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From Planning Department <planning@edcgov.us>
Date Wed 8/13/2025 4:46 PM
To  Poganski) <Poganskij@eldofire.com>

Good afternoon,

We have received your Public Comment for tomorrow’s Planning Commission meeting. Although it is too
late to have the comment posted online, physical copies will be distributed tomorrow before the
meeting. We have also forwarded your email to the Commissioners themselves, as well as the Planner
and Planning Manager, so they can review your comment before tomorrow.

Thank you,

County of El Dorado

Planning and Building Department (Planning Services)
2850 Fairlane Court

Placerville, CA 95667
(530) 621-5355

A Great Place to Live, Work & Play

From: Jacob Poganski <Poganski)@eldofire.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 13, 2025 4:33 PM
To: Planning Department <planning@edcgov.us>
Subject: Comments regarding CUP22-0011

This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

Report Suspicious

Planning Commission Members:

| would like to add the following comments to the discussion of Agenda Item 25-1356 - Hearing to
consider Conditional Use Permit CUP22-0011 for the development and ongoing operation of a Battery
Energy Storage System (BESS) at APN 048-280-030.

The proposed 5.0-megawatt / 20.0-megawatt hour outdoor lithium-ion Battery Energy Storage System
represents a high-hazard installation under the California Fire Code §1206, with potential risks of
thermal runaway, toxic gas release, and extended-duration fire suppression needs. These hazards create
operational demands on the El Dorado County Fire Protection District that exceed those of typical
commercial developments, requiring specialized training, dedicated equipment, annual inspections, and
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pre-incident planning. Establishing a Public Safety Services Agreement ensures that the project bears the
fair and proportionate costs of mitigating its unique fire protection impacts, consistent with California
Government Code §66000 et seq., without shifting the burden of these specialized services to the
general public.

| do understand that these comments are in the 111 hour. | hope that you can understand that our fire
prevention staff has experiences sudden unexpected turnover early in the year and | am trying to get my
bearings on where certain projects stand and what we previously conditioned. We are realizing how
significant of an impact this project could pose to our organization and the firefighters within, so
additional mitigations are necessary. In the interest of the safety of our firefighters and the public | feel it
is important to push these items forward. | do not intend to stall their project but feel that certain
conditions can be amended to the Conditions of Approval.

The Conditions of Approval should be amended to inciude:

1. The project will require plan review by the Fire District as authorized by Section 105.6.9 of the
California Fire Code.
a. This is not listed in the Applicant's supplied "Project Description" document of required
approvals.

2. A more definitive Decommissioning Plan
a. The current plan does not identify specific triggers for decommissioning of the facility, which
could lead to abandonment and an environmental/public safety risk that would continue to
be present.
i. Recommend timeframes (e.g. 1 year post ceasing of operation) when
decommissioning would be triggered.

3. Public Safety Services Agreement - There are unmitigated hazards associated with response to
BESS facilities that include exposure of firefighters to toxic materials and long duration
commitment of resources should a fire occur. Long duration commitment keeps fire resources
from being able to be regularly available in the communities they protect.

a. Prior to the issuance of any Building Permit for the BESS facility, the applicant shall enter
into a Public Safety Services Agreement with the El Dorado County Fire Protection District.
The agreement shall be in a form approved by the Fire Chief and shall address:

i. Acquisition and maintenance of specialized firefighting and decontamination
equipment for lithium-ion BESS incidents;

1. Equipment may include but is not limited to: portable decontamination unit,
HF/flammable gas detectors, thermal imaging cameras rated for high heat, and
firefighting cooling nozzles or manifolds for battery container application.

ii. Initial and recurring firefighter training specific to the BESS technology installed;

iii. Annual readiness, inspection, and pre-incident planning costs for compliance with
NFPA 855, UL 9540/9540A, and California Fire Code §1207;

iv. Incident response cost recovery for extended-duration suppression or monitoring
events.
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Execution of the Agreement and payment of the initial equipment/training fee shall be
required prior to facility commissioning. Annual fees shall be paid in accordance with the
Agreement for the duration of facility operation.

4. Hazard Mitigation Analysis (HMA) and UL 9540A Test Summary: The applicant shall provide a
compiete Hazard Mitigation Analysis (HMA) and large-scale fire test summary in accordance with
NFPA 855, using UL 9540A test data for the specific BESS model installed. The HMA shall be
submitted to the Fire Department for review and approval prior to final permit issuance.

5. Emergency Response Plan (ERP}: Prior to operation, the applicant shall submit an Emergency
Response Plan acceptable to the Fire Chief that includes:

a. Incident notification protocols {including 911 immediate notification in Condition 24);
b. System shutdown procedures and remote disconnect locations;

c. Fire suppression, cooling, and monitoring strategies;

d. Toxic/flammable gas detection systems and alarm integration;

e. Post-incident recovery and site re-occupancy criteria.

The ERP shall be reviewed annually and updated as necessary.

| appreciate your consideration of these items. | will be at the meeting Thursday to add these concerns
in during the comment period.

Respectfully,

Jacob Poganski
Division Chief
Fire Marshal

P OND SPR;,
FSL DORA 165

EL DORADO COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT partnering with DIAMOND SPRINGS
— EL DORADO FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

4040 Carson Rd., PO Box 807

Camino, CA 95709-0807

office: 530-644-9630 | mobile: 530-919-7715

poganskij@eldofire.com | www.eldoradocountyfire.com | www.diamondfire.org

Prevention offices are located at 501 Pleasant Valley Road, Diamond Springs, California 95619
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cntity to whom {1 Is addressed If vou have roceived this e-mail in error vou are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, distribution, or forwarding of this

message is stricily profiibited and mey vielate applicable laws including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act If you are not the intended recipient,

please notify me bv e-mail reply and delete the original from your system

25-1356 Public Comment PC 08-14-25
Page 4 of 5



From: David Spaur

To: Rhiannon R. Guilford; Rhiannon R. Guilford; Robert J. Peters; Karen L. Garner; Jefferson B. Billingsley
Subject: Fw: Commercial Condominiums on Latrobe Planning Commission Meeting
Date: Thursday, August 14, 2025 10:18:58 AM

From: danderly@comcast.net <danderly@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, August 12, 2025 9:36 PM

To: David Spaur <David.Spaur@edcgov.us>; leff Hansen <Jeff.Hansen@edcgov.us>; Bob Williams
<Bob.Williams@edcgov.us>; Tim Costello <Tim.Costello@edcgov.us>; Patrick Frega
<Patrick.Frega@edcgov.us>; Karen L. Garner <Karen.L.Garner@edcgov.us>

Subject: Commercial Condominiums on Latrobe Planning Commission Meeting

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization.

Report Suspicious

What you are being asked to consider is a project with strips of concrete buildings
lined up along asphalt driveways with zero opportunity for interior landscaping except
along Latrobe. This is the cheapest and ugliest and most unfortunate looking project
for ElI Dorado County in my opinion. There is no redeeming aspects to this project. A
developer is cramming in the most units possible and avoids any attributes, such as
landscaping within the interior. What you will get, as far as | can discern on the plans
provided, is hot concrete attached units on hot asphalt, with vehicle parking right in
front of units. Sidewalks? bike parking? public space? structural attributes?
Environmentally, planners know that trees planted within parking areas and along
streets help to reduce the heat generated from these places. Please do not set any
precedent for businesses like this in El Dorado County. No excuse for this. | would
expect that the Planning Staff would not be championing this project.

Dyana Anderly, MA, AICP
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