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

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

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of �� C l.€1J£t::UG , I am writing to e><press my strong opposition to the proposed siting -
of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 
neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 
explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 
would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 
disaster, such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 
transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 
Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 
nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 
debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 
resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 
threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. Lithium fires 
cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 
cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 
the San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 
convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 

•• 



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

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

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident �f [�"'-"'-WJ-1.+-4/Ji,--A,,<.;_j..Jq.,11.! ( I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 

ct m San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. of the Compass Ener 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 
neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 
explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 
would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 
disaster, such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 
transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 
Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 
nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 
debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 
resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 
threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. Lithium fires 
cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 
cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 
the San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 
convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely� , 

u&��� u V 



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

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

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of _.S,,� .. � f?.-tc:g"\.<--vdt'J , I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 
of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 
neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 
explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 
would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 
disaster, such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 
transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 
Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 
nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 
debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 
resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 
threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. Lithium fires 
cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 
cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 
the San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 
convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 

l I 



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

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

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident of � >-\.:...;t t-v£-<•2i ( i1� , I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 
of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 
neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 
explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 
would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 
disaster, such as the recent fire at Moss landing, could lead to closures of these essential 
transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 
Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 
nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 
debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 
resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 
threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. Lithium fires 
cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 
cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 
the San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 
convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 

( ,  

!.t:M''1 ��--1 (/r'\ 



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

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

Dear Commissioners, 

,l J, I ':tf '',;,k/'. 
As a resident of ' • t-1 f. ,, ,,,,J:l : .-hj� him writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 
of the Compass E ergy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 
neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 
explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 
would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 
disaster, such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 
transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 
Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 
nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 
debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 
resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 
threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. Lithium fires 
cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 
cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 
the San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 
convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 



SUPPORT AB 61S AND AB 303 BATTERY SAFETY AND ACCOUNTABILITY ACT 

Dear Laurie Davies, 

I am a constituent who lives in your district. I support your AB 615 bill. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Signature 

Mail your letter to: 
Laurie Davies, Assemblywoman 
32332 Camino Capistrano, Suite 102, Office A 
San J(_atl;c_a,pistrano, CA 92675 



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

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

Dear Commissioners, 

As a resident ofc� w� I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed siting 
of the Compass Energy Storage Project in San Juan Capistrano, on land currently owned by Saddleback Church. 

I have several serious concerns regarding this project: 

1. Proximity to Community Assets: The proposed facility is dangerously close to residential 
neighborhoods, schools, senior living facilities, businesses, and a medical center. In the event of a fire, 
explosion, evacuation or toxic fume release, the impact on local residents and emergency services 
would be catastrophic. 

2. Transportation Risks: Its location near Interstate 5 and several railway lines poses a significant risk. A 
disaster, such as the recent fire at Moss Landing, could lead to closures of these essential 
transportation routes, severely disrupting regional mobility and commerce. 

3. Environmental Impacts: This area is home to diverse flora and fauna, including endangered species. 
Moreover, it serves as a popular recreational space, featuring trails enjoyed by hikers, bicyclists, and 
nature enthusiasts. The Oso creek drains to the ocean and cannot handle construction debris nor fire 
debris. This facility could irreversibly harm the ecosystem and compromise its community value. 

4. Demand on Community Resources: The facility would also create an unsustainable demand on local 
resources, including water needed in the event of a fire. Fires have erupted in this valley, spread and 
threatened neighborhoods but were successfully extinguished by firefighters using water. Lithium fires 
cannot be extinguished by water and can burn for days. 

I urge the Commission to prioritize the safety and well-being of Californians above any financial incentives or 
cost-saving measures that benefit the developer. The proposed site was likely chosen due to its proximity to 
the San Diego Gas & Electric {SDG&E) Trabuco to Capistrano 138-kilovolt transmission line; however, this 
convenience should not come at the expense of community welfare. 

I respectfully ask you to consider the serious risks outlined above and reject this OPT-IN application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 

4m 
/03 ;f/, r (/ /l-de li/l,fe 

a�t'rcie I clb 



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

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

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. . Wo=-0. 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writi.ng to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC1 is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
-pnrti'on of -the City of San Juan Capistrano immediate-ly arijacentto the easte·m harder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project �ite, whjch is less than 1,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general· open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor:nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significan� and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fir • • urn hotter a an other fires and ca sily 
e· ne • 21· da after e ·th-e 
fir • • ries over ea 
an e propo terrain and 
su ape pose a s gn Ican an Imme 1a e ire rea . 
• 4 

l,D the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires withjn a five-mile radius 
..,of the proposed prolect site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
io•tate 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' safe� and further exacerbates the ytate's homeowner'.§. 
insurance crls1s

1
, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 

liomeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires) the proposed BESS project site presents 
·srgnificant environmental and pub lie ti ealth risks. Lithium batteries emjf joxjc "<Jase-s within 
seconds of igniting, leadin to air pollution and ublic health risks Any fire, regardless of 
size genera es srgrn Ican ns < or our irst responders1 health should this project be 
approved. 



Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire, they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not. readily extinguished1 the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used1:o ·combat-theitre witl be-come 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. 

L strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre1 economic, env1ronmentai, and public safety risks as 1hey evaluate ·cumpBss 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequlvocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Date: 

Print name: A h,V\tl--- Jo�v\S 
Email address: llli,ll1:jt)hvt$ /ti, 3 {)!ft;_; /, f!tJ JVL 
Home address 5..51 g Pt/5,tz) Je L

'ff' 
s u--1

,, 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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

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

De.ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. . w� 

As a concerned resident of :the City of Laguna �l am· writi_ng to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
·purfron -of ihe City of San Juan Capistrano immediatHly adjacent to the easte·rn harder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project 1;,ite, which is le$s than 1 ,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods In Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general· open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation,  brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential �reas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor:nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

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

In the past ten 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 
io •take a contafnment approach. Should a fire break containment1 all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further �xacerbates the state1s homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·srgnificant envtronmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gasHs 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 
usedio ·combat-the irre wit! 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; cotiiaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmenta1, and l)Ublic safety risks as ·they evaluate ·Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of Hfe. 

Date: �///� ' . .  

Print name: Sae, f{/111 /I £/L-
Emall address: 5pm.' I le..v: 2;? f!7fc.;:.,hc-o, e' PY"'? 

Home address: '?,79..-J71f4/216c lf/4 ue6 E ,• 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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

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

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 
. . w� 

As a concerned resident of :the City of Laguna WigH8'-, I am·writi.ng to express my strong 
oppositfon 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 
·pnrtion of ihe City of San Juan Capts1rano immediate-ly adjacent to the eastern harder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, whjch Is le$s than 1 ,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general· open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor:nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium�iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and fcister than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguts·hed. Lithium batteriss can reignite iwenty-one '(21) tlays after extinguishtng ·th·e 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural . 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 
io ·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 $Xacerba.tes the state1s . homeowner1s 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·stgnific-ant environmental and public ·health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic -gase-s 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 flre 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 -combatihe frre witl become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues; contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmenta1, and public safety risks as they evaluate ·compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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

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

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. w� 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna .f'f; I am· writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC1 is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13Macre project site along the northern 
·portion of the City of San Juan Captstrano immediate·ly adjacent to the easte·rn 'b-order of 
Laguna Niguel. The project site, which is less than 1 ,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel1 is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor:nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium�iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
-extinguished. Uthium batteries can reignite twenty-one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project sfte'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 
io ·take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment1 all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further axacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·stgnificant 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 irre wm become easily contaminated with heavy metals and ubsorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water _quality issues: contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmenta1, and public safety risks as ·they evaluate ·Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by th is project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commlssion reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of li.fe. 

Sincerely, 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 958 1 4  

, I 



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

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

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. . --r � c� 

As a concerned resident of -the City of Lagun� Mig1w�· f«m�writi.ng to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-acre project site along the northern 
·p-orti'on of the City of San Juan Capistrano immedtate·ly adjacent to the eastern harder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project �lte, 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 c1ose proximity to residential �reas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and coi:nment submissions to the California ·Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage1s project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be  incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
·extlnguts·he-d. Uthtum batteries can reignite twenty-one {21) days after extinguishing ihe 
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 
io ·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 axacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
hcmeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·stgnific-ant environmental and public health risks. lithium batteries emit toxic ymms 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 readlly extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant publlc 
health risk for the surrounding communitfes. Any water or fire extinguishlng compounds 
used-to ·combatihefrre witl becom·e easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's olose proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbect further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues; contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

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

Sincerely, 

Date: 

Print name: ___ <i_1,u; __ Q_.___·�-E,_. __ A_G_:;'t_U_, _I R.____,r?.'--E ______ _ 
�mail address: ___ C!-_R_€_M_· _/'I_A_AI_T___.;e:;__;.f_l_?.o_n_o._w_·,n_A_I_L_._C_ti_Jl/1 ______ _ 

Home address: 32.� ft> I W1 ;  I f S frer:ut1 !<� � c:l lY-a bu ro � \/f/1), Ur-, I 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 
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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 ��ft:181, I am· wrifi.119 to expre$s my strong 

oppositfon 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 Captstrano immadiately adjacent to the easte-rn horder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project �ite, which Is less than 1 ,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general· open space 
hills!de surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two • 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor:nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significan� and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium"iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous ff they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. L.ithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguished. Uthium 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 ha.ve been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
io •take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment

1 
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 
-srgnificant envtronmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gmms 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 publlc 
health risk for the surrounding communitles. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to ·combat-thefrre witltJecome easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues; contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmenta1, and 1>ublic safety risks as -they evaluate ·Com1>ass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize publlc safety and community quality of Hfe. 

Date: 

Home address: 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
7 1 5  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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

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

De_ar California Energy Commissioners. 

As a concerned ·resident of the City of Laguna �m am· writi.ng to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
purfron of ihe City of San Juan Capistrano immediate"ly adjacent to the eastern border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project �ite, 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 c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor.nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significan� and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery fo 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 naturaJ . vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twentywthree (23) wHdfires within a five-mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
io take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, 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 a�ditlon to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·stgnifitmnt envtronmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emitioxic 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 
usedio ·combatihe irre witl become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmentai, and public safety risks as ihey evaiuate -C-ompass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize pub!Ic safety and community quality of Hfe. 

Sincerely, 

Date: 

.._ 
Email address: W1a,, l 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 958 1 4  



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

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

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. . 

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna Niguel, I am· writing to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
·portion ofihe City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the easte-rn harder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project �ite, which is le$s than 1 ,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor:nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

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

In the past ten 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 
io take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment1 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 
·srgnificant envtronmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gmms within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pol lution and public health risks. Any firer 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 gases1 which can cause severe debilitating health impaota. If the fire is 
not readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communitles. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to com·batihe frre wi1I become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water .quality issues; contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre

1 
economin1 environmentai, and public safety risks as ihey evaluate ·Compass 

Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of Ufe. 

Sincerely, 

Date: 

Home address: 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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

·RE-: ·Op-position to Proposed Comp�ss Energy Storage Project {24-OPT-02) 

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. \J .  • 

As a concerned resident of .the City of � Ni� I am· writi.ng to express my strong 
oppositlon to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC1 is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
·purfron ofihe City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·ly adjacentio the eastern ho-rder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project $lte, which ls le$s than 1 ,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguts·hed. Lithium batteries can reignite twenty-one '(21) days after extinguishing ·th·e 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site's natural . 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 
io ·take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment1 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 state1s homeowner's 
insurance cdsis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·stgnificant envtronmental 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 
usedio combatihe ftre witl 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 i$sues; contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre1 economic, environmentai, and public safety risks as ·they evaiuate ·Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequlvocally prioritize publlc safety and community quality of Ufe. 

Sincerely, 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



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

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

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. . WooJ-., 

As a concerned resident of -the City of Laguna W-igud, I am· writl.ng to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
·pnrtiun of the City of San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the easte-rn border of 
Laguna Niguel. The project $ite, which is le$s than 1 ,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This close proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor.nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significan� and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to c�tch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
·extingms·he-d. Lithium batteries can reignite -twenty-one ·(21) days after extinguishing 'the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch fire, the proposed project site1s natural . vegetation, steep terrain and 
surrounding landscape pose a significant and immediate fire threat. 

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five�mile radius 
of the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced 
io ·take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment

1 
all nearby homes and 

businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety anq further exacerbates the state's homeowner's 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
·stgnificant envtronmental 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 flre 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-theirre wit! become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues; contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmenta1, and public safety risks as ·they evaluate ·compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize pub!lc safety and community quality of Hfe. 

Sincerely, 

Date: 

Print name:__,_R,""""b___.}<�£'-'-Nl?"-----'---'---A-'--=L"--L __________ _ 
Email address:-.--,...J0}=-=-4:<-----'-=etJ�.D_A.-'-'U.,"-----_Q__G ____ 'H.,_,.___._A4-fJ�L-"----'-1 __,,,L�b,___,_tf--+------�-

Home address: 2'Y:Dl> VIA tfM!..J � W, /--C.... 
�A-6-i,JNA WOD..P s I C-A 9J.. fc3 1 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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

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

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. • �.ori,,. -As a concerned resident of -the City of Laguna �.Tam· writi.ng to express my strong 

oppositfon 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 
·pnrtion ofihe City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·ry adjacent-to the eastern harder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project �ite, which Is less than 1 1500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general· open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and comment submissions to the California ·Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition, 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significan� and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
·extinguts·hed. Lithium batterias can reignite twenty-one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·th·e 
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 
io -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 �xacerbates 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 communitles. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to ·combat-thefrre wi11tacoma easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmenta1, and public safety risks as 1hey evaluate ·Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

s·incerely, 

Date: 

Print name: _ ____.{.....___,,,) o'-- )'\=--=· _,')').-"---'----�_;_-_.:__L_A._· :....1D:.....,J1-!j},l-'-( e._· _____ __ _  _ 

Email address: do :11 l't G::... Cu. f <;;.1,,t."{f /c:.. ; C(} 7'-1 
-����.a....=---,+Jl-'-���--------------

Home address: ___ 3 .... )<........;;..O.L..] __ v_,·_·� __ (3_...,_c.t,1.'--=�=--·v,_,-s_/._cc..=· __ ''_c_•_✓_,, _______ _ 

/-a.Ju�c_ (,Uc,o,i.J" cA f JC37 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



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

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

De_ar California Energy Commissioner� /., (1- �. � ..,,, µ�//1.,Y �� . . 
As a concerned resident of -the City of..Laeunst Nigldf)I, I am· writi.ng to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250"megawatt BESS facility on a 13"acre project site along the northern 
·pnrti"on uf ihe City of San Juan Capistrano immediate·ly adjacent to the eastern horder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project �ite, which is less than 1 1500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods in Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
h!llslde surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cor_nment submissions to the California -Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significan� and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium�iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire_ Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
extinguts·hed. Lithium batteTies can reignite -twenty-one ·(21) days after extinguishing ·the 
fire, presenting a long-lasting and persistent threat.. Should t_he lithium batteries overheat 
and catch 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 
in 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 er/sis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
homeowner's insurance policies, compounding the already dire situation. 

In addition to the heightened risk of wildfires1 the proposed BESS project site presents 
·srgnific-ant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gasgs within 
seconds of igniting, leading to air pol lution 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 publlc 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to ·combat-theftre wi1lbacome easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water .quality issues; contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmenta1, and pub He safety risks as they evaluate ·compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of li.fe. 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
7 1 5  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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

·RE: ·Opposition to Proposed Comp�ss Energy Storage Project (24�OPT-02) 

De_ar California Energy Commissioners, 
. . . l>Jo-oJc-

As a concerned resident of the City of Laguna ��. I am· writl,ng to express my strong 
opposition to the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project 
applicant, Compass Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an 
approximately 250-megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern 
·pnrtion of ihe City of San Juan Capistrano immediate-ly adjacent io the eastem horder of 
Laguna Niguel. The project $ite, wh_ich is less than 1 ,500 feet from several residential 
neighborhoods In Laguna Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space 
hillside surrounded by native plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two 
recreational nature trails. This c1ose proximity to residential areas heightens the potential 
risk to the community. Our community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view 
the proposed site with government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, 
and San Juan Capistrano, received television news coverage, started submitting letters 
and cqr_nment submissions to the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united 
opposition. 

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

In the past ten 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 
io·take a containment approach. Should a fire break containmentl 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 th� heightened risk of wildfires, the proposed BESS project site presents 
-significant environmental and public health risks. Lithium batteries emit toxic gmms 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 s[gnificant publlc 
health risk for the surrounding communitfes. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
usedio -combatihe frre witl become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water _quality issues) contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse frre, economic, environmentai, and 1>ubfic safety risks as ·they evaluate ·Cump-as·s 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of li.fe. 

Sincerely, 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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 
haz:ardous toxic gases1 which can caw,e severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not. readily extingutshed, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risk for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to -combatihefrre wi1'1tecome 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, contamin:ating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

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

s·incerely, 

Date: 2-/ \ q \ Z-� 
Print name: (ovV\lk.. • {J {},._ S S, 

Email address: '::> cJL.g 1-vc. f. h,_orvv,"--i' [ .. l--,o ""'h 

Home address: i-2- <l, 2 2- ·l;� c>;..vi__ V r,· L'4-"fvA t1 
./ 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 

LA- -



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system {BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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 alrea9y 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 
usedto -cornbatiheitre witJ·become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

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

Sincerely, 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
7 1 5  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system {BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna N iguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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 risl< for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 



Should first responders quickly extinguish a lithium battery fire1 they would be exposed to 
hazardous toxic gases, which can cause severe debilitating health impacts. If the fire is 
not. readily extinguished, the toxic gases emitted would generate a significant public 
health risl<: for the surrounding communities. Any wat�r or fire extinguishing compounds 
usedi:o combat-thefrre will ·become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region1s soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
pofential water .quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire

1 
economic1 envrronmentai, and public safety risks as ·they evaluate ·Compa�m 

Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of li.fe. 

Sincerely, 

Home address: 3 (6 D 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 958 1 4  



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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. Sliould 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 gases1 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 communiUes. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
usedio -combat-the fire wit! become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed 
into the region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away, 

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

Sincerely, 

Date: ____ ...,. 

Prji'1ame: � G M Al J ��<Z- L.. \L�.l, Lce'-e.:::::: 

Email address: �hlcb� Sr \ID 10!'.l�-MG -� 
' 

-t}C -:!::::} � 

Home address: s.:s· :s· bA T t)·;,1-,,.l s-r \)'.)l_j IT ii- 0 <.<$,1� ,oz 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
7 1 5  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system {BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern portion of the City of 
San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of Laguna Niguel. The 
project site, which is less than 1 ,500 feet from several residential neighborhoods in Laguna 
Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space hillside surrounded by native 
plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two recreational nature trails. This close 
proximity to residential areas heightens the potential risk to the community. Our 
community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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 home owner'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 combatihe frre wit! 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 i$sues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

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

Date: 

Print name: u;/· L .,_[ /<f .r/ £,)?-·,:// JI 
I $ ; / 

/ , . '  • , . - . ,. I 
Email address: 0r· //,,-:-/ ..-2 i,//;/J 7 7 ? ('Z/ ,q ;0- ,¥- .t.· 1 , C ,.' 0--,. 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
7 1 5  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

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

In the past ten years, there have been twenty-three (23) wildfires within a five-mile radius of 
the proposed project site. Given the nature of lithium battery fires, firefighters are forced to 
take a containment approach. Should a fire break containment, all nearby homes and 
businesses would be in immediate fire danger. The imminent fire risk posed by the BESS 
facility threatens residents' safety and further exacerbates the state's homeowner1s 
insurance crisis, making it even more difficult for residents to obtain adequate 
horneowner's insurance policies, compounding the alreatjy 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 
usedio ·combatihefire witl "bBcome 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 Creel< waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economicT environmenta1, and public safety risks as they evaluate ·Compass 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequ1vocally prioritize public safety and community quality of li.fe. 

s·incerely, 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
7 1 5  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 i n  Laguna 
Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space hillside surrounded by native 
plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two recreational nature trails. This close 
proximity to residential areas heightens the potential risk to the community. Our 
community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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 risl< 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 gases1 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{o ·combat-the frre wit! 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 Creel, wateri;)ed furth�r exacerbates 
potential water quafity issues, contammating fhe San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean ju$t miles away. 

I strongly u rge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fuHy consider these 
adverseiire, economic, environmenta1, and -public safety risks as -they evaluate ·Compuss 
Energy Storage's proposed project. The health and safety of California residents should 
always take precedence over any potential benefits proposed by this project I respectfully 

• request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of Ufe. 

s·incerely, 

Date: 

Print name: k1tfl{Le:e;:t-1 CDs e� 
Email address: _______ �----------- -------

Home address: 2&5"1t C,q.t.--L� 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715  P Street 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 

SJ c.. 
I 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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 alreatjy 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. 



l 
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 communitfes. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds 
used-to -combatihefrre wit! 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 Creel< waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

I strongly urge the California Energy Commission to carefully and fully consider these 
adverse fire, economic, environmental, and pubf-ic 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 beneffts proposed by this project. I respectfully 
request that the California Energy Commission reject this project application and 
unequivocally prioritize public safety and community quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Date: �/.,-,_/z •r 
Print name: ( l, v 1 'j (JZ::s/a 

Email address: Gnby Ct £1@, (: 1 &'led , �c/rJ -. . 
Home address:.,.4tf5 l/ G 'Li.. L w (__yq Ct.. :-i C '-'I ,J V� t.·1 �;s-b--c:i r{" c.4-ql(;,s 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
71 5 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system {BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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. 



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 impading the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

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

Sincerely, 



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

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

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern portion of the City of 
San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of Laguna Niguel. The 
project site, which is less than 1 ,500 feet from several residential neighborhoods in Laguna 
Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space hillside surrounded by native 
plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two recreational nature traits. This close 
proximity to residential areas heightens the potential risk to the community. Our 
community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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. 



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 impac1ing the local ecosystem and population. The 
project's close proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates 
potential water quality issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows 
to the Pacific Ocean just miles away. 

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

Sincerely, 



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

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

Dear California Energy Commissioners, 

As a concerned resident of Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 th� potential risk to the community. Our 
community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be i ncredibly 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. 
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size generates a significant risk for our first responders' health should this project be 
approved. 

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

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

Sincerely, 

Name: __ �..___Ro--'---=L-=--H�Ei......,./8......,L"---'EJ!'.-=--------------
Address J--.4· ;3 2;2.. l-A0 NA.(2..A{\],TA.0 ,,V&,, LA GcJfJA 

Email address cJ, -vvhefc2 /er-@ _q n1ai/. Cllt1\ 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system {BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an a pproximately 250� 
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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. 



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

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

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

Sincerely, 

: "I • ' 

Name: ___ l_r·_,!_. /'---·._,1 _,'v_l _f_f-_ ........ 

1,{_t ..... :.-) _ __._..1:·�,7_[-'. ["'":_
1
-'-1 _/_/_3_· · 7_. _L ________ _ 



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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 1 3-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 meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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. 



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

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

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

Sincerely, 

Address 

Email address 
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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 Orange County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to 
the proposed battery energy storage system (BESS) facility. The project applicant, Compass 
Energy Storage LLC, is proposing to construct, own, and operate an approximately 250-
megawatt BESS facility on a 13-acre project site along the northern portion of the City of 
San Juan Capistrano immediately adjacent to the eastern border of Laguna Niguel. The 
project site, which is less than 1 ,500 feet from several residential neighborhoods in Laguna 
Niguel, is confined within a designated general open space hillside surrounded by native 
plants and significant vegetation, brush, and two recreational nature trails. This close 
proximity to residential areas heightens the potential risk to the community. Our 
community has organized meetings, hosted a meeting to view the proposed site with 
government officials from the County of Orange, Laguna Niguel, and San Juan Capistrano, 
received television news coverage, started submitting letters and comment submissions to 
the California Energy Commission emphasizing our united opposition. 

The proposed location of Compass Energy Storage's project site poses significant and 
immediate wildfire risks. The BESS facility would be composed of lithium-iron phosphate 
batteries, which can be incredibly dangerous if they overheat, causing the battery to catch 
fire. Lithium battery fires burn hotter and faster than other fires and cannot be easily 
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. 



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

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

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

Sincerely, 

Name: //Ult/ /!1'--/12i'4'L1i) 

Address 5.5 fl).£/tsse-

Email address tVm,pnt'Hll/aft;}"I {i! IJ1l1( , (o 1Y7 



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 significant public health risk 
for the surrounding communities. Any water or fire extinguishing compounds used to 
combat the fire will become easily contaminated with heavy metals and absorbed into the 

region's soil, adversely impacting the local ecosystem and population. The project's close 
proximity to the Oso and Arroyo Creek waterbed further exacerbates potential water quality 
issues, contaminating the San Juan Creek Watershed, which flows to the Pacific Ocean just 
miles away. 

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

Sincerely, 

Date: � "; N J S-

Prfnt name: _LJ@i.D w Gv, fr? 

Mail to: 

California Energy Commission 
715 P Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
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