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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 __ \\/ Alavi 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. Agricuitural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on prime agricu ltural 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 totransportation 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, -

e g WElins v
Signature: _‘i:j\\/\,\\ k\/‘" Phone: )




California Energy Commission
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage Systam Project Docket Number: 24-0PT.05
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery £ nergy Storage System Project (24.0PY.05)

Oear Commissioners.

As a residentof _VALAV/LE Lﬁ’fgﬂfé/ﬂ | am writing to express my strong opposition to

the proposed siting of the CorJy 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: <
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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 aresidentof  YAcAVviiL E F A . ) amwriting 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! 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 resultin the permanent loss of a vaiuable 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: v.—z‘?_szK_ﬂﬂ_(ééyﬁ’-’ﬁ/Email Address:__
Signature: M //% Phone:




Calil’ornia Energy Commission
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-OPT-05

RE: Oppoen-hom: to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project {2

Dear Commissionars.

AS a resigent of JOoroanun\\e ., | am writing 0 express mym
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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 Cormmissioners,

As aresidentof 31 STOAECASTIE WA'Y, | am writing to express my sirong opposition to
the proposed siting of the C,orby 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 faciiity's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser Permanente, a
level i rauma 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 !mpacts. Building the facility on prime agricultural land in Solano
Ceunty 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 propesed 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 Controf 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 nisks, 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,

.Tiu_ & "T‘U\?\’

Name: N A Email Ade
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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 %/@chm% CAa , | 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 respectfulily asking the California Energy Commission {o deny
this project based on the foliowing concerns:

4. 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 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 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 Communily 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-
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 Solana County, along with respecting local and community voices, must
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

Name: éﬁﬁ!}_.éwé—sm gaﬂﬁééﬂ.;z’:‘: e

- .
' > 7 :
Signature: Cfé’“'/ ~A M&?wa



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\_gc-,\cu'\ o] CO WC&.‘E, . | 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. | am respéctfully 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- firs
environmental remediation.

5. Lack of Local Controt and Community Benefit: Solano County has anactive 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 loeal residents and only adding risks.

The GEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage: System Project permit, despite its
praximity to the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional fithium-
jon BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmiand, potential transporiation
disruption, a strain on community resouices, negligible community benefits, and the developer's
atternpt 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,

L/ | f 1
Name: L%P(}} ee _/Ur(; L5 Email Address:__
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Caiifornia Energy Commission
Project Title _Cc.'!::y Battery Energy Storage System Promet Docket Number 24.0PT-05
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Pfo;nci‘ 128 0P T.05)

Dear Commussioners
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the proposed siting of the Corby Energy StoraQe System Project in Vacaville on land currantly owned
by Corty Energy Storage LLC | am respectfully asking the California Energy Commission 'O.M,
this project based on the following concerns

1. Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity 1o residential areas and nearty Kaser Permanente, a
ove! | trauma centet raises pubbc Mf(‘ﬂ' concerns about the impact of ﬁf&'_ erplosions o o, fume
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California Energy Commission
Project Titla: Cordy 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 Commissioners,

] Y
As a resident of \‘L‘lrjﬂ‘ii”t; (_(“i .| am writing 10 express my strong OpPasILion 1o
the proposed siting of the Corby Energy Storage System Project in Vacaville, on land currentiy 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 faciity’s proximity 10 residential areas and neardy Kaiser Permanente. a
level Il trauma center raises public safety concemns about the impact of fires, explosions, or toxic fume
release from thium-ion battery ﬁrcs which are déficult 10 extinguish and can release dangerous
chemicais.

2. Agricultural & Environmental impacts: Building the facility o6 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 o irngation canals and residential well
water located nearby.

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant nisk for
closures and disruptions 1o transportation routes in the event of an emergency, whch could have
economic impact o the regonal cormuoor,

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed faciity may heawily 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 remedation.

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active moratonium on
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations. The project's use of the AB205's “Opt-in”
program is intended 1o circumwvent local control. Additionally, NextEra has entered into a PPA with an ot
of area energy provider, eliminating energy discounts for the local residents and cnly adding risks

The CEC shouki deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permdt, despite its
proximity 1o the Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium-
ion BESS proposed for Solano County. This is due 10 significant public safety risks, adverse
agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmiand, potential transpontation
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 communiy voices, must
outweigh any financial incentives or cost-saving measures for the developer.

Sincerely,

Name: i({j\*fﬂ Hﬂ J”'\ “;‘ Emai Addr
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Califorma 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 MA&I{ W OD l/ ALA l// ; [ {m 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 Califormia 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 10n battery fires which are difficult to extinguish and can release dangerous
chemicals

2 Agrncultural & Environmental Impacts Building the facility on pnme agricultural land in Solano
County would result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby
farming operations There 1s a nsk of contamination from fires to irmgation canals and residential well
water located nearby

3 Transportation Impacts 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 facility may heawily strain local
emergency services and may place unsustainable demands on local water resources Additionally
costs may be passed to taxpayers for special equipment emergency traiming and post fire
environmental remediation

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit Solano County has an active moratonum on
battery energy storage projects while developing regulations The projects use of the AB205s 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 locatl residents and only adding risks

The CEC should deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permit despite its

proximity to the VVaca Dixon Substation Please deny this project and any other additional iithium

ion BESS proposed for Solano County This is due to significant public safety rnisks adverse

agricultural and environmental impacts on prime Solano County farmland potential transportation

disruption a strain on community resources neglgible community benefits and the developer s

attempt to circumvent local government oversight Priontizing the health safety environment and
agricultural heritage of Solano County along with respecting local and community voices must N

outweigh any financial incentives or cost saving measures for the developer _
Sincerely i

Name M %” Email Addre
Signature /pf/}?&// fj///k/,%/‘/ Phone
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California Energy Commission
Project Title: Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project Docket Number: 24-0PT-05
,u:omuuwcmam Energy Storage System Project (24-OPT08)
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California Energy Commission
Project Tele: Corty Battery Energy Storage System Progect Docket Number: 24-OPT-05
RE: Opposition to the Proposed Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project (24-OPT08)

Dear Commassioners,

"o
Maromtofm - , | 8m wnting 1O express my Srong opposition 1o
the proposed sting of the Corty Energy Storage System Progect in Vacaville, on land currently owned
by Cory Energy Storage LLC | am respectiuily asking the California Energy Commission to deny
this project based on the following concerns '

1. Public Safety Risks: The facity's proxamay 10 residental areas and nearby Kamser Permanente a
evel }l lrauma center raises public safety concems about the impact of fires, explotions, or oxic fume
release from Khium-ion battery fires, which are difficult 10 extinguish and can release dangerous
chemicals

2 Agricultural & Environmental impacts: Buiding the facity on prime agncultural land in Solano
County would result in the permanent joss of a valuable resource and negatively affect nearby
farming operations. There is a risk of contarmination from fires 10 ungatbon canals and residential well
water located nearby

3. Transportation impacts: The project location near Imerstate 80 poses & sgnificant risk for
closures and Glsruphons O Yansponation routes in the event of an emergency. which could have
ECoNOMIC Mpact 10 the reguonal comaor

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fire at the proposed facity may heavily strain iocal
emergency senices, and may place unsusianabie demands on Jocal water resources Adddionally
costs may be passed t0 taxpayers for special equipment, emergency training, and post- fire
anvironmental remedation

5 Lack of Local Control and Community Benefit: Solano County has an active morsionum on
battery enorgy siorage propects while doveioping regulations. The project’s use of the AB20S's "Optn’
program s intended 1o circumvent local control. Additonally. NextEra has entersd into 8 PPA with an out
of area energy provider, elminating energy dscounts for the iocal residents and only adding risks

The CEC shouid deny the Corby Battery Energy Storage System Project permd, despie &s
proximity 10 the Vaca-Dixon Substation Please deny this peoject and any other additonal hium.
on BESS proposed for Solano County. This & due 1o signficant pubic safety risks, adverse
agncultural and environmental mpacts on pame Solano County farmiand. potential transportation
disruplion, a strain On commundty resources. neghgible community benefis and the developer's
attempt 10 circumvent local government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, enveonment, and
agncultural heritage of Solano County, along with respecting iocal and community voices, must
outweigh any financial incentves of COSt-saving measures for the doveloper

Sancerely,

, N =
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Name: _JLM&L\-_ o .. Emad Addres
",

Signature /e Phone )
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