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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 system 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 area, 
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 
resident, 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: 
 

 Corby Project (Docket 24-OPT-05) 
 Vaca Dixon Power Center (26-OPT-01) 

 
Sincerely, 
 
Dee Cole 
Keep Vacaville Safe 



California Energy Commission 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Vaca Dixon Power Center Battery Energy Storage System Project 
(26-0PT-01) 

i 

Dear Commissioners, As a resident of {Cud= I am writing to express my strong opposition 
to the proposed siting of the Vaca Dixon Power Center Project 26-OPT-01 (Vaca Dixon BESS LLC 
and Arges BESS LLC applicants) in Vacaville. I am respectfully asking the California Energy 
Commission to deny this project based on the following concerns: 

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

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on or near prime agricultural land would 
result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and could negatively affect nearby farming 
operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals, residential and city well water 
located nearby. There are more appropriate locations for this project that Solano County has identified. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for closures 
and disruptions to transportation routes during construction and in the event of an emergency, which 
could have negative economic impact to the City of Vacaville and 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. Negligible Local Benefit This project offers no community energy discounts, as power is sold to out of 
area providers. Additionally, it displaces land designated for a business park -- effectively killing long­ 
term growth and the high paying jobs our community needs. 

6. Haphazard Development and Zoning Violations By exploiting the AB205 opt-in program, the 
applicant wishes to bypass local authority and ignore the zoning laws designed to protect our 
community. This results in haphazard industrial sprawl that forces projects into areas never intended for 
such use, undermining our local General Plan and permanently scarring the landscape. 

' The CEC should deny the Vaca Dixon Power Center Project permit, despite its proximity to the 
Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium ion BESS proposed 
for Vacaville and Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse agricultural and 
environmental impacts on prime 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. 

Slncerely,��T t.4-wzez_ Email AO 
Signature re� Phone:_ 



California Energy Commission 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Vaca Dixon Power Center Battery Energy Storage System Project 
(26-0OPT-01) 

Dear Commissioners, As a resident o 4 C4Vt-uLy am writing to express my strong opposition 
to the proposed siting of the Vaca Dixon Power Center Project 26-0PT-01 (Vaca Dixon BESS LLC 
and Arges BESS LLC applicants) in Vacaville. I am respectfully asking the California Energy 
Commission to deny this project based on the following concerns: 

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

2. Agricultural & Environmental Impacts: Building the facility on or near prime agricultural land would 
result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and could negatively affect nearby farming 
operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals, residential and city well water 
located nearby. There are more appropriate locations for this project that Solano County has identified. 

3, Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for closures 
and disruptions to transportation routes during construction and in the event of an emergency, which 
could have negative economic impact to the City of Vacaville and 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. Negligible Local Benefit This project offers no community energy discounts, as power is sold to out of 
area providers. Additionally, it displaces land designated for a business park -- effectively killing long­ 
term growth and the high paying jobs our community needs. 

6. Haphazard Development and Zoning Violations By exploiting the AB205 opt-in program, the 
applicant wishes to bypass local authority and ignore the zoning laws designed to protect our 
community. This results in haphazard industrial sprawl that forces projects into areas never intended for 
such use, undermining our local General Plan and permanently scarring t he landscape. 

' 
The CEC should deny the Vaca Dixon Power Center Project permit, despite its proximity to the 
Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium ion BESS proposed 
for Vacaville and Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse agricultural and 
environmental impacts on prime 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. 

e-vie#.{j (senator('/f6c . A Pone:_ 



Califomia Energy Commission 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Vaca Dixon Power Center Battery Energy Storage System Project 
(26-OPT-01) 

Oear commissioners, As a resident 
of_VCdVlL.+ am writng to express my strong opposition 

to tho proposed siting of the Vaca Dixon Power Center Project 26-0PT.01 (Vaca Dixon BESS LLC 
and Arges BESS LLC applicants) in Vacaville. I am respectfully asking the California Energy 
Commission to deny this project based on the following concerns 

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

2. Agricultural & Environmental mpacts Building the facility on or near prime agricultural tand would 
result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and could negatively affect nearby farming 
operations. There is a risk of contaminaton from fres to irrigation canals, residential and city well water 
located nearby There are more appropriate locations for this project that Solano County has identifed. 

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

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

5. Negligible Local Benefit This project offers no community energy discounts, as power is sold to out of 
area providers. Additionally, it displaces land designated for a business park - effectively kilting long­ 
term growth and the high paying jobs our community needs. 

6. Haphazard Development and Zoning Violations By exploiting the AB205 opt-in program, the 
applicant wishes to bypass local authority and ignore the zoning laws designed to protect our 
community. This results in haphazard industrial sprawl that forces projects into areas never intended for 
such use, undermining our local General Plan and permanently scarring the landscape. 

The CEC should deny the Vaca Dbon Power Center Project permit, despite its proximity to the 
Vaca-Dixon Substation. Please deny this project and any other additional lithium ion BESS proposed 
for Vacaville and Solano County. This is due to significant public safety risks, adverse agricultural and 
environmental impacts on prime 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, Name1LA2ddlA) ' 
Signature_44 kl4lnPhone: 



Califomia Energy Commission 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Vaca Dixon Power Center Battery Energy Storage System Project 

(26-0PT-01) 0 

Dear commissioners, As a resident or\ al\/au uo,'I am writing to express my strong opposition 
to the proposed siting of the Vaca Dixon Power Center Project 26-OPT-01 (Vaca Dixon BESS LLC 
and Arges BESS LLC applicants) in Vacaville. I am respectfully asking the California Energy 
Commission to deny this project based on the following concerns: 

1. Unacceptable 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 and heavy metals. . , 

2. Agricultural & Environmental impacts: Building the facility on or near prime agricultural land would 
result in the permanent loss of a valuable resource and could negatively affect nearby farming 
operations. There is a risk of contamination from fires to irrigation canals, residential and city well water 
located nearby. There are more appropriate locations for this project that Solano County has identified. 

3. Transportation Impacts: The project location near Interstate 80 poses a significant risk for closures 
and disruptions to transportation routes during construction and in the event of an emergency, which 
could have negative economic impact to the City of Vacaville and 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. Negligible Local Benefit This project offers no community energy discounts, as power is sold to out of 
area providers. Additionally, it displaces land designated for a business park -- effectively killing long­ 
term growth and the high paying jobs our community needs. 

6. Haphazard Development and Zoning Violations By exploiting the AB205 opt-in program, tho 
applicant wishes to bypass local authority and ignore the zoning laws designed to protect our 
community. This results in haphazard industrial sprawl that forces projects into areas never intended for 
such use, undermining our local General Plan and permanently scarring the landscape. 

The CEC should deny the Vaca Di P s 
Vaca-Dixon Substation. Plee 'on+ower Center Project permit, despite its proximity to the 
for Vacaville and Solan @," ny this project and any other additional lithium ion BESS proposed 
environmental impacts %~,"""ue to significant pubic safety risks, averse agricultural and 
resources, negtioible con»irk~kt""""Potential transportaton disruption, a strain on community 
government oversight. Prioriti,,"and the developer's attempt to circumvent local 
County, along with respecs,""health, safety, environment, and agricultural heritage of Solano 
cost-saving measures 6,s''!and community voices, must outweigh any financial incentives or 

e· oev@oz - 1" a. 
84gnat?)4) .__ 



Caitomia Energy Commission 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Vaca Duron Power Center Battery Energy Storage Sy:em Project 
(26-0PT-01) ' 

0ear commissiorors. As a reseat«e /Ahl[t ~,# eta to eross ry strong oocoson 
to the proposed siting ot to Vaca Dixon Power Center Project 26-0PT.01 (Vaca Dion BESS LLC 
and Ages BESS LLC appicants) in Vacate. 1am respectfuly asking the Cafomin Energy 
Commission to deny this project based on te foll0wing concerns 

1. Unacceptable Public Safety Risks: Te aairy's pourity o residential areas and rearty Kaiser 
rmanent, a wot l trauma cont4r mises pubic safety 0orotns about the irpct ct fros, explosions, 
or toxc tumo rels from ittium-4 battery ts, which tr du to exinguin and can release 
dangerous chemicals and heavy rretals 

2. Agricultural & Environmental tr pacts. Bu.Jing the taolity on oe rear pro agricultural land wcul 
to@alt in the permanent loss ot a viable res uco and oou negavoty affect raatty tarring 
opva tons. Thero ht a teak of cotariraton roe firers to rgation caw.al, re#dental and cty well wa'rt 
located nearby. hors are rote app4pate cat'ons toe tis project trat Solano County has errtf1 

3. Imansportatlon impacts: The project lcaon er Interstate 80 poss a s/gtoant rii for curs 
and di«sup'ions to transportation route urg consnxon and in t vent of an mer9gory. wt»ch 
could have repatve 6onom±c impact to t City o! Vacavfo and te regional oorrido4 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A fro at to proposed tacity may heavily strain iocai emergency 
sorvics and may plaoo unsustanabie demands on local water resouros. Atonaly, costs may be 
passed to taxpayers for spoor oqupcent emorgocy training. and post- fee environmental 
torodiston. 

5. Negligible Local Bone fit This pro0ct 0ten no oomrunity energy deoounts, as power is sold to or of 
area prov1ors. Additionaly, it displace and designated tor a business park -- eftoctvoty kitting long­ 
term growth and th high paying 0s our co runty nods 

6. Haphazard Development and Zoning Violations By exploiting te AB205 0pt-in program, the 
pp±cant wishes to bypass local autoity and gnoro to zoning laws designed to protect our 
community. This results in haphazard industrial sprat tat 4or¢os projects into aroas never intordod tor 
such ue, undermining our local Gecai Fan and permanonty scarring tho landscape. 

. 
The CEC should deny the Vaca Dixon Power Contor Project perrt, despte its proximty to the 
Vaca-Dixon Substation. Pleaso deny tis project and any other addtonal ttium ion BESS pro0posed 
for Vacaville and Solano County. This is due to sgnficant pubic safety nsks, adverse agricultural ard 
or»ironmental impacts on prime farmland, potential transportation disruption, a strain on community 
resources, negligible community benofts, and the doveloper's attempt to circumvent local 
government oversight. Prioritizing the health, safety, onvironmont, and agricultural heritage of Solano 
County, along with respecting local and community volcos, must outweigh any financial incentives cr 
cost-saving measures for the developer. 

score. wane.Eo, ge:7rfn4rs»at 
Signature,le.(:rt5c2 Pono: 



Califomia Energy Commission 

RE: Opposition to the Proposed Vaca Dixon Power Center Battery Energy Storage System Pro6e 
(26-0PT-01) ··w 
Dear Commissioners, As a resident of [/oo[[" , am writing to express my strong opposition 
to the proposed siting of te Vaca Dixon Power Center Project 26-0PT-01 (Vaca Dixon BESS LLC 
and Aves BESS LLC applicants) in Vacavile. I am respectfully asking the Califomia Energy 
Commission to deny tis project based on te foilwing concems: 

1. Unacceptable Public Safety Risks: The facility's proximity to residential areas and nearby Kaiser ' 
Permanente, a lvoi l trauma oentet rises public safety ono0mns about te irrpact of fires, euiosic?s 
or toxic fure rtease from imam ion totery fres, wtin ro cut to extinguish end can rose 
dangerous chemicals and heavy otsis 

2. Agricultural 8 rwironmnontat trpsects: 8din; to fealty on or reer prirro agricultural tend would 
routt in tte poranent loss ot a way8bis resource and couin} neat»why ate.t netty nirg 
operation. There as a risk ol cootarwation romn fr, to ngation canals, @war an aty well wtot 
located nearty. There sro more app4oprate locatons to his project tat Soto County ts +cntte 

3. Transportation impacts: The project iocaton near Intertat 8 po4s a sigifcant rk tor osures 
and disruptions to transportation roes during coruction and in he vent ot an rnorgency, which 
oould harv negative economnic irnpeat to te City ot Vacaville end th regional oorndoe. 

4. Strain on Community Resources: A re at te proposed taalty ray beavy strain local erergency 
services and may place unsustainable d6rands on local water resouroos. Add4onay, costs may be 
passed to taxpayers for special quipmnont, emergency training, and post- fwe environmental 
rernodstion 

5 Negligible Local Benefit This project otters no community energy discounts, as power is sold to out ot 
are providers. Addiionaly, espies land d«signeted tor a busiross park - etectvoty ting long­ 
team growth and the high paying jobs our community nods 

6. sphazard Development and Zoning Violations By explitng te A8205 op4-in program, the 
applicant wishos to bypass cl authority and ignore the zoning laws designed to protect our 
community. This results in haphazard industrial sprurwf that toroos projects into areas never intended tor 
such use, undermining our local General Fan and permanently scarring the land9capo 
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