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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
Froject Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05
RE: Opposition to the Proposed w{)?ﬁy Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-OPT-(5)

Dear Q(}mm.ﬁ,sg.gﬁmﬁ

As a esidentof a«%f& Yt ; ! € £ [f_“w . L amwnling 10 express my strong oppostion 16
the proposed siti m;; of the Carby El”!‘:‘ff{;} Storage System Project in Vacaviiie, on land currently owned
by Corby Fnergy Storage LI am respectiully asking the Californta Energy Commission te deny
this project based on the {@ﬂ{mmg concerns

1. mxss ’Sa?ety Risks: The facidity's proxsrmuty 1o residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a
level Hl rauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, of toxic fume
relpase figoy | ’hahf": w0 battery fires, whuch are difticull 1o @x!zngmﬁh ard can release ﬁaﬁgemua

* <
chemica

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano
County would resull in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negaiweiy a_ffecz nearby
farming operations, There is a nsk of contamuination from fres to ingation canals and residential well
water located nearby

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant nisk for
closures and disruptions 10 transportation routes i1 the event of an emergency. which ¢ouid have
economic impast to the regional comdor

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facdity may heawly stramn local
gmergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water tesources Additionally,
costs may be passed (0 taxpayers for special equipment, emergency traming, and post- fire
environmental remediation

§. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solane County has an active moratorumon
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's “Opt-in
program s intended to circumvent iocal control Addbonally, NextEra has entered into 3 PPA with an out
of area energy provider, elmirating eneigy discounts for the local residents and only adding nsks

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite ds
proximity 1o the Vaca-Duon Substation Please deny this project and any other additional lithium
on BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety nsks, adverse
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmiand, potential transportation
disruption, a strain on commundy resources, negligible community berefits, and the developer's
attempt 1o crcumvent local government oversight Pooritizing the health, salely, 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: ({/f' >§z£ Emad Adde
saoavre 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,

As a resident of \} O.C 0NN \\Q __, | 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 foliowing 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 locatien near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for
closures and disruptions to transpartation 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 focal 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
agricuttural 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: _(C(\ Q\ \ﬂ& Co Q CONST Email Addre_I
Signature: %@A&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 Systern Project (24-OPT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of ox , | 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 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 Impactis: 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
proxlmity 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 betiefits, 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: )Q 2 Zf:’h/ 7/%!37/9 /// Vi Email Adc

Signature:

Phone:




California Energy Commission

Project Title: ¢ '
RE: Oppocit a%ﬂg m& ir;z;gg gtarage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05

. orby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-OPT-05)
Dear Commissioners,

As a resident o : Ak / ,-
the proposed siting of the Corby Enérgy gﬁ‘”%g’ | am writing to express my strong opposition to

by Corby Energy Stora ystem Project in Vacaville, on land current
: ) geLLC.lamr v by ' rrently owned
this project based on the foliowing &2‘3@’ ' asking the Califormia Energy Commission to deny

release from lithium-io : - oy,
T L ion battery fires, which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous

%0 ggﬁaum;;ai & Environmental impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultura! land in Solana
ty would result in the permanent loss of a valuable reésource and negatively affect nearby

farming operations. There is a risk of contamination fr i
; : ation from fires to irrigation cana
water located nearby. , ls and residential well

3. Transpurta{im Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for
cicsufes_ a?d disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have
econcmic impact to the regional cormridor.

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 fo 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 ghe AB205's 'pptatn"
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered intoa !-:?PA w;th an out
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks.

CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project pe;mit, despiteits
:Efximity to the Vaca?Dixen Substation. Please deny this project and any athervaddzt;onat lithium-
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adve::f =

“agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Safano Caunty.famtand; potential trans;; ar on
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible cgr_nmumty benefits, and the.deve epe ié
attempt to circumvent local government oversight. Priorittgmg the health, sa?ety,’ envn_'onment, ?
of Solano County, along with respecting local and communily voices, mus

ricultural heritage : i
zﬂtweigh any fmagnciaf incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.
Sincerely,

N e < Emiail Add
ame:

Phone:
Signamre; ’—%ﬁﬁl’/
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: __g;l;efom_in Energy Commission
. Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Proj :
BE: Oanneition. - : ; _ ject Docket Number: 24-OPT-05
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-OPT-05)

_ DearCommissioners, v
g “As aresidentof \{ACAV ! Ll,ﬁ .| am writing to express my strong opposition to
rage System Project in Vacavilte, on land currently owned

; ;he gortg;sed siting of the Corby Energy Sto
- by Corby Energy Storage LLC. | am respectfully asking the California E Commi:
R nle Bt _,:-ba?a'odanﬂmfcﬁliawiﬁg_' i BT nergy ssion to deny
The facility's proximity to residential afeas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a
blic safety concerns about the impact of fires, mbsiona, ortoxic fume

1. Public Safety Risks:
oh are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous

level 1 trauma center raises pu
release from lithium-ion battery fires, whi

chemicals,”

ilding | g' fquility.-cn,prime agricultural land in Solano
S luat @;gugcg-and-'qegatively affect nearby
ation from fires fo irigation canals and residential well
nificant risk for
which could have

" proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional Ity
jon BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farm\and, potential transportatfon
disruption, a strain on community resources, negligible t_:gmmumty benefits, and the developers
attempt to circumvent Jocal government oversight. Prioritizin
agricultural heritage of Solano County, ak:ng'_wlth respecting local and commu
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

an

g the health, safety, enviranment, and
nity voices, must

. Rolly FASE

Name.

_Email Addre

__Phone:

Signature:




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,

Py
As a resident of ‘./&»CPY U “ Q . | 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
leve! I trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or foxic 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
econamic impact to the regional corvidor.

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 cut
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and anly 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 Solana County, along with respecting local and community voices, must
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

Name: j)ﬂ\(i'ﬂh\!/\&_. gﬂiﬂ:\k\(f (r\ Email Addre
Signature: @P\&Qﬁ\gl};j \U ((QB’ Phone:
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California Energy Commission

Project Tit%ef 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 Qf. Vacavitle, CA , | 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 Cerbg 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 i 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.

§. 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,

Name: Hg}’mmﬂ% p){f‘\/‘i NS Email Ac

. ] DY :
Signature: ML gﬁ_.ﬁWﬁV Phont

T——




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-08)

Dear Commissicners,

As aresidentof _ V& C AUV 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
jevel I 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 agriculturai 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 Clty 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, negiigible 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: K\\ mﬁ%m& : Email Ad

Signature: Z Qm—_ 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 Commissione?.

1

f-ﬂ/ - -

As a resident of é AL [/és él,/ (/ .—(Kd’./ U‘ {/ . 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 Califomnia 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 lf 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. Agriculturat & 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. Straln 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, 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 the City of Vacaville or unincorported Vacaville. 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:AC{P/’./ eer) /_.f.)( z{ [[T} /") Email Ad

/ 7 N\ C )
Signature: __ | _ f( 0« d Tj_d — 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 residentof V5 (' Q\) iJ / £ . | 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
lavel 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. Straln on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facility may heavily strain jocal
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 reguiations. The project ‘s use ofthe AB205's “Optin”
program is intended to circumvent local cantrol. 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 {ithiurm-
ion BESS proposed for the City of Vacaville or unincorported Vacavilie. 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 atternpt to circumvent local governiment 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{ |: JH Email A

Signature: | L (GBS __Phor




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

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of L’M’l 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 residerntial well
water located nearby,

3. Transportation lmpacts: 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 corvidor.

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-
jon 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,

M_ 2 Email Address:_ ' -

Name:

Signature: Q — _[ M _Phane: _ s




California Energy Commission
;E).ject Tltle_: F:orby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05
: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-OPT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

As aresident of 388 Ponderosa Dr. Vacaville | am writing to express my strong opposition to
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Viacaville, 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 Fermanente, 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 loca! water resources. Additionally,

costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and poest- 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 contro!. 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-
Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse

jon BESS proposed for
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmiand, potentiai 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:  oUyono % Ariien Kurma Email Addres

Signature: M‘_h(b_h_\(.urma\, 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 VMA\Au&’_ (CA , | am writing 10 express iy strong oppostion 10
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 faciity's proximity fo residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanents, a
level i trauma canter raises public safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, Of toxic fume
release from ithium-ion battery fires, which are difficull 10 extinguish and can release dangerous
chemicals.

2. Agricuitural & Environmental impacts: Buiding the faciity on prime agricultural land in Solano
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuabie resource and negatively affect nearby
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to imigation canals and residential well
waler located nearby,

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses 8 signficant nisk for
closures and disruptions 10 transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which coukd have
€CONOMIC IMPact to the regional comador.

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facilty may heavily strain iocal
emergency services, and may place unsustainable demands on local water rescurces. Additionally,
costs may be passed 10 taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire
envwonmental remediation.

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solant County has an active morstorium on
battery energy storage projects whie developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's *Opt-in”
program 8 infended to circumvent iocal control. Addiionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out
of area energy provider, elminating energy discounts for the local residents and caly adding risks

The CEC shoukd 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 ithium-
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due 10 significant public safely risks, adverse
agricultural and environmentai impacts on prime Solano County farmiand, potential transportation
Susruption, a strain on community resources, negigible community benefits, and the developer's
wnmwmwmmnm.m.mnm
sgricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must
outweigh any financial incentives of cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

WW 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 residentof _ \Jacaun e Califoonial am witing 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 Contral and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on
battery energy storage projects while developing regutations. 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 Solana 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
ocutweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

y 6 JURA S (oan ‘f'“*(gh i
Name "‘fju( Y S_ﬁm{%\t& i Email Adi

§ F oo ‘ S
Signature: L;y:i__,;"::—.‘.,‘(‘;,;é;, f il 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 (24-0PT-05)

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of _ Uoea 1Y ¢\ v Fernia | 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 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
aconomic impact to the regional corridor.

4, Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facllity 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 permmit, despite its
proximity ta 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 circimvent local government oversight, Prioritizing the health, safety, environment, and
agricuitural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must
outweigh any financla! incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

Name: _Cecttay G ioed Email Addre
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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 Jmamu_.- {Neaaw v tlixe \\ , | arm writing to express my strong opposition to
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. | 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. Agricuitural & Environmental impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Sclano
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 reutes 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 Locail 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 cornmunity 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: _ERic  Romimeouer Email Add
Signature; k“"‘*"—“-“-—'—:izé _____ Phone:
3
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4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facikty may heavily strain local
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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 \} QLA V\\\l % C 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 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 agricuitural 1and 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: di’bl\zr\ M"V ' N &y Email Ac

A
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