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EXHIBITNO. 4

. CDP APPLICATION NO.
PG&E Vegetation Management 1-20.0539 (PG&E)

City of Arcata Additional Project Info
(Examples of Vegetation
Maintenance & Safety

Additional Information in Support of CDP Application Requirements)

Section II. Question 3 (proposed development)

This application 1s a follow-up to the Emergency CDP (1-20-0031) issued to PG&E on July
2, 2020 as required by the Condition 15 summary received for that application. PG&E
proposes the following vegetation management activities in and around the Arcata Sports
Complex, Arcata Little League Fields, and the Jacoby Creek-Gannon Slough Wildlife Area.
PG&E utilizes a set of Best Management Practices (BMPs), Field Protocols (FPs), and
Avoidance and Mitigation Measures (AMMs), as applicable to the work scope and project
location, on all their projects. The applicable Multi-Region Operations and Maintenance
Habitat Conservation Plan (MR HCP) BMPs, FPs, and AMMs (approved by the USFWS)
and other proposed measures are included in Attachment 7 of this application package.

Vegetation Maintenance

PG&E must perform ongoing vegetation management to comply with existing state and
federal laws and regulations. This is crucial for maintaining reliable service, especially
during severe weather or disasters. Tree limb and branch contact with energized conductors
1s a potential cause of power outages and a possible ignition source for fires. For purposes of
this Coastal Development Permit, these vegetation management activities are categorized as
pole and tower clearing activities, limbing and pruning and hazard tree removal activities.
Supporting photos and figures are included at the bottom of this document.

e Pole/Tower Clearing

PG&E is required to maintain minimum clearances of vegetation around transmission
poles for and transmission tower pads for fire protection. This practice is often
referred to as brushing, and it is the practice used to maintain clearance around
subject (non-exempt) poles and towers of flammable vegetation for compliance with
Public Resources Code (PRC) 4292. PG&E also maintains clearances in some Local
Responsibility Areas per CPUC G.O. 95, Rule 35, which includes locations where the
local fire department (not the State) has primary fire suppression responsibility—as
well as what 1s required in the California Independent System Operator’s (CAISO’s)
maintenance practice agreements, which require PG&E to access and inspect poles
and towers. Photo 1 is an example subject pole.

Typically, a 10-foot radial clearance around subject (non-exempt) poles is maintained
in compliance with existing state and federal laws, rules, and regulations. Greater
clearance 1s obtained for transmission towers, as needed. Figure 1 provides an
example of pole clearing (brushing) requirements (refer to PRC 4292). Vegetation
typically 1s hand-cleared with power brush cutters (weed whackers or string
trimmers) or chainsaws. Brush and tree pruning will be hand carried off-site and
removed to a permitted disposal location offsite. Placement of debris on resources,
such as known special-status plant populations or streams, would be avoided to avoid
any impacts. Pole and tower clearing activities typically occur annually or as needed
based on local conditions.

Woody vegetation around the base of the transmission poles within and outside of the
transmission tower cages and around the footings of a single-leg tower are cleared to
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allow a 100% visual inspection of the structure footing(s) and to maintain the
integrity of the pole tower structure. Work is performed as follows:

o All woody or vine material capable of growing to a mature height greater than
3 feet 1s removed from the interior of the tower/pole structure and to a
distance of 5 feet around the structure.

o All woody or vine material capable of growing to a mature height of greater
than 10 feet is removed to a distance of 10 feet around the structure.

o Any limbs or branches growing into contact with a structure are removed to a
minimum distance of no less than 10 feet from any portion of the structure.

Limbing and Pruning

PG&E regularly maintains vegetation near primary electrical powerlines to prevent
electrocution during a storm or accident, reduce the risk of fire due to arcing or
sparking, and prevent power outages. Regular tree pruning also must be performed to
comply with existing state and federal laws, rules, and regulations, including PRC
4923 (as shown in table below) and CPUC G.O. 95; and clearance between
conductors and vegetation must be maintained at all times in all conditions (e.g.,
sway, sag, and line loading) throughout the year. Pruning must be done before limbs
and branches grow to within the minimum clearance distances and will result in
greater than the minimum distances to allow for new growth. In addition, the
clearances between lines and vegetation must be visible from the ground, and
sufficient for personnel working around lines to keep themselves and their tools away
from danger. The CPUC, the North American Electric Reliability Council, the
CAISO, and the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE)
monitor compliance with the clearance standards and take prompt enforcement action
when clearances are not maintained. These limbing and pruning activities are often
referred to as line clearing. Included in this level of work are hand tool removal of
small tree ingrowth and resprouting vegetation previously removed by PG&E.

The line clearances can vary depending on the voltage of the line, type of
construction, and field conditions. At a minimum, the clearances shown in Table 1
below must be maintained for transmission and distribution powerlines. These
clearances are based on current regulations and subject to change as the regulations
are modified or updated. The distribution and both transmission lines located at the
project area are 12kV and 60kV respectively.

Table 1: Required Clearances for Transmission and Distribution

Voltage Clearance

500 kV 25 feet

220kV 25 feet

115 kV 15 feet

33to 66 kV 12 feet

<33kV 4 feet
2
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State regulations require that minimum distances are kept at the time the vegetation is
pruned; that is, pruning must be done before limbs and branches grow to within these
distances and must result in greater than the minimum distances to allow for new
growth. PG&E’s standard approach to line clearing is to obtain the maximum amount
of clearance possible and for the longest period of time possible, while taking into
consideration the overall health of the tree. Limbing and pruning work typically takes
place annually, but sometimes is needed more frequently.

Line clearing activities for transmission and distribution facilities occur in two
distinct zones, as depicted in Figures 2 and 3. The first is within the designated right-
of-way (wire zone) where lines, poles, towers, and related facilities are located. The
actual right-of-way width, and subsequently the vegetation management zone, may
vary, depending on the line voltage and particularly at mid-span to accommodate the
maximum sway of the conductors. This zone will be kept clear of trees that can grow
into or come within the flashover zone of the conductors.

The second vegetation management zone is variable in width and extends out from
the edge of the right-of-way. This zone is depicted in Figure 2 as the border zone.
The width of the border zone 1s determined by terrain, tree height, and sway of the
conductors. Limbing and pruning will be completed within the border zone to reduce
the risk of trees or branches falling onto lines, or lines sagging or swaying into trees.
Some small, low-growing shrubs and plants may be permitted. Additionally, trees
within the border zones should not have any portion of their canopies growing
adjacent to the lines. Figure 4 illustrates incompatible vegetation in the border zone,
and Figure 5 provides examples of swaying and sagging powerlines.

Hazard Tree Work

A hazard or danger tree is a tree located on or adjacent to the PG&E right-of-way or
facility that could damage PG&Es facilities should it fall where (1) the tree leans
toward the right-of-way; or (2) the tree 1s defective because of any cause, such as
heart or root rot, shallow roots, excavation, bad crotch, dead or with dead top,
deformity, cracks or splits, or any other condition that could result in the tree or a
main lateral of the tree falling. This may include dead, diseased, dying, or green trees.
Hazard tree work includes felling hazard trees located in or beyond the PG&E’s
rights-of-way (in the wire zone, border zone, or hazard tree zone, as depicted in
Figure 2).

Hazard tree work may include individual trees or larger groups of trees that meet the
definition of a hazard or danger tree as a result of landslides, storms, wildfire,
drought, insects, or erosion. It also may include green trees that have characteristics
prone to causing outages, such as long limbs near lines that tend to blow or break out
in storms, low trunk diameter-to-height ratios that tend to bend over under snow
loads, shallow root systems that uproot under saturated soils, and exposed roots along
road or stream banks.

Trees usually are removed with chainsaws, pole pruners, and hand saws; work may
be conducted from ground level, by tree climbing, or from lift trucks.
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Vegetation Management Bird Nest Procedure

Attachment 1, VM Bird Nest Brochure

Active nests are protected by law.

When and Where Birds Typically Nest

* Nesting season is generally February 15 to August 31, but active nests may occur nearly year-round.

* Nests can be in trees, shrubs, and cavities; on the ground; and on/in poles and towers.

* There is a wide variety of nests — from eggs laid right onto a flat area on the ground to complex cup-
shaped baskets made from natural and artificial materials to large platforms made from sticks.

When Inspecting Trees (Pre-Inspectors [Pl])

* Look for nests in trees and brush to be worked and in the surrounding area.

* Inspect cavities in trees to be worked and in nearby trees/poles for signs of nesting (whitewash or
feathers by the opening or on the ground below, birds coming and going from the hole, and sounds of
baby birds).

o Try to locate a nest in the area if you hear sounds of baby birds or see agitated adult birds.

When Working Trees (Tree Crews)

* Unless the work is an emergency or a biologist has given approval, work should not be done:
o Within 2 mile of eagle-sized active nests.
o Within 300 feet of raptor active nests.
o Directly above, within the nest tree, or within 30 feet of non-raptor active nests.

« [f an inactive nest was identified by PI, verify the nest is inactive before starting work. If possible, use a
lift truck to see the entire nest. If eggs or birds are in the nest and work is prescribed in the area
described above, do not proceed with the work and contact the Vegetation Program Manager (VPM).

* Be watchful for active nests in all areas. Pl may have missed nests or new nests may have been built or
become active since the Pl patrol. If you find nests with eggs or birds in the areas described above, do
not proceed with the work and contact the VPM.

« [If an active nest can be positively identified as an exempt species, the above measures do not apply.

Definitions

* Active nest: Nests that contain viable eggs or young. Nests under construction are not “active” until
eggs or nestlings are present but may become active within days. Perching sites and screening
vegetation are not part of the active nest.

o Eagle-sized: 4-feet tall or more, and 6-feet wide or more

 Exempt species: Rock pigeon, Eurasian collared dove, house sparrow, and starling

* Inactive nest: Nests without viable eggs or young.

« Raptor (bird-of-prey): An eagle, hawk, harrier, osprey, owl, falcon, kite or vulture.

Injured/Dead Birds

* |F, in the process of performing Vegetation Management/Vegetation Control work, you find a bird that
has been Killed as a result of interaction with electric facilities, complete the Bird Incident Reporting
Form, which will be forwarded to the PS&R Department, who will report to the Avian Protection Program
Manager (APPM). If you find a dead eagle, contact the APPM.

o |F abird is suspected to be injured as a result of electric contact THEN immediately report to the VPM.

PG&E Internal Information © 2017 PG&E Corporation. All rights reserved. Page 2 of 2
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1. Prologue

In April of 2022 a conceptual Habitat Mitigation Plan outline was submitted to the California Coastal Commission
and is awaiting approval as a condition of this Plan. This HMP is an update and expansion to the concept memo,
for the Cock Robin Island mitigation site.

2. Introduction and Background

2.1 Project Description, Proponent, and Purpose

Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) has performed, and will continue to perform, right-of-way (ROW) vegetation
maintenance along less than a mile of non-contiguous segments of distribution and transmission lines in the City of
Arcata in Humboldt County, CA (Figure 1). Vegetation Management work along powerlines and at the base of
poles was conducted in 2020 and 2021 under two emergency issued permits (ECDP#G-1-20-0031 and G-1-21-
0034). Within the scope of those ECDPs, there was a combination of pruning and tree removals that required
repeated entry into Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHASs) to manage vegetation encroaching on the
infrastructure. Additionally, further pruning and some tree removals are anticipated within the same project areas
over the next ten years under the to be issued programmatic permit CDP#G-1-20-0539. The proposed vegetation
management work is a component of PG&E’s requirements to the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC).
The work is necessary to address safety concerns and to improve access in accordance with utility standards and
federal law.

The Coastal Act raises issue with the work that was conducted, and is proposed, based on potential adverse impacts
to ESHA, wetlands, coastal streams, and sensitive species within the Coastal Zone!. In total, the proposed project
would result in the impact of approximately 4.78 acres of vegetation within ESHAs. To avoid and minimize these
impacts, the California Coastal Commission (CCC) recommended restoration on an equivalent ESHA as mitigation
to offset the Arcata Ballfields ESHA impacts. We have designed this Habitat Mitigation Plan (HMP) to address the
impacts on the 4.78 acres impacted within ESHAS.

We are proposing to restore a riparian forest in conjunction with California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) as our lands partner. We have agreed on one key restoration requirement that must be met and provided
for in the HMP.

1. Restoration of at least 4.78 acres of riparian woodland or scrub habitat.

2.2 Project Locations
The proposed vegetation management along the distribution and transmission lines can be found within the coastal
zone of the City of Arcata and unincorporated areas within Humboldt County. As such, parcels within the City of
Arcata were sought first for mitigation lands. However, after working for a year and finding projects within city
limits that did not meet the CCC standards, we sought mitigation lands within greater Humboldt County and within
the Coastal Zone. The area chosen for mitigation is an area with existing mitigation projects on site that PG&E and

! The Coastal Zone is defined as the land which extends inland to the first major ridgeline paralleling the sea or five miles
Jfrom the mean high tide line of the sea, whichever is less.
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CDFW are partnered on. The site has the potential to expand to include further areas of riparian forest to restore the
currently existing fallow hayfields to a habitat more diverse and natural.

To meet our key restoration requirement, there is one proposed mitigation project location within both Humboldt
County and the Coastal Zone: Cock Robin Island (see Figure 1- Vicinity Map). Cock Robin Island (CRI) is located
west of Loleta, CA and is accessed off Cannibal Island Road. CRI is located within Section 22 of Township 3N,
Range 1W on the Cannibal Island, California, USGS 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle and is within two APNs
(#10001113 and 10001114). CRI is eight feet above sea level in the lower Eel River watershed; the island is included
in the Eel River Delta Wildlife Area managed by the CDFW.

The island holds cultural significance to the Wiyot Tribe, and a portion of the island is owned by the Tribe. The
Wiyot people used the island for a refuge to heal from their wounds after the massacre of February of 1860. The
Wiyot also returned to the island when they were forced to move to the Hoopa lands after being taken from their
homes and villages. Besides using the island as a place for refuge, Wiyot also used it for a fish camp. Wiyot people
would clean their catches like salmon, lamprey-eel, and sturgeon since the Eel River was so plentiful for harvest.

Under more recent history, most of the island was managed for farming and livestock grazing from the late 1800°s
until 1994. In 1994, CDFW purchased 400 acres to help protect existing riparian woodland and to enable the
restoration of both wetland and riparian habitats. The island was once a thriving dairy farm, but currently only
consists of one residence, which pastures cows on a portion of the island. A portion of one historic hayfield is being
considered for the proposed riparian woodland restoration.

For over ten years, the CDFW property on the island site has remained fallow. Although stands of Rubus ursinus
(California blackberry) are naturally recruiting they are within larger stands of non-native perennial grasses and
forbs such as velvet grass (Holcus lanatus), perennial ryegrass (Lolium perenne), orchard grass (Dactylis
glomerata), poison hemlock (Conium maculatum), wild radish (Raphanus raphinastrum), and sweet vernal grass
(Anthoxanthum odoratum). The proposed restoration site is surrounded by patches of deciduous riparian vegetation
dominated by black cottonwood (Populus balsamifera), red alder (Alnus rubra), Arroyo willow (Salix lasiopepsis),
Pacific willow (Salix lasiandra), Sitka willow (Salix sitchensis), red elderberry (Sambucus racemosa), salmonberry
(Rubus spectablis), common horsetail (Equisetum arvense), cow parsnip (Heracleum maximum), and stinging nettle
(Urtrica dioica).

The island has multiple restoration projects that are in different stages, including the original riparian forest that
was not converted to grazing lands (southwest of the bridge), restoration sites that were planted in the mid-1990°s
(sites A and B), and the restoration site that was planted in 2018 (site C; Figure 2). The overall objective of this
HMP is to integrate rapidly growing riparian trees and shrubs, and to discourage the non-native grasses and forbs
through canopy cover shading to complement the native plant community that currently exists onsite. A benefit of
the restoration planting is the increase in riparian structural diversity for wildlife habitat. The goal is to accelerate
the process of natural recruitment from a fallow field to riparian woodland scrub habitat.

Cock Robin Island Habitat Mitigation Plan
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3. Proposed Restoration and Mitigation
3.1 PG&E Restoration Goals

Restoration is defined as removal of invasive or non-native vegetation from an existing, degraded riparian, or
wetland habitat area, to be followed by the planting of native trees, shrubs, and herbaceous plants appropriate to the
respective habitat type. Within the three CCC permits there is one key restoration requirement that must be met and
the CRI location is intended to meet it:

1. Restoration of at least 4.78 acres of riparian woodland or scrub habitat.

3.2 Restoration for Cock Robin Island Project
The CRI Riparian Restoration Project began in 1995 and has since evolved into a multi-agency, multi-partner
project that includes the USFWS, Wiyot Tribe, and local dairy farmers. The CRI project is considered essential to
support wildlife, especially those species using the coastal section of the Pacific Flyway, and to those species that
also depend on riparian and aquatic habitats that have been in decline.

Project goals that the CDFW has defined for CRI include the restoration of approximately 350 acres of coastal
riparian forest. Utilizing a portion of the island and a CDFW designated area for replanting, PG&E proposes to
replant approximately 4.78-acres of a fallow hay field. Within this polygon (site E), non-native grasses and forbs
are very abundant, and the riparian forest is slow to return. As part of the restoration work, PG&E proposes to assist
the succession to riparian forest by planting native riparian trees and shrubs to restore riparian forest where a historic
hay field once existed. A new Memorandum of Understanding is being completed by PG&E and CDFW to account
for an expanded area of planting. For a copy of the prior MOU please refer to Appendix A.

PG&E is proposing to plant 608 individual riparian trees, 1,900 individual shrubs, and to encourage the growth of
some existing patches of California blackberry (Rubus ursinus). Please refer to Tables 1 and 2 below for a list of
the riparian species and proposed planting numbers. The planting is expected to occur in the fall 0of 2023. A qualified
restoration ecologist/biologist will lay out the plants as specified on the Cock Robin Island Planting Plan Map
(Figure 3). The riparian trees will be planted at a variety of densities from 6-14.5 feet on center, spaced in groupings.
The shrub component will be planted between five and eight feet on center spacing in groupings as depicted in
Figure 4. The variability of spacing densities will encourage a more naturally random restoration site. To increase
heterogeneity of the site, the trees and shrubs will be planted in four different cluster types (Tables 1 and 2). Each
of the cluster types will have the same species list, but quantities will vary.

Cock Robin Island Habitat Mitigation Plan
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The plants will be grown by Samara Restoration nursery in McKinleyville, CA. Prior to delivery to the site, plants
will be inspected by a PG&E representative to assure that the plants are disease free and in healthy condition. Plants
are expected to be installed between November 1% and December 31% unless otherwise permitted by the owner’s
representative or unseasonably dry conditions. For a projected timeline of events please refer to Appendix C.

4. Proposed Best Management Practices (BMPs)

BMPs that will be implemented during restoration work include:

Using only native, locally adapted plants originating from the coastal Humboldt County bio-region;

Only non-invasive species will be planted;

Plantings will be maintained and monitored with on-going maintenance provisions:;

Any rare or threatened plants will be noted and addressed if recorded on site;

A schedule for the planting, including a map depicting all species, size, and location will be followed;

For cultural resources, PG&E’s inadvertent discovery protocol will be in place during the
planting/installation; and

e The 811-process will be utilized to avoid underground utilities during digging.

The Samara Restoration planting crews will be responsible for providing BMPs where the following conditions
have occurred during site work:

1. Denuded vegetation from trampling;
2. Erosion sources from vehicles driving onto the site; and
3. Equipment and materials staging and storage areas that contribute to bare soil areas.

Best management practices include:

1. Application of native grass seed mix at a rate of 20 Ibs/acre will be utilized. Native grass species that occur
in coastal Humboldt County such as red fescue (Festuca rubra), tufted hair grass (Deschampsia cespitosa),
and meadow barley (Hordeum brachyantherum) are recommended.

2. Application of only weed free rice or wheat straw as a protective mulch layer and erosion control measure
for the coastal grassland seed mix.

3. Installation of bio-degradable fiber rolls at potential erosion points will be employed.

4. No soil or other excavated material will be allowed to enter or be placed in areas where it could be subjected
fo rainfall and/or runoff and thus confribute to erosion.

5. Coordination will occur with local tribal representatives and PG&E cultural staff to have a monitor present
during digging.

6. 811 and Golden Shovel process standards will be followed when digging.

4.1 Mulch
A biodegradable pallet slip will be placed under each tree and shrub species that is planted. Pallet slips are
approximately 3°x 3” pieces of brown (unpainted) cardboard free of plastic tape and metal staples. A wood-based
mulch will be placed on top of the cardboard and burlap to limit the growth of weedy species around the base of the
planted tree and shrub species.

11
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A minimum of three inches of mulch will be spread in a three-foot diameter area around the installed plant. Mulch
shall be pulled three inches away from the installed plant stems in all directions to avoid any potential rot. Mulch
shall not contain noxious weeds or originate from Sudden Oak Death host plant species. Mulch shall be comprised
of fir bark and chip between 1/2 inch and 4 inches long and not less than 3/8 of an inch wide. At least eighty -five
(85) percent, by volume of wood chip, shall conform to the sizes specified. Mulch shall be free of salt, foreign
materials, and other harmful substances.

4.2 Foliage Protection Cages

All riparian trees shall include the installation of foliage protection cages using 48 welded wire (1”x1”) at a four-
foot diameter anchored to two tree stakes (2 peeler pole). Shrub species that typically experience heavy deer
herbivory such as red elderberry, red-flowering currant, twinberry, and blue blossom ceanothus will require foliage
protection cages. Coyote brush, salmonberry, and thimbleberry will not require protective cages as they don’t
typically experience heavy deer pressure. Shrubs will be caged with a 6”x 36” bio plastic based rigid seedling
protection tube and staked with a 1” x 48" nursery stake. Foliage protection cages shall be installed the same day
as the plant installation to provide immediate tree protection; however, costs of fencing off the entire planting area
may also be considered.

5. Monitoring and Maintenance Methods

A preliminary inspection of installed plants shall occur by owner’s representative within 15 days following the
completion of planting and prior to the maintenance period beginning. During this initial inspection, the project
manager shall document any short-term maintenance activities for the winter months. Final inspection by the
owner’s representative will occur within 15 days following the acceptance of the mitigation criteria.

The mitigation and restoration area will be visited a minimum of four times annually (three times for maintenance
and once for monitoring). Site visits will evaluate overall health and conditions of the plants including examination
of vegetation establishment, revegetation success, and native and non-native plant recruitment will be observed.
Monitoring will occur in summer, between May 1 and July 1. During monitoring, photos will be taken from at least
four predetermined photo point locations, such photos will be included in the written annual monitoring summary
reports. Please refer to Appendix B for a monitoring and maintenance schedule over the next ten years.

5.1 Vegetative Coverage Monitoring

Monitoring the overall percent of native plant coverage and the percent survival of the planted trees will require
somewhat labor-intensive techniques. Native plant cover will be measured with quadrats once annually in the
summer for ten years or until success criteria have been met. Vegetation monitoring will occur in late spring or
early summer to capture the flowering cycle of most plants. A one-meter quadrat will be tossed once in the same
cardinal direction at random distances from the center of each cluster. Percent absolute vegetative cover, native
cover, and non-native or invasive cover will be estimated within each quadrat. Plant species present within each
quadrat will also be identified and noted.

Typical information to be collected at each monitoring site visit includes:
e Species identification;
e Species composition;

12
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Total vegetative cover;

Percent of native plant species cover;

Percent of non-native plant cover;

Percent cover of Cal-IPC high-rated invasive plants;
Percent survival of trees and shrubs;

Tree health;

Tree growth, and

Photographs from established photo point locations.

5.2 Vegetation Monitoring
Documentation for all years subsequent to the first year (2023) shall identify the success rate of the restored habitat
area and plantings, as measured by percent cover and percent of native vegetation within the restored area and
percent survival for all plantings. Each tree will be counted for mortality and survival. It is expected that the trees
will eventually develop overstory canopies that will shade out the non-native pasture grasses and forbs, but this may
not fully occur within ten years.

Each tree will be given a unique identification code during planting. This code will be written on a metal tag and
placed on the plant in the planting site. For example, the first California wax myrtle will be coded MOCA #1 and
the second will be coded MOCA #2. Maps will be made with all the plant locations with the corresponding codes
and used for monitoring survivorship.

TREE HEALTH MONITORING

Tree health is a standard metric to provide information about post-tree planting success. During the annual
monitoring event for tree survival, we will assess tree health using a simple ranking system. Each tree will be
assigned a number rating to separate trees into one of three health classes (Table 3). These ranks will be reported
for each class as a percentage of the total population of surviving trees. We will also document specific observations
about tree growth or disease in the notes section to better understand the health timeline and patterns for each tree
sampled.

By the end of year five, a minimum of 80% of the planted trees shall be classified as (1) vigorous/healthy or (2)
average and growing for the site to be considered successful. This will ensure that the required trees will not only
be alive but also in a healthy condition at the end of the project period.

Table 3. Tree health classes.

Rank | Health Class Description

1 Vigorous/healthy | Tree has active bud growth and tender/new foliage development.

Tree is alive with no sign of disease or other health impairments; no clear
evidence of active bud growth or tissue damage/necrosis.

Tree has significant signs of tissue damage or disease from plant pathogens or
mammalian herbivory

2 Average/growing

3 Poor health
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TREE HEIGHT AS GROWTH MEASUREMENT

Another metric for restoration success we are proposing will measure tree height for a subsample of the trees during
the first monitoring event. This will be repeated to the same subsample throughout the monitoring period to calculate
how much each sample tree has grown per year. This data will be used to project future tree growth, and it will
provide estimates for canopy cover over the project history. For example, trees that are growing at a slower rate
than others can be projected to produce a smaller canopy than trees that grow at an average or increased rate. Tree

growth and survival data will be important sources of information to better inform the success of the restoration
project.

We will take a representative sample of 5% of trees to measure growth in height (Table 4). This will be done using
a clinometer standing 25 ft away from each tree to record tree height. The thirty sample trees will be tagged with a
second aluminum tag and a unique code to track growth between sampling years. Individual trees will be selected
using a random number generator to select the cluster and individual of each species within the cluster.

Table 4. Sample population for tree height measurements.

Species name Sample | Population
Populus balsamifera trichocarpa 14 263
Frangula purshiana 6 114
Alnus rubra 2 38
Morvella californica 2 38
Salix lasiandra 2 52

2

2

Salix lasiolepis 51

52
Totals 30 608

Salix sitchensis

5.3 Photo Point Documentation
During each vegetation monitoring event, photos will be taken at the four-specified photo point locations depicted
on the CRI Planting Plan Map. There will be four photos taken at each point; one in each cardinal direction. The
photo points will provide a visual representation of the site condiftions as the site changes over the ten-year period.
Photos for each year will be included in the annual monitoring reports.

5.4 Maintenance
The restoration and mitigation area will undergo annual maintenance during the monitoring period, and maintenance
activities will occur at least four times annually over a ten-year period, or until performance criteria has been
achieved. Maintenance, combined with monitoring, will ensure 80% or more survival of trees and to encourage
60% or more coverage of native species. Maintenance visits will occur twice in the spring and once in summer.

Maintenance visits will note any invasive plant species that should be removed from the area, any plants that are
not establishing, and indicate where adaptive management may be needed. Maintenance activities will be directed
as needed based on results of both the annual monitoring and maintenance visits. As-needed maintenance activities
include hand weeding 3-foot diameter circles around each installed plant, applying additional mulch around the
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planted trees, and weed whipping non-native grass areas to support further growth of the native plants. If necessary,
manual irrigation will be implemented during the dry season if the plants are showing signs of stress due to lack of
soil moisture. Foliage protection cages will be maintained by re-staking and/or replacing if necessary. Additional
maintenance activities and BMP’s will be guided by the results of the vegetation monitoring reports.

6. Reporting
Results of annual monitoring and maintenance efforts will be summarized in a report and submitted to the CCC and
CDFW no more than 30 days after the end of the year (2023-2033). The anticipated final report for the tenth year
of monitoring (2032) will include the results of annual monitoring if goals have been met. The annual reports will
present a summary of the year’s monitoring results, data collected in the current year, a comparison of past and
current data, and present conclusions regarding whether the success criteria are being met and, if needed,
recommendations for adaptive management (i.e. additional planting and/or weeding) will be provided. Reports will
include the following sections:

e Introduction
Maintenance activities performed
Monitoring methods
Monitoring results (qualitative and quantitative results, compare baseline data from initial plantings and
previous years)
Time-series photographs from designated photo points
Status of achievement toward success
Recommendations (if any) for adaptive management
Agency signature page for approval of monitoring requirement.

At the end of the required ten-year monitoring period (2032) a final report will demonstrate the success of the
mitigation and will be submitted to the appropriate agencies. The ten-year annual vegetation monitoring will help
to ensure 80% or more survival of all trees and to encourage 60% or more coverage of native species as required to
reach riparian forest restoration goals. Monitoring will occur to identify the success of the native vegetation over
the ten-year period or until the project has met all the agency requirements and has signed off as complete by the
CCC. Reporting will discontinue once success criteria have been met.

7. Adaptive Management

If results from the annual monitoring indicate that the success criteria have not been met or are not likely to be met
by the end of the ten-year monitoring period, then additional maintenance and/or remedial action (e.g. additional
planting) will be specified. Any maintenance or remedial action determined to be necessary will be initiated as soon
as feasible to increase the likelihood of timely success. The mitigation area is a complex ecological system, with a
unique variety of environmental influences including fluctuating hydrologic conditions, weather conditions, plant
viability, and invasive weed colonization. Because these environmental influences are unpredictable there is no set
strategy that is appropriate, and adaptive management will be the best way to effectively plan for the success of the
mitigation areas. Some adaptive management strategies and possibilities are included below.
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7.1 Plant substitutions
Plant substitutions may be required in the event of shortfalls in quantities of the specified nursery stock or if certain
species fail to succeed in the surroundings. These substitutions will be of similar ecological niche as the replacement
species and will be at the discretion of the qualified biologist and project manager responsible for the project.

7.2 Irrigation
In the event of prolonged drought conditions, spring and/or summer irrigation may be required. Each spring during
maintenance activities, the site will be assessed for irrigation needs. If necessary, manual irrigation will be
implemented during the dry season if the plants are showing signs of stress due to lack of soil moisture. Irrigation
on the sites will be from a portable water buffalo. Water will be sourced from municipalities or well water and not
from the Eel River estuary surface waters. Each planting will receive a minimum of five gallons of water or
sufficient amounts to fully saturate twelve inches into the soil profile.

7.3 Invasive Species Management
Invasive plant management will prioritize the most aggressive species with the most likelihood to compete with the
native plantings. The following non-native plants were documented on the CRI site and will be targeted for weeding
and management events at that site:

Poison hemlock (Conium maculatum) occurs throughout the CRI site. Mowing and weed whipping may need to
occur in May-June to inhibit seed set and dispersal. Additionally, mechanical pulling will occur with seedlings
within three feet of a target planting species. Poison hemlock plants within close proximity to native vegetation will
need to be removed by hand pulling methods.

Bull thistle (Cirsium vulgare) has a patchy distribution throughout the CRI site. Mowing and hand pulling are both
effective physical controls for bull thistle. Timing is critical for cutting bull thistle as it must be in the beginning of
flowering. All flower heads should be transported off site since the immature flowers can mature even after being
cut.

Other weedy species will also be maintained through weed whipping, mowing, and mechanical pulling to limit seed
set and further spread throughout the CRI restoration site. The most effective months for invasive species
management and maintenance are April thru July. However, due to the nesting bird season, weed whipping or
mowing shall occur before March 1 or after August 1. If power tools for invasive species management are needed
within the nesting season window a nesting bird search will take place no more than three days in advance of the
treatment.

8. Expectation of Success

As described in the CDP, the success of mitigation will be measured by the percent native cover and the percent of
native vegetation within the restored habitat areas. The success of native riparian plantings will be measured by the
percent survival of the trees and shrubs. After ten years, the restored habitat areas are expected to provide at least
60% cover of native vegetation. Similarly, the ten-year survival rate of the planted trees shall meet or exceed 80%.
If after five years these success measures have not been met, then PG&E will propose retreating and/or replanting
the areas to achieve the required levels of success.
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9. Agency Approval

To provide for a mechanism for agency acknowledgement of adaptive management actions and completion of
monitoring when a mitigation area has completed the required monitoring period and met its success criteria, an
agency approval section will be included in all applicable annual monitoring reports. This section will contain a
status summary of each mitigation and restoration area and a signature page for each agency to acknowledge and
approve modifications related to adaptive management or performance success and completion if they concur with
the submitted findings. Once approval has been granted for performance success and completion of required
monitoring, the management and monitoring of the mitigation areas will be overseen by NCRM, Inc. and Samara
Restoration.
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April 14, 2022
TO: Jordan McKay
PG&E, Senior Land Consultant
Environmental Resources and Mitigation
127 East Main St, Grass Valley 95945

FR: Stephanie Martin
NCRM, Inc., Senior Project Manager
2501 N. State Street
Ukiah, CA 95482

RE:  Conceptual plan for Arcata Sports Complex off site mitigation

This proposal serves as the revised conceptual plan for the mitigation that is required to offset PG&E Vegetation
Management work that impacted or will impact transmission and distribution lines at six work locations (see
Appendix A). These are located adjacent to the Arcata Sports Complex south to the Bayside Cutoff. The
vegetation compliance work was conducted under two Emergency Coastal Development Permits (ECDP#G-1-
20-0031 and G-1-21-0034) that were issued on July 229, 2020, and September 9%, 2021. These two emergency
CDPs were issued due to vegetation that was out of compliance that needed to be addressed prior to the Routine
maintenance cycle. There is also a third permit pending for ongoing maintenance of the same areas (CDP#G-1-
20-0539, 2022-2031) for a ten-year term. This permit has not yet been issued as a mitigation plan (based on this
concept memo) is a requirement of that CDP being issued.

Vegetation Management work along powerlines and at the base of poles was conducted in 2020 and 2021
(ECDP#G-1-20-0031 and G-1-21-0034). Within the scope of those ECDPs, there was a combination of pruning
and entering the ESHA (temporary impacts) and removing vegetation (permanent impacts). Additionally, further
pruning and removals are anticipated within the same project areas for the next ten years (CDP#G-1-20-0539).
PG&E considers that the removal of trees does permanently change the canopy cover and wildlife utilization of
the area; however, PG&E does not consider the pruning and entering of the ESHAS to be a permanent change to
the wetlands. There will be no fill, no change in hydrology, nor a change in water quality by pruning vegetation
as part of a public safety requirement.

The following information was provided to the California Coastal Commission (CCC) in summary reports. In
2020, 18 trees were removed (permanent) and a total of 183,500 square feet (or 4.21 acres) of vegetation was
temporarily affected. In 2021, three trees were removed (permanent), and 4,612 square feet (0.10 acres) of
vegetation was temporarily affected. Thus, a total of 4.31 acres were temporarily impacted under the ECDPs,
which also included a permanent impact of 21 tree removals.

Anticipated future impacts on the maintenance permit (CDP#1-20-0539) will occur in 2022-2031. Based on the
number of trees removed in 2020 and 2021 (21), we anticipate the removal of an additional 40 trees between
2022-2031 which will be a permanent loss, and again temporary impacts are expected to occur in portions of the
same work area. Because the exact locations of the vegetation removal(s) are uncertain from year-to-year, PG&E
is using the work polygons where they overlap the ESHA, and where designated work has occurred, as shown
in Appendix A, for a total of 4.78 acres.

The volume of pruning cannot be equated to acres for mitigation and pruning is not uniform with variables in
size, scope, and species. Additionally, replanting onsite is not feasible due to the continued maintenance of the
lines. The six polygons included in the work area for 2020 and 2021, are consistent with what will be entered
into for future vegetation maintenance visits. In total, these work areas have a footprint of 4.78 acres where they
overlap the ESHA designation. Not all the 4.78 acres will be impacted however, as portions of the polygons
contain vegetation that does not require maintenance or will only require work on a sporadic basis. Most of the
impact within the polygons is confined to linear elements and walking paths which impact a very small footprint
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within the overall defined acreage. For the purposes of this proposal, we are including the entire 4.78 acres as
being impacted from the annual entrance of foot traffic and vegetation pruning. This acreage over-estimates the
area of impacts to vegetation, and as such we are proposing a 1:1 compensatory mitigation ratio.

. Impacts (based on | Proposed fe L
#CD Permit Permit Goal ;n;g:llct work polygons and | Mitigation Tﬁ:ﬁ:‘;ﬂn
ESHA overlap) Ratio
Emergency
1-20-0031 vegetation removal, | 2020
one-time. 4.31 acres
Emergency
1-21-0034 vegetation removal, | 2021 1:1 ESHA
one-time. restoration | 7% 41es
Ongoing
1-20-0539 maintenance, 2022- 0.47 acres
(pending) vegetation removal, | 2031 '
10 years.
TOTAL ;gg(l}_ 4.78 acres 4.78 acres

As previously stated, impacts to the wetland environmentally sensitive habitat (ESHA) area were calculated
within the impact areas from 2020 and 2021 at 4.31 acres. PG&E does not anticipate wetland fill, only temporary
impacts associated with tree crew hand-pruning vegetation within an ESHA. The City of Arcata does not have
ESHAs mapped in the project area. The area south of Samoa Boulevard to the Bayside Cutoff is considered
“Agricultural Exclusive”. Despite the lack of a defined ESHA polygon by the City, the areas impacted certainly
contain freshwater-emergent wetlands which will remain despite the vegetation management needed for
purposes of public safety and CPUC requirements. The impacts to the ESHA, from repeated pruning efforts, do
not devalue the ESHA. If the ESHA was filled or dredged, that would be a permanent impact. However, at this
point in conversations with the Coastal Commission we have agreed to put aside the permanent and temporary
impacts and look toward a solution of holistic habitat mitigation for the long-term impacts associated with the
vegetation management work.

PG&E’s mitigation strategy for the impacts resulting from vegetation removal and impacts to the ESHA is to
restore a riparian forest at a 1:1 ratio. PG&E feels that this ratio proposed is more than fair based on the overall
area impacted within the larger defined project area polygons. Due to the impact location and being directly
under power lines, there is no potential for onsite mitigation. The proposed mitigation for the three permits will
be at an offsite location.

Mitigation Site -Cock Robin Island (CRI):

CRI is located south of Eureka, in Loleta, near the mouth of the Eel River. This is an existing and active project
in partnership with California Department Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), including a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU). At this site, PG&E is currently restoring 4.15 acres of riparian woodland under an
existing permit (CDP#9-17-0408) with an already approved planting pallet. We are proposing to follow the
approved planting pallet and expand the planting area as mitigation for the ESHA impacts in and around the
Arcata Sports Complex related to past and future vegetation removals.

The original planting plan at CRI was designed with a cluster structure, each cluster having 16 trees and 50
shrubs (such as red alder, wax myrtle, black cottonwood, and coyote bush). The existing planting area at CRI
has an additional 7 acres available to mitigate on, and CDFW has agreed to allow us to use a portion of that for
the Ballfields Mitigation. Also at this location, PG&E has a monitoring success component that is tied to the
current permit, so the proposed new riparian forest plantings will be evaluated for at ten years as that is the length
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

NORTH COAST DISTRICT OFFICE
1385 EIGHTH STREET, SUITE 130
ARCATA, CALIFORNIA 95521-5967

PH (707) 826-8950 FAX (707) 826-8960

WWW COASTAL CA GOV
EMERGENCY PERMIT
Issue Date: July 2, 2020
Emergency Permit Number: G-1-20-0031
APPLICANT:

PG&E, Attn: Angela Deiana
2730 Gateway Oaks Drive
Sacramento, CA 95833

LOCATION OF EMERGENCY:

North and South of Samoa Blvd., east of the intersection with Highway 101, at the
Arcata Sports Complex and Arcata Little League Facilities (APN(s): 503-202-004 and
503-042-017)

EMERGENCY WORK:
Clearing vegetation around electrical distribution and transmission lines (up to 135
sites total)as detailed in the emergency application materials received on May 22,
2020 and as further specified in the electronic mail (email) with attachment
entitled “Arcata Transmission and Distribution VM SOW_062920.XLS” transmitted
by PG&E manager Angela Deiana on June 29, 2020.

This letter constitutes approval of the emergency work you or your representative has
requested to be done at the location listed above. | understand from your information
that an unexpected occurrence in the form of rampant vegetation growth and
encroachment within proximity of critical safety minimum clearance requirements posing
a threat to electrical distribution and transmission structures at the Arcata Sports
Complex and Arcata Little League facilities requires immediate action to prevent or
mitigate loss or damage to life, health, property or essential public services pursuant to
14 Cal. Admin. Code Section 13009. The Executive Director of the California Coastal
Commission hereby finds that:

(a) An emergency exists that requires action more quickly than permitted by the
procedures for administrative or ordinary coastal development permits (CDPs), and
that the development can and will be completed within 30 days unless otherwise
specified by the terms of this Emergency Permit; and

(b) Public comment on the proposed emergency development has been reviewed if

time allows.
EXHIBIT NO. 9

CDP APPLICATION NO.
1-20-0539
(PG&E)

2020 and 2021 Emergency
Permits Issued (16 pgs)
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Page 2
July 2, 2020

Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-20-0031

The emergency work is hereby approved, subject to the conditions listed on the
attached pages.

Sincerely,

John Ainsworth
Executive Director

DocuSigned by:

—
- = -‘,H_._-_

e

ﬁ L —
S

~
<

dr D EEDRBE4RSal Program Analyst

cc: David Loya, Community Development Director, City of Arcata
Julie Neander, ES Deputy Director of Community Services, City of Arcata
Stan Shaffer, Park Facilities Natural Resources Supervisor, City of Arcata

Enclosures: 1) Acceptance Form;
2) Regular Permit Application Form
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Page 3

July 2, 2020
Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-20-0031
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:
1. The enclosed Emergency Permit Acceptance form must be signed by the

PERMITTEE and returned to our office prior to onset of activity and within 15
days.

. Only that work specifically described in this permit and for the specific property

listed above is authorized. Work is further limited to the minimum necessary to
abate the emergency and as detailed in the emergency application materials
received on May 22, 2020 and as further specified in the electronic mail (email)
with attachment entitled “Arcata Transmission and Distribution VM
SOW_062920.XLS” transmitted by PG&E manager Angela Deiana on June 29,
2020. Any additional work requires separate authorization from the Executive
Director.

If it is not feasible to remove vegetation that may provide potential nesting habitat
outside of the avian nesting season (mid-March to mid-August), a survey for
nesting birds in and adjacent to the project work area shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist according to current California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) protocols no more than seven days prior to the commencement of
vegetation removal activities. If any active nest is identified during pre-activity
surveys, the biologist, in consultation with CDFW!', shall determine the extent of
an activity-free buffer zone to be established around the nest, and activity in the
buffer zone shall be delayed until after the young have fledged, as determined by
additional surveys conducted by a qualified biologist.

. The permittee shall use relevant best management practices (BMPs) to protect

on-site wetlands and other environmentally sensitive habitat areas from water
quality impacts during vegetation removal activities as detailed in Attachment 6 of
PG&E’s emergency permit application (PG&E document TD-7102P-01-JA01,
“‘Best Management Practices”).

All staging of equipment shall be limited to the existing parking areas.

' Contact CDFW Northern Region staff (Senior Environmental Scientist Michael Van Hattem) at 707-499-

9457.
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July 2, 2020

Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-20-0031

6. No vehicles or other mechanized equipment needed for the tree pruning and
removal operations shall be driven or operated within (a) riparian habitat areas,
and (b) landscaped areas and paved pathways of the Arcata Sports Complex
facility and the Arcata Little League facility, except thatmechanized vehicles with
track-mounted wheels and all-terrain quad vehicles may be used to access
landscaped areas at the Sports Complex facility outside the field of play and
within 12 feet of the fenceline adjacent to the vegetation corridor.

7. Equipment used to remove vegetation shall be limited to chainsaws and other
non-mechanized hand tools.

8. No stockpiling of removed vegetation parts shall occur within the landscaped
areas of the Arcata Sports Complex property and the Arcata Little League facility
except in areas that are both outside the field of play and within 12 feet of the
fencelines adjacent to the vegetation corridors.

9. No chipping of cut tree parts shall be performed on the subject properties.

10. All debris shall be removed from the siteswithin two days and disposed of lawfully
at licensed disposal facilities.

11.The work authorized by this permit must be completed within 60 days of the date
of this permit, which shall become null and void unless extended by the
Executive Director for good cause.

12.The applicant recognizes that the emergency work is considered temporary
unless and until a regular coastal development permit permanently authorizing
the work is approved. A regular permit would be subject to all of the provisions of
the California Coastal Act and may be conditioned accordingly.

13.1n exercising this permit, the applicant agrees to hold the California Coastal
Commission harmless from any liabilities for damage to public or private
properties or personal injury that may result from the project.

14.This permit does not obviate the need to obtain necessary authorizations and/or
permits from other agencies, including but not limited to the California
Department of Fish & Wildlife, U.S. Fish & Wildlife, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, and the California State Lands Commission.
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July 2, 2020

Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-20-0031

15.Within 30 days of issuance of this Emergency Permit, or as extended by the
Executive Director for good cause, the permittee shall submit, for the review and
approval of the Executive Director, a plan for documenting the vegetation
management work performed pursuant to the emergency permit that includes a
summary report and photo-documentation for the authorized emergency work.
The summary report shall include a description of (i) the dates and timing of the
emergency work conducted; (ii) the vegetation pruning or removal work
performed at each specific location within the project area, noting any differences
between locations where work was performed and those proposed in the
emergency permit application; (iii) the total area (in square feet) of wetland and
riparian vegetation affected by the work performed and the total volume (in cubic
yards) of vegetation removed at both the Arcata Sports Complex and the Arcata
Little League Facilities; the BMPs and erosion control measures employed
through the course of the emergency work; (iv) the location(s) where debris were
disposed of; and (v) any handling of and observed impacts to sensitive,
threatened, or endangered plant and animal species that occurred through the
course of the authorized emergency work.

The photo-documentation shall include (a) representative photographs of
locations where vegetation clearing and pruning was performed around the
transmission lines and distribution lines at both the Sports Complex facility and
the Little League facility and around the footings of transmission facilities at both
facilities, (b) all locations where staging and stockpiling occurred, and (c) aerial or
drone photography of the affected areas useful for comparison with aerial
photographs of currently existing conditions to help evaluate the extent of impact
to wetland and riparian vegetation and habitat affected by the emergency work.
The permittee shall document the emergency work performed in accordance with
the approved final plan and shall submit the summary report and photo
documentation within 30 days of approval of the plan by the Executive Director or
as extended by the Executive Director for good cause.

16. Within 90 days of issuance of this Emergency Permit, or as extended by the
Executive Director through correspondence, for good cause, the applicant shall
submit a complete follow-up Coastal Development Permit (CDP) application that
satisfies the requirements of Section13056 of Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations. The application shall additionally include a mitigation and
monitoring plan to compensate for temporal and permanent loss of riparian
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July 2, 2020

Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-20-0031

wetland habitat resulting from project activities and shall specify locations for
mitigation within the same watershed where project impacts will occur.

If the Executive Director determines that the follow-up CDP application is
incomplete and requests additional information, the applicant shall submit this
additional information by a certain date, as established by the Executive Director.
If such a follow-up CDP application is withdrawn by the applicant or is denied by
the Commission, or if the follow-up CDP application remains incomplete for a
period of 120 days after the Executive Director informs the applicant that the
application is incomplete, all affected areas restored to their prior condition, after
consultation with CCC staff and consistent with the Coastal Act, within 180 days,
subject to any regulatory approvals necessary for such restoration.

Failure to a) submit a complete follow-up CDP Application that complies with Condition 8
above, or b) remove the emergency development and restore all affected areas to their prior
condition after consultation with CCC staff, and consistent with the Coastal Act (if required
by this Emergency Permit) by the date specified in this Emergency Permit?, or ¢) comply
with all terms and conditions of the required follow-up CDP, including any deadlines
identified therein, or d) remove the emergency-permitted development and restore all
affected areas to their prior condition after consultation with CCC staff and consistent with
the Coastal Act immediately upon denial of the required follow-up CDP? will constitute a
knowing and intentional violation of the Coastal Act* and may result in formal enforcement
action by the Commission or the Executive Director. This formal action could include a
recordation of a Notice of Violation on the applicant’s property; the issuance of a Cease and
Desist Order and/or a Restoration Order; imposition of administrative penalties for violations
involving public access; and/or a civil lawsuit, which may result in the imposition of monetary
penalties, including daily penalties of up to $15,000 per violation per day, and other
applicable penalties and other relief pursuant to Chapter 9 of the Coastal Act. Further,
failure to follow all the terms and conditions of this Emergency Permit will constitute a
knowing and intentional Coastal Act violation

2 . . .
In some instances, a permif may also be required for removal.
* As noted above, in some instances, a permit may also be required for removal.

* The Coastal Act is codified in sections 30000 to 30900 of the California Public Resources Code. All further
section references are to that code, and thus, to the Coastal Act, unless otherwise indicated.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

NORTH COAST DISTRICT OFFICE

1385 EIGHTH STREET, SUITE 130

ARCATA, CALIFORNIA 95521-5967

PH (707) 826-8950 FAX (707) 826-8960
WWW.COASTAL.CA.GOV

July 2, 2020

EMERGENCY PERMIT ACCEPTANCE FORM

TO: CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISISON
North Coast District Office
1385 Eighth Street, Suite 130
Arcata, California 95521-5967

RE: Emergency Permit No. G-1-20-0031

INSTRUCTIONS: After reading the attached Emergency Permit, please sign this form
and return to the North Coast District Office within 15 working days from the permit’s
date.

| hereby understand all of the conditions of the emergency permit being issued to me
and agree to abide by them.

| also understand that the emergency work is TEMPORARY and that a regular Coastal
Development Permit is necessary for any permanent installation. | agree to complete
the regular Coastal Development Permit application within 90 days of the date of the
emergency permit. Finally, | understand that my failure either to:

a) Submit a complete follow-up Coastal Development Permit (CDP) Application
that satisfies the requirements of Section 13056 of Title 14 of the California Code
of Regulations by the date specified in this Emergency Permit, which date may
be extended by the Executive Director for good cause, or

b) Restore all affected areas to their prior condition after consultation with
Coastal Commission staff and consistent with the Coastal Act, will constitute a
knowing and intentional violation of the Coastal Act and may result in formal
enforcement action by the Commission or the Executive Director.

This formal action could include a recordation of a Notice of Violation on my property;
the issuance of a Cease and Desist Order and/or Restoration Order; imposition of
administrative penalties for violations involving public access, and/or a civil lawsuit,
which may result in the imposition of monetary penalties, including daily penalties of up
to $15,000 per violation per day, and other applicable penalties and other relief pursuant
to Chapter 9 of the Coastal Act. Further, failure to follow all the terms and conditions of
this Emergency Permit will constitute a knowing and intentional Coastal Act violation.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

NORTH COAST DISTRICT OFFICE
1385 EIGHTH STREET, SUITE 130
ARCATA, CALIFORNIA 95521-5967
PH (707) 826-8950 FAX (707) 826-8960
WWW.COASTAL.CA.GOV

EMERGENCY PERMIT

Issue Date: September 9, 2021
Emergency Permit Number: G-1-21-0034

APPLICANT:

PG&E, Attn: Nicole Reese
2730 Gateway Oaks Drive
Sacramento, CA 95833
Email: NRM6@pge.com

LOCATION OF EMERGENCY:

North and South of Samoa Blvd., east of the intersection with Highway 101, at the
Arcata Sports Complex and along a portion of Jacoby Creek (APN(s): 503-202-003,
503-202-004, 501-061-001, and 501-061-023), Humboldt County

EMERGENCY WORK:
Clearing vegetation around electrical distribution and transmission lines at up to
45 sites (including removal of three trees each less than 12 inches dbh (diameter
at breast height), trimming/topping of 48 trees, and trimming of 29 “brush units”).

This letter constitutes approval of the emergency work you or your representative has
requested to be done at the location listed above. | understand from your information
that an unexpected occurrence in the form of rampant vegetation growth and
encroachment within proximity of critical safety minimum clearance requirements posing
a threat to electrical distribution and transmission structures at the Arcata Sports
Complex and within a portion of the Jacoby Creek Gannon Slough Wildlife Area
requires immediate action to prevent or mitigate loss or damage to life, health, property
or essential public services pursuant to 14 Cal. Admin. Code Section 13009. The
Executive Director of the California Coastal Commission hereby finds that:

(a) An emergency exists that requires action more quickly than permitted by the
procedures for administrative or ordinary coastal development permits (CDPs), and
that the development can and will be completed within 30 days unless otherwise
specified by the terms of this Emergency Permit; and

(b) Public comment on the proposed emergency development has been reviewed if
time allows.

The emergency work is hereby approved, subject to the conditions listed on the attached
pages.
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September 9, 2021

Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-21-0034
Sincerely,

John Ainsworth
Executive Director

EDOCUSlgned by:
TCA7047109B34D9. .

Tamara Gedik, Coastal Program Analyst

cc: David Loya, Community Development Director, City of Arcata
Emily Sinkhorn, ES Deputy Director of Community Services, City of Arcata
Mike Rice, Park Facilities Natural Resources Supervisor, City of Arcata

Enclosure: Acceptance Form
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Page 3
September 9, 2021
Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-21-0034

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL.:

1.

The enclosed Emergency Permit Acceptance form must be signed by the
PERMITTEE and returned to our office prior to onset of activity and within 15

days.

Only that work specifically described in this permit and for the specific property
listed above is authorized. Work is further limited to the minimum necessary to
abate the emergency and as detailed in the emergency application materials
received electronically by PG&E Interim Supervisor Nicole Reese on August 27,
2021. Any additional work requires separate authorization from the Executive
Director.

The permittee shall use relevant best management practices (BMPs) to protect
on-site wetlands and other environmentally sensitive habitat areas from water
quality impacts during vegetation removal activities as detailed in Attachment E
of PG&E’s emergency permit application (“Proposed Measures”).

. All staging of equipment shall be limited to the existing parking areas.

No vehicles or other mechanized equipment needed for the tree pruning and
removal operations shall be driven or operated within (a) riparian habitat areas,
and (b) landscaped areas and paved pathways of the Arcata Sports Complex
facility, except that mechanized vehicles with track-mounted wheels and all-
terrain quad vehicles may be used to access landscaped areas at the Sports
Complex facility outside the field of play and within 12 feet of the fence line
adjacent to the vegetation corridor.

. Equipment used to remove vegetation shall be limited to chainsaws and other

non-mechanized hand tools.

No stockpiling of removed vegetation parts shall occur within the landscaped
areas of the Arcata Sports Complex property except in areas that are both
outside the field of play and within 12 feet of the fence lines adjacent to the
vegetation corridors.

No chipping of cut tree parts shall be performed on the subject properties.

. All debris shall be removed from the sites within two days and disposed of

lawfully at licensed disposal facilities.
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Page 4
September 9, 2021

Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-21-0034

10. The work authorized by this permit must be completed within 60 days of the date
of this permit, which shall become null and void unless extended by the
Executive Director for good cause.

11.The applicant recognizes that the emergency work is considered temporary
unless and until a regular coastal development permit permanently authorizing
the work is approved. A regular permit would be subject to all of the provisions of
the California Coastal Act and may be conditioned accordingly.

12.1n exercising this permit, the applicant agrees to hold the California Coastal
Commission harmless from any liabilities for damage to public or private
properties or personal injury that may result from the project.

13.This permit does not obviate the need to obtain necessary authorizations and/or
permits from other agencies, including but not limited to the California
Department of Fish & Wildlife, U.S. Fish & Wildlife, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, and the California State Lands Commission.

14.Within 90 days of issuance of this Emergency Permit, or as extended by the
Executive Director for good cause, the permittee shall submit, for the review and
approval of the Executive Director, documentation of vegetation management
work performed pursuant to the emergency permit that includes a summary
report and photo-documentation for the authorized emergency work. The
summary report shall include a description of (i) the dates and timing of the
emergency work conducted; (ii) the vegetation pruning or removal work
performed at each specific location within the project area, noting any differences
between locations where work was performed and those proposed in the
emergency permit application; (iii) the total area (in square feet) of wetland and
riparian vegetation affected by the work performed and the total volume (in cubic
yards) of vegetation removed at both the Arcata Sports Complex and within the
Jacoby Creek Gannon Slough Wildlife Area; the BMPs and erosion control
measures employed through the course of the emergency work; (iv) the
location(s) where debris were disposed of; and (v) any handling of and observed
impacts to sensitive, threatened, or endangered plant and animal species that
occurred through the course of the authorized emergency work.

The photo-documentation shall include (a) representative photographs of
locations where vegetation clearing and pruning was performed around the
transmission lines and distribution lines at both the Sports Complex facility and
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Page 5
September 9, 2021

Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-21-0034

within the Jacoby Creek Gannon Slough Wildlife Area and around the footings of
transmission facilities at both locations, and (b) all locations where staging and
stockpiling occurred.

15.Within 90 days of issuance of this Emergency Permit, or as extended by the
Executive Director through correspondence, for good cause, the applicant shall
submit a complete application for one or both of the following: (a) a follow-up
Coastal Development Permit (CDP) that satisfies the requirements of section
13056 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR), or (b) a public
works long-range land use development plan (“Public Works Plan”) that satisfies
the requirements of 14 CCR sections 13350 et seq. The application(s) shall
additionally include a mitigation and monitoring plan to compensate for temporal
and permanent loss of riparian wetland habitat resulting from project activities
and shall specify locations for mitigation where project impacts will occur.

If the Executive Director determines that the follow-up CDP application is
incomplete and requests additional information, the applicant shall submit this
additional information by a certain date, as established by the Executive Director.
If such a follow-up CDP application is withdrawn by the applicant or is denied by
the Commission, or if the follow-up CDP application remains incomplete for a
period of 120 days after the Executive Director informs the applicant that the
application is incomplete, all affected areas restored to their prior condition, after
consultation with CCC staff and consistent with the Coastal Act, within 180 days,
subject to any regulatory approvals necessary for such restoration.

Failure to a) submit a complete follow-up application that complies with Condition 15 above,
or b) remove the emergency development and restore all affected areas to their prior
condition after consultation with CCC staff, and consistent with the Coastal Act (if required
by this Emergency Permit) by the date specified in this Emergency Permit’, or ¢) comply
with all terms and conditions of the required follow-up CDP, including any deadlines
identified therein, or d) remove the emergency-permitted development and restore all
affected areas to their prior condition after consultation with CCC staff and consistent with
the Coastal Act immediately upon denial of the required follow-up CDPZ will constitute a

! In some instances, a permit may also be required for removal.

2 As noted above, in some instances, a permit may also be required for removal.
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Page 6
September 9, 2021
Emergency Permit Number:
G-1-21-0034

knowing and intentional violation of the Coastal Act® and may result in formal enforcement
action by the Commission or the Executive Director. This formal action could include a
recordation of a Notice of Violation on the applicant’s property; the issuance of a Cease and
Desist Order and/or a Restoration Order; imposition of administrative penalties for violations
involving public access; and/or a civil lawsuit, which may result in the imposition of monetary
penalties, including daily penalties of up to $15,000 per violation per day, and other
applicable penalties and other relief pursuant to Chapter 9 of the Coastal Act. Further,
failure to follow all the terms and conditions of this Emergency Permit will constitute a
knowing and intentional Coastal Act violation.

3 The Coastal Act is codified in sections 30000 to 30900 of the California Public Resources Code. All further
section references are to that code, and thus, to the Coastal Act, unless otherwise indicated.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

NORTH COAST DISTRICT OFFICE

1385 EIGHTH STREET, SUITE 130

ARCATA, CALIFORNIA 95521-5967

PH (707) 826-8950 FAX (707) 826-8960
WWW.COASTAL.CA.GOV

September 9, 2021

EMERGENCY PERMIT ACCEPTANCE FORM

TO: CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISISON
North Coast District Office
1385 Eighth Street, Suite 130
Arcata, California 95521-5967

RE: Emergency Permit No. G-1-21-0034

INSTRUCTIONS: After reading the attached Emergency Permit, please sign this form
and return to the North Coast District Office within 15 working days from the permit’s
date.

| hereby understand all of the conditions of the emergency permit being issued to me
and agree to abide by them.

| also understand that the emergency work is TEMPORARY and that a regular Coastal
Development Permit is necessary for any permanent installation. | agree to complete
the regular Coastal Development Permit application within 90 days of the date of the
emergency permit. Finally, | understand that my failure either to:

a) Submit a complete follow-up Coastal Development Permit (CDP) Application
that satisfies the requirements of Section 13056 of Title 14 of the California Code
of Regulations’ by the date specified in this Emergency Permit, which date may
be extended by the Executive Director for good cause, or

b) Restore all affected areas to their prior condition after consultation with
Coastal Commission staff and consistent with the Coastal Act, will constitute a
knowing and intentional violation of the Coastal Act and may result in formal
enforcement action by the Commission or the Executive Director.

! As indicated in Emergency Permit No. G-1-21-0034, the applicant shall submit a complete application
for one or both of the following: (a) a follow-up Coastal Development Permit (CDP) that satisfies the
requirements of section13056 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR), or (b) a public
works long-range land use development plan (“Public Works Plan”) that satisfies the requirements of 14
CCR sections 13350 et seq.
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Page 2
September 9, 2021

Emergency Permit Acceptance Form

G-1-21-0034

This formal action could include a recordation of a Notice of Violation on my property;
the issuance of a Cease and Desist Order and/or Restoration Order; imposition of
administrative penalties for violations involving public access, and/or a civil lawsuit,
which may result in the imposition of monetary penalties, including daily penalties of up
to $15,000 per violation per day, and other applicable penalties and other relief pursuant
to Chapter 9 of the Coastal Act. Further, failure to follow all the terms and conditions of
this Emergency Permit will constitute a knowing and intentional Coastal Act violation.

cc: Commissioners/File

DocuSigned by:

Mesle Keuse

Signature of Permittee or
Authorized Representative

Nicole Reese

Print Name

Sincerely,

John Ainsworth
Executive Director

DocuSigned by:

o

S

7C4?O4?1OQR34DF}
Tamara Gedik

Coastal Program Analyst

2730 Gateway Oaks
Address:__ suite 230

Sacramento, CA
95833

09/10/2021

Date of Signing
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EXHIBIT NO. 10

CDP APPLICATION NO.
1-20-0539 (PG&E)
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EXHIBIT NO. 11

Gedik, Tamara@Coastal CDP APPLICATION NO.
1-20-0539 (PG&E)

From: Kimberly Tays _> Project Comments and
Sent: Monday, June 20, 2022 11:13 AM Applicant’s Responses
To: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

Subject: More Thoughts on 6/17/22 Phone Call

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.

| 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.

| 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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Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

From: Stephanie Mietz _>

Sent: Monday, June 6, 2022 5:00 PM

To: Emily Sinkhorn

Cc: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal; Joe Mateer; Emily Benvie; Loya, David@City of Arcata; Mike Rice; Kraemer,
Melissa@Coastal

Subject: Re: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hello Tamara and all,

| appreciate this discussion about the permit for long term vegetation management by PG&E in the lower Jacoby Creek
watershed and opportunities to mitigate its effects. Thank you, Emily, for outlining some of the project plans that will
be developed in the near term that may be appropriate for this purpose. Not only do we anticipate the creation of
project plans for wetland and riparian mitigation, but these projects could offer the opportunity to increase the
mitigation ratios from 1:1 to at least 3:1.

Best,
Stephanie

On Mon, Jun 6, 2022 at 1:09 PM Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org> wrote:

Hi Tamara —

Thank you again for the productive conversation regarding PG&E’s CDP for vegetation maintenance in the lower Jacoby
Creek watershed. We really appreciate the time Coastal staff dedicated to sharing the history of the permit application
and brainstorming potential next steps.

At this time the City and Land Trust do not have immediate shovel-ready mitigation project opportunities in the
watershed that could be developed in the next month. The City did discuss the spartina removal in Gannon Slough with
PG&E consultants and the City will continue to complete our due diligence to identify if this work could be compatible.

We hope that a condition of approval could be considered for this CDP for PG&E to coordinate closely with the City and
JCLT to explore mitigation opportunities within the lower Jacoby Creek watershed to mitigate for other planned PG&E
work/permits along the Humboldt County. The Land Trust’s Enhancement project has updated habitat mapping with
the lower watershed and is currently evaluating potential projects to develop, several of which are likely to be
identified on City and JCLT properties. We feel with clear communication from PG&E and their consultants on scope
and intention of potential mitigation that we could work together to identify potential mitigation projects to meet
PG&E’s permit needs and implement restoration goals in the Jacoby Creek watershed.
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Thank you,

Emily

Emily Sinkhorn

Environmental Services Director
City of Arcata

736 F Street

Arcata, CA 95521

707-825-2163

www.cityofarcata.org

Pronouns: she, her, hers

From: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2022 11:26 AM

To: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie @cityofarcata.org>; David Loya
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal
<Melissa.Kraemer@coastal.ca.gov>; Stephanie Mietz —>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Emily et al,

Thanks to all of you for your time meeting with us last week to discuss the subject project and the City’s and the Land
Trust’s concerns. Yesterday Melissa Kraemer and | met with PG&E staff and relayed the concerns noted below. We also
forwarded to PG&E the City’'s comments. Our staff have recommended that the hearing for this item be postponed one
month, to the July hearing (scheduled to occur July 13-15) to allow time to address the concerns and issues raised.
PG&E staff are discussing this recommendation and we will inform you once we hear back from them.

3
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In the meantime, we understand that City staff had ideas for potential mitigation opportunities within the watershed
that could occur now, in addition to the ideas for the future restoration projects led by Jacoby Creek Land Trust for
which feasibility studies will commence soon. | understand from my conversation with you in December and as noted
below that there were some discussions with PG&E about possible Spartina mitigation but also outstanding questions
regarding the compatibility of the proposed mitigation with potential grant and deed restrictions. Could you tell me,
were any other potential mitigation sites specifically discussed with PG&E? And could you also share the City’s thoughts
for any other potential mitigation opportunities that are currently available without grant-funding/deed restrictions
within the watershed (and ideally on City-owned lands to ensure ownership authorization)?

Many thanks,

-Tamara

From: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 4:01 PM

To: Gedik, Tamara@ Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie @cityofarcata.org>; Loya, David@City of Arcata
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal
<Melissa.Kraemer@coastal.ca.gov>; Stephanie Mietz <swmietzjclt@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Hi Tamara —

Thank you for the quick reply and offer to meet and discuss. Below is some potential availability:

Tomorrow, Thurs May 26, between 8-10am or 2:30-4pm
Tues, May 31 between 12:30-2:30pm
Wed, June 1 after 10:30am

Thurs, June 2 between 8-11am

Thank you for sharing the kmz file and key items to read further in the staff report. The City has certainly been made
aware of the proposed project, though | think the scale of the project and its impacts had not been clearly
communicated or understood from the scope of the emergency permit.
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| look forward to meeting soon. Jacoby Creek Land Trust may also be interested in joining as they hold an easement on
City property along Campbell Creek.

Best,

Emily

Emily Sinkhorn

Environmental Services Director
City of Arcata

736 F Street

Arcata, CA 95521

707-825-2163

www.cityofarcata.org

Pronouns: she, her, hers

From: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 1:48 PM

To: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@citvofarcata.org>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie @cityofarcata.org>; David Loya
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal
<Melissa.Kraemer@coastal.ca.gov>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Emily,
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Thank you for your feedback and documents. And, | apologize for the confusion- we did receive evidence from PG&E
that they had notified the City about the project application for a long-term programmatic permit in September 2020
(attached), but | didn’t realize that PG&E hadn’t been corresponding in more detail with the City about its plans, or that
my communication about the project scope was unclear when we last spoke about this project in December.

| think it would be great to meet to discuss the City’s questions and concerns further. Are there particular days/times
that work better for City staff?

I’'m also attaching a Google Earth file that PG&E provided as part of its emergency permit application last year that
shows the locations of the vegetation clearing activities that occurred previously and that are anticipated to continue
to occur under the proposed programmatic permit. You should be able to double-click the file to open and zoom to any
of the vegetation clearing points. Clicking on any of the numbered points will open up a pop-up window specifying the
work proposed at that location. Additionally, I've attached the estimated work scope that is also included in Exhibit 3 of
the staff report. Please let me know if there are any other documents you’d like to receive in advance of meeting.

I've also copied our District Manager Melissa Kraemer to keep her in the loop. Once | hear back on the City’s preferred
availability I'll outreach with our staff to coordinate a meeting and | can also send along a Zoom invite.

Thank you again Emily,

~Tamawra L. Gedik
Supervising Analyst
California Coastal Commission

1385 8th Street, Suite 130, Arcata, CA 95521
Phone: (707) 826-8950, extension 4 (currently teleworking; voice mail only)

Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov

~To purchase a whale tail license plate or access Coastal Commission information, go to www.coastal ca.gov

Please note that public counter hours for all Commission offices are currently suspended until
further notice in light of the coronavirus. However, in order to provide the public with continuity of
service while protecting both you and our employees, the Commission remains open for
business. The best way to contact me is by email. In addition to the regular means of mailing
documents (please, no UPS or FEDEX at this time) as required by the regulations or statute,
please make sure that you also send a copy of all correspondence or other documents
electronically to me via email.
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From: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 12:17 PM

To: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie@cityofarcata.org>; Loya, David@City of Arcata
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Hello Tamara —

Thank you for the notice of the staff report for the consolidated coastal development permit for ongoing PG&E
vegetation management activities on City of Arcata property along the Arcata Sports Complex and Gannon Slough area.
The City agreed to consolidate CDP requirements within our jurisdictional area with the California Coastal Commission
through a letter sent June 4, 2021 (see attached file Lttr 2021 06 04). In the letter we requested a copy of the planned
scope of work from PG&E and Coastal Commission so that the City could evaluate the project and reserve our ability to
make recommendations. The City was in support for an emergency permit to PG&E (also attached) for a scope limited
to the removal of 3 trees, trimming of 51 trees and removal of 29 brush units (see attached PGE consolidate request
letter). The City then provided an authorization letter (attached 12.21.21 file) for PG&E to conduct work at the Sports
Complex as PGE did not have an easement in this location with the understanding that the scope of work was the same
as previously communicated (removal of 3 trees, trimming of 51 trees and removal of 29 brush units).

In reviewing this past correspondence we do not believe the City was provided information or notice by either the
Coastal Commission or PGE on the full Project Description/scope of work of the consolidated CDP. The proposed
repeated clearing over a 10-year period of 4.78 acres of wetland and riparian ESHA and removal of 61 treesis a
drastically larger scope than previously communicated to the City (see attached PGE consolidate request letter 5.26.21)
and may have negative implications for habitat along Campbell Creek and Gannon Slough.

We did have correspondence in February with a PGE consultant focused solely on logistics for potential spartina
mitigation at lower Gannon Slough. The City was asked if there were collaboration opportunities for spartina removal
for PGE mitigation; however, the City was not informed that his potential mitigation was tied to this consolidated CDP.
The City began research to identify if spartina removal would be compatible with deed and grant restrictions for the
property and then communication ceased.

The City is in support of working with PGE for vegetation maintenance work; however, the City (as property owner and
jurisdictional partner) was not provided an opportunity to evaluate or help shape the larger scope of the consolidated
CDP and its proposed mitigation. Additionally, the project as proposed could be in direct conflict with grant and deed
restrictions on these City of Arcata properties as multiple acquisition and restoration grants have assisted in improving
habitat along these riparian corridors.
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Please let us know if there may be an opportunity to discuss this project ahead of the June 10 hearing.

Thank you,

Emily

Emily Sinkhorn

Environmental Services Director
City of Arcata

736 F Street

Arcata, CA 95521

707-825-2163

www.cityofarcata.org

Pronouns: she, her, hers

From: David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>

Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 8:33 AM

To: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>; Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Sinkhorn
<esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Cc: Mike Rice <mrice@cityofarcata.org>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Thanks, Tamara.

David Loya (him)

Community Development Director

City of Arcata
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Greetings All,

You likely recall that we have been working on processing a consolidated coastal development permit for ongoing
vegetation management activities that PG&E proposes to undertake for a 10-year term at the Arcata Sports Complex,
Little League Fields, and continuing south until just before Bayside Cutoff. The permit also includes follow-up
authorization for the emergency permits the Commission authorized for similar vegetation maintenance work in 2020
and 2021.

The hearing notice for this project was mailed to you today and is also attached. You can view the staff report and
supporting documents on the Commission’s website at www.coastal.ca.gov/mtgcurr.html. Click on the Friday tab and
scroll down to agenda item 8a. Additionally, the direct links to the report materials are as follows:

¢ Report: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-report.pdf
e Exhibits: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-exhibits.pdf
¢ Appendices: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-appendix.pdf

You can also view other documents PG&E has provided for our review on our ftp site using the following access
instructions:

-Go to: http://ftp.coastal.ca.gov

-Click on “General Public”

-Log in: user name — public; password — ocean03

-File: “PG&E - Arcata Vegetation Mgmt.”

If you would like to receive any additional project materials, please let me know, and please don’t hesitate to contact
me if you have any questions.
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Sincerely,
-Tamara

~Tamawra L. Gedik
Supervising Analyst
California Coastal Commission

1385 8th Street, Suite 130, Arcata, CA 95521
Phone: (707) 826-8950, extension 4 (currently teleworking; voice mail only)

Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov

~To purchase a whale tail license plate or access Coastal Commission information, go to www.coastal.ca.gov

Please note that public counter hours for all Commission offices are currently suspended until
further notice in light of the coronavirus. However, in order to provide the public with continuity of
service while protecting both you and our employees, the Commission remains open for
business. The best way to contact me is by email. In addition to the regular means of mailing
documents (please, no UPS or FEDEX at this time) as required by the regulations or statute,
please make sure that you also send a copy of all correspondence or other documents
electronically to me via email.

Stephanie Mietz
Executive Director
Jacoby Creek Land Trust
www.jclandtrust.org
(707) 822-0900

Pronouns: She, her, hers
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Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

From: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Sent: Monday, June 6, 2022 1:09 PM

To: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

Cc: Joe Mateer; Emily Benvie; Loya, David@City of Arcata; Mike Rice; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal;
Stephanie Mietz

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Hi Tamara —

Thank you again for the productive conversation regarding PG&E’s CDP for vegetation maintenance in the lower Jacoby
Creek watershed. We really appreciate the time Coastal staff dedicated to sharing the history of the permit application
and brainstorming potential next steps.

At this time the City and Land Trust do not have immediate shovel-ready mitigation project opportunities in the
watershed that could be developed in the next month. The City did discuss the spartina removal in Gannon Slough with
PG&E consultants and the City will continue to complete our due diligence to identify if this work could be compatible.

We hope that a condition of approval could be considered for this CDP for PG&E to coordinate closely with the City and
JCLT to explore mitigation opportunities within the lower Jacoby Creek watershed to mitigate for other planned PG&E
work/permits along the Humboldt County. The Land Trust’s Enhancement project has updated habitat mapping with the
lower watershed and is currently evaluating potential projects to develop, several of which are likely to be identified on
City and JCLT properties. We feel with clear communication from PG&E and their consultants on scope and intention of
potential mitigation that we could work together to identify potential mitigation projects to meet PG&E’s permit needs
and implement restoration goals in the Jacoby Creek watershed.

Thank you,
Emily

Emily Sinkhorn

Environmental Services Director
City of Arcata

736 F Street

Arcata, CA 95521

707-825-2163
www.cityofarcata.org
Pronouns: she, her, hers

From: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2022 11:26 AM

To: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie@cityofarcata.org>; David Loya
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice@cityofarcata.org>; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal
<Melissa.Kraemer@coastal.ca.gov>; Stephanie Mietz <swmietzjclt@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Emily et al,

Thanks to all of you for your time meeting with us last week to discuss the subject project and the City’s and the Land
Trust’s concerns. Yesterday Melissa Kraemer and | met with PG&E staff and relayed the concerns noted below. We also
forwarded to PG&E the City’s comments. Our staff have recommended that the hearing for this item be postponed one
month, to the July hearing (scheduled to occur July 13-15) to allow time to address the concerns and issues raised. PG&E
staff are discussing this recommendation and we will inform you once we hear back from them.

In the meantime, we understand that City staff had ideas for potential mitigation opportunities within the watershed
that could occur now, in addition to the ideas for the future restoration projects led by Jacoby Creek Land Trust for
which feasibility studies will commence soon. | understand from my conversation with you in December and as noted
below that there were some discussions with PG&E about possible Spartina mitigation but also outstanding questions
regarding the compatibility of the proposed mitigation with potential grant and deed restrictions. Could you tell me,
were any other potential mitigation sites specifically discussed with PG&E? And could you also share the City’s thoughts
for any other potential mitigation opportunities that are currently available without grant-funding/deed restrictions
within the watershed (and ideally on City-owned lands to ensure ownership authorization)?

Many thanks,
-Tamara

From: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 4:01 PM

To: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie @cityofarcata.org>; Loya, David@City of Arcata
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal
<Melissa.Kraemer@coastal.ca.gov>; Stephanie Mietz <swmietzjclt@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Hi Tamara —
Thank you for the quick reply and offer to meet and discuss. Below is some potential availability:

Tomorrow, Thurs May 26, between 8-10am or 2:30-4pm
Tues, May 31 between 12:30-2:30pm

Wed, June 1 after 10:30am

Thurs, June 2 between 8-11am

Thank you for sharing the kmz file and key items to read further in the staff report. The City has certainly been made
aware of the proposed project, though | think the scale of the project and its impacts had not been clearly
communicated or understood from the scope of the emergency permit.

| look forward to meeting soon. Jacoby Creek Land Trust may also be interested in joining as they hold an easement on
City property along Campbell Creek.

Best,
Emily
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Emily Sinkhorn

Environmental Services Director
City of Arcata

736 F Street

Arcata, CA 95521

707-825-2163
www.cityofarcata.org
Pronouns: she, her, hers

From: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 1:48 PM

To: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie @cityofarcata.org>; David Loya
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal
<Melissa.Kraemer@coastal.ca.gov>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Emily,

Thank you for your feedback and documents. And, | apologize for the confusion- we did receive evidence from PG&E
that they had notified the City about the project application for a long-term programmatic permit in September 2020
(attached), but | didn’t realize that PG&E hadn’t been corresponding in more detail with the City about its plans, or that
my communication about the project scope was unclear when we last spoke about this project in December.

| think it would be great to meet to discuss the City’s questions and concerns further. Are there particular days/times
that work better for City staff?

I’'m also attaching a Google Earth file that PG&E provided as part of its emergency permit application last year that
shows the locations of the vegetation clearing activities that occurred previously and that are anticipated to continue to
occur under the proposed programmatic permit. You should be able to double-click the file to open and zoom to any of
the vegetation clearing points. Clicking on any of the numbered points will open up a pop-up window specifying the
work proposed at that location. Additionally, I've attached the estimated work scope that is also included in Exhibit 3 of
the staff report. Please let me know if there are any other documents you’d like to receive in advance of meeting.

I've also copied our District Manager Melissa Kraemer to keep her in the loop. Once | hear back on the City’s preferred
availability I'll outreach with our staff to coordinate a meeting and | can also send along a Zoom invite.

Thank you again Emily,

~Tamawra L. Gedik
Supervising Analyst
California Coastal Commission

1385 8th Street, Suite 130, Arcata, CA 95521
Phone: (707) 826-8950, extension 4 (currently teleworking; voice mail only)
Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.qov
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~To purchase a whale tail license plate or access Coastal Commission information, go fo www.coastal.ca.gov

Please note that public counter hours for all Commission offices are currently suspended until
further notice in light of the coronavirus. However, in order to provide the public with continuity of
service while protecting both you and our employees, the Commission remains open for business.
The best way to contact me is by email. In addition to the regular means of mailing documents
(please, no UPS or FEDEX at this time) as required by the regulations or statute, please make
sure that you also send a copy of all correspondence or other documents electronically to me via
email.

From: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 12:17 PM

To: Gedik, Tamara@ Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie @cityofarcata.org>; Loya, David@City of Arcata
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Hello Tamara —

Thank you for the notice of the staff report for the consolidated coastal development permit for ongoing PG&E
vegetation management activities on City of Arcata property along the Arcata Sports Complex and Gannon Slough area.
The City agreed to consolidate CDP requirements within our jurisdictional area with the California Coastal Commission
through a letter sent June 4, 2021 (see attached file Lttr 2021 06 04). In the letter we requested a copy of the planned
scope of work from PG&E and Coastal Commission so that the City could evaluate the project and reserve our ability to
make recommendations. The City was in support for an emergency permit to PG&E (also attached) for a scope limited to
the removal of 3 trees, trimming of 51 trees and removal of 29 brush units (see attached PGE consolidate request letter).
The City then provided an authorization letter (attached 12.21.21 file) for PG&E to conduct work at the Sports Complex
as PGE did not have an easement in this location with the understanding that the scope of work was the same as
previously communicated (removal of 3 trees, trimming of 51 trees and removal of 29 brush units).

In reviewing this past correspondence we do not believe the City was provided information or notice by either the
Coastal Commission or PGE on the full Project Description/scope of work of the consolidated CDP. The proposed
repeated clearing over a 10-year period of 4.78 acres of wetland and riparian ESHA and removal of 61 treesis a
drastically larger scope than previously communicated to the City (see attached PGE consolidate request letter 5.26.21)
and may have negative implications for habitat along Campbell Creek and Gannon Slough.

We did have correspondence in February with a PGE consultant focused solely on logistics for potential spartina
mitigation at lower Gannon Slough. The City was asked if there were collaboration opportunities for spartina removal for
PGE mitigation; however, the City was not informed that his potential mitigation was tied to this consolidated CDP. The
City began research to identify if spartina removal would be compatible with deed and grant restrictions for the
property and then communication ceased.

The City is in support of working with PGE for vegetation maintenance work; however, the City (as property owner and
jurisdictional partner) was not provided an opportunity to evaluate or help shape the larger scope of the consolidated
CDP and its proposed mitigation. Additionally, the project as proposed could be in direct conflict with grant and deed
restrictions on these City of Arcata properties as multiple acquisition and restoration grants have assisted in improving
habitat along these riparian corridors.

Please let us know if there may be an opportunity to discuss this project ahead of the June 10 hearing.
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From: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Sent: Friday, May 20, 2022 9:33 PM

To: Joe Mateer <jmateer@citvofarcata.org>; Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: David Loya <dlova@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice@cityofarcata.org>

Subject: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Greetings All,

You likely recall that we have been working on processing a consolidated coastal development permit for ongoing
vegetation management activities that PG&E proposes to undertake for a 10-year term at the Arcata Sports Complex,
Little League Fields, and continuing south until just before Bayside Cutoff. The permit also includes follow-up
authorization for the emergency permits the Commission authorized for similar vegetation maintenance work in 2020
and 2021.

The hearing notice for this project was mailed to you today and is also attached. You can view the staff report and
supporting documents on the Commission’s website at www.coastal.ca.gov/mtgcurr.html. Click on the Friday tab and
scroll down to agenda item 8a. Additionally, the direct links to the report materials are as follows:

e Report: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-report.pdf

e Exhibits: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-exhibits.pdf

e Appendices: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-appendix.pdf

You can also view other documents PG&E has provided for our review on our ftp site using the following access
instructions:

-Go to: http://ftp.coastal.ca.gov

-Click on “General Public”
-Log in: user name — public; password — ocean03
-File: “PG&E - Arcata Vegetation Mgmt.”

If you would like to receive any additional project materials, please let me know, and please don’t hesitate to contact me
if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
-Tamara
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~Tamaraw L. Gedik
Supervising Analyst
California Coastal Commission

1385 8th Street, Suite 130, Arcata, CA 95521
Phone: (707) 826-8950, extension 4 (currently teleworking; voice mail only)
Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.qov

~To purchase a whale tail license plate or access Coastal Commission information, go to www.coastal ca.gov

Please note that public counter hours for all Commission offices are currently suspended until
further notice in light of the coronavirus. However, in order to provide the public with continuity of
service while protecting both you and our employees, the Commission remains open for business.
The best way to contact me is by email. In addition to the regular means of mailing documents
(please, no UPS or FEDEX at this time) as required by the regulations or statute, please make
sure that you also send a copy of all correspondence or other documents electronically to me via
email.
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Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

From: Goldie, Brittney <BAGM@pge.com>

Sent: Monday, June 6, 2022 12:37 PM

To: Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal; Gedik, Tamara@Coastal
Cc: Walker, Valerie

Subject: PG&E- Arcata Ball Fields Meeting Follow Up
Attachments: FW: City of Arcata mitigation trees

Importance: High

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hi There Tamara and Melissa,

| checked in with our mitigation team on the corresponded with the City of Arcata in which the below response reflects
our diligence in working with the City of Arcata and additional agencies for this project. Given our extensive outreach
this should be sufficient to clear the concerns of the City that were recently raised.

The City of Arcata was emailed to inquire about lands for mitigation in December of 2020 (specifically to Julie
Neander on 12/8/2020). Julie passed me on to Mike Rice in January of 2021, and via email Mike passed me along
to Emily Benvie in late January 2021. Emily’s email specifically stated that “at this time we don’t have specific
locations to compensate for the entire impacted area of 4.21 acres (or 135 trees). | think in the future the City
would be interested in partnering, as we may have some planting opportunities coming up within the next couple
of years, but in the immediate present we don’t have a big need.” We did later pursue wetland mitigation with
the City of Arcata and Redwood Community Action Agency (RCAA), on Spartina treatments; however, this line of
mitigation was later denied by the Coastal Commission.

In addition to the City of Arcata, we also reached out to McKinleyille Community Services District, but that
mitigation plan had complications between their permitting and funding and our needs. We also spoke with
Mike Cipra at Friends of the Dunes, Mary Burke at CalTrout, Andrea Pickhart at the Lanphere Dunes Unit of the
Humboldt Bay National Wildlife Refuge, and further discussed options with Susannah Ferson at RCAA.

During our field site meetings at the Arcata Ballfields complex and Cock Robin Island (CRI) with the Coastal
Commission, CDFW, and Samara Restoration (in early February) we all agreed that CRI provided the most
contiguous acreage and restoration need that had been proposed to date. At that time the discussion was
around the Habitat Mitigation Plan and how to meet the restoration needs of CRI, CDFW, and the mitigation
requirements of the Coastal Commission and the Ballfields work. Laurie Koteen and Tamara (both from the
Coastal Commission) were in email exchanges with us, after the field site meeting, to discuss the planting pallet
and restoration planning (will forward that exchange). At this time we agreed to pursue writing the Habitat
Mitigation Plan, and the draft version was sent to Tamara on Tuesday, May 31,

Our team is not able to provide location information for the exact trees that will require removal over the next ten years
as this is dependent on many factors that require inspections each year to determine such as growth and defects. It may
be helpful to understand the 40 trees is an estimate based off polygons of vegetation that have been identified in the
areas included in the application. Each year those polygons will be reviewed by our inspection team that is made up of
certified arborists who will be identifying work that is needed each year under the CPUC current thresholds of
maintaining vegetation around our powerlines. While the polygons identify the expected area of which trees may be
identified as hazards to our lines we are not able to definitely confirm the exact tree.
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From: Stephanie Martin

To: Goldie, Brittney

Cc: McKay, Jordan

Subject: FW: City of Arcata mitigation trees
Date: Thursday, June 2, 2022 8:22:46 AM

*x&%XCAUTION: This email was sent from an EXTERNAL source. Think before clicking links
or opening attachments, *****

Brittney-

See below for the decline to participate by the City of Arcata.

| will respond to your other questions shortly.

The treatment of the slough (owned by the City) was declined as a potential mitigation site by the
Coastal Commission.

Stephanie

From: Emily Benvie <ebenvie@cityofarcata.org>

Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2021 10:26 AM

To: Stephanie Martin <smartin@ncrm.com>; Mike Rice <mrice@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Subject: Re: City of Arcata mitigation trees

Sounds great, thanks Stephanie. A couple other entities that might be worthwhile to reach out
to for the current mitigation needs could be the Jacoby Creek Land Trust or North Coast
Regional Land Trust

Emily Benvie (she/her)

Environmental Programs Manager

City of Arcata - Environmental Services
736 F Street Arcata, CA 95521

office: (707) 825-2102

cell: (774)-218-6991

ebenvie@citvofarcata.org

Due to COVID 19, the City has implemented measures to limit in-person contact. We
still strive to provide the full range of city services by phone, email, and web-based

services. Since this is an evolving situation, please visit the City’s COVID-19 website for
updates.
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Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

From: Stanley Binnie _>

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2022 3:24 PM
To: NorthCoast@Coastal
Subject: Public Comment on June 2022 Agenda ltem Friday 8a - Application No. 1-20-0539 (Pacific Gas

This is an addendum to my public comment submitted yesterday, June 1, 2022, via my husband’s iPad and icloud
account. Kimberly Tays

Dear Commissioners,

My apologies for not submitting these comments yesterday, but today | had some additional thoughts on the above
agenda item.

1) Issuing a permit for ten-years in such a sensitive environment seems like an extremely long time when the vegetation
removal activities could cause irreparable harm to the Campbell Creek ESHA.

2) A Coastal Commission biologist or a biologist mutually selected by the Coastal Commission and PG&E should conduct
a biological assessment every couple years to insure that the vegetation removal activities being done by PG&E are not
causing irreparable harm to the Campbell Creek ESHA.

3) If a Coastal Commission biologist or a qualified biologist (selected by both parties) determines that severe or
irreparable harm is being caused to the Campbell Creek site, then PG&E should be required to halt any further
vegetation removal work and submit a new permit application that entails less damaging/harmful impacts to the
Campbell Creek ESHA.

Because of the advances in science and fast-changing impacts from Climate Change, it does not seem prudent to issue a
permit such as this for ten years without periodic biological assessments to insure that PG&E is abiding by the conditions
of the permit.

Please do not allow PG&E to work in the Campbell Creek ESHA without stricter permit parameters and conditions. | fear,
without regular biological assessments by a Coastal Commission biologist or a mutually-selected biologist, the conditions
of the permit will not be adhered to and after ten years of ongoing vegetation removal activities (that have not been
assessed by a neutral party) PG&E will have caused permanent and irreparable harm to the Campbell Creek site.

Sincerely,
Kimberly Tays

Resident of Arcata

Sent from my iPad
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Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

From: Stanley Binnie _>

Sent: Wednesday, June 1, 2022 12:56 PM
To: NorthCoast@Coastal
Subject: Public Comment on June 2022 Agenda ltem Friday 8a - Application No. 1-20-0539 (Pacific Gas

NOTE: My public comment is being sent from my husband’s iPad and icloud account, because my keyboard is not
working. Kimberly Tays

Dear Commissioners:

| am writing this public comment to oppose staff's recommendations and conditions put forth in the staff report for the
above agenda item.

In February of 2019, | submitted a written complaint to a Coastal Commission staff member in the Arcata office about
vegetation removal that was done adjacent to the Samoa Blvd. on-ramp to Hwy 101. The cutting done in that area was
severe and seemed to be completely unnecessary, as much of the vegetation cut to the ground was low-growing and
was not interfering with the electrical lines. | suspected PG&E was responsible for the cutting, but | did not understand
why the work needed to be done in such a destructive and insensitive manner.

| did not realize, until reading the staff report for the upcoming June Coastal Commission meeting, the extent of this
area’s importance. | had no idea this narrow stretch of wetlands was part of a larger complex of an environmentally
sensitive habitat area called the Jacoby Creek-Gannon Slough Wildlife Area. | had no idea that 1) the “Lower Campbell
Creek enters Gannon Slough, that 2) “Campbell Creek has historically supported anadromous fish rearing habitat,” that
3) “Campbell Creek and Gannon Slough both support well-established riparian corridors,” that the area is 4) “situated
along the Pacific Flyway as a part of the major migratory corridor for thousands of birds traveling between California,
Mexico and Central and South America and provides nesting and roosting habitat for several species of birds,” and that
the area 5) “supports wildlife species such as northern red-legged frogs, gray foxes, raccoon, and striped skunk.” [Staff
report, pages 23-24—emphasis added.]

| also did not realize the tremendous importance of areas such as this until | read the following statements in the staff
report:

“Riparian and freshwater vegetation communities are among California’s most sensitive habitats due to their high
level of productivity, biodiversity, importance as migration corridors, and limited geographic distribution. Historically,
these habitat types have been heavily degraded as a result of stream alteration, vegetation clearing, floodplain
development and the draining and filling of wetlands.”

The coastal streams, sloughs and wetland in and around ... Jacoby Creek-Gannon Slough Wildlife Area additionally
provide habitats suitable for various rare and sensitive species, including ... northern red-legged frog (Rana aurora
aurora), which has been observed in freshwater habitats throughout the project area. Although the applicant’s
biological resource assessments did not include avian surveys, the riparian and wetland habitats at the project work
sites were determined suitable habitat for nesting birds. Birds using the project site may include sensitive species
such as raptors and other species protected under Fish and Game Code sections 3503 and 3503.5.” [Staff report,
pages 24-25—emphasis added.]

The bolded language above is profound. And that is why it is so important for the Coastal Commission to do everything
in its power to protect the last remaining coastal wetlands in California, since so few of them are still in tact. PG&E
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should be required to come up with a less damaging alternative to the proposed project set forth in this

application. Commissioners should directly ask PG&E why such an intensive and damaging manner of vegetation
removal is necessary, especially when they are proposing to even cut down low-growing vegetation within 6 inches of
the ground. It seems excessive to allow PG&E to cut down vegetation that is not interfering with their electrical lines.

In addition to a less damaging alternative for vegetation removal, PG&E should not be allowed a 1:1 mitigation ratio, as
it appears that PG&E is being held to a different standard than others when it comes to protection of California’s
wetlands/ESHAs.

The staff report says: “The Commission has typically required mitigation at a 3:1 ratio (acres of restored habitat to
each acre of impacted habitat) for permanent impacts to sensitive habitat areas containing habitat that support state
or federally listed rare, threatened, or endangered, species of special concern, or riparian or wetland habitat .... The
traditional 3:1 mitigation ratio applies to habitat restoration or creation. Established mitigation ratios for habitat
restoration or replacement are important because: (1) in most cases there is a time gap with a loss of ecosystem
function between the direct, indirect, or cumulative impacts to, or removal of, the respective habitat, and 2) there is

uncertainty that habitat creation or restoration will be entirely successful.” [Staff report, pages 28-29, emphasis
added.]

While | wholly support restoration activities at the Cock Robin Island Unit of the Eel River Wildlife Area in Lolita, | do not
support a 1:1 mitigation ratio for PG&E under this project, as it appears that PG&E is being given preferential treatment
to harm and/or damage our coastal resources and ESHAs.

Another troubling aspect of the proposed 1:1 mitigation ratio is that the Lolita mitigation site is located 25 miles
southwest of the Arcata project site. This disregards the importance of protecting wetlands/ESHA in the Arcata vicinity,
along with the visual resources for those of us who enjoy seeing this natural habitat in an otherwise heavily altered,
man-made environment.

PG&E should be required to fulfill a 3:1 mitigation ratio for this proposed project, due to the extensive damage it will
cause for the next 10 years. If PG&E is permitted to remove 61 trees, they should be required to replant the area with
native shrubs and other low-growing vegetation that will not interfere with their electrical lines. If the Campbell Creek
site is permitted to be managed in such an intensive and harmful way, the effects could be deleterious for the greater
wetland complex in that area and compromise the habitat values for a variety of different plants, animals, migrating
birds, raptors and other protected species—some of them sensitive, vulnerable and imperiled.

California’s coastal wetland environments are already so fragmented and compromised. That is why it is so important
that PG&E be required to conduct 3:1 mitigation activities at the Campbell Creek Wetlands Riparian Site, as well as Cock
Robin Island Unit of the Eel River Wildlife Area, in order to offset the harm and damage that will be done to this sensitive
environment.

In addition to planting native shrubs and other low-growing native vegetation to offset the damage from removing so
many trees, | would like Commissioners to incorporate removal of English ivy into its mitigation activities for the
Campbell Creek area, as ivy is growing in that area now, and its highly invasive nature is detrimental to the health of the
remaining trees, shrubs, and other understory vegetation and wildlife habitat.

Commissioners, please deny PG&E’s project, as proposed, and ask the company to come back with a less damaging and
impactful vegetation removal plan for this sensitive wetland area and request a 3:1 mitigation ratio to help offset the
damage and harm that would be done to the Campbell Creek Wetlands Riparian Site over the next 10 years.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Tays
Resident of Arcata
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Sent from my iPad

24

Page 26 of 41



Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

From: Kimberly Tays <_>

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 1:43 PM
To: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal
Subject: PG&E CDP 1-20-0539

Hi Tamara,

| just read the staff report re the above project near the Arcata Sports Complex and Jacoby Creek in Arcata.

| am disturbed by the amount of vegetation and the nature of what is proposed to be removed, especially the number of
trees.

Back in 2019, | complained to Josh Levine about the severe nature of the vegetation removal in that same wetland area,
as it appeared that much of the veg that was hacked down did not even interfere with the power lines. The area looked
devastated afterwards—as if no thought whatsoever was given to the nature of the setting. For example, why did the
willows and other low growing vegetation need to be cut down when they were not a threat to overhead power lines. It
looked like such overkill to me and that it unnecessarily damaged a lot of wetland habitat.

Considering the highly sensitive nature of these wetlands, it seems a more sensitive and selective approach to
vegetation removal should be required by the CCC.

Did you or other CCC staff push for alternatives to PGE’s standard approach to veg removal? Did you or anyone else
insist that a less impactful, less destructive manner of veg removal be done here? It just seems that when so many
species of plants and animals will be impacted, including migratory birds along the Pacific Flyway, that there should be
stricter standards of veg removal to protect ESHAs along PGE easements.

Again, | feel the veg cutting proposed here seems excessive, insensitive and unnecessary. It appears that PGE uses a
“one size fits all” approach to veg maintenance when feasible alternatives could be used to better protect ESHA.

Also, the 1:1 mitigation ratio does not seem fair when the staff report says the CCC typically requires a 3:1 ratio.

Why should this ESHA be treated as any less important than others, especially when the staff report states: “Riparian
and freshwater vegetation communities are among California’s most sensitive habitats due to their high level of
productivity, biodiversity, importance as migration corridors, and limited geographic distribution. Historically, these
habitat types have been heavily degraded as a result of stream alteration, vegetation clearing, floodplain development
and the draining and filling of wetlands.”

The development pressures are getting worse and worse and the environment is in peril because humans are
demanding more and more from it and not respecting these last bits of unique environments that are supposed to be
protected but really aren’t because there are always an EXCEPTIONS to the protections. We have to change our
business as usual approach to these projects or the last remaining remnants of these pocket wetlands will be destroyed
too.

Would you have time to discuss my concerns on the phone? | plan to submit my written comments but would like to
talk to you or someone else about this project.

Thank you, Kim Tays
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Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

From: Stephanie Mietz _>

Sent: Friday, May 27, 2022 1:38 PM

To: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal

Cc: Joe Mateer; Emily Benvie; Loya, David@City of Arcata; Mike Rice; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal; Emily
Sinkhorn

Subject: Re: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Hello Tamara,
Thank you for the opportunity to meet via Zoom with everyone yesterday to discuss this project history.

Upon further reflection | remembered a call | received some time ago about potential mitigation projects on Jacoby
Creek Land Trust properties. The caller identified himself as a consultant and would not disclose the name of his client,
which | understand, but not knowing the context of the project including the geographic location of the project in the
watershed, the impact to a JCLT easement, and the regulatory requirements to complete the mitigation, | did not

fully explore the potential benefits to all parties. Without this information, it was not clear that this type of mitigation
project would not violate grant deed restrictions on JCLT properties, all of which were purchased with public funding
from the State of California. JCLT receives periodic requests for resource use by members of the public that often fall
outside the scope of public benefit and / or would violate the grant deed restrictions; these are criteria we must
evaluate. | was unable to make this determination, despite my inquiries to the consultant. It was a gross
miscommunication. It's also possible that this call was unrelated to this project and PG&E.

Had | understood at that time that the mitigation was required for work on public city property upon which Jacoby Creek
Land Trust holds an open space easement "for wetlands and restoration areas ...permitted uses within...shall be limited
to nature study, wildlife and fisheries management, routine maintenance, and passive recreation," | am certain we could
have developed a suitable mitigation project with our partners. As | mentioned yesterday, JCLT's Project, the Jacoby
Creek Waters Sustainability and Anadromous Fish Habitat Enhancement Feasibility Study, will result in a number of
potential suitable mitigation projects. Data collection is now complete and we will be developing the project plans this
summer and fall. Now is an ideal time to collaborate on plans and we ask that future mitigation within the Jacoby Creek
watershed be included as a condition of approval for this programmatic permit.

| appreciate your openness to exploring options that will support all parties' goals and requirements.
Best,

Stephanie

Stephanie Mietz

Executive Director

Jacoby Creek Land Trust

www.jclandtrust.org

(707) 822-0900
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Pronouns: She, her, hers

On Wed, May 25, 2022 at 4:01 PM Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org> wrote:

Hi Tamara —

Thank you for the quick reply and offer to meet and discuss. Below is some potential availability:

Tomorrow, Thurs May 26, between 8-10am or 2:30-4pm
Tues, May 31 between 12:30-2:30pm
Wed, June 1 after 10:30am

Thurs, June 2 between 8-11am

Thank you for sharing the kmz file and key items to read further in the staff report. The City has certainly been made
aware of the proposed project, though | think the scale of the project and its impacts had not been clearly
communicated or understood from the scope of the emergency permit.

| look forward to meeting soon. Jacoby Creek Land Trust may also be interested in joining as they hold an easement on
City property along Campbell Creek.

Best,

Emily

Emily Sinkhorn
Environmental Services Director
City of Arcata

736 F Street
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Arcata, CA 95521

707-825-2163

www.cityofarcata.org

Pronouns: she, her, hers

From: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 1:48 PM

To: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@citvofarcata.org>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie @cityofarcata.org>; David Loya
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>; Kraemer, Melissa@Coastal
<Melissa.Kraemer@coastal.ca.gov>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Emily,

Thank you for your feedback and documents. And, | apologize for the confusion- we did receive evidence from PG&E
that they had notified the City about the project application for a long-term programmatic permit in September 2020
(attached), but | didn’t realize that PG&E hadn’t been corresponding in more detail with the City about its plans, or that
my communication about the project scope was unclear when we last spoke about this project in December.

| think it would be great to meet to discuss the City’s questions and concerns further. Are there particular days/times
that work better for City staff?

I’'m also attaching a Google Earth file that PG&E provided as part of its emergency permit application last year that
shows the locations of the vegetation clearing activities that occurred previously and that are anticipated to continue
to occur under the proposed programmatic permit. You should be able to double-click the file to open and zoom to any
of the vegetation clearing points. Clicking on any of the numbered points will open up a pop-up window specifying the
work proposed at that location. Additionally, I've attached the estimated work scope that is also included in Exhibit 3 of
the staff report. Please let me know if there are any other documents you’d like to receive in advance of meeting.

I've also copied our District Manager Melissa Kraemer to keep her in the loop. Once | hear back on the City’s preferred
availability I'll outreach with our staff to coordinate a meeting and | can also send along a Zoom invite.
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Thank you again Emily,

~Tamawra L. Gedik
Supervising Analyst
California Coastal Commission

1385 8th Street, Suite 130, Arcata, CA 95521
Phone: (707) 826-8950, extension 4 (currently teleworking; voice mail only)

Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov

~To purchase a whale tail license plate or access Coastal Commission information, go to www.coastal.ca.gov

Please note that public counter hours for all Commission offices are currently suspended until
further notice in light of the coronavirus. However, in order to provide the public with continuity of
service while protecting both you and our employees, the Commission remains open for
business. The best way to contact me is by email. In addition to the regular means of mailing
documents (please, no UPS or FEDEX at this time) as required by the regulations or statute,
please make sure that you also send a copy of all correspondence or other documents
electronically to me via email.

From: Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 12:17 PM

To: Gedik, Tamara@ Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Cc: Joe Mateer <jmateer@cityofarcata.org>; Emily Benvie <ebenvie @cityofarcata.org>; Loya, David@City of Arcata
<dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice @cityofarcata.org>

Subject: RE: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

Hello Tamara —

Thank you for the notice of the staff report for the consolidated coastal development permit for ongoing PG&E
vegetation management activities on City of Arcata property along the Arcata Sports Complex and Gannon Slough area.
The City agreed to consolidate CDP requirements within our jurisdictional area with the California Coastal Commission
through a letter sent June 4, 2021 (see attached file Lttr 2021 06 04). In the letter we requested a copy of the planned
scope of work from PG&E and Coastal Commission so that the City could evaluate the project and reserve our ability to
make recommendations. The City was in support for an emergency permit to PG&E (also attached) for a scope limited
to the removal of 3 trees, trimming of 51 trees and removal of 29 brush units (see attached PGE consolidate request
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letter). The City then provided an authorization letter (attached 12.21.21 file) for PG&E to conduct work at the Sports
Complex as PGE did not have an easement in this location with the understanding that the scope of work was the same
as previously communicated (removal of 3 trees, trimming of 51 trees and removal of 29 brush units).

In reviewing this past correspondence we do not believe the City was provided information or notice by either the
Coastal Commission or PGE on the full Project Description/scope of work of the consolidated CDP. The proposed
repeated clearing over a 10-year period of 4.78 acres of wetland and riparian ESHA and removal of 61 treesis a
drastically larger scope than previously communicated to the City (see attached PGE consolidate request letter 5.26.21)
and may have negative implications for habitat along Campbell Creek and Gannon Slough.

We did have correspondence in February with a PGE consultant focused solely on logistics for potential spartina
mitigation at lower Gannon Slough. The City was asked if there were collaboration opportunities for spartina removal
for PGE mitigation; however, the City was not informed that his potential mitigation was tied to this consolidated CDP.
The City began research to identify if spartina removal would be compatible with deed and grant restrictions for the
property and then communication ceased.

The City is in support of working with PGE for vegetation maintenance work; however, the City (as property owner and
jurisdictional partner) was not provided an opportunity to evaluate or help shape the larger scope of the consolidated
CDP and its proposed mitigation. Additionally, the project as proposed could be in direct conflict with grant and deed
restrictions on these City of Arcata properties as multiple acquisition and restoration grants have assisted in improving
habitat along these riparian corridors.

Please let us know if there may be an opportunity to discuss this project ahead of the June 10 hearing.

Thank you,

Emily

Emily Sinkhorn

Environmental Services Director
City of Arcata

736 F Street

Arcata, CA 95521
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Visitors to City Hall are required to wear a mask inside regardless of vaccination status. Thank you for
complying with this local practice.

Some services, such as water bills and police services, are available on-call. Please check our website
www.cityofarcata.org for the latest information on accessing City services.

equity
arcata

welcoming - safe + racially equitable
equityarcata.com

From: Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>

Sent: Friday, May 20, 2022 9:33 PM

To: Joe Mateer <jmateer@citvofarcata.org>; Emily Sinkhorn <esinkhorn@cityofarcata.org>
Cc: David Loya <dloya@cityofarcata.org>; Mike Rice <mrice@cityofarcata.org>

Subject: PG&E vegetation maintenance project (CDP 1-20-0539)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Greetings All,

You likely recall that we have been working on processing a consolidated coastal development permit for ongoing
vegetation management activities that PG&E proposes to undertake for a 10-year term at the Arcata Sports Complex,
Little League Fields, and continuing south until just before Bayside Cutoff. The permit also includes follow-up
authorization for the emergency permits the Commission authorized for similar vegetation maintenance work in 2020
and 2021.

The hearing notice for this project was mailed to you today and is also attached. You can view the staff report and
supporting documents on the Commission’s website at www.coastal.ca.gov/mtgcurr.html. Click on the Friday tab and
scroll down to agenda item 8a. Additionally, the direct links to the report materials are as follows:

e Report: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-report.pdf
o Exhibits: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-exhibits.pdf
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¢ Appendices: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2022/6/F8a/f8a-6-2022-appendix.pdf

You can also view other documents PG&E has provided for our review on our ftp site using the following access
instructions:

-Go to: http://ftp.coastal.ca.gov

-Click on “General Public”

-Log in: user name — public; password — ocean03

-File: “PG&E - Arcata Vegetation Mgmt.”

If you would like to receive any additional project materials, please let me know, and please don’t hesitate to contact
me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
-Tamara

~Tamawra L. Gedik
Supervising Analyst
California Coastal Commission

1385 8th Street, Suite 130, Arcata, CA 95521
Phone: (707) 826-8950, extension 4 (currently teleworking; voice mail only)
Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.qov

~To purchase a whale tail license plate or access Coastal Commission information, go to www.coastal ca.gov

Please note that public counter hours for all Commission offices are currently suspended until
further notice in light of the coronavirus. However, in order to provide the public with continuity of
service while protecting both you and our employees, the Commission remains open for
business. The best way to contact me is by email. In addition to the regular means of mailing
documents (please, no UPS or FEDEX at this time) as required by the regulations or statute,
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please make sure that you also send a copy of all correspondence or other documents
electronically to me via email.

Stephanie Mietz
Executive Director
Jacoby Creek Land Trust
www.jclandtrust.org
(707) 822-0900

Pronouns: She, her, hers
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Thank you, THPO Eidsness for the updated contact information; I've updated our records accordingly. This particular
application (CDP application No. 1-20-0539) is located primarily within the CA Coastal Commission’s retained
jurisdiction, and within a portion of the City of Arcata’s delegated jurisdiction area. Both the City of Arcata and PG&E
have requested a consolidated permit application process, meaning that our office will be reviewing this particular
project within the project area depicted on the maps provided in my previous email (| am aware of other pending permit
applications underway with PG&E in other locations in Humboldt County however this project is separate and unrelated
to those).

I’d be happy to discuss further, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any additional questions or comments.

Thank you,

~Tamawra L. Gedik
Supervising Analyst
California Coastal Commission

1385 8th Street, Suite 130, Arcata, CA 95521
Phone: (707) 826-8950, extension 4 (currently teleworking; voice mail only)
Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.qov

~To purchase a whale tail license plate or access Coastal Commission information, go to www.coastal.ca.gov

Please note that public counter hours for all Commission offices are currently suspended until
further notice in light of the coronavirus. However, in order to provide the public with continuity of
service while protecting both you and our employees, the Commission remains open for business.
The best way to contact me is by email. In addition to the regular means of mailing documents
(please, no UPS or FEDEX at this time) as required by the regulations or statute, please make
sure that you also send a copy of all correspondence or other documents electronically to me via
email.

From: Janet Eidsness <jpeidshess@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2022 2:12 PM

To: Hazel James <hazel@wiyot.us>; ted @wiyot.us; Adam Canter <adam@wiyot.us>; melaniemccavour@brb-nsn.gov;
Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov>; Daniel Holsapple <dholsapple@bluelakerancheria-nsn.gov>
Subject: Re: PG&E vegetation management project, Arcata

Please make note of staff changes:
Bear River, Erika Cooper resigned, Melanie McCavour is new THPO and her assistant is Ana Canter
At Blue Lake rancheria, I am still THPO and Daniel Holsapple is assistant THPO

Will this CDP for PG&E be routed through the Co of Humboldt Planning Dept? We've been working with
PG&E staff (Jennifer Darcangelo) to get the contracting set up ($30 fee for THPO review per Tribe).

Please advise and thanks
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JANET P. EIDSNESS, M.A. Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) for Blue Lake Rancheria HOME:
2488 Sonnenfelt Road, Bayside, CA 95524 (707) 825-0460 (VOICE), (530) 623-0663 (CELL)
jpeidsness@yahoo.com

On Wednesday, April 20, 2022, 10:09:30 PM PDT, Gedik, Tamara@Coastal <tamara.gedik@coastal.ca.gov> wrote:

Greetings,

The California Coastal Commission (Commission) is writing to notify you that we have received an application for a
coastal development permit (CDP) from Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) for the proposed implementation of a 10-year
program of on-going vegetation maintenance along utility lines, including removal of approximately 61 trees and
vegetation clearing around distribution and transmission lines. The proposed work would occur in riparian, wetland and
upland habitats at up to 139 sites in and around the Arcata Sports Complex, Arcata Little League Fields, and the Jacoby
Creek-Gannon Slough Wildlife Area. Project sites occur within a 10.85-acre project area located North and South of
Samoa Blvd., east of the intersection with Highway 101, at the Arcata Sports Complex and along a portion of Jacoby
Creek (APN(s): 503-202-003, 503-202-004, 501-061-001, and 501-061-023) within the City of Arcata. This project
proposal also includes follow-up authorization from emergency permits the Coastal Commission issued in 2020 and 2021
for similar work within the same areas (see attached vicinity map, site plans, and project description contained in the CDP
application).

PG&E’s proposed measures for vegetation management include, but are not limited to the following:

All staging of equipment shall be limited to the existing parking areas.
No vehicles or other mechanized equipment needed for the tree pruning and removal operations shall be driven
or operated within (a) riparian habitat areas, and (b) landscaped areas and paved pathways of the Arcata Sports
Complex facility and the Arcata Little League facility, except that mechanized vehicles with track-mounted wheels
and all-terrain quad vehicles may be used to access landscaped areas at the Sports Complex facility outside the
field of play and within 12 feet of the fenceline adjacent to the vegetation corridor.

¢ Equipment used to cut vegetation shall be limited to chainsaws and other non-mechanized hand tools.

The proposed work will not result in any dredging or fill of wetlands, however vegetation removal work will occur within

wetland and riparian environmentally sensitive habitat areas (ESHAs). PG&E proposes to mitigate for impacts resulting
from the removal of trees and annual pruning of vegetation in ESHAs by restoring riparian habitat on 4.78 acres of land
owned and managed by CA Department of Fish and Wildlife at Cock Robin Island, approximately 25 miles south of the
project area, in Loleta.

The Commission is reviewing this Project pursuant to the California Coastal Act. Per the Commission’s Tribal Consultation
Policy (TCP) adopted August 8th, 2018, the Commission has committed to early and effective communication.

We were provided your contact information by the Native American Heritage Commission, and/or through previous
outreach efforts on other coastal projects in the general vicinity. Consistent with the Commission’s TCP, we are writing to
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inform you of the proposed Project in your Tribe’s potential area of interest. If you wish to correct or clarify your Tribe’s
interest area with respect to the Commission’s jurisdiction, please contact us at your earliest convenience.

PG&E has included with its application materials copies of correspondence between certain tribal representatives that
occurred in October 2020. We also want to ensure you have the opportunity to review the proposal and provide
meaningful input to us on Tribal Cultural Resources prior to finalizing the staff's recommendation and scheduling the
project for Commission consideration (scheduled for the June 8-10 meeting). To do so, we respectfully ask that you notify
us of any concerns and/or desire for formal or informal consultation by May 13. If you have any questions or wish to
discuss the Project, please contact me via electronic mail at Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov

You can also view other documents PG&E has provided for our review on our ftp site using the following access
instructions:

-Go to: htip://ftp.coastal.ca.gov

-Click on “General Public”

-Log in: user name — public; password — ocean03

-File: “PG&E - Arcata Vegetation Mgmt.”

If you would like to receive any additional project materials, please let me know. Please also let me know if there are any
additional Tribal contacts not included in this email that you believe would be interested in receiving this information.

Thank you,

~Tamara L. Gedik

Supervising Analyst

California Coastal Commission

1385 8th Street, Suite 130, Arcata, CA 95521

Phone: (707) 826-8950, extension 4 (currently teleworking; voice mail only)

Tamara.Gedik@coastal.ca.gov

~To purchase a whale tail license plate or access Coastal Commission information, go to www.coastal ca.gov

Please note that public counter hours for all Commission offices are currently suspended until
further notice in light of the coronavirus. However, in order to provide the public with continuity of

38

Page 40 of 41



service while protecting both you and our employees, the Commission remains open for business.
The best way to contact me is by email. In addition to the regular means of mailing documents
(please, no UPS or FEDEX at this time) as required by the regulations or statute, please make
sure that you also send a copy of all correspondence or other documents electronically to me via
email.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and attachment(s), if any, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may
contain confidential business information protected by the trade secret privilege, the Electronic Communications Privacy
Act (ECPA), and/or other legal bases as may apply. If you are not an intended recipient, please take notice that
disclosure of the information contained herein is inadvertent, expressly lacks the consent of the sender, and your receipt
of this e-mail does not constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege(s). In this event, please notify the sender
immediately, do not disseminate any of the information contained herein to any third party, and cause all electronic
and/or paper copies of this e-mail to be promptly destroyed. Thank you.
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