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From: alists@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of J Stuart <alists@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2025 11:42 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public.  

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. Why would you even consider 
this nega vely impac ul op on? Say no to it.  

Sincerely, 
J Stuart 
1318 Karmen Ct  Santa Clara, CA 95051-3207 alists@belleheart.com 
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From: campfiregirl12@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Chloe T <campfiregirl12
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 2:29 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Chloe T 
1734 Hallmark Ln  San Jose, CA 95124-3809 campregirl12@gmail.com 
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From: unojodelacara@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of singih tan 
<unojodelacara@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 7:55 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

I strongly support Alterna ve Combina on 1 (AC-1) of the Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa 
Clara Valley Project. This alterna ve sensibly locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on greatly reduces the nega ve environmental impacts of the project, 
compared the alterna ve loca on of an orchard in Coyote Valley. The la er alterna ve is costly and illogical, requiring 
bulldozing an orchard, digging a trench along nearly a mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and boring a tunnel underneath 
Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site 
under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on 
to the public. 

Coyote Valley is part of a migra on corridor for wildlife between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo Range. 
Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the environmental 
and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently and 
overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
singih tan 
---  San Jose, CA 95123 
unojodelacara@gmail.com 
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From: clltsc@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Leon Tate <clltsc@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 7:27 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Leon Tate 
10105 Manfre Rd  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-9247 clltsc@yahoo.com 
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From: bluerock498@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Deborah Taylor <bluerock498
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 12:42 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Deborah Taylor 
75 S 17th St  San Jose, CA 95112-2032 
bluerock498@gmail.com 
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From: debtones@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Deborah Taylor 
<debtones@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2025 1:42 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Deborah Taylor 
95112 75 South 17Th St 75 South 17th Street  San Jose, CA 95112 debtones@gmail.com 
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From: etkallagh@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Elizabeth Taylor 
<etkallagh@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:55 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Taylor 
465 Willow Glen Way Apt 225  San Jose, CA 95125-6509 etkallagh@yahoo.com 
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From: kym.teppo@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Kimberly Teppo 
<kym.teppo@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2025 6:52 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Kimberly Teppo 
5063 Doyle Rd  San Jose, CA 95129-4228 
kym.teppo@gmail.com 
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From: stomasic@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Sue Ellen Tomasic 
<stomasic@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2025 12:41 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Sue Ellen Tomasic 
268 Gordon Avenue 268 Gordon Ave 268 Gordon Ave  San Jose, CA 95127 stomasic@tozmic.com 
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From: mtritton14@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Margaret Trtitton <mtritton14
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 8:51 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Margaret Tr on 
1018 Woodfalls Ct  San Jose, CA 95116-3118 mtri on14@gmail.com 
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From: ntrivisonno@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Nick Trivisonno 
<ntrivisonno@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 4:18 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Nick Trivisonno 
2810 Oak Estates Ct  San Jose, CA 95135-1213 ntrivisonno@yahoo.com 
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From: susan_trivisonno@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Susan Trivisonno 
<susan_trivisonno@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 9:41 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
As a 49-year resident of Santa Clara County, I urge the CPUC to choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power 
Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Susan Trivisonno 
2810 Oak Estates Ct  San Jose, CA 95135-1213 susan_trivisonno@hotmail.com 
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From: ari@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Ari Turrentine <ari@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2025 3:37 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Ari Turren ne 
3575 Brookdale Ave  Oakland, CA 94619-1013 ari@greenfoothills.org 



1

From: ari@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Ari Turrentine <ari@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2025 3:37 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Ari Turren ne 
3575 Brookdale Ave  Oakland, CA 94619-1013 ari@greenfoothills.org 
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From: ed_plan@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Debra Ullmann <ed_plan@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 8:54 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Debra Ullmann 
18260 Serra Pl  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-2982 ed_plan@sbcglobal.net 
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From: bsa63goldstar@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Geoffrey Ullmann 
<bsa63goldstar@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 9:27 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Geo rey Ullmann 
18260 Serra Pl  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-2982 bsa63goldstar@yahoo.com 
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From: gregullmann2002@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of GREGORY ULLMANN <gregullmann2002
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 9:35 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
GREGORY ULLMANN 
569 Giu rida Ave Apt B  San Jose, CA 95123-1533 gregullmann2002@gmail.com 
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From: dennis.uyeno@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Dennis Uyeno 
<dennis.uyeno@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2025 12:22 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Dennis Uyeno 
2719 Sugarplum Dr  San Jose, CA 95148-2050 dennis.uyeno@gmail.com 
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From: rbv383@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Rosa Valenzuela <rbv383@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 2:23 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Rosa Valenzuela 
5116 Poston Dr  San Jose, CA 95136-3320 
rbv383@gmail.com 
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From: duarte_art@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Stephanie Vargas 
<duarte_art@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2025 9:41 AM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Stephanie Vargas 
684 Rough And Ready Rd  San Jose, CA 95133-2063 duarte_art@ymail.com 



1

From: aventura@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Andria Ventura 
<aventura@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 8:05 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley project

Dear California Public U li es Commission, 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden ed Alterna ve Combina on 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf Substa on, as the Environmentally Superior Alterna ve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Loca ng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf Substa on instead of on an orchard in Coyote Valley would signicantly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project. There is no reason to bulldoze an orchard, dig a trench along nearly a 
mile of the Coyote Creek Trail, and bore a tunnel underneath Coyote Creek for the addi onal 1.2-mile-long transmission 
line that will be needed if the terminal is built on the site under the project as proposed. All of this would increase the 
cost of the overall project � a cost that would be passed on to the public. 

Coyote Valley forms a cri cal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scien c studies support conserving all of Coyote Valley as protected open space to ensure the 
environmental and economic vitality of the greater San José area. Santa Clara County voters agree and have consistently 
and overwhelmingly demonstrated their support for conserva on of Coyote Valley. 

The Coyote Valley orchard that would be the site for the terminal under the project as proposed is right next to Coyote 
Creek, which is the backbone of the wildlife corridor through Coyote Valley. Animals that depend on the creek corridor to 
be able to migrate from the Santa Cruz Mountains to the Diablo Range would be subjected to noise, nigh me ligh ng, 
human ac vity, and other disturbances from the construc on and opera on of the energy facility.  

Monterey Road, where this orchard site is located, is already a wildlife roadkill hotspot. The highest incidence of bobcats, 
badgers, coyotes, deer, and other animals being killed by cars is right around this loca on, proving that animals are 
desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Pu ng a 6-acre energy 
facility in the path of these animals will only make this problem worse. 

Please choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

Sincerely, 
Andria Ventura 
1880 Meridian Ave Apt 8  San Jose, CA 95125-5539 aventura@cleanwater.org 


