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From: David Garibotti
To: "info@panoramaenv.com"
Subject: SC 115kv EP
Date: Friday, November 22, 2013 3:14:59 PM

Tanya,

It was a pleasure speaking with you today. It is my understanding as a result of our
discussion the County of Santa Cruz Department of Public Works will be deleted from
Paragraph 1.4. 

It will be necessary for PG&E to contact us when it is time to perform work in the
right-of-way, but  I understand that is a couple of years in the future.

Thank you for your time today.

Very truly yours,

Dave

Dave Garibotti
Encroachment Inspector
County of Santa Cruz
Department of Pubic Works
831-454-2376
dpw116@co.santa-cruz.ca.us



OTHER ORGANIZATION 

COMMENTS









































1

Susanne Heim

From: John Randolph
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 6:28 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Cc: 'DanC'; 'Mike McIntyre'
Subject: PGE 115KV replacement project App#A.12-02-012

To: Lisa Orsaba, Public Utilities Commission, C/O Panorama Environmental Inc. 
 
This is a public comment to Application A. 12-02-012.  The subject of this comment is the portion of the IS/MND which 
deals with Airport and Airspace impacts. 
 
Please note that the County of Santa Cruz, while it does not have an ALUP, is subject to the California Airport Land Use 
Handbook, and Federal Aviation Regulation Part 77. 
 
The referenced IS/MND recognizes that the proposed project is within the horizontal boundaries of protected airspace for 
Watsonville Municipal Airport.  The report, however, does not deal with the vertical requirements of that airspace 
protection.  The report must explain how the project meets the requirements of FAR part 77. 
 
Watsonville airport has several instrument approaches, including a RNAV rwy 2 GPS approach.  The Terminal Approach 
Surfaces (TERPS) for these approaches must be explored and vertical clearances properly explained within the 
report.   Towers of up to 108 ft. in the project may be a critical factor when total elevation above the airport runway is 
considered.  The use of taller cranes should also be explained within the context of airspace protection. 
 
From a description of the proposed project, it appears that FAA Form 7460-1 must be filed with the FAA, and a 
determination must be made as to protected airspace.  Specifically, it appears that the project falls within the following 
requirement: 
 

Federal Aviation Regulation Part 77 Regarding Height: 
 

The FAA national airspace system serves several essential notification and coordination 
functions, beyond simply ensuring the approaches to an airport are not obstructed by the construction of 
objects.  Each person proposing any type of construction or alteration under the provisions of FAR Part 
77 is required to notify the FAA by completing FAA Form 7460-1, Notice of Proposed Construction or 
Alteration.  The completed form is sent to the ADO office in Burlingame at least 30 days before 
proposed construction or application for building permit.  For example, it’s required for:  
▪Construction /alteration including construction cranes of greater height than an imaginary surface 
extending outward and upward at one of the following slopes: 
 

 100 to 1 for a horizontal distance of 20,000 feet from the nearest point of the nearest runway 
of each airport (public-use) with at least one runway more than 3,200 feet in actual length, 
excluding heliports. 

 50 to 1 for a horizontal distance of 10,000 feet from the nearest point of the nearest runway 
of each airport with it longest runway no more that 3,200 feet in actual length, excluding 
heliports.  

 25 to 1 for a horizontal distance of 5,000 from the nearest point of the nearest landing and 
takeoff area of each heliport (public use).   

 
 
Respectfully, 
John Randolph 
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Assistant secretary for legal affairs, 
Watsonville Pilots Association 
c/o 530 Light Springs Rd. 
Aptos, CA 95003 
831-708-8760 
 
jcrand1950@gmail.com 
 
 



PUBLIC COMMENTS 
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Susanne Heim

From: aaron ashley
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2013 7:34 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: power poles 

Hi my name is Aaron Ashley I live at 116 Chaparral Dr. Aptos cal. 95003 the 115kv project that is on the PGE 
books will change this area forever. It  is a rural neighborhood removal of trees and constant trimming of trees 
that are not removed will change the area we have loved to live in.There must be another way that dose not 
make this area seem like a city street please study the plan with this in mind you can make a difference. 
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Susanne Heim

From: ADELE MILLER
Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 9:45 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kv PGE Reinforcement Project

Lisa Orsaba 
California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc 
1 Embarcadero Center, #740 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
 
Dear Lisa, 
 
I strongly request and demand a full environment impact report be completed.   Some of the many 
concerns are: 

 Impact on neighborhood and community aesthetics. 
 Loss of hundreds of trees, wild life habitat and natural beauty
 The	project	crosses	acres	of	designated	farmland.	
 Alternative	routes	were	not	sufficiently	explored.
 Alternative	construction	such	as	undergrounding	was	not	considered	at	all.
 	How	can	approval	be	given	without	a	complete	engineering	analysis	&	report?
 As	proposed	this	project	would	further	inhibit	the	ability	of	the	County	to	widen,	improve	

roadway	in	the	future	
 PG&E	poles	will	change	from	present	40’	to	80’,100’	&	110’	similar	to	constructing	a	10	

story	

building	in	our	rural	neighborhood.

 Project	is	inconsistent	with	Santa	Cruz	County	General	Plan.
 Corralitos	Road	is	a	scenic	corridor,	it	will	be	permanently	altered	with	a	sky	line	of	100'+	

high	PG&E	poles.	

	Adele	J	Miller 
	345	Hauer	Apple	Way\	
Aptos,	CA	95003	
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Susanne Heim

From: Amy Merrill
Sent: Friday, December 06, 2013 2:54 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Letter to CPU - Day Valley CA / 115-KV

Lisa Orsaba 
California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc. 
1 Embarcadero Center, #740 
San Francisco, California 94111 
 

 
Dear Lisa, 
 
I am writing regarding the 115-KV initiative in the Cox Road / Day Valley area of Aptos, CA. I implore you 
and the Commission to complete an Environmental Impact Report before any changes are made in the area.  
 
I grew up on Calle del Sol, and I understand the potential consequences of this initiative would include loss of 
trees, wildlife habitats, and the area's rural and natural beauty. My family and the neighborhood's other residents 
have joined together to call for action, specifically the EIR.  
 
 
Thank you for your consideration.  
 
 
Amy Merrill  
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Susanne Heim

From: Becky
Sent: Sunday, December 01, 2013 11:52 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: proposed Northern Alignment segment of Santa Cruz 115kvV reinforcement by PG&E 

Dear Lisa Orsaba, 
 
We have just today, Dec. 1, 2013, learned of this proposal and are very 
concerned. 
No one I know in our neighborhood who will be impacted knew about this 
until just now.  
It seems to me that there was not a sincere, and certainly not an 
effective, attempt to inform all who would be affected. 
 
Secondly, it is my understanding that there is a shorter and more cost-
effective route to the south. Why is this alternative not being used?  
 
Please realize that there are many people in the area of the posted 
project who will be very upset about this. 
 
Rebecca Lynn & Blaine Neagley 
316 Bollinger Place 
Watsonville, CA 95076 
bekly@att.net 
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Rita Wilke

To: Susanne Heim
Subject: RE: Pictures of new lines and poles

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Britt Haselton <britthaselton@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Oct 21, 2013 at 7:15 PM 
Subject: Pictures of new lines and poles 
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com 
 

We own APN 108-051-17 in Corralitos and presently have a single line of poles over our 
property next to our home.   
The Project proposes to replace that single line of poles with a much larger mechanism. 
I would like to see a photo of the proposed replacement tower with lines attached.  I think it is 
very important that you 
bring that to the upcoming meeting Nov. 6 at the Corralitos Grange as well.  The new project has 
been vaguely  
described but no one knows what it will look like and think that is important. 
 
I look forward to your response. 
Britt Haselton 
britthaselton@gmail.com 
 

 
 
Britt Haselton, Esq. 
Haselton & Haselton 
Attorneys at Law 
2425 Porter St.  
Suite 14  
Soquel, CA  95073 
 
831  475-4679   Telephone 
831  462-0724   FAX 
 
750 Menlo Avenue 
Suite 200 
Menlo Park, CA   94025 
 
650  327-1150 Telephone 
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www.haseltonandhaselton.com 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: This message is intended only for 
the addressee and may contain information that is confidential or 
privileged. Unauthorized use is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you 
are not the intended recipient, or the person responsible for delivering to the 
intended recipient, you should not read, copy, disclose or otherwise use this 
message, except for the purpose of delivery to the addressee. If you have 
received this email in error, please delete it and inform the sender immediately 
via email. 
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Susanne Heim

From: Carolyn Williams
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 4:45 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: PG & E power pole project

Dear Lisa Orsaba, Public Utilities Commission, 
 
I am upset to learn of PG&E's propsed plans for our quiet rural neighborhood. I respectfully urge you 
to request a full environmental review, an EIR Environmental Impact Report on this project, and more 
community input.  
 
I've lived in this beautiful, peaceful rural residential area for the past 28 years, raising two children. 
The negative impact of this proposed project is huge. We love our neighborhood with its numerous 
sitings of bobcat, deer, coyote, as well as many birds including owls, hawks, song birds, and several 
migrating species. The loss of wildlife habitat, trees, and natural beauty will be immense.  
 
Please consider the families in our peaceful neighborhood while deciding  on this matter.  
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Carolyn G. Williams 
240 Quail Run 
Aptos, CA 95003 
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Susanne Heim

From: Charles Mackh
Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 4:18 PM
To: Lisa Orsaba
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kv Reinforcement Project

Dear Lisa, 
 
I just found out about this PG&E project yesterday 12/2/13 and I have lived in Pleasant Valley 39 years. The 
pole improvement/installation appears to go right through the middle of Pleasant Valley using 80 to 100 foot 
poles as it does in other areas of Aptos. In addition the project involves the use of helicopters for installation. 
How is it that PG&E can start a project of this magnitude without communicating directly with area property 
owners? Further, it would seem appropriate that an EIR be prepared submitted and approved before PG&E 
progressed this far.  
 
The CPUC Draft dated 11/6/13 looks comprehensive and well thought out from PG&E's perspective but 
appears to lack neutral review or feedback from those in the community affected. I cant construct anything 
without an environmental review and community approval. How is it that PG&E can? This project may have 
good benefits for all of us and if properly presented and explained would meet with less apprehension. 
Otherwise, it looks like another PG&E avoidance of its corporate responsibility as a public utility. 
 
Sincerely, 
Charles Mackh 
144 Villa Manzanal 
Aptos, CA 95003 
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Susanne Heim

From: Christina Lucchesi
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 10:32 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: NO POLES PLEASE!

Hello, please see these concerns: 
 
Impact on neighborhood, and community aethetics 
Impact on community values, rural neighborhoods, forested, abundant wildlife, tree lined 
Safety during and after completion of project 
Loss of trees, wildlife habitat natural beauty 
  
Project crosses farmland ( organic ) 
 
Alternative routes not explored 
Engineering for project not begun, how can approval be givien? 
Roadways too narrow 
 
As built would inhibit the ability to widen or change existing roads 
 
PG&E poles will change from 40' to 80'-100' 
 
Inconsistent with Santa Cruz County General Plan 
 
Corralitos Road is a scenic corridor 
 
WE NEED A FULL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT!!! 
 
Signed, 
Christina M. Lucchesi 







 
 
December 3, 2013 
 
 
 
Lisa Orsaba 
California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc. 
1 Embarcadero Center, Suite 740 
San Francisco, CA  94111 
 
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project  -- Comments on IS/MND 
 
Dear Ms. Orsaba: 
 
I live in the neighborhood affected by the Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project, 
in particular the Cox Road-Freedom segment.  I walk past this segment weekly 
during my walks around the neighborhood which I have enjoyed for 15 years. 
 
I have reviewed the project description and portions of the Initial Study/Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (IS/MND), and find that critical information is missing from 
this document, information that may result in findings of Significant Impacts. 
 
With regard to the Aesthetics section, the simulation photos do not accurately depict 
the planned large diameter base with metal towers (TSP towers) that are described 
in the project description for the Cox Road-Freedom segment.  This area is low 
density residential with many forested areas, the aesthetics of which would be 
greatly affected by large new metal towers, as opposed to the single wooden poles 
depicted.   For example, Figures 3.1-12 and 3.1-13 show existing conditions and 
simulated views after installation of new poles.  However, Figure 3.1-13 shows only 
wooden poles, whereas the text and tables show there will be at least two TSP 
towers along Cox Road.  This is factually inaccurate – it shows wooden power poles 
on Cox Road at the intersection with Day Valley Road, whereas the project 
description table states that these will be metal TSP with permanent clearance areas 
of approximately 30 ft by 15 ft.  The visual impacts were therefore not adequately 
evaluated. 
 
 
Both the Aesthetics and Biology sections mention the removal of at least 165 trees, 
greater than half of which will occur along the Cox Road-Freedom section.  However, 
neither section fully details which trees and how many will be permanently 
removed (for long term maintenance) versus temporary trimming or topping for 
construction.  Was a tree survey conducted, and if so, where is the document with 
the results?  Permanent removal of approximately 100 trees, without determining 
which are mature size oaks, along this one short (approximately 1 mile) segment,  
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may pose significant impacts to both visual and biological values.  Although the 
Biology section states that trees will be replaced at a ratio of 1:1 to 1:10 depending 
upon the tree diameter and species, it is not clear if the replacement trees could or 
would be planted in the area near the new power line, and thus provide visual 
screening and biological values.  The IS/MND does state that the TSP pole require an 
area approximately 30 feet by 15 feet that must be permanently kept clear for 
maintenance.  This makes it likely that the visual impact of these new TSP towers in 
this rural area will be significant; this was not revealed in the impact sections of the 
IS/MND. 
 
I could find no discussion of Alternatives to the project in the IS/MND.  Is there a 
possibility that significant impacts to visual and biological resources could be 
avoided by placing portions of the power line underground?  Is there another 
previous document that explored alternatives?   
 
As a resident of the general neighborhood of the Cox Road-Freedom segment of the 
new Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project, I respectfully request that the Visual 
and Biological Impacts be reevaluated for the Cox-Freedom segment in particular, 
with accurate information, and that the results be published in a revised 
environmental document.  Furthermore, I request that the entire neighborhood of 
residents be notified of the revised document and given an adequate amount of time 
to comment on it.  Public hearings, properly noticed for the entire area surrounding 
this segment, are also requested. 
 
Thank you for consideration of these comments.  Please feel free to contact me if 
there are any questions regarding my comments.  And please notify me if additional 
public comment/information meetings will be scheduled on this project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Dana Bland 
2759 Valencia Road 
Aptos, CA  95003 
Email:  danabland@charter.net 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:danabland@charter.net
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Rita Wilke

From: Susanne Heim <susanne.heim@panoramaenv.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2013 2:20 PM
To: Rita Wilke
Cc: Tania Treis
Subject: FW: Santa Cruz115kv project

Please save this to the public comment folder 
  

From: Dave Osland [mailto:burlybilt@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2013 2:13 PM 
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com 
Subject: Santa Cruz115kv project 
  
to:CPUC Review Board 
Re: public response 
  
Dear Sirs/Madams- 
  
After reviewing the IS report, I find it reprehensible that the lasting impacts upon residents living 
in vicinity, have not been addressed. 
  

The "Mitigated Negative Declaration” addresses-  
  
Let’s see- 
  
  
Bats, Birds and Rats 
Bald Eagles (never seen one here in the 15 yrs I’ve lived here) 
Oak and Monterey Pine trees 
Weeds 
Salamanders 
Ground disturbance 
Noise …………yada,yada,yada. 
  
How about the lasting impact upon the most important species living here- Human Beings!!!! 
  
The environment we so cherish here will be forever changed with the looming power poles being 
strung threw the neighborhood. 
  
Every time we take ours eyes off the ground, these high voltages lines will be dominating the 
vista. 
  
The biggest investment most of us will ever have, our homes, will be devalued. If someone was 
to hack your bank account and deplete your life savings, by say, 30%, you’d be screaming like 
banshees for justice. 
  
  Yet, not a peep concerning this oh so  important impact upon our residences.  
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Are high-rise, high voltage power lines towering over your dream home a priority in buying in a 
neighborhood? Of course not. No one wants to live in the immediate vicinity of those things. NO 
ONE!!! 
  
The I.S. needs to be rejected for not addressing the vital questions on the quality of life this 
project will have on the area, during and AFTER construction. 
  
How can theses findings be considered valid for stating that “The proposed project would not 
have a significant effect on the environment!!!! 
  
Honestly, would any member of the CUPC board feel comfortable with this I.S. or this project if 
it was concerning your home and neighborhood!!! I DON’T THINK YOU NEED TO THINK 
ABOUT THAT FOR A MOMENT! 
  
Ms. Orsaba’s position as project manager may need some serious re-evaluation for reports with 
such blatant omissions concerning the “environmental impacts” of such a proposed project. I find 
it almost unbelievable she would conclude her report by stating, quote,” There is no evidence 
that implementing this project would have ANY adverse impacts on people”. Outrageous!!! 
  
If PGE was proposing to put the utilities underground, as they proposed years ago, the 
neighborhood would be 100% for it , INSTEAD of 100% against it! 
  
Of the dozens of concerned citizens that showed up Nov.6 at the public hearing, NO ONE 
VOICED SUPPORT FOR THIS PROJECT!!!!! 
  
This project, at the very least, needs to have a full blown environmental impact report done. 
  
Sincerely, Dave and Carrie Osland, Beautiful Aptos 
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Susanne Heim

From: Dlscruz
Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 10:06 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: santacruz115kvproject

First, let me state outright that I am opposed to the implementation of this project.  This project will impact me directly 
because the lines proposed are in direct proximity to my property.  This project will reduce the value of my property by 
several hundred thousand dollars and such amount will be demanded upon implementation of the project.  In addition, I 
am wondering why PG&E did not consider moving the existing lines to a more appropriate location such as the freeway 
corridor that is already public land.  I don't believe the project is necessary or appropriate in its scope even considering the
mitigating factors suggested in the reports.  All in all this is a faulty plan and needs to be scrapped until a comprehensive 
environmental impact report is completed which addresses all concerns and contingencies. 
  
Thank you, 
  
.  
David L Schwartz  
201 Lael Ln 
Corralitos, CA. 95076  
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Susanne Heim

From: Deanna Morden
Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 9:17 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Important environmental concerns

Attn Ms. Orsaba,    
  
As Santa Cruz County natives, my husband and I moved from Soquel to the Aptos/Corralitos area over 35 years ago to 
raise our children in our rural neighborhood. We are naturally concerned about 
environmental as well as aesthetic effects of this project. We have been here long enough to see even how much smaller 
projects than this have affected the wild animal habitat, personal safety, and 
aesthetics.  
  
It would be extremely irresponsible of the commision to proceed on a project such as this without a complete 
environmental impact report. And so we are requesting this be done.  
  
Respectfully, 
  
Robert and Deanna Morden 
1770 Pleasant Valley Road 
Aptos, CA 95003 
  
831 724 6482 
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Susanne Heim

From: Ed Murphy
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 3:48 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Full EIR needed for Santa Cruz 115kV project

Hello Ms. Orsaba, 
 
I live on Cox Road in Aptos, and have recently become aware of the Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project 
planned by PG&E.  I strongly disagree with the draft IS/MND which falsely concludes that, "the project would 
not have a significant effect on the environment."  I understand PG&E's objectives with this project, but please 
please please, we need a full and official Environment Impact Report to assess alternatives including alternate 
routes and placing wires underground. 
 
The published California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) document for Mitigated Negative Declaration is 
incomplete and inaccurate. This project will absolutely have a permanent and profoundly negative impact on 
neighborhood aesthetics and community values. How could introducing such a large scale, industrial project 
through the very heart of this rural, scenic, and ecologically diverse community not have a negative impact?  
 
The neighborhoods on and around Cox, Day Valley, and McDonald roads present a bucolic setting that is 
enjoyed not only by the many residents, but by literally thousands of annual visitors who come to walk, bike, 
and drive through this beautiful area.  Please, let's have a full Environmental Impact Report.  I see no harm in 
asking PG&E to specifically quantify its claim that mitigation will reduce impact o insignificance 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Ed Murphy 
1411 Cox Road 
Aptos, CA 95003 
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Susanne Heim

From: Elizabeth Wong
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 3:40 PM
To: 'santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com'
Subject: proposed Cox-Freedom project
Attachments: 20131205153742.pdf

Dear Ms. Orsaba, 
 
I have attached a copy of the letter demanding a full and complete Environmental Impact Report for this project.  I 
would also like to address another issue. 
 
There have apparently been no significant improvements/changes to the current infrastructure in the last 40 years.  I 
believe that spending the extra funds to move part of this project underground (namely the areas along the Day 
Valley/Cox/McDonald corridor) would be a wise investment.  Those extra funds amortized over the next 40 year period 
are inconsequential when you compare it to the permanent devastation to our neighborhood’s well being which has no 
price tag.  It was stated in an article that it was less disruptive to the neighborhood to install power poles than it is to 
move the wiring underground.  I can assure you that the people in this neighborhood disagree.  They would rather 
endure/tolerate the jack hammering of the roads and temporary lane closures to install underground wiring than to 
have to live with massive 100 foot poles for the rest of their days living here.  
 
I urge the California Public Utilities Commission to thoroughly review this project, conduct the necessary studies/reports 
and make the right decisions for our neighborhood. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Liz Wong 
200 Chaparral Drive 
Aptos, CA  95003   

                                                                                                                 
 

 

Liz Wong 
Adleson, Hess & Kelly 
577 Salmar Avenue, 2nd Floor  
Campbell, California  95008 
408-341-0234 (voice) 
408-341-0250 (facsimile) 
ewong@ahk-law.com 
www.ahklaw.com   

 

 
IRS CIRCULAR 230 – DISCLOSURE NOTICE 

 
IRS Circular 230 regulates written communications about federal tax matters between tax advisors and their clients.  To 

the extent the preceding correspondence and/or any attachment is a written tax advice communication, it is not a full 
“covered opinion”.  Accordingly, this advice is not intended and cannot be used for the purpose of avoiding penalties that 

may be imposed by the IRS regarding the transaction or matters discussed herein.  In addition, the materials 
communicated herein are intended solely for the addressee and are not intended for distribution to any other person or 
entity, or to support the promotion or marketing of the transaction or matters addressed herein.  Any subsequent reader 
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should seek advice from an independent tax advisor with respect to the transaction or matters addressed herein based on 
the reader’s particular circumstances 

 
CONFIDENTIALITY DISCLOSURE This e-mail is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain 

confidential and privileged information.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.  If you are 
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.  The 
foregoing name, telephone number, facsimile number and email information is provided to the recipient for informational 

purposes only and is not intended to be the signature of the sender for purposes of binding the sender or Adleson, Hess & 
Kelly, P.C., or any client of the sender or the firm, to any contract or agreement under the Uniform Electronic Transaction 

Act or any similar law. Thank you for your courtesy and cooperation. 
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Susanne Heim

From: Gary Minardi
Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 10:06 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Commentary Relating To Project Concerns - Santa Cruz 115-kv Reinforcement Project

Dear Ms. Orsaba, 
  
My name is Gary Minardi. I am a resident of Aptos, California 
currently residing with my wife Bonnie in the Day Valley Corridor. Our 
residence address is 2215 Cox Road Aptos, CA 95003. My wife and I have 
resided in Aptos for thirty - six years. Seven of the past thirty-six years have 
been residency at 2215 Cox Road.  
  
Cox Road is one of the areas in the Day Valley Corridor that will be directly 
impacted by the Santa Cruz 115kv Project.  
  
The California Public Utilities Commission is a responsible steward of the 
human, financial, information and natural resources entrusted to the 
Commission. The Santa Cruz 115kv Project is a critical endeavor involving 
natural resources that could suffer long term negative affects to the habitat 
and the aesthetic value of the area.  
  
There are many "flaws" in the project that must be more closely examined 
and addressed.  
  
Noise attenuation within fifty feet of residences from 7:00 to 5:00 during 
construction, is described as intermittent but not defined. What will be the 
(intermittent) impact to humans and animals? Pacific Gas and Electric will 
be deploying helicopters, back hoes, noisy, earth trembling construction 
equipment. Humans and animals will have their quality of lives disrupted 
with no time tables, no work plans, no mitigation planning.  
  
Transportation: Described as "potentially significant." What about safety, 
property access to residents, congestion, detours, flag persons, access to 
emergency vehicles? Although "a traffic management plan will be 
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developed," this is an area with extremely rural, narrow roads. Residents 
and recreational populace are genuinely concerned about McDonald, Cox 
and Day Valley Roads. These roads are main arterial feeders, essential to 
residents, recreational biker - walkers and emergency vehicles. Is this traffic 
management plan going to be developed on the fly by the consultant?  
  
Tree removal: How many, what locations, and what will they be replaced 
with? We note pictures before and after on Cox - Day Valley Roads 
intersection don't illustrate tree removal. What mitigation will there be to 
soil erosion? 
  
"Incremental change but less than significant." What exactly is the 
definition of incremental change? An incremental change can be significant 
environmentally and aesthetically. This is a disingenuous phrase. Pacific Gas 
and Electric will be replacing sixty foot wood to ninety foot tubular 
poles. Thirty - nine foot wood distribution poles with eighty- nine foot wood 
transmission poles. What is the public benefit? From careful observation of 
the visually simulated pictures, it looks like Pacific Gas and Electric is 
doubling the distribution lines. Will the Public Benefit be lower energy rates, 
less power outages? Would Commission representatives and the 
Consultants have no problems living next to and in eye view of four story 
distribution poles?  
  
Most people, not just Californians, uphold the "not in my neighborhood" 
value. Can you blame them? 
Speaking as a native Californian that grew up in an undisturbed, pristine, 
unpretentious and beautiful Santa Clara Valley, I have personally 
experienced  the clear cutting of orchards, the massive destruction of farm 
lands, mass habitation of foothills, and the closing of canneries. The 
canneries was a critical "other" back bone of the economy in Santa Clara 
Valley. What kind of stewardship and entrust was this?  
  
We have a deep respect for the folks at California Public Utilities 
Commission. The Commission has very bright, diligent people, who within 
the confines of government bureaucracy try to do the right things. The right 
thing to do for the Commission in conjunction with the Santa Cruz 115kv 
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Project is to "steward." Conduct environmental impact studies to ensure all 
those that live and play in this rural naturally beautiful area don't end up 
with a life time of blight and habitat disruption like Santa Clara Valley and 
other formally naturally beautiful areas of the State.  
  
Thank you for your consideration and time.   
  
  
  
-- 
Gary 
Gary Minardi 
President 
min@sjdist.com 
Direct Line: 408.510.5836 
San Jose Distribution Services Inc. 
2055 South 7th Street Suite A 
San Jose, Ca. 95112 
www.sjdist.com 
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Susanne Heim

From: George Lucchesi
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 10:23 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kv Project Comments

Concerns: 
 
Impact on neighborhood, and community aethetics 
Impact on community values, rural neighborhoods, forested, abundant wildlife, tree lined 
Safety during and after completion of project 
Loss of trees, wildlife habitat natural beauty 
  
Project crosses farmland ( organic ) 
 
Alternative routes not explored 
Engineering for project not begun, how can approval be givien? 
Roadways too narrow 
 
As built would inhibit the ability to widen or change existing roads 
 
PG&E poles will change from 40' to 80'-100' 
 
Inconsistent with Santa Cruz County General Plan 
 
Corralitos Road is a scenic corridor 
 
WE NEED A FULL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT!!! 
 
Signed, 
 
George J Lucchesi 
1805 Leslie Lane 
Aptos CA  95003 



Gregory Ross Audino 

Nina Genkin Audino 

360 Bollinger Place 

Watsonville, CA  95076   

November 5, 2013 

 

Dear Ms. Orsaba 

California Public Utilities Commission 

c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc. 

1 Embarcadero Center, #740 

San Francisco, CA  94111 

RE:   Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project 

 

Dear Ms. Orsaba: 

 

Please find below a copy of the letter sent to each of the CPUC’s five commissioners. 

We are also directing this letter to you, as you requested. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Gregory Ross Audino 

Nina Genkin Audino 

 

Text of Letter: 

We are appalled at PG&E’s incomplete, inaccurate, and misleading approaches and 

methods in “planning” the Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project. 

 

We urge you to require a full and complete Environmental Impact Report that 

addresses all alternative routes and undergrounding of utilities. 

 

We also urge you to require that PG&E, in order to rectify the mockery of a meeting 

that they held at the Corralitos Grange on November 6, 2013, re‐schedule legitimate 

community forums for discussion of their proposed plans and for community input.   

 

Many community members and landowners living within sight of the proposed 

project’s environmental changes did not attend the November 6 public meeting because 

at that point in time they still had no information or contact from PG&E about the 

proposed project. 

 

 



We are deeply committed and civic‐minded community members of Santa Cruz county 

for 50 years, and owners of a home at the end of Bollinger Place, off of Amesti Road 

near where it meets Varni and Pioneer Roads.  We are both educated individuals who 

have worked and served in the Santa Cruz community for most of our adult years, and 

we take our civic obligations very seriously.  We do, in fact, stay informed about huge 

changes in local infrastructure. 

 

Firstly, we find PG&E methods to “inform” the residents potentially impacted by the 

proposed reinforcement project reprehensibly dishonest. 

 

Both as citizens and as customers of PG&E, we expect to have our rights to forthright, 

complete, accurate, and timely information respected. 

 

We understand that PG&E may feel that keeping the numbers of informed customers 

down to a minimum will help limit controversy about the proposed project and also 

lower costs. 

 

Yet we feel strongly that accurate and complete information about a project of this size 

must be disseminated in a timely manner to all landowners within obvious sight of the 

project – which means contacting more owners than those within 300 feet of the 

proposed project. 

 

As a result of PG&E’s misleading and very poorly disseminated information, we did 

not attend the meeting on the proposed project that PG&E hosted at the Corralitos 

Grange on November 6, 2013.  We never heard about the meeting. 

 

We understand from community members who did attend the November 6 public 

meeting that PG&E shut down questions and comments, and refused to provide a 

public forum for community discussion – instead demanding that people contact the 

CPUC individually.   

 

Does that sound particularly respectful of the democratic process to you? 

 

PG&E claims to have informed all residents living within 300 feet of the project by letter 

in February and March of 2012.  We have downloaded and read the two lists of 

residents allegedly contacted by letter.  

 

PG&E generated two lists because their first list did not provide notice as per CPUC 

regulations to all landowners required to receive such notice.  Their second attempt was 

twice as long.  



We are not on the two lists.  We live less than half a mile away from the project in direct 

view of the 100 foot plus new steel poles. 

 

We did not know about this proposed reinforcement project until Wednesday, 

November 27, 2013 when we learned of it from a friend who lives on Day Valley Road 

near another section of the proposed project. 

 

No one in our tightknit and interconnected neighborhood knew about PG&E’s 

proposed project.  We confirmed this when we contacted our neighbors along Bollinger 

Place.   

 

Our home and every other house on the north facing side of our street has a wide view 

of the proposed 100 foot plus new steel poles in the valley bordered by Pioneer Road to 

the northeast of us – less than half a mile away. 

 

In fact, the poles will cut up and through the beautiful view of the Santa Cruz 

mountains that characterizes our backyard and scenic local road experience. 

 

PG&E posted notice of the availability of a Draft IS/MND for the project in the Aptos 

and Watsonville libraries.  We are residents of the Amesti area, which is nowhere near 

these libraries.   

 

PG&E also posted notice of the availability of a Draft IS/MND for the project on 

telephone poles near the project.  Although both of us bike, run, and walk our beautiful 

back roads regularly, we do not read notices posted in fine print on telephone poles.  

We assume that PG&E does not expect customers driving by in cars to read their notices 

posted on telephone poles. 

 

PG&E did not post a notice in the Four Corners store, which sits at the intersection of 

Amesti, Varni, and Pioneer Roads.  The store has a community bulletin board. 

 

PG&E also claims to have posted two public notices of the availability of a Draft 

IS/MND twice in the Santa Cruz Sentinel – one on October 18, 2013 and a second on 

November 1, 2013.   

 

We called the Sentinel, and determined that there was, in fact, no public notice posted 

on October 18, 2013.  

 

Public notice of the availability of a Draft IS/MND was posted November 1, 2013 on 

page B‐9 of the paper. 



From a cursory perusal of public documentation readily available online, PG&E has 

been working on the proposed project since at least 2010.  The work to create the PEA, 

the application to construct, and the Draft IS/MND took PG&E over two years to 

generate. 

 

But the public who must live with this permanent negative change in their community 

has had a window of 30 days to comment on the Draft IS/MND.   

 

Then, PG&E extended the comment period to 45 days until December 2, 2013. 

 

Then, PG&E extended the comment period another 4 days until December 6, 2013. 

 

However, again we find PG&E’s methods grossly misleading. 

 

Shouldn’t the comment window begin on the date when public notice appeared in the 

Sentinel on November 1, 2013 – which means that it should end on January 7, 2014? 

 

Secondly, in regards to the Draft IS/MND, PG&E claims that all negative impacts on the 

community have been mitigated by their proposed plans.  The PG&E Study is grossly 

incomplete and misleading – and riddled with contradictions. 

 

The Study acknowledges that both Amesti and Corralitos Roads are designated Rural 

Scenic Roads by the county. 

 

The Study also acknowledges that along a Rural Scenic Road, Santa Cruz County 

General Plan Policy 5.10.11 states that “visual qualities worthy of protection” should be 

“identified” and then appropriate “siting, architectural design and landscaping” should 

be used to “mitigate the impacts on those visual qualities.” 

 

Then, the Study actually omits any discussion whatsoever of specifically Amesti or 

Corralitos Roads, although both of those roads are impacted by the proposed project, 

and both of those roads offer numerous scenic vistas or distant public views, as do other 

roads in other sections of the proposed project. 

 

The Study also omits any discussion whatsoever of specifically Pioneer Road, although 

this road also provides scenic vistas. 

 

Also, the Study proceeds to limit the definition of scenic or aesthetically pleasing to 

what people experience in a car while driving down the road in a given number of 

seconds. 



America’s scenic roads are not experienced exclusively in a car or in seconds.  The 

Study acknowledges this by stating that “a scenic vista is a distant public view along or 

through an opening or corridor that is valued for its scenic quality.”  People walk, run, 

bike, and live daily and nightly looking out across these roads – and measure the 

quality of their life by that inimitable span of quiet, greening, breathing, rising valley. 

 

The valley bordered by Amesti, Pioneer, and Green Valley Roads is a lovely, quiet 

place, its apple orchards and berry farms interlaced by green row crops and strawberry 

fields, and dotted by old barns and old California ranch homes. 

 

In the summers, green throated hummingbirds crowd the byways and small lanes.  Red 

tailed hawks perch in the pines.  At night, frog song rolls along the culverts and from 

out the low wet places.  Bats slice up the dark – and the occasional owl.   Among the 

trees, in the apple orchards, coyotes travel, always looking, their voices more prevalent 

than the sound of a passing car.  It is that quiet. 

 

Nothing towers higher here than the occasional stand of rogue eucalyptus or the 

brotherhoods of Monterey pine and California oak.  The eye is drawn up from this 

middle distance to the Santa Cruz mountains beyond. 

 

Yet the study claims that the 100 foot plus steel poles that would bisect this valley 

would not significantly change its aesthetics and scenic value.   

 

And although the 100 foot plus new steel poles would cut up from Amesti, Corralitos, 

and Pioneer Roads across the distant vistas and the view of the Santa Cruz mountains, 

the Study claims that there is no view obstruction. 

 

And although only low lying farm buildings and existing lower poles half the height or 

less than the proposed ones dot the landscape, the Study claims that there is other 

utility infrastructure. 

 

Painters routinely paint the area, trying to make on canvas a poem of the valley’s 

idiosyncratic, peaceful patchwork – but PG&E hired someone to calculate its alleged 

mediocrity. 

 

The Study uses a trumped up statement that deconstructs the beauty of the valley to a 

variegated mix of built up structures, farmland, and open green space that is not  

uniform enough to qualify as “highly” aesthetic.  Uniformity, of course, being high art’s 

most pleasing aesthetic. 

 



And the Study omits any specific discussion of Amesti, Corralitos or Pioneer Roads, 

devaluing the patent beauty of these fields, orchards and open spaces at the foot of the 

Santa Cruz mountains in order to justify not having to acknowledge the need to 

mitigate through siting, architectural design, and landscaping the gross impact the 

towering new steel poles will undoubtedly have on the current scenic value of the area. 

 

The original draft of the Study actually included a proposal to re‐landscape around the 

poles to mitigate their impact on vistas, but then PG&E eliminated this proposal as 

“unfeasible.” 

 

The study acknowledges the presence of endangered fauna and flora in numerous spots 

along the proposed project, namely – the Santa Cruz long‐toed salamander, the white‐

tailed kite, the bald eagle, bats, the dusky‐footed woodrat, the Monterey spineflower, 

the Monterey pine, California oaks. 

 

Yet, the Study then alleges that it will successfully relocate and replant all affected 

species. 

 

Interestingly, in Chapter Five of its PEA, PG&E alleged that the shorter Southern 

Alignment was not a viable route because it had known Santa Cruz long‐toed 

salamander breeding pools.   

 

If the Northern Alignment has the Santa Cruz long‐toed salamander living along its 

stretch as well, in wet, creek areas – then this area is also, similarly to the Southern 

Alignment, not a viable option. 

 

Thirdly, PG&E stated in its Draft IS/MND that it is not required to share any findings 

from its PEA about alternative routes for the reinforcement project. 

 

However, having read Chapter Five of PG&E’s PEA, we find, again, numerous 

inconsistencies, contradictions, and inaccuracies. 

 

One of the gravest contradictions is the argument that an endangered species like the 

Santa Cruz long‐toed salamander can be successful relocated and protected amidst 

gross construction related displacements along the Northern Alignment route, but the 

salamander cannot be protected in similar circumstances along the Southern route. 

 

Another contradiction is the statement that along the Southern Alignment route, there 

would be extensive tree removal.  There is also extensive tree removal along the 

Northern Alignment route. 



PG&E also cites the fact that the Southern Alignment disturbs the federally endangered 

robust spineflower, and this makes the route unviable.  Alternatively, how is it more 

acceptable for PG&E to make claims that a threatened plant like the Monterey 

spineflower, which occurs along the Northern alignment, is better to disturb? 

 

PG&E also cites the fact that the Southern Alignment line would pass across Aptos 

High School’s baseball and football fields, and that the school is a “sensitive receptor.”  

However, the line already exists there.  So, apparently when it was originally built, the 

school was not a “sensitive receptor?”  The Northern Alignment passes next to Bradley 

Elementary on Corralitos Road. 

 

PG&E’s PEA also cites scenic vistas along the Southern Alignment route that would be 

impacted.  Clearly, there are also significant vistas along the Northern Alignment route, 

but PG&E has worked very hard to discredit in misleading and inaccurate ways the 

actual scenic values of the vistas along the Northern Alignment route. 

 

Given all of these contradictions, we urge you to reconsider PG&E’s PEA, which is 

undoubtedly heavily biased by local interests. 

 

Again, we urge you to require a full and complete Environmental Impact Report that 

addresses all alternative routes and undergrounding of utilities. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Gregory Ross Audino 

Nina Genkin Audino 
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Susanne Heim

From: James Kerr
Sent: Friday, October 25, 2013 2:06 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Cc: Lisa Orsaba
Subject: Draft ISMND

Hello Ms. Treis and Ms. Orsaba, 
 
Per the ISMND, there are approximately 766 residences located in and within 600 feet of the project corridor, and 172 
are in and within the Cox‐Freedom Segment. 
 
Did those 766 constitute the mailing list for the Notices of Intent that were mailed to "Current Resident or Landowner," 
or was a different criteria used? 
 
May I have a copy of the mailing list, preferably with the breakdowns by Landscape Units per Table 3.1‐1? I'm most 
interested in the Cox‐Freedom Segment, where I live. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Jim Kerr 



 

 

 
James M. Kerr 
2125 Cox Road 
Aptos, CA 95003 
 
December 6, 2013 
 
Lisa Orsaba 
California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc. 
1 Embarcadero Center, #740 
San Francisco, California 94111 
FAX: (650) 373-1211 
Santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com    
 
Dear Ms. Orsaba, 
 
I have lived in Aptos, Santa Cruz County, California, for more than fifty years. The Santa Cruz 
115 kV Reinforcement Project, as proposed, will significantly and forever alter the beauty of this 
natural landscape – and adversely impact the residents, environment, aesthetics and habitats – of 
not only the local neighborhoods, but of the entire community. The project is entirely 
inconsistent with the values of most who have chosen Santa Cruz County, and particularly rural 
Santa Cruz County, as their home. It is inconsistent with the Santa Cruz County General Plan to 
“guide future growth and development in a manner consistent with the goals and quality of life 
desired by Santa Cruz County citizens. 
 
The Mitigated Negative Declaration is inaccurate, incomplete and contains multiple factual 
errors. For example, nearly one-third of the data in Table 3.16-2 (Public Access Roadways in the 
Project Corridor with Available LOS and ADT Volume) is inconsistent with the apparent cited 
source of the data (Santa Cruz County Public Works. 2009. Maintained Road Data.). Any reader 
would see these inconsistencies, and anyone applying only common sense, or who had simply 
visited these roadways, would realize that there are mistakes. Again, one can only wonder how 
much of the other data is also inaccurate. 
 
The project has been fraught with procedural mistakes, from the initial oversight with the 
Declaration of Mailing that required a Supplemental Mailing, to the discovery that the project 
website had not been updated for a year, to the recent mishap which delayed publishing the 
IS/MND itself. I do not suggest that any of the missteps were in any way malicious; however, I 
again must ask what other important steps were missed?  
 
I understand that pursuant to Sections 21080 and 21082.2, “public controversy over the possible 
environmental effects of a project is not sufficient reason to require an EIR ‘if there is no 
substantial evidence in light of the whole record before the lead agency that the project may have 
a significant effect on the environment,’" and “...substantial evidence includes ‘facts, reasonable 
assumptions predicated upon facts, and expert opinion supported by facts.’"  
 



 

 

In this community, there certainly is controversy, as evidenced by the overwhelming community 
opposition to the project. Approximately 300 community members have attended neighborhood 
meetings in the past 30 days – virtually all oppose the proposed project. Granted, we, as 
laypersons, cannot offer “expert opinions” in the analysis of the technical data in the MND. 
However, we are eminently qualified to comment on the aesthetic impact of the project, 
particularly 89- to 98-foot poles replacing ±39-foot poles, which the MND describes as an 
“...incremental change, that is a minor change....” That increment is 228% to 251%, vertically. If 
the same increment were applied horizontally to my two-lane rural road, the result would be a 
divided four-lane thoroughfare. The MND further suggests that, because the new circuit lies 
mostly within an existing utility easement, the inference is that this only an upgrade. In fact, this 
is an entirely new alignment for a 115 kV circuit, where one did not exist before. 
 
The aesthetic impacts of this project are being assessed by a community that has already self-
determined to live here because of the aesthetic; but any ordinary, reasonable person, anywhere, 
would agree that these massive poles are completely out of character in any rural residential 
neighborhood. Evidently (following three requests for information from PG&E staff), there are 
no other poles of this size in all of Santa Cruz County, at least winding through neighborhoods. 
An attempt to mitigate the visual impact of a 98-foot TSP by utilizing corten steel is gratuitous at 
best. 
 
I do not believe the visual impacts of the proposed project can be mitigated, nor can they be 
judged or decided by others to be duly mitigated. In the final analysis, only those who view these 
structures while passing through or visiting the neighborhoods can do so. Even with mitigation, 
the resulting impacts of the project are unfairly and unreasonably placed on a few, ignoring 
community values and altering the character of our rural neighborhoods forever. 
 
Santa Cruz County is arguably one of the most unique, bountiful, and beautiful places on earth. It 
is unimaginable that the CPUC would not exhaust every avenue to ensure that one of 
California’s natural treasures is not irreversibly damaged. 
 
Therefore, I request that the California Public Utilities Commission order a full 
Environmental Impact report on the proposed project, to include the assessment of all 
feasible alternatives for this project, including all other routes and undergrounding. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
James M. Kerr 
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Susanne Heim

From: James Kerr
Sent: Sunday, December 08, 2013 7:42 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project

Hello Lisa Orsaba. 
 
These were intended to be attached to my comments regarding the Santa Cruz 115 kV Reinforcement Project. 
 
If it's possible to include them, I would appreciate it. 
 
Jim Kerr 
 
 
 
http://www.tpgonlinedaily.com/pges‐plan‐improvement‐sparks‐protest/ 
 
http://www.tpgonlinedaily.com/protest‐growing‐pge‐plan‐power‐poles/ 
 
http://www.santacruzsentinel.com/aptos/ci_24616863/massive‐pg‐e‐upgrade‐roils‐and‐rallies‐
neighbors?IADID=Search‐www.santacruzsentinel.com‐www.santacruzsentinel.com# 
 
http://santacruz.patch.com/groups/around‐town/p/time‐is‐ticking‐for‐aptos‐residents‐opposed‐to‐seven‐miles‐of‐
giant‐towers 









      Jeffrey Randolph
P.O. Box 1145             Attorney at Law     Phone: (831) 222-3626
Aptos, CA  95001        FAX:     (831) 222-3626

November 25, 2013

Lisa Orsaba-Energy Division
California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA  94102

Dear Ms. Orsaba:

I am writing regarding PG&E's planned 115 KeV reinforcement project in Santa Cruz County.  I am a 
resident of the community in which this project is planned, living within approximately 300 feet of the 
proposed power lines, at the corner of Hames and Pleasant Valley Roads, in Corralitos.  I have lived here 
since I was a small child...for almost the past 40 years.  Despite owning our home this close to the 
proposed project, and having lived here this long, I only heard of this project LAST WEEK for the first 
time!  In addition, 4 other homes in our neighborhood are owned and occupied by my siblings, my 
grandmother, and my parents, and none of them had heard of the project prior to this past week either.  
Clearly, PG&E has not done an adequate job of publicizing this ridiculous project, that has apparently 
been in the works for over two years!  

I call this project ridiculous, after having reviewed several hundred pages of documents, maps, 
photographs, applications, questions, answers, and the like.  I’ve read and reviewed PG&E’s responses to 
the CPUC’s inquiries, I’ve looked at the proposed locations of the new poles, and seen PG&E’s 
“mockups” of what the project will look like.  I’ve reviewed the “independent” report concerning the 
environmental factors, put together by the company hired by PG&E, in an effort to avoid an 
Environmental Impact Report.

Our neighborhood is more than a habitat for long-toed salamanders and wood rats, though those animals 
live here because of the kind of place this is--unspoiled.  The name of the road I live on is “Pleasant 
Valley Road.”  It’s aptly named.  It’s a road that’s used not only by the residents of our street.  It’s a 
destination, because of it’s character.  We have at least 4 working horse farms on the street that are open 
for lessons.  There are at least 3 wineries open for wine tasting.  There are several olive orchards amongst 
the numerous apple orchards.  Within several hundred feet of the proposed new 100 foot tall steel electric 
towers is a beautiful italian tiled Monastery located amongst the apple trees, where dozens of people 
come each morning to worship in the chapel, and listen to the otherwise silent nuns sing.  People walk 
and run along our road every morning and every evening, enjoying nature and getting their excercise.  
Every weekend, dozens of bicyclists ride along our roads, because of the natural beauty of our rolling 
hills, orchards, and fields.  It is within this setting that PG&E proposes to install 100 foot tall steel towers, 
4 feet wide at the base, on concrete foundations, with numerous (additional) high-tension wires atop them, 
installing them using helicopters that will, over the course of more than a year, subject our area to hours 
upon hours of 80-120 db noise, and dust.  And those are just the temporary issues.  

The visual impacts of our neighborhood, and pastoral, country neighborhoods stretching for almost 9 
miles in either direction, will be permanently scarred with the appearance of these towers.  PG&E has not 
responded to the majority of residents in our area, as the company has not properly notified the majority 
of residents.  If 4 residential families living within several hundred feet of a major intersection (and, 
incidentally, across the street from two of the three proposed helicopter landing zones, as well) were not 
notified of this project, it stands to reason that a large majority of other residents are not properly notified 
either.



I have seen large signs posted at VERY small projects, such as small granny-units and new home 
constructions, notifying the public of their right to appear at public hearings prior to such small 
developments.  No such signs were posted along the route in this case, such as on Power poles along the 
route.  No individually-addressed letters have been mailed to PG&E customers notifying them of this 
project.  It is NOT adequate to send “to the resident” mailings that are commonly tossed in the mail, and 
to publish “to the public” type notices in the newspaper, when such a large project will affect people’s 
lives in such a large way.  Especially when PG&E proposes to construct this project without an 
Environmental Impact Report!

In closing--  PG&E has proposed to cut down between 100 and 150 trees, including, among others, 
willow trees and redwood trees.  Willow trees, in particular, ONLY grow in wetland and riparian zones.  
While PG&E may state that they do not plan to work in riparian zones, the fact that they state that they 
plan to cut willow trees should be a red flag that in fact this is not the case.  And the fact that they plan to 
cut over 100 trees in our peaceful area, not to mention all the noise and dust, should be reason enough to 
force PG&E to conduct a full EIR. 

While I note that you have asked PG&E about noise from helicopters, PG&E stated in their response to 
your request for information #1, that helicopters would make approximately 120db of noise at 50 feet, and 
that homes within 490 feet of TSP foundation installation locations would be subjected to 8 hour average 
noise levels in excess of 80db.  As the OSHA maximum noise level for 8 hours is 85db, and PG&E does 
not specify a) how far in excess of 80db the noise will be (only that it will be somewhere in excess of 
80db and less than 120db) or b) the noise level for any particular home at any particular distance, this 
clearly is not an adequate answer on the part of PG&E.  Subjecting homes to noise at these levels for 
hours a day, for who knows how many days over who knows how many months, is clearly not an option. 

PG&E has clearly attempted to skate by with the cheapest, though least palatable option for our 
community.  Please do not allow this to proceed without further study of the alternatives, via a full 
Environmental Impact Report.  I understand that PG&E has identified at least 4 or 5 others.

Finally, I do have concern on whether PG&E has been asked whether they are building this system to 
accommodate a higher voltage than the stated 115kV system that’s in their application.  While I realize 
that’s what they’re putting on the face of this, I have little doubt that they are likely constructing the 
system to accommodate a much higher voltage than that for the future..and that once constructed, all it 
will take is a simple flip of a switch at their substation, to significantly up the voltage to double or triple 
the voltage carried by those lines (and thus the EMF pollution/radiation) without public comment/
knowledge at that point.  The public should be made aware of the level to which these lines are being 
engineered, to know what future plans and EMF radiation PG&E has in store.  If they do not have plans 
to up the voltage in the future “under the radar” of the public, they should have no issue answering that 
question now, regarding the level to which they are engineering this system, so the public is aware.

Sincerely,

Jeff Randolph



1

Susanne Heim

From: Jeff West
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 12:44 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115Kv Project COMMENT

Ms Lisa Orsaba 
California Public Utilities commission 
℅ Panorama Environmental, Inc 
1 Embarcadero Center, #740 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
 
December 05, 2013 
 
re: Santa Cruz 115v Project 
 
Greetings Ms Orsaba, 
 
I am writing in regards to the proposed Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project by PG&E. 
As a resident of the Aptos community for 17 years, I have treasured this rural environment as a beautiful and peaceful place to raise my family.  I am 
concerned with the proposed plan details which will raise the height of power poles to 100 feet!  This will compromise the aesthetic of this rural 
environment!  Additionally I believe it will adversely affect the environment, the residents, wildlife habitats, and our community values. 
The published California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) document for Mitigted Negative Declaration is inaccurate, incomplete, and contains 
multiple factual errors. 
The proposed project is in direct violation of the Santa Cruz County General Plan and I believe this project will have a significant, permanent, 
 negative impact on the Day Valley Area. 
 
I demand that an Environmental Impact Report be completed in full; one that is unprejudiced, scientific, and complete, and that addresses all feasible 
alternatives including undergrounding and other routes, to be completed before any further approval of this project.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeffery West 
 
283 Pine Forest Dr 
Aptos, CA 95003-9792 
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Susanne Heim

From: Jillian Matejcek
Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2013 8:09 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: PGE Power Line Project, Freedom Blvd

From a family living on Freedom Blvd x Valencia, I could not be more opposed to this project.  It is easy to 
brush off community residents with big-wig talk about how there is no effect on people and property values etc 
etc.  I already have some huge transformer sight one house away from me and a few months ago it was on fire 
or something - my home was jeopardized!  I am not interested what so ever in having big power poles put up on 
my street.  I have no tolerance for the traffic, with Aptos High school alone it is already horrendous and 
prevents me from being able to get out of my drive way.  We all have the power we need.  
 
Whatever happened to underground power?????  Now we need all these big, ugly, buzzing and unhealthy power 
units all over our streets and in front of our homes.  
 
What type of environmental reports are being performed here?  Why are we only concerned about little animals 
and such and not potential effects on humans??  What about our views?? What about our property 
values??  What about potential harm to our bodies and children??   
 
I am 100% opposed to this project and will fight it to the fullest of my ability, and will also be informing all of 
my neighbors and gaining their support against it.  It seems as though residents are informed of intent, but it's 
simply because we have to be and the intent to go through with the project is always the core motive regardless 
of what 'we the people' think.  
 
Sincerely, 
Jillian Matejcek  
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Susanne Heim

From: kathie stark
Sent: Sunday, November 10, 2013 9:45 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: PG&E Project

We are very opposed to the 100 ft poles that are due to be erected on Freedom  Blvd and McDonald.  There is 
no reason that these poles and their unsightly wires cannot be placed underground.  How do we sign a petition 
to keep this from happening.  
 
 
Thank you,  
  
Kathie L. Stark 
  



 

Kelly Kerr 
 

7555 Sunset Way, Apt 14 
 

Aptos, CA 95003 
 
 

12/5/13 
 
 

Lisa Orsaba 

California Public Utilities Commission 

c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc. 
1 Embarcadero Center, #740 

San Francisco, California 94111 

FAX: (650) 373-1211 

Santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com    
 

 
Dear Ms. Orsaba, 
 

I live in Santa Cruz County, California, where the Santa Cruz 115 kV 
Reinforcement Project is proposed.  I am concerned that PG&E’s proposed project 
will significantly alter the beauty of the natural landscape of my community.  I 
grew up in the tranquil, rural countryside of Aptos on Cox Road.  There are a 
number of residents in these neighborhoods who have lived here for a very long 
time.  We have forests of redwood and oaks, warm sunny hillsides and valleys for 
orchards, vineyards, nurseries and livestock.  Within this area there is a diversity 
of ecosystems allowing for so many species of birds, coyotes, deer, bobcats, 
cougars and more.  I am so grateful that I was raised in such a beautiful 
environment surrounded by nature.  Now as a professional Concierge at the 
Seascape Beach Resort, a 4-Diamond Resort in Aptos, I get to share my insight 
with countless visitors to the area.  People who have travelled from all over the 
country and internationally have chosen to visit our town and to experience the 
natural beauty the area has to offer.  I recommend the area to those looking to road 
bike, walk or run.  The Corralitos area offers a bountiful wine-growing region, and 
many travelers take the scenic drive down Corralitos road to experience the 
Corralitos Wine Trail.  Everyday, I get to share my first-hand knowledge of the 
area with travelers so they may come to experience the natural beauty of our 
environment as I have. 
 



I believe that the proposed project will contribute to the further urbanization and 
degradation of the natural beauty of this neighborhood.  This project adversely 
affects the residents, environment, aesthetics, habitats, and community values of 
the area.  
 
In reading through your Draft Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration, I am 
shocked and dismayed at the lack of serious concern about how our environment 
will be affected by this proposed project.  A FULL ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT is called for, absolutely.  The Draft Initial Study seems to me 
to take a cavalier attitude:  “Based on the analysis in the IS, it has been determined 
that all project-related environmental impacts could be reduced to a less than 
significant level with the incorporation of feasible mitigation measures.”  Really?! 
  

“No evidence that implementing the proposed project would have any adverse 
affects on people.”  Nothing I have read in the reports mentions the considerable 
use of these areas for recreation and exercise, by residents and also by many non-
residents who travel from other parts to use these lovely quiet “back roads” for 
scenic drives to the local wineries, for bicycling, jogging, walking, and hiking. 
This project will adversely affect everyone! 

  

I believe there are alternatives to the proposed locations of these massive poles 
and high voltage lines.  Has PG&E considered other routes? Shouldn’t the 
residents be informed why our area is being targeted, especially the section of 
Cox, Day Valley, and McDonald Roads and Freedom Blvd, which do not have 
already existing 115-kV power lines? 

  

I have other concerns; the permanent negative change in the neighborhood 
aesthetics, the impact on community values and safety. We need a FULL 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT!  PG&E should PROVE its claims 
that mitigation will reduce impact to insignificance.  And, yes, aesthetics do 
matter. 

  

Sincerely, 

 

Kelly Kerr 



1

Susanne Heim

From: Kristen Totah
Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 10:10 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kv Reinforcement project by PG & E

 
 Lisa Orsaba 
California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc 
1 Emabarcadero Center, #740 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
 
Ms. Orsaba, 
 
I am writing to you in reference to the Santa Cruz 115kv Reinforcement Project.  Our family has lived on Pleasant Valley 
road in for 43 years.  We chose this location for it's rural surroundings, wildlife, and country charm. Yes, we do have 
occasional power outages, but it is just a minor inconvenience that we are willing to endure in exchange for maintaining 
our surroundings and habitat.  We don't even have cell service- and it is GREAT!  We do NOT want to see the upgraded 
poles anywhere near our beautiful surroundings for several reasons.  
 
First, these poles are a visual atrocity, that belong along a major stretch of highway (if at all).  Why are underground lines 
not considered in these circumstances?  
 
Second, the size of these poles is ridiculous.  5' in diameter? 100' high?  Where are they going to go?  whose property are 
they going to encroach on? Our roads are already narrow, and it limits all possibility of future roadwork, bike lanes, and 
expansion. There are hundreds of cyclists that ride our roads every day- they are already riding without adequate bike 
lanes. If the poles are not encroaching on the roadways and shoulders, then they much be encroaching on private land, or 
resulting in considerable loss to the natural foliage. As I drove home today I surveyed the route from Highway 1 to 
Corralitos road- and there is not a single instance where these poles would not seriously detract and encroach on the 
wildlife and terrain.  The proposal says that 104 trees are to be removed....which trees?  These are the natural habitat to 
numerous species...where is the full environmental impact report? We demand that one be procured.  
 
In Maui, where I frequently work, a similar upgrade was 'passed' without any environmental impact report or public 
review.  They just added another row of these ridiculously sized poles next to the existing power poles...so they didn't 
'replace' the existing poles- they just added more- it is awful looking- in some areas 3 rows of power poles, each 
progressively larger than the previous, and it completely mars the landscape and changes the feel of the area.  We do not 
want a similar situation here in Aptos/Corralitos.  Our rural lifestyle works just fine as it is, thank you very much.  
 
I hope you consider our community as a complete ecosystem, with homeowners who genuinely care about maintaining 
the integrity of our environment and not just another roadway on a planning grid slated for an upgrade. This is a special 
place, and we don't want it to be ruined! 
 

Kristen Totah 
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Susanne Heim

From: Lawrence Lane
Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 3:10 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: comment on Rob Roy Project

  
Re: Santa Cruz 115kv Reinforcement Project. 
  
  
Lisa Orsaba, 
  
A full environmental impact report is most needed before PG & E does anything pole related to 
the proposed installation. 
  
Permit me to elaborate: 
  
1. The community aesthetics will be greatly impacted. 
2. Any new installation should be underground no matter what the location. 
3. The safety issues are numerous.  Narrow roads; no shoulders; kids walking to the school bus, 
and walking home after drop-off are already impacting the narrow space available.  Monster 
poles will further impact the situation. 
4. The Corralitos Road and adjacent environs are a scenic corridor. 
5. If PG & E cannot (or are not willing) to provide natural gas to many of the residential areas 
in the proposed pole areas, how is it that they propose this expensive project?   
6. A natural monopoly is permitted in that it is believed that it is less expensive for the 
consumers, this will impact the bills for years to come.  The constant call for rate increases is 
crazy! 
7. Alternate routes must be considered---remember, the greatest good for the greatest number! 
  
Thank You for reading this letter, and thinking about its content in advance. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
Lawrence T. Lane 
Aptos, CA 
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Susanne Heim

From: Logan Tschantz
Sent: Friday, December 06, 2013 12:21 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Attn: Ms Orsaba - Santa Cruz 115-kV Reinforcement Project 

Dear Ms. Orsaba, 

 I am writing to express my concerns regarding the Santa Cruz 115-kV Reinforcement Project proposed 
by PG&E running along the Freedom Blvd. area.  I grew up in the rural Aptos area near Freedom Blvd. where I 
spent the first 18 years of my life and feel in love with the untainted aesthetics Aptos has to offer.  I am 
concerned to learn of the new proposed PG&E project to install new electrical risers in the area.  I was 
further concerned to learn that no in depth environmental impact report has been executed.  I am fully aware 
that new improved infrastrustre is required to maintain our way of life but i feel that certain environmental 
issues has been overlooked.  I urge you to consider doing this project the "right" way and furthermore urge you 
to consider the neighborhood concerns so that a middle ground may be reached.  Thank you. 
 
Best regards, 
Logan Tschantz 
7555 Sunset Way #14 
Aptos, CA 95003   
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Susanne Heim

From: Madelene C
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 9:30 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: comment on santa cruz 115kv project

Dear Lisa Orsaba, 
 
As someone who appreciates the beauty of the Day Valley area, I am opposed to the proposed PGE 115kv 
project.  The proposed project is in direct violation of the Santa Cruz County General Plan and it is my belief 
this project will have a significant permanent effect on the Day Valley area environment. 
 
I believe it is imperative to require a full and complete Environmental Impact Report before this project is 
considered.  I request my concerns be entered into the permanent record. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Madelene Coke 
125 Day Valley Lane 
Aptos, CA  95003 
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From: Mark Swindell
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 7:20 PM
To: Santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: 115kV Reinforcement Project -- Aptos California

Mark Swindell 
130 Casa Linda Lane, 
Aptos, CA 95003 
 
December 4, 2013 
 
Lisa Orsaba  
California Public Utilities Commission  
c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc.  
1 Embarcadero Center, #740  
San Francisco, California 94111  
 
 
Dear Ms. Orsaba,  
 
I am a 22 year resident of the unicorporated Aptos/Corralitos area where the proposed 115kV Reinforcement Project is 
slated to by constructed.  I am appalled that such a project is even being considered for  our neighborhood.  The 
negative aethetic and environmental impact will lower home values and decrease the quality of life upon each direction 
of my family's daily commute down McDonald Road, to and from home.  There is no way this project should be allowed 
to be built without a thorough, unbiased environmental impact report.  PG&E should not be allowed to railroad such a 
money‐saving operation for themselves through our neighborhoods.  There must be other viable options, the most 
environmentally and aesthetically friendly would be underground.   
 
I respectfully request that the California Public Utilies Commission immediately order an unbiased study to find 
alternatives to this ill‐advised project. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mark Swindell 
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Susanne Heim

From: mtbarker@gmail.com on behalf of Mason T Barker
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 8:41 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kv Reinforcement Project - Cox-Freedom Segment

Dear Ms. Orsaba,  
 
I am writing to express my concerns about the above referenced project of which I have recently become 
aware.  
 
Having lived at 315 McDonald Rd. for many years, I have been privileged to witness many of the reasons that 
this community has become one of the most desirable in the area. A sense of rural quiet and a respectful 
connection with nature is what draws people here. The aesthetics of the dense oak forests and golden, open 
fields lend a sense of calm that I believe has fostered admirable community values including community 
service, healthy outdoor activity and fruit and vegetable gardening. 
 
The proposed 80-110 foot poles in this project threaten to irrevocably impact these values in a large way. This is 
not a matter of property values, but rather of community values- ones that I believe stand as a model for other 
communities across Santa Cruz County and beyond.  
 
We as a society should be working to spread these values to those in other communities who desperately need 
them. The encroachment of this project on the natural environment that is the very seed of these values will only 
serve to dull the impact we may have on others.  
 
I invite you to stop by our place at your convenience. Come taste our fresh organic produce, or enjoy a bike ride 
in the woods with us. I think you will enjoy it and come away with a renewed understanding of why these 
values are so important to the future of our society.  
 
I urge you to please take the time to complete a full environmental impact report and seriously consider all 
possibly alternatives to this project.  
 
Respectfully,  
 
 
Mason T Barker  
831-247-4372 
mason@masonTbarker.com  
Portfolio: mtbarker.wix.com/lightingdesign 
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Susanne Heim

From: Monica Meyer
Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 3:46 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project

Dear Ms. Orsaba,  
 
I live in Aptos in Santa Cruz County, California, where the Santa Cruz 115 kV Reinforcement Project is 
proposed.  
 
I am concerned that PG&E’s proposed project will significantly alter the beauty of the natural landscape of my 
community. I chose to live in a rural environment and believe that the proposed project will contribute to the 
further urbanization of my neighborhood.  
 
This project adversely affects the residents, environment, aesthetics, habitats, and community values of the area. 
The determination that a mitigated negative declaration was the appropriate CEQA document, based in part on 
the PEA, allowed this proposed project to sidestep a full Environment Impact Report.  
 
I disagree with the Draft IS/MND, which concludes, “that the proposed project would not have a 
significant effect on the environment.” Therefore, I request that the California Public Utilities 
Commission order an unprejudiced, scientific, official Environmental Impact Review to include the 
assessment of all feasible alternatives for this project, including all other routes and undergrounding.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
-Monica Meyer 
31 Oak Tree Lane 
Aptos CA 95003 
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From: Patricia Fischer
Sent: Friday, December 06, 2013 3:21 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: proposed project on Pleasant Valley Road Aptos, CA

Lisa Orsaba, 
    I am writing to express my disapproval of the proposed power lines and helipad on Pleasant Valley Road, Aptos, 
California. The size, shape and placement of the towers would destroy the natural beauty and skyline of this valley. 
The environmental impact of these huge towers would be devastating to our ecosystem and property values.  
The noise and carbon emissions from the helipad would echo down this valley like a war zone. Whoever designed 
this project has no consideration for the residents of Pleasant Valley and the land involved. They obviously don't 
live here and probably have never been here to see the damage that would be done. There have been no open 
forums or public discussions in this matter.  
   I have lived on Pleasant Valley Road in Aptos, California since 1964. It is heartbreaking to imagine the destruction 
this project would cause to such a beautiful and unique bio system. 
   I VEHEMENTLY OPPOSE THIS PROJECT!! 
      
              Elizabeth A. Fischer 
                     Dec. 6, 2013 
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From: Rex Boyes
Sent: Friday, December 06, 2013 3:05 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Proposed Santa Cruz 115 kV Reinforcement Project by PG&E

Lisa Orsaba 
 
California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc. 
1Embarcadero Center, Suite #740 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
FAX: (650) 373-1211 
santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com 
 
Dear Lisa Orsaba, 
 
This is in response to the proposed Santa Cruz 115 kV Reinforcement Project by PG&E. I am concerned 
this project will significantly alter the beauty of the natural landscape of my rural community. This project 
adversely affects all Day Valley area residents, a beautiful rural environment, neighborhood aesthetics, 
wildlife habitats, and our community values. The published California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
document for Mitigated Negative Declaration is inaccurate, incomplete and contains multiple factual 
errors. The proposed project is in direct violation of the Santa Cruz County General Plan and it is my 
belief this project will have a significant permanent negative effect on the Day Valley area environment. 
There are many serious issues that have not been adequately addressed: 
• overall neighborhood aesthetics 
 
• significant and permanent effect on our rural residential environment 
 
• large scale tree removal that may include heritage trees 
 
• disruption to the native habitat and wildlife 
 
• traffic and transportation impact 
 
• noise, air and water pollution 
 
• geologic and soils disruption 
 
• safety concerns for pedestrians, school students, bicyclists and automobiles on this rural residential 
roadway 
 
• hazards to residents while the project is being executed and permanent hazards to the neighborhood 
upon completion 
 
• disruption of recreation in the neighborhood 
 
• permanent negative impact on our rural neighborhood and community values 
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I demand an unprejudiced, scientific, full and complete Environmental Impact Report that addresses all 
feasible alternatives including all other routes and undergrounding of 
utilities. I request my concerns be entered into the permanent record. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Rex Boyes 
2100 Cox Rd. 
Aptos, CA 95003 
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From: Robin West
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 1:04 PM
To: Lisa Orsaba
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kv Reinforcement Project

Please consider having an EIR on this project. PGE should not be allowed to proceed without one. This project can have a 
detrimental impact on this area. It could hamper any road widening in the future. It is inconsistent with Santa Cruz 
County General Plan. No alternative construction such as underground utilities were considered. The history of PGE 
shows that often them move in prior to understanding the environment and the local citizens then have to pay for PGE's 
mistakes. 
 
This project must have an EIR. 
 
Robin West 
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Susanne Heim

From: Seth Cohen
Sent: Friday, December 06, 2013 4:06 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Cc: kimberly@quonundrums.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project

Lisa Orsaba 
CPUC c/o Panorama 
One Embarcadero Center, Suite 740 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
 
Dear Ms. Orsaba, 
 

 We are residents and small business owners in Santa Cruz County, California who live in the vicinity of the 
proposed Santa Cruz 115kV Reinforcement Project.  We are aware that the area population has grown and 
demand on the electrical system’s capacity and reliability needs to be upgraded.  We are in favor of projects that 
provide a reliable power infrastructure to our area and county. 

 
However, we are concerned about PG&E’s proposed project for a couple of reasons: 

 First, this project travels a rural area known for its landscape.  The proposed designs do not take any aesthetics 
into consideration, but rather install industrial poles of close to 100 feet throughout the countryside, which does 
not match with the natural geography at all.   While the current wooden poles are not particularly pretty, 
increasing their height by double in some cases, and increasing the number will further add to the blight of lines 
in the area.  This needs to be addressed to bring the development plan more in‐line with the community it is 
being built across. 

 We operate a business from our property in Day Valley.  The noise from helicopters and other machinery 
operating between 7am to 5pm 6 days a week will have a significant impact on our ability to conduct work in a 
normal manner and our ability to have peaceful enjoyment of our property. We can attest to this as people who 
run a business from home in the area, and have lived next to a home under construction for the past year.  The 
notion that flying helicopters throughout this valley will have less than significant impact is laughable.   
 

The determination that a mitigated negative declaration was the appropriate CEQA document, based in part of the PEA, 
allowed this proposed project to sidestep a full Environmental Impact report.  We disagree with the Draft IS/MND, 
which concludes that the proposed project would not have a significant effect on the environment.  
 
Please add our voices to those who have previously objected to this project moving forward without additional review. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Kimberly G Horning 
Philip Seth Cohen 
260 Ranchitos del Sol 
Aptos, CA 95003 
831.566.4618 
kimberly@quonundrums.com 
seth@quonundrums.com 
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Rita Wilke

From: Susanne Heim <susanne.heim@panoramaenv.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2013 8:59 AM
To: Rita Wilke
Subject: Fwd: Comments

Please save the email to the server 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Sharon Lucchesi <sharonlucchesi@yahoo.com> 
Date: November 7, 2013 at 7:23:49 AM PST 
To: "santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com" 
<santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com>, "zach.friend@co.santa-cruz.ca.us" 
<zach.friend@co.santa-cruz.ca.us> 
Subject: Comments 
Reply-To: Sharon Lucchesi <sharonlucchesi@yahoo.com> 

I, Sharon A. Lucchesi, R.N. and 27 year resident of the Day Valley Cox 
Rd. area, and shocked and saddened by the attempts of PG&E to destroy 
my home with the SC115kv project.  Shame on you PG&E.  Here are just 
some of my concerns: 
 
No EIR  
No seismic evaluation 
No geographical evaluation 
 
Esthetics, when I look out my window now, instead of seeing a pristine 
valley and tree view I will see ugly Godzilla like poles and numerous 
wires...you are taking away my right to enjoy my land and my valley. 
 
EMF's...we are all biochemical beings...EMF's ARE a danger to our 
health, SOME people become very ill, and for some it is a "slow kill" 
process.   
 
Were options for more non-populated areas explored?  I didn't hear 
anything about that. 
 
Eminent domain, just another word for " we're going to take your land and 
there is nothing you can do about it because we are a huge corporation 
with deep pockets and you are out of luck"...20 ft?  30 ft...even 10 ft would 
make a huge impact on my lifestyle... 
 
Our valley is historical, quiet.  We live here because we enjoy TREES, and 
VIEWS, and rural settings, this project would DESTROY our reasons for 
living here AND decrease the value of our land/homes. 
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15 months?  No doubt more than that...helicopters flying overhead, traffic 
interruptions on an already busy country roadway.  The ability to work any 
day PG&E desires... 
 
The meeting was really very frustrating, the moderators were there only to 
offer their impression of the project and what it will look like.  When a 
question was asked, we were referred to the 500 page study.  The photo 
examples were of little use, they did not show tree removal ( atrocious ), 
not did it show the giant metal monstrosity that will be placed smack dab 
at the end on Cox Rd. on Day Valley... 
 
I am hoping with all my might, that someone, somewhere, will take these 
comments into deep consideration...My hope is that PG&E will find an 
alternative way to obtain their goal without negatively impacting so many 
good citizens of Day Valley/Cox Rd... 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Sharon A. Lucchesi 
1805 Leslie Lane 
Aptos, CA. 95003 
 
cc: Zach Friend, Second District Supervisor 
       KION News 
       Santa Cruz Sentinel 
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Susanne Heim

From: Sid Chandra
Sent: Friday, December 06, 2013 3:46 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Cc: Sid Chandra
Subject: Protest the project

Dear PUC 
I oppose this project because: 
a) incomplete EIR and determination of endangered species impact 
b) 115kv lines should be erected alongside Hwy 152 and not a residential road like freedom blvd 
c) childrens school on freedom blvd will be impacted during construction 
d) any structure taller than 2 stories scares the birds away and may cause disruption to red tail hawk that lives 
along woods on freedom blvd. see eco construction guidelines for minimal bird habitat disruption refer to 
building guidelines at ecoresorts.net for more info. 

Please contact me for information regarding the above as ecoresorts network ihas been assisting with bird and 
animal preservation for the development of environmentally conscious organizations and can assist PG&E  

Sid Chandra 
CEO 
EcoResorts Network 
650 Day Valley Rd. 
APTOS  
CA 95001 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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Susanne Heim

From: Susan Kerr
Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 10:28 AM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: feedback

Lisa Orsaba, 
 
I am writing regarding PG&E's planned reinforcement project in the southern part of Santa 
Cruz County, from the Green Valley substation to the Rob Roy substation.   
 
Living in Santa Cruz while working in Watsonville, I occasionally take the scenic backroads 
to work rather than traveling on Highway 1.  I have family living in the rural area off of 
Freedom Boulevard, so I have opportunities to visit them at their home on their narrow 
country road in a pastoral setting that will be forever changed if this project is to proceed. 
 
Erecting approximately nine miles of eighty- to one hundred-foot poles from Green Valley to 
Aptos High School will visually impact an otherwise tranquil rolling countryside that 
traverses forests, agricultural valleys and pasture lands.  What are currently rural parcels 
of land would be negatively changed with the addition of huge towers comparable in height 
to multistory high rise buildings dotting the otherwise serene countryside. 
 
The habitats in this area are many and diverse with plentiful flora and fauna likely to be 
adversely impacted with such an interruption to their environment.  The potential affects 
have yet to be explored without the California Public Utilities Commission ordering an 
official Environmental Impact Report in which all alternatives to this project, including 
undergrounding, be considered. 
 
Please assure me that a full EIR will be ordered before this project proceeds. 
 
Susan Kerr 
353 Berkeley Way 
Santa Cruz, CA 95062 
kinderkerr@sbcglobal.net 
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Susanne Heim

From: Susan Murphy
Sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 4:22 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Cc: ed murphy
Subject: Santa Cruz 115 kV Reinforcement Project by PG&E

Dear Lisa Orsaba, 
This email is in response to the proposed Santa Cruz 115 kV Reinforcement Project by PG&E.  I am a resident 
of Cox Road and an elementary school educator in the Pajaro Valley Unified School District serving the 
affected area.  I am concerned with effects from this proposed project on our rural community and on the safety 
of children in the immediate neighborhood.   
 
Specifically, I am concerned about the degradation of the rural values of the Cox Road area.  The three mile 
"loop" of Cox Road joined by Day Valley is valued by all of us for walking, running, and biking.  It is highly 
regarded by persons seeking a safe, uncongested, and serene alternative for exercise and reflection.  It is part of 
a regional bike riding and running network of rural roads that attracts visitors to our area.  The proposed project 
will have a permanent negative impact on those values.  The appearance of the poles, the cutting back and/or 
removal of trees and other vegetation, the noise and visual pollution all will impact the experience of resident 
and visiting walkers, runners, and riders.  Most of these persons have no voice in the current process. 
 
Secondly, I am concerned for the safety of children during construction.  The Day Valley bus route is served 
throughout the day by special ed, elementary, middle, and high school buses.  There is a bus stop at the Cox 
Road - Day Valley intersection that is notoriously unsafe.  There has been a child fatality at that spot.  Students 
walk up Cox to access their homes in the Brooktree and Calle del Sol areas.  The bus route continues down 
McDonald with multiple stops.  It seems certain that a project of this magnitude will add to the safety risks for 
these children. 
 
I understand that this project is in violation of the Santa Cruz County General Plan, and supporting documents 
for the project are incomplete and/or inaccurate.  It seems a full and complete EIR should be required before 
any decision is made.  All feasible alternatives (alternative routes, undergrounding of wires) should be 
considered.   
 
I REQUEST MY CONCERNS BE ENTERED INTO THE PUBLIC RECORDS. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Susan Murphy 
1411 Cox Road 
Aptos, CA  95003 
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Susanne Heim

From: Tricia Kerr
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 12:48 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115-kV Reinforcement Project

December 4, 2013 
  
 Lisa Orsaba 
California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Panorama Environmental, Inc. 
1 Embarcadero Center, #740 
San Francisco, California 94111 
santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com 
  
Dear Ms. Orsaba, 
  
I am writing to express my concerns regarding the Santa Cruz 115-kV Reinforcement Project proposed by 
PG&E.  I grew up in Aptos, attended Aptos High School, and have close family in one of the neighborhoods 
that would be affected if the proposed project goes through. This is a pristine area filled with abundant wildlife, 
thriving agriculture, and beautiful forests. I cannot imagine what this area would be like if this project went 
through. In fact, I have never seen a residential area transformed in the way that is proposed. 
  
In reading through your Draft Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration, I am shocked and dismayed at the 
lack of serious concern about how the environment would be affected by this proposed project.  A FULL 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is called for, absolutely.  The Draft Initial Study seems to me to take 
a cavalier attitude:  “Based on the analysis in the IS, it has been determined that all project-related 
environmental impacts could be reduced to a less than significant level with the incorporation of feasible 
mitigation measures.”  Really?! 
  
“No evidence that implementing the proposed project would have any adverse affects on people.”  Nothing I 
have read in the reports mentions the considerable use of these areas for recreation and exercise, by residents 
and also by many non-residents who travel from other parts to use these lovely quiet “back roads” for scenic 
drives to the local wineries, for bicycling, jogging, walking, and hiking. This project will adversely affect 
everyone! 
  
I believe there are alternatives to the proposed locations of these massive poles and high voltage lines.  Has 
PG&E considered other routes? Shouldn’t the residents be informed about why the area is being targeted, 
especially the section of Cox, Day Valley, and McDonald Roads and Freedom Blvd, which do not have already 
existing 115-kV power lines? 
  
I have other concerns; the permanent negative change in the area’s aesthetics, the impact on community values 
and safety. We need a FULL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT!  PG&E should PROVE its claims 
that mitigation will reduce impact to insignificance.  And, yes, aesthetics do matter. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Tricia Kerr 
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1915 Rose Street 
Berkeley, CA 94709 
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Susanne Heim

From: waltspichtig@aol.com
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 2:54 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com; zach.friend@co.santa-cruz.ca.us
Subject: 115kv Reinforcement Project

Dear Ms. Orsaba,  
 
We are writing you in regard to the 115kv Reinforcement Project.  We have lived on Day Valley Rd in Aptos for 39 years 
and haven't had enough power interruptions to even consider that this proposed project is worth the removal of 150 trees, 
the proposed 100 X 4 foot steel poles and the change to the esthetics of the area.  Their proposal is 18 poles within 
approximately 1 1/2 to 2 mile distance between their existing line where it crosses Cox Rd., down Cox Rd to Day Valley 
Rd to McDonald, down McDonald to Freedom Blvd.  How can that be necessary? 
 
PG&E every year sends their line clearance contractor out to make sure there is enough clearance between the lines and 
trees.  The contractor, Davey Tree, comes on to our property and makes a mess of the trees.  They lie as to how much 
they are going to clear and then trim a 90 degree shelf or a V in the middle of the trees.  Over the years the radical 
trimming of some of the trees has caused them to die. 
 
If they are so concerned with the power outages caused by the trees, why don't they go underground with their 
lines?  Then there wouldn't be any interruption due to trees.   
   
Walt & Jan Spichtig 
1170 Day Valley Rd 
Aptos, Ca 
95003 
831-688-7510 
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Susanne Heim

From: Nancy Petersen
Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 9:33 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz 115kv Reinforcement Project
Attachments: File0001.pdf

Ms Orsaba, 

 

Attached you will find a letter which articulates our concerns.  We DEMAND	A	FULL	ENVIRONMENT	
IMPACT	REPORT	be	completed	prior	to	the	initiation	of	any	work	is	done. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

John	and	Nancy	Petersen 

2200	Pleasant	Valley	Rd.	Aptos,	CA	95003 

831‐768‐8182 

	 



Name:

Address:

City:

Date:
Lisa Orsaba
California Public Utilities Commission
c/o Panorarna Environmental, Inc.
lEmbarcadero Center, Suite #740
San Francisco, CA 94111
FAX: (650) 373-r21r
santacruz 1 I 5 kvproj ectr'4lpanoramaen-v.com

Dear Lisa Orsaba,
This is in response to the proposed Santa Cruz 1 15 kV Reinforcement Project by PG&E. I

am concerned this project will significantly alter the beauty of the natural landscape of my rural
community. This project adversely affects residents, environment, neighborhood aesthetics,
wildlife habitats, and our community values. The published California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) document for Mitigated Negative Declaration is inaccurate, incomplete and
contains multiple factual errors. The proposed project is in direct violation of the Santa Cruz
County General Plan and it is my belief this project will have a significant permanent negative
effect on the Day Valley area environment. There are many serious issues that have not been
adequately addressed;

o over all neighborhood aesthetics
. significant and permanent effect on our rural residential environment
o large scale tree removal that may include heritage trees
o disruption to the native habitat and wildlife
o traffic and transportation impact
. noise, air and water pollution
o geologic and soils disruption
o safety concerns for pedestrians, school sfudents, bicyclists and automobiles on this rural

residential road way
o hazards to residents while the project is being executed and permanent hazards to the

neighborhood upon completion
o disruption of recreation in the neighborhood
. pennanent negative impact on our rural neighborhood and community values

I demand an unprejudiced, scientific, full and complete Environmental Impact Report that
addresses all feasible altenratives including all other routes and undergrounding of
utilities. I request my concerns be entered into the permanent record.

Sincerely,
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Susanne Heim

From: Carlin, Gerald F.
Sent: Friday, December 06, 2013 1:14 PM
To: santacruz115kvproject@panoramaenv.com
Subject: Santa Cruz project

Lisa Orsaba 

California Public Utilities Commission 

c/o Panorama Environmental, 

Inc.1Embarcadero Center, Suite #740 San Francisco, CA  

Dear Ms. Orsaba,       

  This is in response to the proposed Santa Cruz 115 kV Reinforcement Project by PG&amp;E. I am concerned this project 

will significantly alter the beauty of the natural landscape of the community where my in‐laws have lived for more than 

30 years. This project adversely affects all Day Valley area residents, a beautiful rural environment, neighborhood 

aesthetics, wildlife habitats, and our community values. The published California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

document for Mitigated Negative Declaration is inaccurate, incomplete and contains multiple factual errors. The 

proposed project is in direct violation of the Santa Cruz County General Plan and it is my belief this project will have a 

significant permanent negative effect on the Day Valley area environment. There are many serious issues that have not 

been adequately addressed: 

• overall neighborhood aesthetics 

• significant and permanent effect on our rural residential environment 

• large scale tree removal that may include heritage trees 

• disruption to the native habitat and wildlife 

• traffic and transportation impact 

• noise, air and water pollution  

• geologic and soils disruption 

• safety concerns for pedestrians, school students, bicyclists and automobiles on this rural/residential roadway 

• hazards to residents while the project is being executed and permanent hazards to the neighborhood upon completion 

• disruption of recreation in the neighborhood 

• permanent negative impact on our rural neighborhood and community values. 
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   I request an unprejudiced, scientific, full and complete Environmental Impact Report that addresses all feasible 

alternatives including all other routes and undergrounding of utilities. I request my concerns be entered into the 

permanent record. 

 

Sincerely, 

Gerald F Carlin 

1915 Rose St 

Berkeley CA.94709 
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