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Concerns Regarding Renewable Energy Project Siting and Implementation of PA 233

To the Members of the Michigan Public Service Commission,

I am submitting this comment to express serious concern regarding the MPSC’s current siting requirements for
large-scale renewable energy projects and the broader implications of Public Act 233 of 2023.

The public is increasingly aware that what has been marketed as a “green transition” has, in practice, become a
politically driven initiative — pushed primarily by the Democratic Party and implemented through mechanisms that
undermine local control. The MPSC’s three-person review panel — comprised of two Democrats and one member
publicly described as non-partisan but whose professional background demonstrates a clear bias toward green-
energy advocacy — was appointed by Governor Whitmer, the same official who signed PA 233 into law. That
legislation was passed just in time to prevent Michigan residents from gathering the necessary signatures to
challenge it, effectively silencing public opposition.

Rural residents in Michigan have chosen to live in rural areas for many reasons — not least among them a desire to
live apart from industrial and commercial development. The siting of massive wind, solar, and battery energy
storage system (BESS) facilities directly contradicts that choice. These projects threaten the very qualities that make
rural living desirable: peace, safety, clean air, unspoiled views, and natural ecosystems. In many cases, these
developments are destroying green space, displacing wildlife, and forcing both people and animals from their
homes.

The public is not ignorant to the risks associated with current renewable technologies, particularly BESS
installations. It is well-established that lithium-ion storage systems remain an evolving, experimental technology
with unresolved safety issues. By removing local control through PA 233, the State of Michigan is effectively
compelling communities and individuals to participate in large-scale experiments that could endanger their health
and property. Residents do not consent — voluntarily or otherwise — to becoming subjects in such experiments, nor
do we consent to the risks of catastrophic battery fires and the resulting toxic contamination of our land and water.

When such fires occur, state and federal agencies have repeatedly downplayed the human and environmental
impacts. For example, following the Moss Landing BESS fire in California in January 2025, the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency reported that hydrogen fluoride and particulate matter levels posed “no public health risk.” Yet
many local residents experienced acute symptoms, including sore throat, coughing, wheezing, headaches, eye and
skin irritation, nausea, metallic taste, and nosebleeds. Furthermore, independent research by San José State
University’s Moss Landing Marine Laboratories found that marsh soils near the site contained concentrations of
toxic metals — including nickel, cobalt, and manganese — at levels 100 to 1,000 times higher than normal.

Michigan residents are not naïve to these facts. We are fully aware of the dangers associated with BESS technology
and of the State’s tendency to overlook or minimize the negative impacts of developments in its rush to meet
political or ideological goals. This disregard extends not only to the physical environment but also to the well-being
of the people expected to live beside these industrial-scale facilities.

Finally, it is clear that insufficient due diligence is being conducted on developers seeking to enter Michigan. Many
have limited operational experience, questionable financial standing, or a record of environmental and safety
violations in other states. Yet these same companies are being granted entry into Michigan communities with
minimal scrutiny or accountability — an unacceptable practice for projects of this scale and potential hazard.



For these reasons, we urge the MPSC to pause and reassess its current approach to renewable project siting.
Transparent public involvement, robust safety review, and genuine local consent must be prerequisites for all such
developments! Michigan cannot afford to trade one environmental and public-health risk for another in the name of
political expedience.

Respectfully,

Katheryn Liby
Oshtemo Township, MI





property. Residents do not consent — voluntarily or otherwise — to becoming subjects in
such experiments, nor do we consent to the risks of catastrophic battery fires and the resulting
toxic contamination of our land and water. 

When such fires occur, state and federal agencies have repeatedly downplayed the human and
environmental impacts. For example, following the Moss Landing BESS fire in California in
January 2025, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency reported that hydrogen fluoride and
particulate matter levels posed “no public health risk.” Yet many local residents experienced
acute symptoms, including sore throat, coughing, wheezing, headaches, eye and skin irritation,
nausea, metallic taste, and nosebleeds. Furthermore, independent research by San José State
University’s Moss Landing Marine Laboratories found that marsh soils near the site contained
concentrations of toxic metals — including nickel, cobalt, and manganese — at levels 100 to
1,000 times higher than normal.

Michigan residents are not naïve to these facts. We are fully aware of the dangers associated
with BESS technology and of the State’s tendency to overlook or minimize the negative
impacts of developments in its rush to meet political or ideological goals. This disregard
extends not only to the physical environment but also to the well-being of the people expected
to live beside these industrial-scale facilities.

Finally, it is clear that insufficient due diligence is being conducted on developers seeking to
enter Michigan. Many have limited operational experience, questionable financial standing, or
a record of environmental and safety violations in other states. Yet these same companies are
being granted entry into Michigan communities with minimal scrutiny or accountability — an
unacceptable practice for projects of this scale and potential hazard.

For these reasons, we urge the MPSC to pause and reassess its current approach to renewable
project siting. Transparent public involvement, robust safety review, and genuine local consent
must be prerequisites for all such developments! Michigan cannot afford to trade one
environmental and public-health risk for another in the name of political expedience.

Respectfully,

Rosemary O’Connor
Oshtemo Township, Michigan





The public is not ignorant to the risks associated with current renewable technologies,
particularly BESS installations. It is well-established that lithium-ion storage systems
remain an evolving, experimental technology with unresolved safety issues. By
removing local control through PA 233, the State of Michigan is effectively compelling
communities and individuals to participate in large-scale experiments that could
endanger their health and property. Residents do not consent — voluntarily or
otherwise — to becoming subjects in such experiments, nor do we consent to the
risks of catastrophic battery fires and the resulting toxic contamination of our land and
water. 

When such fires occur, state and federal agencies have repeatedly downplayed the
human and environmental impacts. For example, following the Moss Landing BESS
fire in California in January 2025, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency reported
that hydrogen fluoride and particulate matter levels posed “no public health risk.” Yet
many local residents experienced acute symptoms, including sore throat, coughing,
wheezing, headaches, eye and skin irritation, nausea, metallic taste, and nosebleeds.
Furthermore, independent research by San José State University’s Moss Landing
Marine Laboratories found that marsh soils near the site contained concentrations of
toxic metals — including nickel, cobalt, and manganese — at levels 100 to 1,000
times higher than normal.

Michigan residents are not naïve to these facts. We are fully aware of the dangers
associated with BESS technology and of the State’s tendency to overlook or minimize
the negative impacts of developments in its rush to meet political or ideological goals.
This disregard extends not only to the physical environment but also to the well-being
of the people expected to live beside these industrial-scale facilities.

Finally, it is clear that insufficient due diligence is being conducted on developers
seeking to enter Michigan. Many have limited operational experience, questionable
financial standing, or a record of environmental and safety violations in other states.
Yet these same companies are being granted entry into Michigan communities with
minimal scrutiny or accountability — an unacceptable practice for projects of this
scale and potential hazard.

For these reasons, we urge the MPSC to pause and reassess its current approach to
renewable project siting. Transparent public involvement, robust safety review, and
genuine local consent must be prerequisites for all such developments! Michigan
cannot afford to trade one environmental and public-health risk for another in the



name of political expedience.

Respectfully,

Anne Hicks 

Oshtemo township, MI
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Energy Project Siting and Implementation of PA 233

To the Members of the Michigan Public Service Commission,

I am submitting this comment to express serious concern regarding the MPSC’s current siting requirements for
large-scale renewable energy projects and the broader implications of Public Act 233 of 2023.

The public is increasingly aware that what has been marketed as a “green transition” has, in practice, become a
politically driven initiative — pushed primarily by the Democratic Party and implemented through mechanisms that
undermine local control. The MPSC’s three-person review panel — comprised of two Democrats and one member
publicly described as non-partisan but whose professional background demonstrates a clear bias toward green-
energy advocacy — was appointed by Governor Whitmer, the same official who signed PA 233 into law. That
legislation was passed just in time to prevent Michigan residents from gathering the necessary signatures to
challenge it, effectively silencing public opposition.

Rural residents in Michigan have chosen to live in rural areas for many reasons — not least among them a desire to
live apart from industrial and commercial development. The siting of massive wind, solar, and battery energy
storage system (BESS) facilities directly contradicts that choice. These projects threaten the very qualities that make
rural living desirable: peace, safety, clean air, unspoiled views, and natural ecosystems. In many cases, these
developments are destroying green space, displacing wildlife, and forcing both people and animals from their
homes.

The public is not ignorant to the risks associated with current renewable technologies, particularly BESS
installations. It is well-established that lithium-ion storage systems remain an evolving, experimental technology
with unresolved safety issues. By removing local control through PA 233, the State of Michigan is effectively
compelling communities and individuals to participate in large-scale experiments that could endanger their health
and property. Residents do not consent — voluntarily or otherwise — to becoming subjects in such experiments, nor
do we consent to the risks of catastrophic battery fires and the resulting toxic contamination of our land and water.

When such fires occur, state and federal agencies have repeatedly downplayed the human and environmental
impacts. For example, following the Moss Landing BESS fire in California in January 2025, the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency reported that hydrogen fluoride and particulate matter levels posed “no public health risk.” Yet
many local residents experienced acute symptoms, including sore throat, coughing, wheezing, headaches, eye and
skin irritation, nausea, metallic taste, and nosebleeds. Furthermore, independent research by San José State



University’s Moss Landing Marine Laboratories found that marsh soils near the site contained concentrations of
toxic metals — including nickel, cobalt, and manganese — at levels 100 to 1,000 times higher than normal.

Michigan residents are not naïve to these facts. We are fully aware of the dangers associated with BESS technology
and of the State’s tendency to overlook or minimize the negative impacts of developments in its rush to meet
political or ideological goals. This disregard extends not only to the physical environment but also to the well-being
of the people expected to live beside these industrial-scale facilities.

Finally, it is clear that insufficient due diligence is being conducted on developers seeking to enter Michigan. Many
have limited operational experience, questionable financial standing, or a record of environmental and safety
violations in other states. Yet these same companies are being granted entry into Michigan communities with
minimal scrutiny or accountability — an unacceptable practice for projects of this scale and potential hazard.

For these reasons, we urge the MPSC to pause and reassess its current approach to renewable project siting.
Transparent public involvement, robust safety review, and genuine local consent must be prerequisites for all such
developments! Michigan cannot afford to trade one environmental and public-health risk for another in the name of
political expedience.

Respectfully,

 Rosemary Crawford

Oshtemo township, MI
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