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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 opposUion. 

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 terraill 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, 

Email address ~ K ~ C.. O._)--\ 0 ~3 \\"\CL, \__ .. C.... D ""l) 
t 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: ·Op-position to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24 .. QPT-02) 

De_ar 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 
-p-orti'on of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·Iy adjacent to the easte·rn "b"order of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, whjch is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Nigueli is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetationJ brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguef1 

and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extinguts·hed. Uthium batteries can reignite twenty-one ·(21) days after extingutsMng ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch f1re1 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. Shourd a fire break containment, aH nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further axacerbates the state1s homeowner's 
insurance crfsis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In additfon to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·s-tgnificant environmental and public health risks. Uthium batteries emit toxfc 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 thjs 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 1 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 frre wm become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the locat 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 
adversefrre, economict environmenta1, and-pubficsafetyrisks as·they evalua1e·Compas-s 
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 appHoation and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of Ufe. 

s·incerely, 

Date: t/!o/'2...S J 
Printname: /VlkL ·SEA.-7/L 
Email address: /1t-t:.-eGA 9-1& e G2i ;J A: 2 L . (! D Yf -

Home address: JO V B-~DIZ-r/-J J1 U£. c 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: ·Op-position to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24 .. QPT-02) 

De.ar California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned ·resident of the City of Laguna Niguel1 I am· writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facinty. 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 
purtion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·ly adjacent to the easte·rn border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, whJch 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 c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguer, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extlnguts"hed. 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 f1re1 the proposed project site1s 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 
intake a containment approach. Shoufd a fire break containment, aH 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 stateJs homeowner's 
insurance crisis, makrng it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In additron to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·srgnific-ant environmental and public heafth risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air poHution and public heafth risks. Any fire, regardless of 
size generates a sjgnificant 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 toxlc gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not. readily extinguished7 the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to ·com·batihe irre witl become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project1 s close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quafity issuesl contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed} which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strong Iy urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic1 environmenta1, and -pub fie safety risks as ·they evaluate ·Compas·s 
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 Ufe& 

s·incereJy1 

Date: -~/ JO/?iJ 

Print name· kJ /' r[} /e_,, li:.J4 fYltl4II 

Email address: llllcoLt/U. n1 cDeijjd,tr()_,nf,{q . 0/rr-
Home address: zro 4~ I'-0Jb ~ (() ~ X 9tO(fAd aA 

• y7,(f]417 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24~OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: ·Op-position to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24 .. QPT-02) 

De_ar 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 
pnrtio-n of 1he City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·[y adjacent to the easte·rn 'border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, whjch is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel2 is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation 1 brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel 1 

and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor,nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extlnguts·hed. Uthium batteries can reignite iwenty ... one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·the 
fire, presentlng a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should ~he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire1 the proposed project site1s 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 
iota"k.e a containment approach. Shoufd a fire break containment, aJI nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further axacerbates the stateJs homeowner's 
insurance crfsis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In additron to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
-stgnifinant environmental and public health risks. Uthium batteries emit toxfc gase-s within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air poHution 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 toxtc gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not. readily extinguished1 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 witl become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the tocat 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, economic1 environmenta1, and -pub fie safety risks as ·they evaluate ·Compas·s 
Energy Storage1s proposed project. The health and safety of Ca1ifornia 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 UfeA 

Sincerely, 

Date: 

Email address:-.--1-~~~~-¥C---jf--L-~~~~=--J..,..,<l~,L.....b,---------...,..._--

Home address: td1= thH BurzmN flACEr lfttq. Nr f:J_l/ffl-elt 
. • . tzb11-

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: ·Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24 .. QPT-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 
purtion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·Jy adjacent to the easte·rn ·burder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, whJch is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillsfde surrounded by native plants and significant vegetationJ brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This ctose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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---fron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheats causing the battery to catch 
fire. I.Jhium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extlnguts"hed. Lithium batteries can reignite -twenty-one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch flre1 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·ta"k.e a -containment approach. Shoufd 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 crfsis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
hcmeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In additron to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·stgnificant environmental and public hea"fth 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 sjg nificant risk for our first responders1 health should thjs 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-theiire witlbecome easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the tocat ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximlty to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed 1 which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse flreJ economic, environmenta1, and pub fie 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 li.fe .. 

Sincerefy1 

Date: ::; (Jr 
Print name: C I( Lt,<!_/, Pt· LLS (3 t.._lf.. y' 

l 

Email address: C(-J~f/1,,,,,1,.5··(3v--'Rt ~~¢¼ ({, .~ e>wrC$lf>/e,.4;,n 

Home address:3iSJL CAcle- rtb~f \1\.,11.,.. f?tf{ 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: ·Op-position to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

De~r 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 aJong the northern 
p-orUon of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·ry adjacent to the easte·rn ·burder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, whjch is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel3 is confined within a designated general· open space 
hillsfde surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation 1 brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings1 hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel t 
and San Juan Capistrano1 received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extinguts·hed. Uthium batteries can reignite twenty-one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·the 
fire, presenilng a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch f1re1 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, aH 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 state1s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
hcmeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In additfon to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·srgnificantenvironrnental andpublicneaUh risks. Lithium batteries emittoxicgase-swithin 
seconds of igniting, leadfng to air polfutlon 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 toxlc gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished1 the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communitles. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to -combat1heffre wttlbecome easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soH, 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, economict environmentai, 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 appHcation and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of li.fe. 

Sincerely, 

9-/0 -c-s-
Date: ~. /) Q 
Print name: I e c:::::{" ' c) s (?_--

Email address: ('osd---d/l-1 'I es (!,.,1t!:>k._. ~ 
Home address: ~ ~ O W)ct~'.)fi]le.- , ~J~ ~ 

c:, _ r 7~ Cj[A 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-0PT-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) facil.ity. 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 Niguet The project site, which is less than 1 ;500 feet from several re$idential 
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. Thls 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 lncredibly 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 l 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 terrai11 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 
lnsurance 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 region1s 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.:./--/ -----+-....i....L--....;;;....;....-'------=--:ca~.•-(. ......;...____._._· l"----¥---.r---:~~~~~-

Address~"---......-~~_..._-----------/----______________ 7 
Email address /< l,?,/:a{l v!df a!Jt'ZJ. <!.eJJ11 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
ProjectTitle: 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 Blong the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is fess 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 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 terraiq 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 
faeiJity threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
horneowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
signifroant environmental and pubJic heaJth risks. Lithium batterjes 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 Storag_e'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: _ ____::{_===-D_(_CA.._ __ \\_~_~_if_0\-\--____ -=------

Address 6_1) 11 6.. 1M W\£U C ,.\-

Email address. __ \-=-....;;..._=-~~~~~~~::..1,,_:i....:--.-----------



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

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

De~r California Energy Commlss.ioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writi:ng 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 adjacen1 to the eastern ·border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neig.hborhoods 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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extinguts·hed. Lithium batteries can re·ignite twenty-one ·(2·1) days after extingutshing th-e 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural_ veg·etation, 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, ·au 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 
s·ignificant 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 witl become easily contaminated with heavy meta1s 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, environmenta1, and public safety risks as ·they evaluate ·Compas-s 
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. 

\ - I 

Email address: k.A·-l ·H; vvtc,c>f'C:. i~() 1J.:..e 6tML-i L ( coU..-C 



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 fess 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 catch fire, the proposed .project site's natural vegetation., steep terraill and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immeditlte 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 tbreatens .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 envi-ronmental -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 Storag~,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: A. e h_. ,- _L L.._,l.:, W?, k,. ------------------------7--A ,--_, _A-_n,_ . 
Address l/?::, frlC.(.\ l:ti i Cv\ 1 (_~" 1'-.J:f-:-=i \ , (· -, 26 'f" 1-
Email address C\ C- l \.\.kl&< v <2. (;l.. of~ { 0 VY\ ______ ....;;.._;._ _______________ _ 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: ·Op-position to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24 .. QPT-02} 

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writJ_ng 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 260-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
p-orUon of ihe City of San Juan Capistrano imm-ediate·ry adjacent io the easte·rn ·border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project ~ite, whJch is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillsfde surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguef, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extingms·hed. Lithium batteries can reignite iwenty ... one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should ~he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fke, the proposed project site1s natural . vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a srgnlficant 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 
iotake a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, aJI 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 state1s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compoundfng the already dire situation. 

In additfon to the heightened risk of wiJdfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·srgnifiuant environmental and public hea-Jth risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, Jeadfng to air pollution and pubfic health risks. Any fire, regardless of 
size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health shoufd 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 extinguished1 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 wttl 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 quafity 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 frre1 economic, environmentai, and pub fie safety risks as ·they evaluate ·Curnpa1;-s 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by th is project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocal1y prioritize public safety and community quality of li.fe. 

Sincerely, 

Date: 

Print name· AN l\l 0 Y /~ • 
Email address: AA t tQ tJe,{2,/V\/7i' () e G, -~ ' f"D--'. 
Home address: :21~ct? A-tffe ~ c.t l Ss.SC- CA i x15 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



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 site1s 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 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 quarity of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: _______ i/\1 ___ , ....... A. ....... L ....... \~•,v_.-k'--'---..--k_____.__iL......,·0 ....... o_L ~-\;;..__ __________ _ 

Address _____ )_S_~_C.....,.;;.)-2 ........ <-::8..........____rA:__.__.\--~-vJ~oo.,__-1) ________ _ 

Email address_--'c\-~-=-S='R~f'-Ji-"< k_,,_,d __ i~"'= ........ t'.\ --+-f!---------.:5-11\Jj-=----.:;.._.;Q__,.__._~ -+-\-----. .. (,.._,..r ........ Jvv--=: ____ _ 



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 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 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. 

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, 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass 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· writi,ng 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 b"order 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 ctose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extingurshed. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one "(2·1) days after extingutshing ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he 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 years1 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 1:o -combat the fire witl become easily contaminated with heavy meta1s 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, environmenta1, and pubtic safety risks as they evaluate ·Compas·s 
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, 1~"750 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: ·Op-position to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24 .. QPT-02)_ 

De_ar 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 aJong the northern 
·purtion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·fy adjacent to the easte-rn ·border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project $ite, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods jn 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 c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguef, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage,s project site poses significan~ 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 
extinguts·hed. Uthi"um batteries can reignite 1wenty ... one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch ftre, the proposed project site1s 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. Shourd 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 axacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crfsis, 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 
·stgnificant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air poHution and public heafth risks, Any fire, regardless of 
size generates a significant risk for our first responders1 health should this project be 
approved. 



Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire 1 they wouJd be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished1 the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to -combatihefrre wi1lbe-come easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
projecfs 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 awayT 

I strongly urge the CaHfornia Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic1 environmenta1, and pub He 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, 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



Callfornla Energy Commission 
Project Manager, Renee Longman 
715PStreet 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Docket Number: 24-0PT-02 
Project lltle: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Oppoaltlon to Prapoaad Campa• Energy Storage ProJact (M-OPT-02) 

Dear CaHfornla Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Dana Point, I am wrlUng to express my strong 
opposlUon to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) fadUty .. The project 
appllcant, 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 or San Juan Capistrano Immediately adjacent to the eastem 
border of Laguna Niguel, and within 5 mlles of our city and Doheny Harbor. The project 
site, which Is less than 1,600 feet from several resldentlal neighborhoods, Is 
confined within a designated general open space hlllslde surrounded by 
native plants and significant vegetation, brush. two recreational nature 
tralls and the Oso Creek which drains to Doheny Beach. This close proximity to 
residential areas heightens the potential risk to the community. Our community 
is o,ganlzing community meetings, sending comments to the CEC websle, and writing 
letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed locatlon of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses slgnlftcant and 
Immediate wlldflre risks. The BESS fadllty would be composed of Bthlum-lron phosphate 
batteries, or slmllar batteries. which can be Incredibly dangerous If they overheat causing 
the battery to catch fire.. Lithium battery fires bum hotter and faster than other flnts 
and cannot be easlly extinguished. Lithium battertes can reignite twenty-one (21) days 
after extinguishing the fire. presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the 
llthlum batteries overheat and catch fire. the proposed project slte1a natural 
vegetatbn, steep tenaln and suffOundlng landscape pose a significant and Immediate fire 
threat 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a flve-mlle radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of Uthlum battery flres1 firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break contatnment. al nearby homes and 
businesses would be In Immediate fire danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
faclllty threatens residents• safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner'• 
Insurance crisis, making It even more dfflicult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's Insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened rtsk of wlldflres, the proposed BESS project site presents 
significant environmental and pubftc health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within 
seconds of Igniting, leadlng to air pollution and publlc health risks. Any fire, regardless of 
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size generates a significant risk for our ffrst responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous to>ic gases, which can cause severe deblltatlng heatth Impacts. If the flra is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant pubic 
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 mlles 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 Callfomla residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project .. I respectfully 
request that the Callfomla Energy Commission reject this project appllcatlon and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Email address ----------------------



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-0PT~2 
Project Tttle: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Opposition to Proposed Com.pass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear Cafifomia Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned reside·nt of the City of Laguna Niguel, ·1 am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage sy$tem (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC. is proposing to construct, own. and operate an 
approximately 250~megawatt BESS facility on a 1 ~acre-project site along the northern 
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adja~nt 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 GEC 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 catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrail}. 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. an nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger_ The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residentsj safety and further exacerbates the state's horneowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even mote difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfiresJ 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 risk9_ 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 region1s 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 proj.ect. 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:_~~@~....:......::\' e:........;.U....,..t ~:l~tJC~,kA-· v~n+---------

Address_---=-g___.S~p ........ c...;.._t~-+\o.;.;....,;,.(b...,.__<)__,.;::l'------'--'t&>-----u. ......... /) ________ _ 

Email address d a (I\ it 1:1.e ju ho v1 0 



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 Niguelj is confined within a designated genera) 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 site1s 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, 

Address 2--S 00 ( (V/9n --fe V~e i) ,.-- LA Ez !J.Lt <r::i ii_ lf=;;<­

Email address c t:tf::o~ E . .S 1-Q j IN'.g 1 ( ~ C6SlVq 
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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 (24-0PT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, f am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLCJ 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 trans. 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 catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrail} 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 residents1 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: f.J+,/l O L ~ 11\} Gd--
Address 4 fy{I r<J<._ V LA&JIJ A NI &Jlf L 
Email address 'Y],1,)1"'/Ylc__lU(l'.) I @. CJ) p I neJ-



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

RE: Opposition to Proposed Cornpass 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 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 terraiq 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, 

Address, __ -6-~-+--+---+f--,,,,~~~~-----4--,=-____;::i.:::;.....~--4,,-~~-7 7 
Email address. __ --+--"-'~~'-.1.----i-"-"--l--i..ll"-\--~~--__,.;;;..........=:--t---._.c-+-+ .............. --...._,...·· { 
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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 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 1 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 
batteries1 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: Molnt{ u.Jh 1+£, 
Address 12 -w-es+w.s l£½looq AJtgueJ 
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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 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 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 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: Pt::rEJ(_ il1.A_,1y1 ,J 
--,f---;........:_.....:;;;..o. _ _ .....;......_;;_._"""--"-------------------

Address 'Z-'/:e O ( (J 1' It lo+tz.& ;:t: I-~ 
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-0PT-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 Storag~ 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 adjacentto 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 rneetings, 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 ]ncredibly 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-tasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batterie$ overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrai11 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 difficuft for residents to obta-rn 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, economicJ 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, 

4~LA PJLdst-
Name: I @::M..XY\ J 'J P\-e;t+--

Address .;i.=29g cl Arv:\ \cQ l__i n::l ci I I ~ , ,()O, /\) 'SI A Q.(), CA 9 2lo T7 
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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 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 site1s 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 flve .. 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 crlsis 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 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 quaUty of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24 .. OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: -op-position to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24 .. QPT-02) 

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned ·resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writf.ng to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) faciHty. 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 1he City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·Iy adjacent io the easte-rn ·burder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, whJch is le$s than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Nigueli is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation 1 brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguef, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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. L_ithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguts·hed. Lithium batteries can reignite iwenty .. one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch f1re, the proposed project site1s 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 
iotake a containment approach. Shoufd 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 ~xacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compoundfng the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
-s-tgnifinant environmental and public heaHh risks. Lithium batteries emit ioxic gase-s within 
seconds of igniting, Jeadfng to air pollution and public health risks. Any fire, regardless of 
size generates a sjgnificant 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 extinguished1 the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant pubUc 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to -com·batihe frre witl become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soH, adversely impacting the tocal 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 fuHy consider these 
adverse iire1 economic, environmenta1, 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 li-fe. 

s·incerely, 

Date: 

Print name: __ O~---L..4:___.,:_d____.:.· ...._· {i--"-"i""'-=,e,-1-r -'--">v~e..==-=--· --~~ o--=b""---, ..:....1,A.,C....CAJ=~_;;_()__._J~----

Email address: __ ~------ _ . _- _( '----"11,,__,_J, __ ·~a--· _@ ___ &, ____ •• -l:4~ - ....,,..()___.__.l/3 ........... · _..Z..~ L+~ --· -+-C-+-&-ht'J'"-4,;<A'+-, -------

Home address: l?c2, ~ ax 1 11 -~ C!h? o_ !3 r:11 c4 c,4_ 
I ~ ./ 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

9:J~.).._'i 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-RE-: ·Op-position to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24 .. QPT-02} 

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned ·resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writf.ng 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 
·purtion of 1he City of San Juan Captstrano immediate·Iy adjacent to the eastern "border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project 8ite, whjch is less than 1,500 feet from s~veral residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel2 is confined within a designated general· open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This ctose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings1 hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguef, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor:nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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. L_ithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
Bxtinguts"hed. Lithium batteries can reignite i:wenty ... one ·(21) days after extinguishrng ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch ftre, 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 stateJs homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
hcmeowner's insurance policies, compoundfng the already dire situation. 

In additfon to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
-stgnificantenvtronmental and public tieaJth risks. Lithium batteries emittoxic gase·swithin 
seconds of igniting, leading to air poHution and pubfic health rjsks. Any fire, regardless of 
size generates a srgnificant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 



Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire1 they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not. readily extinguishedl the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant pubUc 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to -combat-the fire wiH be-come easily contaminat~d with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
projecf 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, economict environmenta1, and pub fie safety risks as ·they evaluate 'Cumpas-s 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by th is project. I respectfu Uy 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of Ufe. 

Sincerely, 

Date: ll/. tD f J-J, 
Print name: t l2 ~vnar:9 en n VU? ! 

Email address: ro eJ D Q @ ~~ > C'-LJYY) 

Home address: ·Z.q 2-£¼;2 M ( V--v( \Jv--s~ J ~u,14 4\. ..LJ u'q 1u1./JJ Cf4:°tY;,f:,.. 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-R·E-: -opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

De~r California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writi:ng 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 immediate·ly adjacent to the eastern harder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project $ite, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neig.hborhoods 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 ctose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cornment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 re'ignite twenty-one -c2·1) days after extingurshrng ·ttre 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and· persistent threat.. Should the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural . veg·etation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten yearsl 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 
io ·take a. containment approach. Should a fire break containment, au 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 
·srgnificant 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 witl become easily contaminated with heavy metais 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 ·Compas~s 
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, ~ 1i!VdtJ~ 

Date: d-./J O Id O d ~ 

Email address: cjH(ee/1\_ @_,h, e; ne(IVLCLJL. QJ
74

\ 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

-R·E~ -opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02) 

De:ar California Energy Commiss.ioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writi:ng 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 ofthe City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·ly adjacen1 to the eastern herder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neig.hborhoods 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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extinguts·hed. Lithium batteries can re-ignite twenty-one ·(2·1) days after extinguishing -ure 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and· persistent threat .. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural . veg·etation, 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, au 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 
-stgnificant environmenial and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit 1oxic 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 witl become easily contaminated with heavy meta1s 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 carefu1ly and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmenta1, and public safety risks as they evaiuate ·Compas·s 
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. 

Since~ , 

,~ BL---

Date: 2.-/ 1 0 
/ JS 

Email address: __ r_e_.5~;_._\l\.. ___ "--~·=--P'-'r->O,.__.u ...... )_e ....... c.--.~~-@--------Gl..-0~[ _1~C-_O~ \IV\ __________ _ 
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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 
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, 

Address 

Email address 





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 ofthe City of Laguna Niguel, I am writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
~pplicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250:.megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project s.ite 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 
batteries1 which can be in~redibly 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. Lithlum batteries can reignite twenty-0ne (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 I 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 environme·ntal 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 exacerba·tes 
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 
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 fires1 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 environme·ntal 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 exacerba'tes 
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 
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 environme·ntal 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 exacerbales 
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 
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 ofthe 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 genera 1 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 environme·ntal 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 exacerba'tes 
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: __ ~ _aJi_· l_vf _G __ o @lJ9?'---------------------

Address_ o2_· _t/ 3._· V_..::Z._ C=--- Ctf?;lu_~~l1_v>._j....._..{;._____..___f _______ _ 

Email address ______ 5-......:·f.i'----""'j~/ 0-=--......;;;t;;;;;.._'/~ tlJ>""-----'=~'--m,~ __ 7A...;...../;._L_ , _C_o_rl1 _ _ __ _ 



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 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 environme·ntal 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. ff 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. 

Sincerely, 

~ )~ r .. --. 0)1)& re.J (0 
Name: /\t,'4 i ----------------------------
Address 9 p..-t ct. I e ot ___ ___,_ ______________________ _ 
Email address __ k-_gc__, l-._ rf.L....::0-=:-.---4~ '-->{lLC..---h _o _,o __,_' ._w_1 _:.._tV' _____ _ 



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 ofthe 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 I 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 flve ... 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 environme'ntal 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 soi1, 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: /1 Alf, l ( 4-"'~rs "'-""' 

Address 5 ,:rol \111 Q ", II;.-,.,. Cf 7CJJ/fk. fT ~ 26 ½ 

Email address ___ ~____,:l'-'-r...;;..U;::._+.~r._.;..u_"'t ............... ·6--'--lo_u11a...,..~-i) __ 7_.!._~_"'_'I_, _r_v _____ _ 



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 genera 1 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, prese_nting 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 environme·ntal 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, 



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

RE: Oppo$ition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-0PT-02) 

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, l 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 25~megawatt BESS facility on a 1 ~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 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 vegetationt steep terrait\ and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat 

In the past ten years1 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 ill immediate fire danger. The imminent fire rtsk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's horneowner's 
·insur-ance 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 

. - I 
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 



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 ofthe 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 
batteries1 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 con_tainment, 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 environme·ntal 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 



slze 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 exacerbales 
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 
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 les·s 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 H 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 environme·ntal 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, 

Address 



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 Storage1s project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries1 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 environme'ntal 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 exacerba'tes 
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, 



Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­
ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 
closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 
populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 
prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 
chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's "Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 
(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in the review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 
would be located within 1,200 - 1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 
and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing_would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFElY always comes FIRST. 

Name~~k~l ll_ F_. --~ . /i_v_-----:;_~--
Addresss_l;=--'7____,,, /~VJ&_. __ /t---+-lf_f G_v: -:.-5+_·, _.. _l_✓ /ti_ , _L)_f 1 _e£7_ 7 

Signature~sc:::z__,__,__.,,...d-======-==---Date?/2 u~ 5 





Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­

ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This wa~most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 
closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 
populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 

prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 

chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's ."Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 

(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in th_e review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 
would be located within 1,200 -1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 
and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFETY always comes FIRST. 

Name ________ &...____-=--__ i:_A.---.,;;/..."-11~-=--'=--c1---~ - ~ - /) ___ 3+--Y::z:2~.cJ_...,_ _____ _ 

Addresss 32.. &1 /42.s tnc1,b u r;v .,.! ..r ,,z ·~> kg u t1e< llh:J t< e ( 

Signature ___ ~_~_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-=_-:_J~ ___ ;-~-==:::--,,c--~----· __ -... ___ Date -2.L / ;(
1
Qs---





Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­

ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 

closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 

populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 

prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 

chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's "Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 

(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in the review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 

would be located within 1,200 -1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 

and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFETY always comes FIRST. 

Name_~- ~- t-+-y_G_o_~---------

Addresss_ d____..___L/3_1 .2-_........,.~..,....._._,c;,t_- -_tn_/4_ /t_( ________ _ 

Signature_J~.,.,,,,a,.."'"UJ--#--.-0 ~~~---------------------Date 





Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­
ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 
closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 
populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 
prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 
chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's "Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 
(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in the review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 
would be located within 1,200 - 1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 
and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFETY always comes FIRST. 

Name_/'1_. _I Jr-_C_h_lCJ- r_e...,/_/0 ----

Addresss_~_q__ /_~ _ h_· _"f ,,___CA_ C[_7-_0_17 __ 
Signature __ _,___,,._ __________________ Date u/ f / ( t-, '> 





Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­

ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 

closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 

populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 
prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes·and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 

chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's "Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 

(BESS} This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in the review process ofthe "opt in" program. This facility 

would be located within 1,200 - 1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 

and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFETY always comes FIRST. 

Name /14,tA( A.,~~i, 

Addresss 53 <36 IIAl[ '=J tl { "-- cf v~ .... ?r 'f'L(,2~ 

Signature ~ Date z~, /~ ( 





Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­

ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 

closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 
populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 
prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes· and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 
chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's "Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 

(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in the review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 
would be located within 1,200 - 1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 
and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFETY always comes FIRST. 

Name----+--f~-~-----

Addresss 3)1; 1h b-1JJn IA g-, Jr I )-tJ 

Signature ~ 





Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­
ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 
closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 
populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 
prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 
chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's "Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 
(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in the review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 
would be located within 1,200 - 1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 
and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFETY always comes FIRST. 

Name £¥4 ~ a:z:r{_ <!h"C/c-jrL /4.oov:) WO t<Z7 ff{ 

Addresss '/~.:l_ ~~ ~ i~ ~ /a?7.J 
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Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­

ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 

the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 

closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 
populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 

prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 

their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 

chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's 11Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 

(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in the review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 
would be located within 1,200 - 1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 

and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFElY always comes FIRST. 

Addresss 
U rvv ~, C/4 q;;t 71 

Signature Date 1)-,{i I Ix 
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Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. lithium­
ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 
closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 
populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 
prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 
chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's "Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 
(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in th~ review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 
would be located within 1,200 -1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 
and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFElY always comes FIRST. 

Name___,;_H....__7~..;__~J---r~-----------
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Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 

Orange County District Office 

32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102A 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Assemblywoman Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. 

I'm respectfully requesting you support and sign onto law state bill AB303 the Battery Safety and Accountability Act. 

While lithium-based BESS are one way to store energy in California, they do come with known safety hazards. Lithium­
ion BESS are known to catch fire, burn for days and emit toxic fumes. This was most recently witnessed just days ago in 
the disastrous BESS fire in Moss Landing, CA on January 16, 2025 which caused 1,200 residents to evacuate and the 
closure of Highway 1, a major thoroughfare, for 3 days. It's imperative that these systems are placed far away from 
populated areas that are difficult to evacuate, as well as environmentally sensitive locations such as waterways, fire 
prone areas and precious farm land. 

Currently there is little regulation on BESS and no setback requirement. Across our state, Californians are fighting for 
their right to safety as developers are planning to build massive facilities next to homes and other inappropriate 
locations. State bill AB303 includes a minimum setback from such locations of 3200ft ensuring the RIGHT locations are 
chosen to build these projects. These setbacks are similar to what is required of gas and oil projects. 

AB303 eliminates the California Energy Commission's "Opt-in" program for permitting battery energy storage systems 
(BESS) This program allows these potentially dangerous facilities to be "fast tracked" and permitted, bypassing our local 
government control of where they are located. 

Additionally, developers of energy storage systems are using this "opt in" as an "end-run" to get previously denied 
projects approved. 

Here in Orange County, we have a large proposed BESS facility in the review process of the "opt in" program. This facility 
would be located within 1,200- 1,500 feet of residential homes, schools, medical facilities, railway service, businesses 
and California Interstate 5. A fire similar to the 4th and most recent fire at Moss Landing would be devastating to the 
communities of San Juan Capistrano, Laguna Niguel, Dana Point, Mission Viejo and San Clemente. 

Please support AB303 for safe siting of battery energy storage systems. Local communities should have a say in where 
these projects are located! California needs battery storage but SAFETY always comes FIRST. 

Na~-✓-----
Addresss ,d;lt1/;.,Z_ 5!f!._~~t?,c 4' '-J,£.6 7/ 
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California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project 

RE: Oppo,ition to. Proposed Cornpass Energy Storage Project (24--0PT-fl2} 

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 StorageJs 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. Lith.i.um 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 siteJs natural vegetation, steep terraii}. 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 
busi'nesses would be ill 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. regar~less 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 proximify 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: Kob ~ . +rci T\ /U2¥) "t11
Q_ 1d 

Address 5 • :) ~..e,f'D 0 L ~ 
Emailaddressj 0•11:,,l.<_.Smorn 5 e.. J~1 I. CA) YY) 



California Energy Commission 
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: C.ompass Energy Storage Project 

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

Dear California Energy Commiss.ioners, 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writi:ng 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 immediate·ly adjacent to the eastern harder 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 ctose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange1 Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cqi;nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing 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 
extingutshed. Lithium batteries can re·ignite twenty-one "(2·1) days after extingurshing ·um 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and· persistent threat .. ShouJd t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural _ veg·etation, 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 iake a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, au 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 
·s·ignificant 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. readfly 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 witl become easily contaminated with heavy metafs 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, environmenta1, 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, c/l~ tku 
Datr/L {LOI JJ; 
Email acklress: r/J-a yz G) 'f1? <.ee- 6) 1 C l O U d £ C tY /h 

t 



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 Hthium-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 soll, 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 Callfornla residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the Callfomla Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

~ 

Sincerely, -~ ~ 

Name:~,\J~w,. ~~~{\·\~ h 4,r() 

Address .:2?0 t{5 N\wa; ~IS~ ~Ufy_\ ~~ C_A 

Email address \:,<l.!Q~mt . C.u t\ n\_~~d TT'\ @ CO)( , Q@+ Cf ~ 7 7 



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 fifes· and-calln6t.be easily 
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty~ne (21) days a~er ~~~QU~shlng the 
fire, pres~r\ting .. a1 long-lasti_ng, ancf persistent ffireat~.Sh9uId·. the lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural vegetation, steep terrain and 
surroundin landscaP-e,,Pose a ·sjgniflcaht'and immeo.liate fir@, 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 debllltating 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 wlll 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 mlles 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 
unequlvocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~ ~c&f , [ctA,~(e,fe.,, 

Address 2 ~\\ b \ EL ~UB , Lf\G,\JN~ N\C;,UEL CA. 9 "2. ',11 , 

Email address ____ CM--"--o_l ..;a...O...;;....l "l_.,.__fe_ l_v_'l~_,,-_3_0_1'_@__,.V-~- ~- 0
_ .c.o_ h"l ______ _ 



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 Uthium .. 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 
firet 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. 

ln addition to the heightened risk of wildfiresl 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 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 
atways 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: ___ f~ll\dl&/i~~ll~a...c..../'Y'>'--'-"-/ ~d~oz:9=---'----------------

Address MI½ 2.. Co.pr:; (<#-. J laau }1 OI. 1v ;8" ,.Q J C& q ·u,,, 77 

Email address k AM L 4.5" @ Cox, bi ~ T 
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California Energy Commission 
Project Manageri.ti_enee Longman 
715-P-Street .,.. ••.•1·· • : . 

Sacra.mento;.CA,95814·:· ·:·· . 
• _ ~ .... i,., '" : , ._.' I r, • •• ' ~ t ; ,, : ;: j• 1::. • •: -
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Docket Number: 24-OPT-02 
Project Title: Compas.s Energy Storage, Project 

l' • •• . .. ' •. , :; 

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 energ·y storage sys tern (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 Niguelt 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 l~tters, del)'lonstrating our united opposition. 

• ·~ •• I, ' . . . • • • ; 

The propos~d'·io~ati6r{hi·compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediatewildflre,ri~ks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
l;?atteries.: which can·b°e 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. Lithiul)'l • 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, ail 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 1 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: }t;rt'~/e/l6l_ 1/fihne_l/ . 
Address ~ Oa~ d//f- JJri"v~ / la;p-l"1a_ Ma ve_f 1~7/ . 
Email address f\ll(,t) t {--½ V1<£ l ~ ~ o i,I\Alilt. ~ , C!Z) VJ.--\ • 
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California Energy.Commission 
Project Manager~ Renee Longma~. 
715 P Street _ , .• .,., __ -
Sacramento~ CA 95814 , ~ 

Docket Number:.24--OPT-02 ·: . 
Project Title: Compass E_riergy Stofage 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 Ene_rgy 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. Ou{ comm~~,ity has. organized city meetings, sending comments 
to the GEC web~ite,_and.writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition. 

The proposed loc~tion 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 beentwenty ... three (23) wildfires within a five .. n,ile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
to take a containment approach. Should a fire b'reak containment, aU nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminenlfire risk posed by the BESS 
facility • threatens residents' _ safety and further exacerbates ttle 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 projectbe 
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 Oc~anjust miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and public safety risks as th~Y 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. ~/4~ 
Name: /(ar/ Hdh~~// 
Address ~ Ga:itt// ff j)r 
Email address korfµfhn ei(@1dtJVcf. Corn 
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