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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, | am writing to express my strong
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facllity. 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 sighificant 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,
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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, | am writing to express my strong
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facllity. 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 batiteries 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 heaith 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 combatthe 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sinqerely, -
A G o)
Name:bm é.,“ //(L’ 5‘/"

Address éz (244%/{ ., éﬂ;}m& AQ[;&&Z 4'&25é 72

Email address Qé 1S € a@;maLl - Lor7




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, | 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,
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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, | 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 heaith 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: {/M J3¢7k§01\/
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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, | 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 heaith 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.

| 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 potentiai benefits proposed by this project. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: %waﬂ J?’&’(/ ya
Address °L7 (ﬂgé %ﬁ@ Xédééf_/é’ 5\Ti i%73/
Email address Wj 5? :’2——? & frf/léﬂﬁf E oM




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, | 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
poition 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 heaith 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 willbecome 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: @ﬂ‘d(’f M J qu ur) o) "
Addfessgocim C,ﬁ,/lé gdﬁ’%a %Déallé sg@ ?\"26’78_\
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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, | 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 Capisfrarno 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality oflife.

Siricersly,

Name: 574%1 Abcs
Address L7 ﬂ “/l/l/é' Z/é(? Z"e‘;q,.e; /(/v?-cA <A et 2

Email address




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, | am writing to express my strong
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facllity. 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 easterni 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 longdasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat
and catch flre, 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
facllity 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: :’QUCL\J "’:)(j\/\?/ct l/,<

Address (025 (\ Nro e <;el/
\J' ;
Email address éjo-nz[‘/fg 2ud 2 asl. Conr




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, | 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 battety fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily
extinguished. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one (21) days after extinguishing the
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat. Should the lithium batteries overheat
and catch fire, the proposed project site’s natural vegetation, steep terrain and
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat.

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced
to take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS
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 addltion 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life,

Sinicerely,

Name: Q//) (é M'\M/(/\’
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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, | 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 easteirn 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 baiteries 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincersly,

Name: [Vl lf/‘%‘k/?f EADTOV N
Address__| C (é¢strTD —B(jt}(/' / /_\_S)U/)O\, Iqi\Sbt/'(,’k'gZC’?—/
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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, | 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 eastem 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 resldents’ 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 aiready 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally priofitize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: @Qj@/fi/\a 1.[”% '

Address_ :




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, | 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 heaith 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and cemmunity quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: %xm/u/t/
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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, | 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. Giventhe 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 inmediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS
facllity 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: _D ‘/RAW’D‘{ BLA’Q
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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 concemned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, | 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 Capistrarno 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 ¢lose 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
busiriesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS
facllity 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Siiicerely,

Name: ‘Q‘W\M\':\J M()\/lﬂp(y\
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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, | am writing to express my strong
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facllity. 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 hearby homes and
businesses-would be in inmediate 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 heaith 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: CU\%EMQ\UP CQQ}Q
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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, | 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: ﬂﬂ? ﬁ;vcé //Z’Z
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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, | 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 willbecome 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community guaility of iife.

Sincerety,
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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, | am writing to express my strong
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facllity. The project
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an
approximately 2560-megawatt BESS facllity on a 13-acre project site along the northern
portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastem 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, regardiess 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 heaith 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name:__ 74)@%]& éé/i/(/ 24l

Address | /3;Zﬂ 4/ !/4 //ﬂ/fi, ST C- PRCT S

Email address '1 QV\C""D[)QDC? @) K/@L(M)‘ C’DM
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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, | 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 bumn 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quaiity of life.

Sincerely,

Name:N’/lr} K‘#’é‘(&
Address_SIHIY Fose plogne SIC, (A 0010
Email address W/@;#Z/‘M L (O




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, | 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
hlliside 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 baiteries 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 heaith 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 willbecome 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: ﬁMm‘i% ﬁ\f\j U\.{U{
Address %0777/ \,/)0! _LZ_P_// Z-Q_L/\ r QTQ_)

Email address LOV ]Mh‘j V) [(77"7(;? é 51"/’}//(1/'/ ~(A7
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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 L.aguna Niguel, | 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 lithlum 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 imnmediate 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: L\j/“; Z//\J £ MIMI
Address. 2A5YY2. U/IA ES7Y 0 Asav A VdyEC
Email address bm b bé b a 5[2(15 lQ(Q‘l/, n d\




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, | 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocaiiy prioritize public safety and community quality of iife.

Sincerely,

e 3004 Kifwdp
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California Energy Commission
Docket Number: 24-OPT-02
Project Title: Compass Energy Storage Project

RE: Oppositionto Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02)
Dear California Energy Commissioners,

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, | 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 constrtict, own, and operate an
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facllity 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life,

Sincerely,

Name: MD!‘ K QO_HW&’D

Address \\\ S Qiameda U | Smu C\wa«d'f'cb 72673

Email address_in i @ i wrrnex . C mn




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

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02)
Dear California Energy Commissioners,

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

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

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: /< \//C 5;4/66 i/
Address. 2.5 5/ C/mf/»v ﬂ/ San Dc”l/‘ (A

Email address. /7 / Stuce 7‘ @}‘ ﬁ‘f/'v\“ , / Co
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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, | 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 eastem 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 lithlum~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 batiteries 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
ofthe 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 absorhed
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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize pubiic safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: %(Q/\AQ,Q B\J\f _._x/(&\
Address 9\4\\,6 \ mrm b V. 3TL
Email address \(C\CQ/\QQ\ Y".(,Q‘ o083 QQﬂ{l}/\OD v LS




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, | 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 sumrounded 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 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocaily prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: LﬁUbA'm?/ Wes"
Address DH P97 D\ O'b“\‘,’go Do»M Po. m’}’ o ZLZ(\
Email address LJ‘/\'«WWCQ\’Q" Q0@ g \. comn
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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, | 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 inmediate 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,
Name: Tames 3. (qRauvreH
Address 2540 gimlsod AV (4 HpBRA. UL - G063/

Email address Lttt ent T (@ Yel 120N, (€T




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, | 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 heaith 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: SO\@ )| m&f CO>

Address Zq 7 7_( \]\J L/ + f/\ ). ﬂgJDZf /“/; ‘

Email address__ |\ JA KA \UMJQ @ &/m&\v’ / N2 e
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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 Comimissioners,

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, | 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 baiteries 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quaiity of life.

Sincerely,

Name: Aﬁ a/(\g GVBSQMM/
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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, | 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
poition 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 lithlum 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: ‘ADQIEﬂﬂg .SMT/AG’B
Address_ 275/S  HomMeSTEAD 1{\1)# LAGUNA NIGUEL

Email address
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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, | 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 cperate an
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facllity 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 lithlum 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
ofthe 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 inmediate 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocalily prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: V(AY\‘\ ' MY\WGV\
Adaress__ ) b hdoade Ladya N (XVL\ 126T1)
Email address_- DOMW\{(\YUD\{\ lﬂ@@/ \(X)‘(Y\O ( { V\




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

RE: Opposition to Proposed Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02)
Dear California Energy Commissioners,

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

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

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: @M/fh/-:/ /2 ﬁsz\Sﬂ\/
Address 5 %@S y (_(/\/ 0/9’ 9% 7’7’

Email address




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, | am writing to express my strong
opposition to the proposed hattery 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocaliy prioritize public safety and community quality of iife.

Sincerely,
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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, | 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a simijlar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile ofthis enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Name SG’JS‘; S /}’ ‘e’f/”/"‘-’ Date 3/2//)/5\
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

Inthe application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Name l’/.\”%é VAwé’a\(A’,(@ Date ?/Z’U/&)’

Address 759/ 2. LbSI/QNL(O‘N. AN/’(\%{LWC@' L8
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Name F\)Q,,I\) <’i,6;' LE Date > / Zi/ zs
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank youforyour consideration.

Sincerely,

Name;)OCS& ‘TZCD(L«”G%; [ Date ?)/ZZ/Z(J&_S
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | wantto express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permitwas
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerelv,
Name 3\&)—/% V\NL'»L»)\S'W Date D ~2.2 —aLOD. '
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see itturned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Name AOU \/\/\DM QR0 Date ?/'Z Z/Z <
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket logwith the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Name/g,fﬁ/ ,/%f//%% Date '5/2(/2‘/2/{’-




The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Namf-:ﬁ'"',/é}(/l g:‘l»@’w Date 2-22-2¢
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

I am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and afew homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | wantto express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsingwith electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
inthis location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron

Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thankyou for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial areawith rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for alittle heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am aresident of the State of California. | wantto express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential

housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children

within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek forrecreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile ofthis enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | wantto express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a simijlar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek forrecreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not wantto see it turnedinto an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

Inthe application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant tosee it turned into an
industrial areawith rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

Inthe application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used batterywould be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial areawith rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thankyouforyour consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation ofwhich batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed. '

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | wantto express myconcern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thankyou for your consideration.

........ 3

Name WQS /Sb\’\‘nﬁ ) Date é/ 22/z 49

Address 303‘2 I/’l H&iud/h\”l" Lﬁ
sen miEgs  (a G2) oY
Email address 0”7r~ h20#0Z012Q§Qh<50~(‘C’M




The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile ofthis enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not wantto see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am aresident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial areawith rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

I am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very nextday something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
fromrust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very nextday something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do hotwantto see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for alittle heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | wantto express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwantto seeitturned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housingis within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to itif the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thankyou for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwantto seeiit turnedinto an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steél containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of the State of California. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That wouldbe
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission

715 P Street

Sacramento CA 95814

Re: Opposition to Compass Ehery Storage Project (24-OPT-02)

Dear CEC,

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. Thereis no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our then Mayor
Pro Tem, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was advised
the wording would be changed. Only Lithium ron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit request.
The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description of the
type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was informed
the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddlehack Church. This proposalfor a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano fora multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated naturat open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That wouldbe
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steap hillsides of this area that

are homae to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to retax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting 1100 galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic

waste. There are fires regularty, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.

A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children



within a couple of miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directlytoitif the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hopeyou agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street

Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, prd ) -~
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street

Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them

from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openingsin the containers which are

not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable

particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby

who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptab}//
next to densely populated communities. e

,

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of batteﬁ storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied. /

-

Thank you for your consideration. /

Name
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Califomia 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 Propased Compass Energy Storage Project {24-OPT-02)
Dear Califomia Energy Commissioners,

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

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage’s project site poses significant and
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate
batteries, or similar 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 easlly extingulshed. Lithium batteries can relgnite twenty-one (21) days after
extinguishing the fire, presenting a long-asting 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
facliity threatens residents’ safety and further ‘exacerbates the state's homeowner’s
insurance crisis, making R even more difficult for residents to obtaln adequate
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation.

In addilion to the heightened risk of wikifires, the proposed BESS project site presents
significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within
seconds of Igniting, leading to air poliution and public heaith risks. Any fire, regardiess of



size generates a significant risk for our first responders’ heatth 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 willbecome 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.

| 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. | respectfulty
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name'wﬂ K(A)
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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 of the City of San Juan Capistrano, | am writing to express my
strong opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facliity. The
project applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, I8 proposing to construct, own, and
operate an approximately 250-megawatt BESS facillty on a 13-acre project site along the
northemn portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern
border of Laguna Niguel. The project site, which Is less than 1,500 feet from several
residential neighborhoods, is confined within a designated general open space hiliside
surmounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential
risk to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending
comments to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition.

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage’s project site poses significant and
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facliity would be composed of lithlum-iron phosphate
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing
the baftery to catch fire. Lithlum battery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and
cannot be easily extinguished. Lithlum 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 radlus 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, maling & even more difficult for residents to abtain 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 heatth rieks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within
seconds of igniting, leading to air poliution and public heaith 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: 5 WJ /g%ﬁ‘
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | wantto express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial areawithrusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Name M*QX \‘m Date 3/‘2?1/@6
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Cafifornia 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 Commissloners,

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

The proposed location of Compass Energy Sforage's project site poses significant and
immediale wildfire risks. The BESS facllity would be composed of fithium-iron phosphate
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing
the baftery 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-asting 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 Inmediate 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 neartby homes and
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS
facliity threatens residente’ safety and further exacerbates the state’s homeowner’s
insurance crisis, making t 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 rieks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gases within
secands of Igniting, leading to air poliution and public heaith risks. Any fire, regardiess 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.

| 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 Califomla residents should
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project apgplication and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincerely,

Name: b{] ! &S 7L/e/«’.
Address 5/,1/5/ Faseo 0/1\{/03 SJC qblib/
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Cafifornia Energy Conwnission
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 concemed resident of the City of San Juan Capistrano, | am writing to express my
strong opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facliity. The
project applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, s proposing to construct, own, and
operate an approdimately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the
northern portion of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent ta the eastern
border of Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is iess than 1,500 feet from several
residential neighborhoods, Is confined within a designated general open space hiliside
surounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential
risk to the community. Our community is organizing community meetings, sending
comments to the CEC website, and writing letters, demonstrating our united opposition.

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage’s project site poses significant and
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facllity would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate
batteries, or similar batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing
the baftery to catch fire. Lithium batlery fires bum hotter and faster than other fires and
cannot be easlly extinguished. Uithium 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-mille 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 inmediate fire danger. The Imminent fire risk posed by the BESS
facllity threatens residents’ eafety and further exacerbates the state’s homeowner’s
insurance crisis, making &t 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’ heaith 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 susrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds
used to combat the fire willbecome 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.

| 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. | respectfully
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life.

Sincersly,

Name: 7MIPZ /\/Mﬂ/{'//k//\y
Address 25 521 Dd\SeO Uozmvmﬂ Srn Tuar CaOO
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rustcreates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Cimneales
oifiCerey,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permitwas
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see itturned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That wouldbe
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housingis within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rustcreates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Cimmmpnly,
SINLTIGLy,

Name JA&loB  ElLLIoTT Date 202¢< 0324
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial areawith rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile ofthis enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass ortheir representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile ofthis enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincereily,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am aresident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium lron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant toseeit turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerety,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thankyou for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass ortheir representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass ortheir representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In'the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Managementis proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
fromrust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street

Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Managementis proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
nextto densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | wantto express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial areawith rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile ofthis enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
fromrust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, twoin San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drainstothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery, There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That wouldbe
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains tothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, twoin San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwant to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

I am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial areawith rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | wantto express myconcern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile ofthis enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street

Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do notwantto see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thankyou for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
ofthe type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That wouldbe
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That wouldbe
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drainstothe ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Far too close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincearaly,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street
Sacramento CA 95814

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

Dear CEC,

| am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

Inthe application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or a similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. That would be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protectthem
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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The California Energy Commission
715 P Street

Sacramento CA 95814

Re: Oppositionto Compass Energy Storage Project (24-OPT-02)

Dear CEC,

I am a resident of San Juan Capistrano. | want to express my concern about this permit currently being
considered by the California Energy Commission.

In the application for a permit for this battery storage facility, the batteries are described as Lithium Iron
Phosphate or g similar technology battery. There is no list or explanation of which batteries Compass
would consider similar technology. The most used battery would be a Lithium-lon battery. Those battery
facilities are everywhere and also, the ones catching fire, two in San Diego County. When our City
Council member, Stephanie Oddo, questioned Compass and their representatives about this, she was
advised the wording would be changed. Only Lithium Iron Phosphate would be mentioned in the permit
request. The very next day something else was posted on the Docket log with the same vague description
of the type of batteries planned. Upon contacting Compass or their representative, Stephanie was
informed the wording would not be changed.

This creates much uncertainty with the public and anxiety.

We oppose the approval of the permit to build a 250-megawatt Lithium Battery Storage Facility in San
Juan Capistrano on the land currently owned by Saddleback Church. This proposal for a permit was
originally denied by the City of San Juan Capistrano for a multitude of reasons with which we agree.

We are very concerned about this dedicated natural open space which offers several public trails and the
Oso Creek for recreation and relief from crowded neighborhoods. We do not want to see it turned into an
industrial area with rusting 30’ cargo-quality containers each with an air-conditioning unit. Thatwould be
a horrendous sight.

The Center for Natural Lands Management is proceeding to renovate the steep hillsides of this area that
are home to native drought-friendly plants and native wildlife to improve the existing beauty of the valley.
This is a popular area for people to relax, enjoy biking, hiking, walking, birdwatching, photography,
horseback riding, breathing in ocean air and views of the hills, mountains, city lights and farms.

13 Acres of concrete pad supporting hundreds of galvanized steel containers of Lithium batteries and an
electrical substation would desecrate the whole area, pose a Lithium fire threat and would create toxic
waste. There are fires regularly, accidentally set by people enjoying the area and a few homeless people
looking for a little heat to warm themselves and their food.



A Lithium battery fire would release toxic gases in heavily populated residential areas. Residential
housing is within a half mile of this enormous facility. Fartoo close! There are 12 schools for children
within a few miles. The nearby Oso Creek drains to the ocean and would carry lithium-laced water
directly to it if the containers caught fire and were doused with water.

These are galvanized steel containers that need to be coated annually inside and out to protect them
from rust. Salt air eventually rusts galvanized steel. Rust creates openings in the containers which are
not hermetically sealed in the first place. Dust, pollen, animal debris, all sorts of airborne flammable
particles would enter these containers pulsing with electricity. There are too many people living nearby
who would be endangered. These risks are unwelcome in a deserted area, but completely unacceptable
next to densely populated communities.

We hope you agree there are far better locations for this facility or any type of battery storage facility than
in this location. This permit should be denied.

Thankyou for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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