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Keep Vacaville Safe is a community advocacy group representing more
than 1,500 local residents. While we support the advancement of
energy storage technology, we firmly oppose the placement of high-
capacity battery systems in areas where "thermal runaway" could
jeopardize public safety or the environment.

Our organization has consistently voiced opposition to the Corby
Project (Docket 24-OPT-05) due to its proximity to residential areas,
working agricultural spaces, HWY 80 and proximity to a major
hospital.

We hold the same safety concerns for Vaca Dixon Power Center (26-
OPT-01). Our position is reflected in a signed petition from local
residents, which requests the denial of the Corby project and any other
similar project in the area.

Please accept the attached letters as formal public
comments in opposition to the Vaca Dixon Power Center (Docket 26-
OPT-01).

Sincerely,

Dee Cole
Keep Vacaville Safe



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 aresidentof _/ nco v | '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. | 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 Il 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: \) s\ d-e i\dk r~§ Email Address:

Signature: \) P "R J& dows 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-OPT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of , | 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. | 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 Il trauma center raises public safety concemns 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: sz a\{; e g) ﬁ/gz ¥ Email Address:

%ure-%/ L}_? __Q /C.L/ Phone:



California Energy Commission 7
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, 7

» -/“ I'_J-:r'I --/ cax .
Asaresidentof "« \[ T |(] | , | am writing to express my strong opposition to
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Viacaville, on land cumrently owned
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. | 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 Il 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. Additicnally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out
of area energy provider, efiminating 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 fanmland, potential transportation
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible community benefits, and the developer's
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Priorilizing 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,
\ / - T

—_— “.,_\ [ [ J ACLSUD  emaiadd
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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 resident of {_ W \CLAD , | 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. | am respectfully asking the Catifomia 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 concems 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 govemment oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and
agriculturai 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: __ 7; " B 4 K/‘égf,’“ ” Email Add

W J/é’ A
Signature: 7 7 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-OPT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

7.\
As a resident of ﬁ\-.\(}\ O , | 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. | am respectiully asking the Callfornia Energy Commission to deny
this project based on the following concerns:

1. Public Safety Risis: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a
level Il trauma center raises public safety concems 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. Transportaticn Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant rigk for
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have
economic impact to the regional cormidor.

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.

§. 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 intc a PPA with an out
of area energy provider, eminating 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,

/{ <:“ =3
Name: errAL/ (“7 “EUA/=  Email Addrest
Signature: /Z — Phone:
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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 resident of _D \ Xm (P‘ , | 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. | 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 I trauma center raises public safety concems 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 resutt in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby
farming operations. There is a rigk 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.

§. 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, eiminating 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: T&\ A ( i . Email Addre:
Signature: /l_//ﬂ/(’ ]L’(/{qﬁﬁ 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-OPT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of "—t(\‘(gﬁ QJ\& , | 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. | am respactfully 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 locai
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, NexiEra 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
agricuitural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the deveioper.

Sincerely,

Name: 087 WYFoNd Email Ade

Signature: __ M 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-OPT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

Asaresidentof S RIRTICLD , | am writing to express my strong opposition fo
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. | 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 Il trauma center raises public safety concemns 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 agricuitural 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 fo the regional corridor.

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

§. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratoriumon
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, degpite 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 Solanoc County, along with respecting local and community voices, must
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

Name: ER2TC [Rael/ Email Add

7 =2
Signature: __~_—- /j/{; sl 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-OPT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of =72/ Aeld (A . | 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. | am respectfuily 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 concemns 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. Agricuttural & 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.

§. 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 farmiand, 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,

7

Name:;\i ‘Z ’ ' Wi ’/ { / [W ‘ J\- / Email Adc
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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, Q
rC\\f (
As a resident of i‘“ vt ~-acl | am writing to express my strong opposition to

the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Stor*age System Project in Vacaville, on iand currently owned
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. | am respectfully asking the California Energy Commisslon to dany
this project based on the following concerns:

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a
level I trauma center raises public safety concems 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 ioss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to itrigation 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 reguiations. 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, eiminating 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
agricuiturai 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: f\'\-s T L\m _-:’{\-u\ll.‘?V_ (5 Email Addr

Signature: / Phone:

v




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 resident of \‘( AT Q\Rf\C , | 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. | 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 residentiat areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a
level Il trauma center raises public safety concems about the impact of fires, explosiaons, or toxic fume
release from lithium-ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous
chemicals.

2. Agricuitural & 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, degpite 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: / L1 ".( 7 V/S \y Aﬂ(’/éé / 79/@/ Email Add
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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 residentof /1 ¢ & (/‘7’ , | am writing to express my strong opposition to
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaviile, on land currently owned
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. | 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 Il trauma center raises public safety concemns 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 agricuitural 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 {ransportation 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 i 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 pemmit, despite is
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 farmiand, 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,

) ok . ﬁcﬁicﬁ/
Name: LI /\ PRy V4 Email Address:

S
Signature: /2 4{/7 A 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-OPT-05)

Dear Commissiongr:;,

As a resident of ! Al L.\/ L I b C‘f 1 , | 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. | 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 Il 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
waler 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.

§. 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, NexiEra 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 Solanc County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmiand, 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: ‘\(‘ZW m,Aé’d—EmailAddress:
. e N

Signature: __— | ' P 7 Phone:

. —



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

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of fﬁ \{‘ O , | 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. | am respectiully 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 lI trauma center raises public safety concemns 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 shouid 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 deveioper'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 cast-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

J

b -
Name; FERLLE SRS "SAMTOS  pmail Address:

—-‘\’8\4’13’/-
Signature: _________Phone:




California Energy Commission
Project Title: Carby 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,

Jp—

As a resident of { / P C)A . | am writing to express my strong opposition to
the proposed siting of the Corby Endrgy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. | am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny
this project based on the following concerns:

1. Public Safety Risks: jThe 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 difficuit 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 dierptiong to trahsportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have

economic impact to the l;egion | corridor.

|
4. Strairi on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain local
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources. Additionaily,
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
agricuitural 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 iocal and community voices, must
outweigh any financial iincentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,
Name: M /7. -z_ﬁ_ (/JSOA_) ___Email Addre:
Signature: A/I/ . J/ad <o, 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 resident of 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. | 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 Il 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 Controt 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,

. - Q 2
Name: Ds;laﬁ\x_'z_gc&m_ ___EmailAd

Signature: DDW@ hmgrm) 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-OPT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of \/"3(( -r{\/[ L’LE/ . | 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. | 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 Il 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 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 fo 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: _ CHARLES N/YATT Email Addre

3 9 J/’I) -
Signature: (_ {”{L?ﬁé{.{(‘ Phone: _
\<J
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Catifornia Energy Commission
. Prolect Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage Systam Project Docket Mu ;
Lt t . mher: 24-0FT-05
the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-OPT-05)
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arby Battery Energy Storage System Project {24-CPT.08)
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Catifornia Energy Commission
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-08

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (2‘-0?‘!‘-06)

Dear Commissioners,

Mamuo!_dm Mﬁiﬁ,i v , | am writing to eXpress my strong opposition 0

mm;mdhcmvEmwSlmsnhmProhdevh on kand cutrently owned
by Corby Energy Storage LLC | am respoctiully asking the California Energy Commission to deny

this project based on the following concerns:

1. Public Safety Risks: The facilty’s proximity fo residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a
lovel Il trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, of toxc fume
release from thium-ion batiery fires, which are dfficult to extinguish and Can release dangerous

chemicals.
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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 imgation canals and resxiential well
water located nearby.

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a signdficant risk for
mumwmmnnWMnmmdmmw which could have

economic impact 1o the regional comdor

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed faciity may heavily strain local
mwmmmdmymmmwbwwmm
=mmumwwummmem i
environmental remediation. L o

§. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County el 88
battery energy storage projects while developng reguiatons. The projects
program & intended o circumvent local control Addtonally, Nmﬁu '

_ o(m WM elminating energy dscounts for the local re

MMNC«WMEWme
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation Please deny this project a
_rl_-_-: m.mww
: fural and ervironmental impacts on prme Solano County fa
distuptic --mmmmymms negigible community be
10 circumvent local government oversight Prioritizing the healt
ge of Solano County, slong with respecting local and
sal incentives of cost-3aving measures for the de




	Cover Sheet.pdf (p.1)
	Letters 45 (17 total) redacted & searchable.pdf (p.2-18)
	Letters 46 (6 total) redacted & searchable.pdf (p.19-24)

