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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, 

« mg, I«tho, 
[Ju 

\ 

Email Address: 

Phone: 



California Energy Commission 
Project Ttl: Corty Battery Energy Storage Sytemn Project Docket Number. 24-OPT.05 
RE: Opposition to te Propose Corby Battery Enoray Storago System Project (24.0PY.05) 
Dear Cormissioners 

a resent or_%4uvuut,'A@o(I).ams««co 
to »ores ry a«ora ope=ion o 

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

1. Public Satety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
'vel It trauma center raises public safety concerns about tho impact of fires, explosions, or toxc tume 
release from lthium-ion battery fires, which are cult to extinguish and can release dangerous chemicals 

d@to int pu 
agricultural and environmental acts on primo 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 heath, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-savirg measures for the developer. 

2 Agricultural & Environmentat impacts: Eluding the fat ty on prrna agni tat tan Sot%no 
County would resat in tne perrnanent loss of a valuable tesouroe and negative ty affect narty 
farming operations. There is a risk of contamination trorn fros to irrigation canals and residential wen 
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 hav 
economic impact to the regional corridor. 

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

Local Control and Community Benefit: Salano County has an active 
enency. projects while developing regulations. The project's 

local control entered 



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

Dear Commissioners, 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, 

Name: er7 _0<< tusisnail Acress: 

Signature: __ _pq=· /ff� Phone: 



California Energy Commission 
Project 'te Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number 24.01.05 
RE: Opposition to tho Proposed Corby Battery Enorgy Storago System Projoct (24-0P1.05) 

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of LOCK\I£ Iam wtung to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed sitmg of the Corty Energy Storage System Project in Vacavilie, on land currently owned 
by Coty Energy Storage LLC I am respecttutty asking tho California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on tho following concerns: 

1, Pubic Safety Risks: The faculty's proxmnity to residential areas and rearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
evel M trauma center tses public safety concerns about the impact of f res, explosions, or toxic fume 
reease from Ithi rn-ion battery fies. wt»ch are dtfcult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals 

2 Agriculturat & Environmental mnpacts: Buding the facitty 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 fes to rrigation canats and residential 
water located nearby. 

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

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

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active 
battery energy storage projects whi#do developing regulations. The project's use of the AB20S's 
program is intended to circumvent local control Additionaly. NextEra has entered into a PPA 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dion Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional thium­ 
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 

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



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

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident or _/ SI&E<BUE_ Ai, tam writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. i am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level l! 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 & Environnental 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 nisk 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 AB2OS's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks. 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite its 
proximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium­ 
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is ue to significant public safety nsks, 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. 

cj�' TL\PY . ,« 
· 

Name: .. = .4.% 
' 







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

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of JO&ado_ 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. i am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based an the fallowing 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 & Environrentat irpacts: 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 irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate B0 poses a significant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor, 

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

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB20S's "Opt-In" 
program is intended to circumvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks 

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

Sincerely, 

a: 

vase Ca&vs du.boa±is 
sgrare (_/ cg 

Ema 

Pl 



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 ..So 0....11\ 0 � UA..,� , I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Stor System Project in Vacaville, on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

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

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

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

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

5. Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's "Opt-In" 
program is int ended 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, 

[Emal A\dress' _ 

Phone: 



California Energy Commission 
Poect Tile Corty Bat y E net y t age Systemn Pr A Doc u E O ti t p, £. • B otN nte 4 tr 1pposrt+on to the 'noposo« C.orly Battery Energy St g, 

W 'orago System Project124.091.05 
v.a omrrssioers 

1 Pubi Safety Risks. The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearty Kaiser Permanente 
eve! trauma center raises pub safety concerns about the irnpect of res. erploons or toe« 
reiease from thiumn-ion battery fies, which are dfficu to extinguish and can release dangerous cheras 

2 Agricultural & Environmental mnpacts: Building the facility on priroe agricultural land Solano 
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuablo resource and negatrvety affect nartry 
tarring operations There is a risk of contamination from fres to irrigation canals and res+dental wet 
water located nearby 

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near interstate 80 poses a significant nisk tor 
lures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency, which could have 

economic mnpact to the regional corridor 

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

5 Laci of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratorium on 
batery energy storage projects whie developing regulations. The project's use of the AB20S's OpNn" 
prograrn s intended to circumvent local control Additionally. NextEra has entered into a PPA wth an out 
of ares energy provide, eminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding risks 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit, despite ts 
praxenty to the Vaca-Doon Substation. Please deny this project and any other addonat earn­ 
on BESS proposed for Solano County This is due to signfcant public safety risks, adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland, potential transportation 
disrupton, e strain on community resources. negligible community benefits, and the developer' 
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, 

4l 

Phone 

• Nicklas 6lion&S 
"a"= 



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

Dear Commissioners. 

As arsontot_/Cylle,(d_ tarwtog to ere=s ry strong oppoaon to 
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville. on land currentty owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC. 1am respecttutty asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1, Public Safety Risks: The (aclty's proximity to resident! areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente. a 
level Al trauma center raises public safety concerns about the impact of fres. explosions, or toxic fume 
release from thiurn-ion battery fres, which are dficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals 

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Budding the facility oa pnmne agncultural 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 cation near interstate 80 poses a significant nsk tor 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency. whch could have 
economic impact to the regional corridor 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed fscilty may heavy 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 remedaaton 

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratoriumn on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulatons The project's use of the AB205'$ Opt-In° 
program is intended to circurmwent local control Additionally. NextEra has entered into e PPA with an out 
o! area energy provider, eliminating energy drsoounts for the local residents and only adding risks 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit. despite its 
proamty to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Pease 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 mnpacts 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 heath, safety, environment, and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting cal and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or 0ost-saving measures for the developer. 
Sincerely. 

Phone: 



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

Dear Commissioners j// { 

As a resent6r MA[~ Wwop /g4/4karts 
to express my strong orroson to 

the proposed sting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville on land currently owned 
by Corby Energy Storage LLC lam respectfully asking the Calfora Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns 

1 Pubic Safety Risks The facilty 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 thuum ion battery fires which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous 
chemicals 

2 Agncultural & Environmental Impacts Building the facilty 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 nsk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals and residential well 
water located nearby 

3 Transportation lmpacts The project location near Interstate 80 poses a sigmficant risk for 
closures and disruptions to transportation routes in the event of an emergency which could have 
economic impact to the regional corndor 

4 Strain on Community Resources A fire at the proposed faclty may heavly strain local 
emergency services and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources Additionally 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment emergency tramnmng and post fire 
environmental remediation 

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Beneft Solano County has an active moratonum on 
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations The projects use of the AB205 s Opt ln 
program s intended to circumvent local control Addtonally NextEra has entered into a PPA with an out 
of area energy provider eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and only adding nsks 

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permt desprte its 
proximity to the Vaca Dixon Substation Please deny this project and any other additional lithium 
on BESS proposed for Solano County Ths s due to significant publc safety nsks adverse 
agricultural and environmental impacts on prme Solano County farmland potential transportation 
disruption a strain on community resources negligible communty benefits and the developer s 
attempt to crcumvent local government oversight Prioritizing the health safety environment and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County along wth respecting local and community voices must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cost saving measures for the developer 

Sincerely 

Name 

ea /Al AKA .. 
M..L 0a4A.. 
-tfat]4lddfe 



D Cort.go 

1,5/'MAL&d 1&_« we o ·see» my swra oomn. 
A rcsto! L Jr,% sPrecvvowwt. ts wna centy owned 
t pr&gods.got Corty raav oCatnlErg Corn.dale to f 
bCcetregy rout€ lat gty a.ai 
tis po.ct b.et geog to.lie oeet9 

4.mute $atty Ries: Th tsespearnty te.teat ates ad ert Kiser Perna4we. 
tv.or cote tee putt «ate gowns Atos irgct o ft¢s ego.oms oe tic ft 

rel.e tgm Mars baery fees, wch we ittcu to ertirgh d ca rel.as d.gr0 

ca.is 
2 Agicrat velor.et.t pat .cg st f.et en pore «cut.tat ewe2la¢ 
Corty wold rest i the perrnawt i0s As via.at t@out n 0gtwty fect neatr 
tar.cg 0goto»es Tut is a ti4co vireo»in cent0 rni0 ca.ale 0t.«fl 
water locared natty 

$. Transportation lmnpacts: The project icon near intestate 8O poss 6if«art risk or 
closures ardrpts to transportatn toues ire evrt of an emtency, which cul he 
economic iv.pact to thee tegoal 0ardor 

4. Strain o Corrurvty Resource; A fte at the propose fashity ray hsvly strain oal 
emergency series. an my pl unsustbie derrds oe local wet resources A1only, 
00$ts may bo passed to taxpayers tor sp4Ca! «uiprnent, errergeny training, nd post- re 
environmental teedaaon 

$ Laci of Local Control and Community Beft: Soro County has an acve moratorium o0 
battery ergy storage projects wt de+ei0peg regulations Te project's use of the A2OS's "CpM­ 
prognrn tended to circurrwnt ical Quero A1nay. NotEra has ortered into s PP wth an out 
0' are «oey prover, ctrnirating energy dexzunts tor the local resents and ony ad«g nil 

Te CEC should dry te Corty Battery Energy Srage Syer Project pen, despite ts 
pronity to the Vaca-Duron Subston Peas dry tha project and any other add@tonal thir­ 
e BESS proposed for Solano County This s due to sign/fant pubic safety risls, adverse 
uncutura! ad errorenental inrgascts on pre Solano County farmland, ponotial transportation 
rvp:on, stran on cemmuy resources. neg+gbe ommany benefts, and me eveP", 
atmngt to circunmwent local governmert oversight Prioring he bealth, safety, errorrnont, 
agncutera! tentage of Solano Courty. along th respecng local and community voices, must 
outweigh any financial incentives or cos-saving measures for the dveiopet. 

Sinoeeiy. 

• l! ehele «lax a lsilu!5, 
..1)) lo.net= 



Caiforis Energy Commission 
Project Tie: Corty Battery Energy Storage Sytemn Project Docket Number. 24-0P1.05 
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corty Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-0PT.06) 

Dear Commissioners, 
Au !IMidenl ot ��Lt c;;' _. I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed siting cay Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on +and currently owned 
by Corty Energy Storage LC. I am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission to deny 
this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a 
level ti trauma center raises pubic safety concerns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fu 
+ease from ttirn-on battery Ores which re cut to extinguish ard can release dangerqu. chemicals. 

2 Agricultural & Environmental impacts: Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano 
County wouid resut ir the permanent loss o! a valuable resource and negativaly affect nearby 
farming operations. There i a risk of contamination from fees to irrigation canals and residertiat well water located nearty. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near interstate 80 poses a significant risk tot 
dosures and disruptions to transportation routes in te event of an emergency. which could have economic irrpact to te regional corridor. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fie at the proposed (aoty may hey strain local 
ere:gency series, and may pl unsustainable demands on local water resources Additionally costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fe environmental remediator 

' 5. Laci of Local Control and Community Benefit: Salano County tas an active moeato 
battery energy storage projects wthe dee'oping rou baton Th0; Kt of to AB?% 
$wpgrmn s intended to cuwent local cat y. etEra has entered into PP energy prowidsn, eliinati energy «fiscouts for tie local reidents and only adding 

«houi dmy te Corty Bstery Err;y Sorge Systow Project permit despite n [L",a!'to e-pen so~ien Pin? eesy # pie et n~ any <er aie6a 
_; '9oposad 4 Solano County. e to sigr Iputc safety risks. adverse ral wnwnal wnpacts on gere: rot nty farmland, potential transportation ·, 'ntyrso¢ nun#y borofts, and me dwel,er' 

z;' s,Et,es aim ».ear.pr 
'fear,is! incrtives ing local and community vol0es. must m no so4. ttr the d@viper 



California Energy Commission 
Project Tie Corty Battery Energy 5to ;e Sytem Proec Docket Number 24-0PT-05 
RE: Opposition to th Proposed Corty Battery Energy Storage System Project (240PT.05) 

Dear Cornmnsoners, 

As a rosx1efl• o• � (_ I om ilW1'Qng to expre n y atrong � t'O •" 
the proposed s a of te Co y Energy Stora~u System Project in Vaca on land curre y ow 
by Coty Energy tor; LU. smn respecttutry asking te California Energy Commissior to deny 
this project teaed on the following concerns 

' Public Safety Risks: The tacity's proxmnty to tesdental areas and nearby Kaser Permanente a 
wt trauma center rares public safety cocems about the impact of res. explosions, or toxic fume 

re ae from mn ior battery fres. which are dffcu to extinguish and can reloaso dangerous 
chemical 

2 Agricultural & Environmental impacts: Building the fas¢ ty on pre agocuural land in Solano 
County would result in he permanent ss of a valuable resource and negate y a!fect nearby 
farming operators. There is a risk of cortarunaton from fres to wngaton cau a/s and residential well 
water located nearby 

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near waste 80 poses « sgnM t nsk to 
closures and dsruptons to transportaton routes in the event of an emergency. w ch could have 
economic npact to the regonal corndor 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fve at tho proposed fcdty msy evnty strain iocal 
emergency srvoes, and may place unsusMa bit drends on local water resources A1onaly 
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment emergency tr g. and post fre 
environmental reredaton 

5 Lack of Local Control ad Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratoriumn on 
battery eoergy storage prorec dveiopng regultons Te projects use of the A820s Opt-In 
program s d to crcurvent local oontroi Addtonay Nert~ra has eere' into a wth an out 
of area energy orovder. elm«rang energy counts Mor t +cal res»dents and ony add» g ks 

The CEC should deny tw " by Ba ·ny Energy Stor e Ste Pr»ect perm, despe 4 
proomnity to the Vaca-Duron Substation 'ease deny tt» toject ind any other addonai thum­ 
ion BESS pr0po1 d tot Solano County Ts s due to sg bcant pubic safety risks. advere 
agricultural and e wironmental mpacts on rr Solano County farmland. potential transportaton 
disruption, a strain on community resouroes r» gbgble community benefts, and the developers 
attempt to circumvent local government overs+ht Priontuing the bean. safety, environment and 
agricultural heritage of Solano County. along with tespectng local and community voices. rut 
outweigh any financial incentvs or cost-saving measures fr the dveloper 
s +erely. 

c3. 
Name: _ ± a''[al Ema#Addref 

'f 
S,gnalurc 
�---------- 
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