
DOCKETED 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 

Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

TN #: 261978 

Document Title: 

Public Comment Letters Received via United States Postal 

Service February 11 - 12, 2025 Comments - Public Comment 

Letters Received via United States Postal Service February 11 - 

12, 2025 

Description: 

Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02), Public 

Comment Letters Received 

via United States Postal Service, February 11 - 12, 2025 

 

Filer: Renee Longman 

Organization: California Energy Commission 

Submitter Role: Commission Staff  

Submission Date: 2/25/2025 2:16:01 PM 

Docketed Date: 2/25/2025 

 



Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 
Public Comment Letters Received 
via United States Postal Service 

February 11 - 12, 2025 



California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be Incredibly dangerous If they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents· 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 





size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: \.)CL.A-~ u)~ 
'-
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, 1 am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct) own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than· 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native -plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant ~nd immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state.'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant envkonmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries em.it toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, theywould be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name:___._R __ e ________ n e,.._
1 
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13wacre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native -plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheats causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a fiveNmile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_•s homeowner1s 
insurance crisis1 making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS-project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire. regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Shou Id first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse firel economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT~o2 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own. and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adja_cent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native -plants and significant vegetation, · brush, and - two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community;· 0-ur community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire th_reat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a fiveNmile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisiss making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversary impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct) own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from ·several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage1s project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site•s natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a ffve ... mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain , adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant envjronmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

/} 1,-r-/;· ✓ I L2. "VJ / / 
~ rf(l'~ . 'v\ u fv-<..,1 

Name: Caf1'\e,.~\ ne., La_za., ('~ -!J'f v---Ll, 

Address ~¾6 f2,,.,u_t, fkv.M e,, ~ M1 f'r1, M q}{ll--i 

Email address C \O\...t-CL 'ftt,,I(\, (l; ~ . '{\1)(· 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and . significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium_ battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long ... fasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_•s homeowner's 
insurance crisis$ making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

ln addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should 1his project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage,s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~ r /;[71of0J DcJH,eµeHe 
Address J.,? '!>O {:, /(ye,._ ~e, ✓-< I 5 e-1 L_~q u VJ 14 )J lj 1tef104 9 Zb f ?-
Email address {Jej (IY<,AJe-t-le-4£2,;ynctt I, l,tr)tV1 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13wacre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less. than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native- plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 

~to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our unfted opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting.and_persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate ,fire threat 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23} wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner1s 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should 1his project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

_,,. 
,;. ... 

Name· 
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt. BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native· plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeownefs insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

ln addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, ,.. _ /J; . T 

~-ib1~ 
/ 

Name: A VttLS)-o.__e.,,- L ?hr.ppevt 

Address ;2.5o/J Z, 12..u t', / ll'v'7LV,- 1 Uijt1"'-"'-- ;f 3vd, t:A- '9 zt 7 / 

Email address v,[!il{l.vla...S t-a.L[ ~ @ av l, C.On/\ 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct) owns and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna N,iguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated ·general open space 
hillside surrounded by native- plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium--iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catc_h fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate Ure threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five--mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner1s 
insurance crisiss making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires1 the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases) which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Name: l~</<-6L ?-H-/f'r''~N' ---------------------------

?--5 ~ 'I-~ t ~c- zy~·~,1)~ 1 t-,1',J\ 9~c·77 

Email address____;l24"~_r_.;;.O-_·-{,_.:q~&;_· _
1

...,...P ....... P-~_~_...;:~....._\..,.;+-/_rL/uJ __ ·_tf_·. -~----
Y- r~ I 

Address 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24,;.QPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, ownJ and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt . BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native- plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23} wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed proje~t site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containmenrapproach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in Immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeownerjs 
insurance crisis·, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and putmc flealth risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, theywould be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy StorageJs proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~' ~ ~ C,....,..., ~ L ~ ~~ 
Address :19\ ·:)._~ ~ ~ l l~~Nt~ ~ , ~\...,77 

Email address \<:eo,_.v-L-v- ~ l DO @.. Go-x::.. t:x ±: / k-i . Cre-~ ~ Co'<. ~-



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned ·resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, ownJ and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sendin_g comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium .. iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-fasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation,. steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a ftve .. mHe radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates . the state_'s homeowner1s 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to . obtain adequa.te 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire s·ituation . .. · 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, theywould be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Address ti./ r,k ___ ............. ____ ----,/ ___ -"-----,..-"--L~~__.........i:....~Ul..4--____..:..J£....~L-...,£--

Email address _______ [ _D_,__rs-1,,_ 11.....,b~-e........,y ~;i.._)~fJ-/ ..,...Oav,'--,L--'M,...£.L-,/-'--, -=C:~l'n.....,__,__ ______ _ 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24.;.QPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct) owns and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano, immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native· plants and significant vegetation; brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas herghtens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries. which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries ean reignite twenty--one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting -and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature oflithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Shou Id first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

7~ddfic ~· 
Name:_~/1-b'-44~ff.....__~___,C.-.,::!S~L~lfi ________ rn__,;;.&:_--_l.:._72-=-Z>~zJ------

Address ______ cA,_5_S-_ C>_2--:: __ R_u_~_ 7l_~_~ __ /2-A __ S..........,b_) _( ___ A_~_l..)_A.)----'-A~/Ll_1/ & -l55L 

Email address _ ___...f'VL---+--a,. ____ }ly]----.....e.-___ / __ }J_l>~fl----~_<{J] __ a_z;_· )_l -~~D ___ Y) __ Vl ___ _ 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed · battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct1 own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to . the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty--one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23} wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires) firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state.'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis$ making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant pubJic 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
D9cket Nur;nber:. 24-OP1-02 • 
. Pr9ject TitJe.: . .Co.mpass .Energy.stor.age .. P.r~ect 

.,., . . . ' . 

RE: Oppositio~.to Proposed Compass EnergyStorage.ProJect(24-:PPT-02) 

Dear Callforpfa ·Energy. Commissioners, 

As a concerned.-resident of tJ:te _City of Laguna Niguel, 1 am Yfrlting Jo express rny strong 
opposition to lhe proposed battery energy storage system • (BESS) ·facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, owns and operate an 
appro,dmarefy 250-m~~w@tt BESS f8cmty on 8 13 .. ~cre proj~t)t~~e ~Jong th.~ north~m 
·portitlt1 of the City of San Juan :Cap~no immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
• Laguna Niguel. Th~. project site, which is less. than 1,500 • feet from several residential 
1,1eighborhQods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded QY native plants and significant ve_getation, prush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
io·the CEC websiie, and wriiing ieiiera, uernonsiraiing our uniied opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facUity would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries. which can be incredibly dangerous If they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easHy 
extinguished~ Lithturn batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting · a iong-iasiing •. and per~isieni ihreat.. Shouid ihe iiihium baiieries o~erheai 
and catch- •ftte; the • proposed project . site's · natu-ral vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In- the· past ten years, ther-e· ha-v&been~twenty .. three· (23)-wildfires within a five-mHe·radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires. firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment,. all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immecUatefire-danger. The. imminent fire. risk posed by the. BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the· state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making It even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
c, .in.nifil'an♦ anui,-nnn'\an♦~I ~nl"I J'\uhU" h.c.~ffh ri~l,c, I if-hiuft'\ h!Sftol"i.eii.:, .eiill'W'\if ♦r,vi"' n~oaL> 11,ifhln 
v ·•~•· 11 ·1 l~'lilll•· I• . 'V't· ~·· ·• ·t :y·•;,11·_,....,•·~ ~•· ._.,:• 1"'4 • .,..._ ~••_, • •Y~IM f I ..... ,,v • .... , ....... I ~~ ,~YI I _VW' ~· t It.~ _ ,v_~,-~ ~~---~ W9 I ·~-1 l~ .'J . 

seconds of ign.iti:ng, teading. to air potlutipn and pu:b.tic tie~tth risks .. Any fir~, . regardtess of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, theywoutd·be exposed to 
hazardous toxic g~ses" which can cause severe debilitating heaHh impacts. If the fire is 
not· readity extinguished. the toxic gases emitted woutd generate a s1gnificant public 
health risk for the :surroundin·g communities. Any water or flre·extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the · regton's · soil, adversefy· impacting ·the locaf ecosystem and poputation·. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality Issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek watershed, which flows 
to the ·Pacific Ocean just miles away~ 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission· to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed .project The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public ,safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct1 own1 and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native- plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner•s 
insurance crisiss making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issuesl contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. f respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

rn -~ Q.C/\d 

Name: rrY-tC \tv" e.--\ 4,. s::h , o d a .d G-C'.:) La vc:l 

Address AS :S tj \ ::::B Lt£c 7£ r- rc.u:w2-- La'?J u 11a , V't l?.f ~ 0\ d Lo l-':/­
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLCf is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wHdfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long--lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within Bfive ... mile radius 
of the pro_posed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeownefs insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting. leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Address ;;l q3 0 \ :?iv<- C.e fl ~-c, L:_y"'\- 'h[i) IA<- I, CA 02-IP 17 

Email address ri e \ )vv'-f"' L~ T7 a j ,._,\,._.:,O • c ovV\,.. 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13Nacre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native -plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil1 adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Address 1,q~~\o \< \I-£- C.ru\ ~ (_e;"JUV\~ IN''b~ Qr- ql.Je ~7 

Email address 'o \i).(.,c'V,)4,vw,,_, SU:5.rv>A. \; Co V\ 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct! owns and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt .BESS facility on ·a 13Macre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native- plants and significant vegetation; brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished~ Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pos~ a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23} wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires. firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases. which can cause severe debiUtathig health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adverseJy impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~ g()ti;' , 
Address ;). 5ll '{Ip . ~ . I e,,vYlL::>L, La.-o lUL,lL ~ CA -cp--&, -:::,..--::; 

Email address 0JO Yl t'.-Sk)l (? jl'Yl a.,- I. C;ow, 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project {24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct) own 1 and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt . BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Lagu11a Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native- plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires! firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner1s 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents ·to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

/ 11 /t~Gl,A ~. [_A}-tr I . 

Name! '2q ~ sJ. (__~ 

Address Z.5'--/81 f<u_E CttANS'ON. LA-Gu.NA /JJGllEL., C /2· , ;.. 
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-0PT~o2 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, 1 am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct) owns and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguelj is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be e~sily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed _project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment; all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner>s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addiUon to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public • 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversery impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the_ California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents sho_uld 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLCf is proposing to construct1 owns and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguelj is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facitity would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be . easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius 
of the proposed project site~ Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
faciltty threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisis 1 making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeownerss insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders> health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public , 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the. California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage2s proposed project The health and safety of California residents sho_uld 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Addres 

Name: ~.-1~ ~ (L 6 
-:;.+-----~---------------r---:--------
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel1 is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC websit~, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate witdfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous If they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, pre~enting a long-lasting and persi$tent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and ·irilmediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23} wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner1s 
insurance crisis 1 making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner)s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires1 the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not rea~ily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the. California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents sho_uld 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety &fld community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery ene~gy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct1 own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13Macre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wHdfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster t~an other fires an_d cannot. be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite _twenty--one (21} days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting -and p~rsistent threat. _Should the l,ithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a ftve .. miie radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, ·firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should ·a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner1s 
insurance crisis1 making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner•s insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miies away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of .life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: l)l[&·coA1 F. /(/e,J(h rte fe r-
Address J..-'t::i. f< [I.( e Cer,'.;;e- ba;}et IA.'1'--d,'q tu. .. ( 
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February 5, 2025 

Renee Longman 

California Energy Commission 

715 P. Street 

Sacramento CA 95814 

Re: Compass Energy Storage Project 

Docket number 24-OPT-02 

San Juan Capistrano 

Dear Renee, 

Here are letters signed by individuals who live in the housing tract right above the proposed site for this 

Lithium Battery Energy Storage Facility. Their homeowners association collected these letters. 

We are paying for the postage to help them with the cost of mailing and trying to eliminate the endless 

opening of individual envelopes on your end. 

B.L.E.S.S.I.N.™ is the community group that opposes this permit. We dearly hope you deny this permit 

and any other permits for this location. 

Sincerely, 

Cathleen Pryor 

President 

B.L.E.S.S.I.N.™ 

BAN LITHIUM ENERGY STORAGE SYSTEMS IN NEIGHBORHOODS 





bTile case for local control of 
-.6attery:ellergy:.St9rage systems 

By katr~na Foley 
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, owns and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel. is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native -plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close pro~imity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can Qe incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 

I . 

fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter a_nd faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite tw~nty-one (21) days after extinguishing the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting aod persi·stent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natura.l . vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a ~ignfficant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past.ten ye~rs, there have _Q_een twenty-three (23) wildfir~s within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should ~a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state_'s homeowner's 
insurance crisiss making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner>s. insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of ignitingl leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 



generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should 1his project be 
roved. 

,uld first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
~ardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
t readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
alth risk for the surrounding communitie·s. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
.ed to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
to the region's soil, adversefy impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
·oject's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
:>tential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
) the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
idverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
~nergy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the· California Energy • Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: vn 't_"'(A..,_! t s~ ~ Y'()\ l V'f:Jy ~-r-

AddresA '?d-.S ~ Rtt-e..., C,e'V'{Q-Q..., ,L:,~~ Mw"~' CA 9·-i..,17 
Email address ,:Z Yh 1 \::'~+rt> r~ ~ q \IV\ O I f 1 {:_a 1'V--\ • 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of San Juan Capistrano, I am writing to express my 
strong opposition to the proposed battery energy . storage system (BESS) facility. The 
project applicant, >Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct1 own, and 
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13.-acre project site along the 
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern 
border of Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several 
residential neighborhoods, is confined within a designated general open space hillside 
surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, • brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending 
comments to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate witdfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of Hthium .. iron phosphate 
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing 
the battery to catch fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and 
cannot be easily extinguished.· Lithium batteries can reignite twenty~one (21) days after 
extinguishing the fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium 
batteries overheat and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, 
steep terrain and surrounding landscape pose a.significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five .. mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire·danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 





size generates a significant risk for our first responders• health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used to combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region 1s soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quaUty issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmentals and public safety risks as they evaluate Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ___ ~_H-o_ M_'A_5~ G_ L_,....1 _rJ_N~--------------
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