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From: grnfthlls@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Thomas Carlino <grnfthlls@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 1:55 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Thomas Carlino 
549 Quail Bush Ct  San Jose, CA 95117-4202 grn hlls@axomoxa.com 
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From: gloriacarmona@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Gloria Carmoma 
<gloriacarmona@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 8:59 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Gloria Carmoma 
457 Lily Ann Way  San Jose, CA 95123-5954 gloriacarmona@comcast.net 
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From: bc899899@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Brian Carr <bc899899@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 9:25 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, 

Thousands of people have spent blood, sweat, and money to try to save Coyoye Valley.  The Dra  Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Brian Carr 
5482 Blossom Tree Ln  San Jose, CA 95124-6033 bc899899@comcast.net 
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From: philc76@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Phillip Carr <philc76@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Monday, July 28, 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Phillip Carr 
186 French Ct  San Jose, CA 95139-1418 
philc76@yahoo.com 
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From: castillogina74@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Ginabeth Castillo- Alpers <castillogina74
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 9:52 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Ginabeth Cas llo- Alpers 
1064 Monterey St  Hollister, CA 95023-4705 cas llogina74@me.com 
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From: chamberlin.don@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Donald Chamberlin 
<chamberlin.don@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 11:55 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Donald Chamberlin 
1117 Olive Branch Ln  San Jose, CA 95120-5411 chamberlin.don@gmail.com 
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From: abc@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Alan Chan <abc@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 11:28 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Alan Chan 
7208 Via Carmela  San Jose, CA 95139-1127 abc@shadowops.com 
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From: rlc1999@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Robert Chavez <rlc1999@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 1:18 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Robert Chavez 
1200 Manning Ct  San Mar n, CA 95046-9711 rlc1999@yahoo.com 
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From: madacres.dc@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Dave Clare 
<madacres.dc@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 8:07 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Dave Clare 
45 Paquita Espana Ct  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-9309 madacres.dc@gmail.com 
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From: molly@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Carlyn Clement <molly@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 8:08 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, 

Please, please choose the kind and wise op on to locate the Grove terminal at the exis ng PG&E substa on.  Future 
genera ons will thank you.   

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Carlyn Clement 
19 Blue Ridge Ln  Woodside, CA 94062-2501 molly@kitkaufman.com 
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From: 2bobbicoleman@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Barbara Coleman 
<2bobbicoleman@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 10:53 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Barbara Coleman 
2bobbicoleman@gmail.com 

Sincerely, 
Barbara Coleman 
1219 Singletary Ave  San Jose, CA 95126-2134 2bobbicoleman@gmail.com 
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From: redandcurly@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of David Coleman 
<redandcurly@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:08 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
David Coleman 
7645 High Valley Rd  Cobb, CA 95426 
redandcurly@sbcglobal.net 
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From: kelseycolson@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Kelsey Colson 
<kelseycolson@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2025 9:49 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, 

Dear Members of the PUC, 

I am so disappointed to read that you are again taking an approach that disregards the public's best interest and 
compromises cri cal land for animals and humans alike to enjoy, live and play in. 

The Dra  Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project iden fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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. 

Think bigger than yourselves and think about the now as well as future genera ons and how this will impact all of our 
quality of life. Once this is done it cannot reasonably be undone. 

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

Sincerely, 
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Kelsey Colson 
3241 Quinto Way  San Jose, CA 95124-2345 kelseycolson@gmail.com 
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From: patriciacrespomartin@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Patricia Crespo 
<patriciacrespomartin@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 11:48 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Patricia Crespo 
3819 7 Trees Blvd Apt 104  San Jose, CA 95111-3370 patriciacrespomar n@gmail.com 
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From: jeanine.ishii@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Jeanine Crider 
<jeanine.ishii@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 9:46 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Jeanine Crider 
333 Escuela Ave Apt 231  Mountain View, CA 94040-1856 jeanine.ishii@gmail.com 
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From: lissssa@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Lisa Curran <lissssa@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 12:03 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Lisa Curran 
743 Schoolhouse Rd  San Jose, CA 95138-1314 lissssa@sbcglobal.net 



1

From: k_puppy@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Krista Dana <k_puppy@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 7:03 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Krista Dana 
702 W Remington Dr  Sunnyvale, CA 94087-2241 k_puppy@hotmail.com 
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From: davyact@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Davy Davidson <davyact@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2025 8:37 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Davy Davidson 
221 Main St # 1939  Los Altos, CA 94022-2937 davyact@sunnyside.com 
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From: wintergery@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Winter Dellenbach 
<wintergery@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 8:46 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, 

Dear CPUC members - Given the mul  fact based concerns RE this project, and that there is a be er alterna ve, please 
go with the alterna ve.  

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

Winter Dellenbach 
Palo Alto 

Sincerely, 
Winter Dellenbach 
859 La Para Ave  Palo Alto, CA 94306-2648 wintergery@earthlink.net 
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From: drderome@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Danielle DeRome 
<drderome@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 11:44 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Danielle DeRome 
164 Sanchez Dr  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-3007 drderome@yahoo.es 
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From: dkhushee@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Khushee Desai 
<dkhushee@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 3, 2025 7:49 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Khushee Desai 
1988 Bernice Way  San Jose, CA 95124-2101 dkhushee@gmail.com 
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From: monica.donovan@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Monica Donovan 
<monica.donovan@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 2, 2025 2:36 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 fied 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 significantly 
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 fic 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, 
Monica Donovan 
1330 Warner Ave  Sunnyvale, CA 94087-3137 monica.donovan@comcast.net 
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