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From: golden3428@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Kevin Golden <golden3428
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 10:51 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 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, 
Kevin Golden 
2378 Woodland Ave  San Jose, CA 95128-1366 golden3428@yahoo.com 
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From: lauriegoodman2@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Laurie Goodman <lauriegoodman2
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2025 9:05 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, 
Laurie Goodman  

Sincerely, 
Laurie Goodman 
2850 Rancho Rea Rd  Aromas, CA 95004-9713 lauriegoodman2@gmail.com 
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From: jhgottlieb@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Jonathan Gottlieb 
<jhgottlieb@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 9:46 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, 
Jonathan Go lieb 
4 Greenwood Rd  Na ck, MA 01760-3346 
jhgo lieb@gmail.com 
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From: kgkelly@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Kelly Graham <kgkelly@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 10:38 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, 
Kelly Graham 
1569 Husted Ave  San Jose, CA 95125-4755 kgkelly@sbcglobal.net 
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From: charmadorr@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Samuel Graham 
<charmadorr@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 1:57 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, 
Samuel Graham 
200 Burne  Ave Spc 148  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-2620 charmadorr@gmail.com 



1

From: ggrotjan@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Gloria Grotjan <ggrotjan@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 9:10 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, 
Gloria Grotjan 
217 Elva Dr  Aptos, CA 95003-5028 
ggrotjan@yahoo.com 
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From: fam.grzan@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Raymond Grzan 
<fam.grzan@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:31 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. 

For the the sake of our lives and that of future genera ons, keep Coyote Valley as a rich place of agriculture and wildlife, 

Sincerely, 
Raymond Grzan 
680 Alamo Dr  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-5706 fam.grzan@charter.net 
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From: charli_egan@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Cathleen Guzman 
<charli_egan@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:08 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, 
Cathleen Guzman 
17675 Woodland Ave  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-9141 charli_egan@yahoo.com 
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From: megg_m3@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Mario Guzman <megg_m3
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 12:21 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, 
Mario Guzman 
1022 N 2nd St  San Jose, CA 95112-4930 
megg_m3@yahoo.com 
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From: megg_m3@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Mario Guzman <megg_m3
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 26, 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 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, 
Mario Guzman 
1022 N 2nd St  San Jose, CA 95112-4930 
megg_m3@yahoo.com 
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From: wendyhhh17@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Wendy Hafkenschiel <wendyhhh17
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 8:19 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, 
Wendy Ha enschiel 
1100 Westridge Dr  Portola Valley, CA 94028-7341 wendyhhh17@gmail.com 
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From: bilgepump100@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Robert Hall <bilgepump100
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2025 6:42 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 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 Hall 
1946 Grove St Apt 6  San Francisco, CA 94117-1149 bilgepump100@sbcglobal.net 
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From: bilgepump100@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Robert Hall <bilgepump100
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2025 6:42 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 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 Hall 
1946 Grove St Apt 6  San Francisco, CA 94117-1149 bilgepump100@sbcglobal.net 
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From: hamiltoncolleen@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Colleen Hamilton 
<hamiltoncolleen@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 11:35 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 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, 
Colleen Hamilton 
6395 Firefly Dr  San Jose, CA 95120-3927 hamiltoncolleen@sbcglobal.net 
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From: chamerstad@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Charles Hammerstad 
<chamerstad@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 8:33 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, 
Charles Hammerstad 
780 Portswood Dr  San Jose, CA 95120-3334 chamerstad@aol.com 
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From: breehaskell@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Bree Haskell 
<breehaskell@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 2:52 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 consider the following: 

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, 
Bree Haskell 
9595 Dougherty Ave  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-9337 breehaskell@me.com 
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From: haskell_greg@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Greg Haskell 
<haskell_greg@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:29 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 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, 
Greg Haskell 
9595 Dougherty Ave  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-9337 haskell_greg@yahoo.com 
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From: james.haskell@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of James Haskell 
<james.haskell@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2025 7:44 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, 
James Haskell 
17200 Quail Ct  Morgan Hill, CA 95037-6412 james.haskell@hey.com 
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From: chris.hauck80@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Chris Hauck <chris.hauck80
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 6:11 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, 
Chris Hauck 
7097 Via Pacifica  San Jose, CA 95139-1148 chris.hauck80@gmail.com 
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From: mila1.clna@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Mila Heally 
<mila1.clna@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2025 9:39 PM
To: Power Santa Clara Valley
Subject: Please choose the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Power Santa Clara Valley 

project

Dear California Public UƟliƟes Commission, 

The DraŌ Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project idenƟfied AlternaƟve CombinaƟon 
1 (AC-1), which locates the Grove terminal at the PG&E Metcalf SubstaƟon, as the Environmentally Superior AlternaƟve. 
The CPUC should choose AC-1 as the preferred path forward for the Power Santa Clara Valley Project. 

LocaƟng the Grove terminal at the Metcalf SubstaƟon 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 addiƟonal 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 criƟcal landscape linkage for wildlife to migrate between the Santa Cruz Mountains and the Diablo 
Range. Numerous scienƟfic 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 conservaƟon 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, nighƫme 
lighƟng, human acƟvity, and other disturbances from the construcƟon and operaƟon 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 locaƟon, proving that animals 
are desperately trying to get across Monterey Road to the safety of Coyote Creek on the other side. Puƫng 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, 
Mila Heally 
CALPINE Dr  San Jose, CA 95123 
mila1.clna@gmail.com 
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From: judgemoo@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Charlene Henley 
<judgemoo@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2025 7:16 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, 
Charlene Henley 
5275 Country Oak Ct  San Jose, CA 95136-3608 judgemoo@aol.com 


	Golden_Kevin_25_0725
	Goodman_Laurie_25_0726
	Gottlieb_Jonathan_25_0725
	Graham_Kelly_25_0725
	Graham_Samuel_25_0725
	Grotjan_Gloria_25_0725
	Grzan_Raymond_25_0725
	Guzman_Cathleen_25_0725
	Guzman_Mario_25_0725
	Guzman_Mario_25_0726
	Hafkenshiel_Wendy_25_0725
	Hall_Robert_25_0729
	Hall_Robert_25_0729_2
	Hamilton_Colleen_25_0725
	Hammerstad_Charles_25_0725
	Haskell_Bree_25_0725
	Haskell_Greg_25_0725
	Haskell_James_25_0730
	Hauck_Chris_25_0725
	Heally_Mila_25_0723
	Henley_Charlene_25_0725

