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Robinson, Aurora@Coastal

From: Robert Johnston

Sent: Friday, August 5, 2022 5:19 PM

To: NorthCoast@Coastal

Subject: Public Comment on August 2022 Agenda Item Wednesday 14a - Application No. 1-20-0539 (Pacific

Gas

Commissioners and Staff,

I don't live in the project area but am familiar with PG&E veg mgmt
methods from my experience in Marin Co. They over-define what
constitutes a weak tree and remove way too many of them. Their new
policy is to remove weak trees in the Strike Zone, often over 100 ft away
from lines. They've done this all over N. California.

Examining their annual reports to the OEIS on the effectiveness of past
years' Wildfire Mitigation Plans shows that their veg mgmt program has
not reduced wildfire ignitions very much. The powerline insulation
programs at SCE and SDG&E are much more-effective, as reported by
them.

Besides veg mgmt removing too many trees and being ineffective, it
increases wildfire risk by drying out the understory (leading to more
ignitions), leaving chips on the ground (which are a fire hazard), and
increasing wind throw (wind blowing down) on the newly exposed
trees.

Please require PG&E to use the least-environmentally damaging
alternative, which is insulation.

If you wish, | can send the Sierra Club report that documents all this.

Thanks,

Bob

Robert A. Johnston, Prof. UC Davis



Talk: 415 663-8305 (landline)
Text Messages: 530 559-0032
Best to email and call landline, both



Robinson, Aurora@Coastal

From: Donna Mackiewicz

Sent: Friday, August 5, 2022 5:00 PM

To: NorthCoast@Coastal

Subject: Public Comment on August 2022 Agenda Item Wednesday 14a - Application No. 1-20-0539 (Pacific
Gas

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

PG&E's record shows no concern for the environment or trustworthiness to follow regulation from Cal Fire and others.
What guarantee is there that PG&E will start to act responsibly now?

PG&E has consistently been in the wrong by cutting old growth, going outside of their right of way, shown lack of
coordination with their contractors and seem to forget logging activities are paid for by the rate payers and are being

implemented in lieu of need investments in infrastructure paid for by shareholder.

Set a positive example for the future beginning today.

Sincerely,
Donna Mackiewicz




Robinson, Aurora@Coastal

From: Jeanne Chinn

Sent: Friday, August 5, 2022 4:36 PM

To: NorthCoast@Coastal

Subject: Public Comment on August 2022 Agenda Item Wednesday 14a - Application No. 1-20-0539 (Pacific
Gas

Dear Coastal Commission,

| live in Mendocino County and have documented many atrocities PG&E has had their contractors do throughout
Mendocino, Napa, and Sonoma Counties in the name of their “Enhanced Vegetation Management” (EVM) Program. This
includes cutting down trees way outside of their right-of-way (ROW), including old growth trees while landowners are
not present and without notice or the opportunity for landowners to decline, and bullying and creating fear if the
landowners don’t comply. Their contractors get paid by the tree so they are “cut happy.” It must be Stopped.

Southern Cal Edison has proven that updating the highly antiquated lines and breakers costs much less, is good for
40years, and will automatically shut off conductivity if anything touches the lines - thereby avoiding fires/wildfires. This
is much less expensive than Yearly EVM cutting and they don’t have to worry about getting the right tree cut that would
start a fire - or cutting all trees within striking distance - that could be up to 250ft outside the ROW and are old/old
growth tree. Given the Governor wants 30x30 - we need to keep trees sequestering carbon in the ground growing.

The greed of PG&E, their lack of transparency, and doing whatever they want regardless of regulations and the state
constitution speaks for itself. They are not concerned about the environment, wildlife, or people - given how many
homes have burned due to their old lines and loss of human life, besides forests. They choose to use EVM because they
can have we, the rate payers, pay for it rather than infrastructure investment paid for by their shareholders. It's a great
scam and | beseech you to not approve PG&E’s proposed EVM in any manner along our spectacular North Coast.

Sincerely,
Jeanne Wetzel Chinn, M.S.
CA Department of Fish and Wildlife/Timber Conservation Program, retired



From: Kimberly Tays

To: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

Subject: More Thoughts on 6/17/22 Phone Call
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:12:50 AM
Hi Tamara,

Thank you for your call last Friday. | appreciate the time you took explaining PG&E’s plans
for the Campbell Creek area in Arcata.

While | feel better about the mitigation plans for the Eel River Wildlife Area and the fact that
the site will be monitored and reported on for 10 years, | still have a lot of concerns about the
cutting of willows and other low-growing vegetation in the Campbell Creek area. In doing a
bit of research, | learned that the willows growing in that area (Pacific, Sitka and Arroyo
willows) range in height from 23 to 45 feet. | did not see any information in the staff report or
exhibits about the height of the Campbell Creek powerlines, but they appear to be much higher
than the maximum height of the willows, so PG&E would not need to cut them to the ground,
because they do not pose any threat or interfere with the powerlines there.

In my opinion, PG&E is using reasons that do not apply in our area to justify its intrusive
approach to vegetation maintenance in the Campbell Creek area. PG&E is using a cookie
cutter, one-size-fits-all approach for removing vegetation when a more judicious approach is
warranted to protect the ESHA and wildlife.

I noticed several issues that negate the need to cut vegetation as intensively as proposed. (1)
In Exhibit 4, the lattice tower structures with dangling lines on both sides—illustrating sagging
and swaying—are totally different from the power poles and lines that run above Campbell
Creek. (2) While we have high winds from time to time, | do not recall ever seeing these
particular lines sagging or swaying. | drive by that area frequently and would notice
something like that. (3) High temps would not affect the sagging/swaying of powerlines in
our area, because we have such mild weather. (4) High loads also would not likely apply,
because most people and businesses do not have air conditioning, and our county is not
heavily populated. (5) General Order 95, Rule 35 should not be used to justify aggressive
vegetation removal in the Campbell Creek area, because it is not a high-fire prone area.

For these reasons, the CCC should ask PG&E to come back with a less intensive vegetation
removal plan for the Campbell Creek area. The only way California’s coastal wetlands will
ever be protected from the likes of PG&E is if the CCC demands that sensitive environments
like this are managed in a very careful and thoughtful way. PG&E will never adopt less
destructive vegetation removal practices unless they are forced to do so. They are a profit-
driven corporation, and protecting the environment is not a priority.

I would still like to see the proposal to cut down willows and other low-growing vegetation
abandoned. If the willows are getting too tall, PG&E should only be allowed to top them to
the point where they would not interfere with the lines. Cutting them to the ground is too
destructive and harmful to the ESHA and wildlife.

Thank you for considering my additional comments and concerns on this issue.

Kim Tays
Arcata Resident
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