March 25, 2026

Holly Anderson, Clerk

Vermont Public Utility Commission
112 State Street

Montpelier, Vermont 05620-2701

Re: Case No. 25-3076-AN
45-day advance submission of Vergennes VT BESS 1 LLC
for a certificate of public good, pursuantto 30 V.S.A. § 248,
to file a petition for a 4.9 MW battery storage facility in
Vergennes, Vermont

Request for Consideration of Petition Under full 30 V.S.A. § 248 Procedures

Dear Clerk Anderson:

On December 16, 2025, Vergennes VT BESS 1 LLC (“Petitioner”) filed advance
notice with the Vermont Public Utility Commission (the “Commission”) that it is preparing
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Good (“CPG”) requesting approval to install
and operate a 4.99 megawatt, 4 hour Battery Energy Storage System (“Project”), to be
constructed on a parcel of land located off Panton Road in Vergennes, Vermont. | am an
adjacent property owner that has a significant interest in the issues raised by the Project
and have filed comments with the Commission in this matter. By this submission | reiterate
my request that the Commission determine that the Project is not of limited size and
scope, that it raises significant issues with respect to the Section 248 criteria, and that the
public interest would not be served if the Project is reviewed under the abbreviated
procedures established under 30 V.S.A. § 248(j).

As the Petitioner’s notice pleading makes clear, the proposed Project would be
located on an empty parcel adjacent to an area currently being developed for residential
uses. The Project would be difficult or impossible to adequately screen from these
properties. The Project also raises significant safety/fire concerns and questions about its
impact on municipal and emergency services and infrastructure. The Project is adjacent to
a stream and nearby water body engendering the risk of environmental impacts. Because
of the Project’s location in an area with historic properties that is currently being developed
for residential uses, the Project can also adversely impact orderly development,
aesthetics, historic sites, transportation systems, air and water purity, and the natural
environment.

Specific to my concerns as to why this is not an appropriate spot and should not be
considered a project of limited size and scope:
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The buffering identified by the project is on our property and is slated for
clearing;

The housing proposed for development would be closer than the 150’ home
referenced as the nearest residence, and the views would be looking down at
the project (no buffering);

Should a fire take root, the toxins would impact those homeowners along
with all those in the immediate area, and the risk of fires spreading to those
homes would be imminent;

There is a state river corridor that leads to the Otter Creek identified on the
city’s Enhanced Energy Plan (the “Plan”) (Map 3) as a known constraint in
immediate proximity to the proposed project;

The Vergennes Enhanced Energy Plan also restricts commercial solar
projects to sizes less than 500 kW. This project is a 4.99 MW.

The siting criteria for transmission (presumably the BESS is a transmission
facility) in the Plan state s that no natural screening and topography that
causes the lines to be visible against the skyline from common vantage
points like roads or neighborhoods are considered to be “poor sites”;
Section 5.2 of the city’s Municipal Plan speaks to historic and scenic
resources and contains goals around (a) preserving the character and
historic charm of the city while allowing for future development; (b)
preserving historic buildings, neighborhoods, and celebrated events; and (c)
preserving natural resources while encouraging thoughtful development.
Here the abutting property sites a 1798 brick farm house on the Vergennes
Historical Walking Tour. _

Section 5.4: Policies and Recommended Actions in the Municipal Plan
specifically states: “15. Electrical distribution, transmission facilities, and
other utility development and upgrades shall not have an undue adverse
impact on the character of the city or on existing views.”.

When considering whether the Project is of limited size and scale, the factors | have
identified show that it is not congruous with the surrounding land uses, and does not
involve the modifications to existing facilities. Given the nature and the significant extent of
potential Project impacts, | urge the Commission to find that a full review of the Projectis
required under the criteria developed pursuant to Section 248. Such a process is more
thorough and would better serve the public interest by creating a forum for the review and
resolution of the myriad of concerns raised by the Project — especially for an adjacent
property owner with unique interests that may not otherwise be represented by any party to

the process.

Please note, however, that my concerns with the Project are shared by other
affected residents in the host community of Vergennes. Included with this submission is a
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Petition signed by more than 250 individuals that are concerned with the Project and who
would support an in depth review of the matter by the Commission. For many individuals,
the Commission’s review is the only actual forum where their concerns can be effectively
addressed.

After you have had an opportunity to review our concerns, please feel free to
contact me with any questions. Thank you for your careful consideration of this matter.

Respectfully submitted,
Corne) WGM%

Carrie Hathaway

78 West Main St.

Vergennes, Vermont 05491

(802) 324-3261
carrie.hathaway1987@gmail.com



To! Vermont Public Utility Commission

We support Yermont’s goals of reducing greenhouse £as emissions, transitioning to renewable
energy, and improving grid reliability. However, we believe that this proposed project, as
currently designed and sited, presents significant unresolved risks and does not adequ'c;tely serve
the public good as required under Vermont law.

Our concerns include, but are not limited to, the following:

Public Health and Safety
Large-scale lithium-ion battery energy storage facilities carry inherent risks, including thermal
runaway, fire, toxic gas release, and difficulties in fire suppression. These risks are of particular

concern when such facilities are located near residential areas, community infrastructure, or
sensitive environmental resources.

Emergency Response Limitations

Local emergency response capabilities may be insufficient to safely manage a BESS fire or
failure. We are concerned that emergency planning, training, and long-term resource
commitments have not been fully demonstrated or independently evaluated.

Environmental Risks

Potential impacts to soil, groundwater, surface waters, and surrounding ecosystems—especially
in the event of fire, flooding, or system failure—have not been adequately addressed. The long-
term environmental consequences of battery degradation, disposal, and decommissioning also
remain unclear.

Siting and Community Impacts

The proposed location raises concerns related to proximity to homes and community assets,
compatibility with existing land uses, potential impacts on property values, and the long-term
character of the Vergennes community.

Lack of Adequate Public Process and Transparency

We believe there has been insufficient opportunity for meaningful public engagement,
independent technical review, and transparent disclosure of safety data, risk modeling, and long-
term liability.

For these reasons, we respectfully request that the Vermont Public Utility Commission:

1. Deny approval of the Vergennes VT BESS LCC project as currently proposed; or
2. At a minimum, require comprehensive, independent safety, environmental, and siting
analyses before any approval is granted;



We urge the Commission to exercise caution and to prioritize the health, safety, environment,
and well-being of Vermonters when evaluating this project.

Thank you for your carefu] consideration of our concerns and for your service to the people of
Vermont.

Respectfully submitted,

[Names, Towns of Residence, and Signatures of Petitioners]
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To: Vermont Public Utility Commission

We, the undersigned residents of Vergennes, Addison County, and other concerned Vermonters,
respectfully submit this petition to the Vermont Public Utility Commission to express our
opposition to the proposed Vergennes VT BESS LCC Battery Energy Storage System (BESS)
project.

We support Vermont’s goals of reducing greenhouse gas emissions, transitioning to renewable
energy, and improving grid reliability. However, we believe that this proposed project, as
currently designed and sited, presents significant unresolved risks and does not adequately serve
the public good as required under Vermont law.

Our concerns include, but are not limited to, the following:

Public Health and Safety

Large-scale lithium-ion battery energy storage facilities carry inherent risks, including thermal
runaway, fire, toxic gas release, and difficulties in fire suppression. These risks are of particular
concern when such facilities are located near residential areas, community infrastructure, or
sensitive environmental resources.

Emergency Response Limitations

Local emergency response capabilities may be insufficient to safely manage a BESS fire or
failure. We are concerned that emergency planning, training, and long-term resource
commitments have not been fully demonstrated or independently evaluated.

Environmental Risks

Potential impacts to soil, groundwater, surface waters, and surrounding ecosystems—especially
in the event of fire, flooding, or system failure—have not been adequately addressed. The long-
term environmental consequences of battery degradation, disposal, and decommissioning also
remain unclear.

Siting and Community Impacts

The proposed location raises concerns related to proximity to homes and community assets,
compatibility with existing land uses, potential impacts on property values, and the long-term
character of the Vergennes community.

Lack of Adequate Public Process and Transparency

We believe there has been insufficient opportunity for meaningful public engagement,
independent technical review, and transparent disclosure of safety data, risk modeling, and long-
term liability.

For these reasons, we respectfully request that the Vermont Public Utility Commission:
1. Deny approval of the Vergennes VT BESS LCC project as currently proposed; or

2. At aminimum, require comprehensive, independent safety, environmental, and siting
analyses before any approval is granted;



3. Ensure that public safety, environmental protection, and community impacts are given
substantial weight in determining whether the project meets the “general good” standard.

We urge the Commission to exercise caution and to prioritize the health, safety, environment,
and well-being of Vermonters when evaluating this project.

Thank you for your careful consideration of our concerns and for your service to the people of
Vermont.

Respectfully submitted,

[Names, Towns of Residence, and Signatures of Petitioners]
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