number. 24-0PT-5 

~ii~ coy piggy Es9;};% nesv sioro· sm»tam Priet (24-oP1-09 
RE: Opposition to the Propose 

Dear Commissioners, 
\[ca\ylle,(k. .tam«en to express ry swon oppo.too."° 

"L{as/'tkrsiaas ssijj~ii.~je@isnve 
L's toe«gy Storage LC 1am respecttily asking the California Energy Commission to 0 
' eject based on the toiiowing concerns: 

4.Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente. @ 

eeel trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic 1um 

release from thium-ion battery fres. which are difficult to extinguish and can release danger0S 

chemicals 

2 Agricultural & Emvironmntal Impacts: Buding the fact«ty on prime agricultural land in Solano 

County would resut n the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect near0Y 

farmg ope«atoos There is a nsk of contamination from fres to irrigation canals and residential wel 

water located nearty. 

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

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fre 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- fre 
environmental remediaton 

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulatons. The project's use of the AB205's Opt-I° 
program s intended to rcurwent local control Additionally. NextEra has entered into a PA 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 
proomty to the Vaca-Doon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
on 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 hentage of Solano County, along with respecting ocal and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentrves or cost-saving measures for the developer 

Sincerely, 

5 4 

-%%%4. 
·we. ck NixoN d 



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-OPT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a 
residentor__ly[[e (6] _.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 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, 

• • •• 



 

California Energy Commission 
Proieg Ttle. Corty Batte«y Errgy Storage Sy»tem Project Do&et Number. 24.0P1.05 
RE: Opposition to th Proposed Corty Battery Energy Storage Sy«tmn Proj1(24-0P1.05 
Dear Commissioners, 

to\Sloe;al, Vc«,le. C As a resident of j ,lam wrting to e»pees my str04g 0ppostion o 
te proposed sting of the Coty Er«gy Sorge 5ytem Project in Vcslie, cn land currenty owned 
by Corty Ere«gy Sage LLC.+am respoctttty asking th California Energy Commission to decry 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Pubic Safety Risks: The faolty's proximnty to rsital areas and nearty Kaiser Permanente, s 
levet trsums oete« raies pubic safety ccnoerns abot te impact of fres. explosions, or to0c. fume 
release from th.r-ion taery res, wtic are dffrut to ertnguah and can release dangeou 
chemicals 

Agricultural Environmental mnpacts: Buning the fscAy on pore grcuhr at rd in Shao 
County would resut in the perrarrt loss of s vs»ab' resouroe and negatety stet rerty 
farming operations. There a risk of oontarrination roan fr to irrito carals and teiertat we 
water kcated esrty. 

3. Transportstion Impacts: The project locato near Interstate 80 poses a $grant nsi tor 
closures and dirupoors to transportaton toes in tte «vwnt of an emergency. which could have 
economic imnpact to the regional corridor 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fro at to pr0p0sod facilty may beavly strain oca 
omergency servioes. and may plsoe unsustainable demands on local wstet reouroes Ai#ionsly 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special eqpcent, ecetgency training, and post- fro 
cmronmenta rereduton 

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Ben@ft: Soro County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy store projects whie developing regulons. The projects use of te AB205'$ Op4In" 
program is intended to circurwert local control A1tonaly. NetEra has entered into a PPA wth an ot 
of area cnergy provder, clmnintng energy dsoounts for e local residert and only addng rs#s 

The CEC shcud deny te Coty &stery Energy Storage System Project perm«, despite e» 
proximnty to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and asry other add#onsl Ihiumn­ 
ion BESS proposed fox Solsro County. This is due o sign4cant pubic safety risks. advere 
agricultural and environmental imnpacts on pnm Solano County farmhand, poteal ran6poraton 
disrupton, a strain on community resources, negigbl community bonefts, and the devwe+per$ 
attcrnpt to circurwent local government oversight Pro«ting the health, safety. environment, ard 
agricultural hentge of Solano County, along wt respecting iocal and community voioes, rut 
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: 24-0PT.05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT-05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of _/oCoat[[@ _, 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 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, 

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 residentor_qelL .1am wring 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 Califomia 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, 

ae.. fdde ferry 
sate. fad4uefop 

EmailAddr 

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 Commissione� 

As a resident of._///y' g21/(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 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, 

Name., 5-,es -lea. las Ema Ar I • 
Signatu�*' 

�LePhone: 
M 


