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Megan Somogyi, Attorney at Law

June20,2019
Energy Division Tariff Unit
California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, California 94102
EDTariffUnit@cpuc. ca. gov
Re:

fNa a's Protest of PG&E Adv

To Whom It May Concern:
The County of Napa has serious concerns regarding the Fulton-Calistoga 60 kV
reconductoring project that is purporledly addressed in PG&E's Advice Letter 5500-E. The true
scope of the project construction activities, the size and location of the replacement poles and
lattice sttuctures, and the questions as to whether the work will actually be conducted within
PG&E's existing right-of-way have only recently been brought to the County's attention. Napa
County supports the comments opposing the Fulton-Calistoga reconductoring project as
currently proposed that q,ere submitted by the City of St. Helena, Jessica Richardson-Hague and
Kevin Hague, and Andrea Antonaccio Wagner and William Wagner on June 12,2019.1 The
County joins St. Helena and its affected residents in urging the Commission to reject Advice
Letter 5500-E and to undertake formal CEQA review of the project that includes examination of
alternatives to the current project configuration.

Lack of Adequate Notice
Advice Letter 5500-E describes the Fulton-Calistoga reconductoring project as
involving the replacement of approximately 93 steel iattice structures, light duty steel poles, and
wood poles with approximately 91 new lattice steel structures and tubular steel poles. The
replacement structures are expected to be between 10 and 35 feet taller than the existing
structures, The Advice Letter also provides a general description of the path the FultonCalistoga line traverses. When Napa County received a copy of Advice Letter 5500-8, there was
no way to discern from project description that PG&E plans to alter a large number of access
roads and construct a number of new access roads, or that PG&E plans to install new poles and
lattice structures in locations where there is no existing structure, which will apparently affect
homeowners' properties. The Advice Letter did not provide enough information to allow the
County, its cities, or its residents to understand the scope and scale of the project or the impacts
the project will have on the community.
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Copies of these comments are attached hereto as Attachments A, B, and C, respectively
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th General
Based on the facts presented by the City of St. Helena, the Hagues, and the
Wagners in their protests of the Advice Letter, there appears to be a serious question about
whether PG&E's project conforms to its property rights and utility right-of-way. PG&E's claim
that the Fulton-Calistoga reconductoring project is exempt from the requirement to obtain
Commission authorization under Section IILB.g of GO 131-D appears to be improper. The
County has not yet determined whether the portions of the project located in unincorporated
Napa County are properly within PG&E's existing right-of-way,

PG&E also failed to communicate with the County and St. Helena regarding land
use matters associated with the project, which GO 131-D obligates the utility to do.2 Even

if

PG&E were not required by the Commission to consult with local governments affected by its
infrastructure projects, common sense would still dictate that PG&E not undeftake projects of
this scale unilaterallv.
Proner Review bv the

ssion is Necessarv

The Fulton-Calistoga project is not a routine reconductoring project that can be
undertaken without significant impact to the community or the environment. The project will
negatively affect property owners, the City of St. Helena, and the County. The County
acknowledges that PG&E must improve its overhead electrical system to meet Commission
standards, but those upgrades should not be made without proper review and environmental
assessment by the Commission.and the interested parties, The County reqllests that the
Commission direct PG&E to seek a permit to construct, perform environmental review, and
direct any additional actions it deems necessary.

Very truly yours,
GOODIN, MACBRIDE,
SQUERI & DAY, LLP

Counsel for the County of Napa

CC: Edward Randolph, Director, Energy Division, CPUC
Mary Jo Borak, Program and Project Supervisor, CPUC
CPUC Commissioners
Senator Bill Dodd
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See GO 131-D, Section

XIV.B.
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Assembly Member Cecilia Aguilar-Cuny
David T. Kraska, Attorney, PG&E
Erik Jacobson, Director, Regulatory Relations, PG&E
Mark van Gorder, Government Relations & Public Affairs, PG&E
City of St. Helena City Council
375510011X209287 .vt

Attachment A

City of St. Helena Comment on PG&E Advice Letter 5500-E

Attachment B

Jessica Richardson-Hague and Kevin Hague Comment on PG&E Advice Letter 5500-E

MSomogyi
Subject:

FW: Late Comment Letter: 60kV Fulton-Calistoga Power Line Reconductoring Project

From: Jessica Hague <jesshague@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2019 12:07 AM
To: edtariffunit@cpuc.ca.gov; pgetariffs@pge.com
Cc: naveed.paydar@cpuc.ca.gov; Bill Dodd <bill@billdodd.com>; Alex Pader <alex.pader@sen.ca.gov>; Geoff Ellsworth
<gellsworth@cityofsthelena.org>; David Knudsen <dknudsen@cityofsthelena.org>; Mary Koberstein
<mbksthelena@gmail.com>; Anna Chouteau <AChouteau@cityofsthelena.org>; Paul Dohring
<pdohring@cityofsthelena.org>; Mark Prestwich <mprestwich@cityofsthelena.org>; Diane Dillon
<diane@dianedillon.net>; Diane Dillon <Diane_Dillon@comcast.net>; MKV5@pge.com; Jessica Hague
<jesshague@gmail.com>
Subject: Late Comment Letter: 60kV Fulton‐Calistoga Power Line Reconductoring Project

June 12 2019
California Public Utilities Commission
ED Tariff Unit
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
RE: Advice Letter 5500‐E Late Comment from Homeowner at 1154 Hudson Avenue, St. Helena; 60kV Power Line
Reconductoring Project in the City of St Helena
We, Jessica Richardson‐Hague and Kevin Hague, homeowners of 1154 Hudson Avenue, St Helena, are directly
impacted by PG&E’s plans to construct a 75‐foot tubular steel pole on our property, and hereby requests
immediate review of this late comment as it relates to the 60kV Power Line Reconductoring Project.
We are submitting this late comment because of facts and circumstances recently discovered. These newly
discovered facts raise serious concerns related to:
Lack of Adequate Notice:
We became aware of PG&E’s intention to construct a new, additional high voltage support structure in or
around the backyard of my property around May 20th from a PG&E subcontractor, who was inspecting potential
damage to properties on Hudson Avenue when the existing transmission lines were removed.
In face to face meetings on Wednesday June 5th and Wednesday June 12th with PG&E representatives Marty
Hunt and Mark Van Gorder, it has been confirmed that this structure is a 75 foot tubular steel tower and is
planned for installation in mine, or my adjacent neighbors properties at 1160 or 1148 Hudson Avenue.
PG&E Advice letter 5500‐E dated March 20 2019 details background and aspects of this project, referred to as
the “Fulton‐Calistoga 60 kilovolt Power Line Reconductoring Project”.
No direct, written notice was provided to us, as affected homeowners despite the letter indicating specifically
that construction will occur along the line that spans our homesites. From Advice Letter 5500‐E:”At the
intersection of Hudson Avenue and Spring Street the line runs through backyards of a residential area for
approximately .15 miles.” The protest period for this project lapsed on April 10th 2019.
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It should be noted, this .15 mile, or 240m span of high voltage transmission line is among several locations that
span residential homesites in its 12 mile length.
Alarmingly, construction of the new 75’ tubular steel tower along the Hudson Avenue residential span is not
disclosed in this letter.
As now disclosed, a new and additional pole is proposed. In many cases this alignment currently runs not only
along single family residential back property lines but also across these residential properties. No attempt has
been made to reduce or eliminate the impacts of the new pole on our property.

2. Apparent Lack of Legal Authority to Increase the Number of Poles on the Line
No recorded easement for our property exists in Napa County records. Further, an unrecorded “Grant Right of
Way” for the 1100 block of Hudson Avenue dated May 15 1928 specifically stipulates that “…[the parties] agree
to place no poles, except by future agreement…”

3. Conflicting Facts in Advice Letter 5500‐E
We never directly received said letter from PG&E. Upon further investigation, we discovered 2 versions of
Advice Letter 5500‐E in existence. Both dated March 20 2019, directed to same recipients, however containing
conflicting information on the height, quantity and style of the replacement support towers. This change in
content should have opened a new comment and protest period. The comment and protest period lapsed
before we were made aware of the project.
We believe that this project did not and does not meet the requirements for exemption from CPUC permitting
requirements because this project is not known to be located within an existing franchise area or an existing
public utility easement nor within any recorded easement area, and has never been reviewed for
environmental impacts.
This project will have significant adverse impacts on the land uses along the line’s corridor, and we as property
owners will be limited in our ability to use, and improve our property.
We now understand that PG&E is looking to fast‐track this project without providing adequate time to study
alternatives.
We ask that the CPUC immediately halt construction of this PG&E Project, reopen the proceedings that governs
the actions that PG&E is undertaking on the Fulton‐Calistoga Line, and consider the following alternative
installations:
We propose an interim solution intended to serve the power needs of Sonoma and Napa Counties, given the
immediacy of the project need. This interim solution is intended to create adequate time for additional study
and consideration of long term, permanent solution appropriately designed to address our safety, aesthetic,
blighting concerns and meet the needs of PG&E, the affected homeowners, and City of Saint Helena.
An Acceptable Interim Solution:
1. Our primary desire is a ‘no pole’ solution. This is the cheapest and most expeditious manner to
restore power to the 60kV line. As homeowners, we propose, and will agree to reinstalling the line on
the taller replacement structures planned for 15/600 and 16/000 marked on map titled “PG&E Fulton
2

Calistoga Rebuild” supplied by PG&E Representative Mark Van Gorder to us on June 12 2019. We
understand, and accept potential sway risks of this installation, while other more permanent solutions
are sought.
Proposed Permanent Solutions Designed to Address Safety, Blighting Concerns, Reduce Fire Risk and EMF
Exposure:
1. Reroute the section of the 60KV line that is routed through Saint Helena residential areas and
traverses our backyards. Reroute this line to follow the same path and installation as the 115kV
Transmission line that bypasses Saint Helena in the Western Hills and through uninhabited areas. Utilize
the existing infrastructure and easements where possible.
2. Undergrounding. The existing 60kV line traverses Hudson Avenue backyards for a 240m
span. Undergrounding is the safest alternative, as we see it. Underground the line in existing utility
easements, namely closest proximity city streets.

Sincerely,
Jessica Richardson‐Hague and Kevin Hague
Homeowners of 1154 Hudson Avenue, Saint Helena CA 94574
707 927 6275 mobile
jesshague@gmail.com

cc:

CPUC Commissioners
State Senator Bill Dodd
Diane Dillon, Napa County Board of Supervisors
Saint Helena City Council Members
Mark Prestwich, Saint Helena City Manager
David T. Kraska, Attorney, Law Department, PG&E
Erik Jacobson, Director, Regulatory Relations, PG&E, c/o Megan Lawson
Mark Van Gorder, Government Relations & Public Affairs, PG&E
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Attachment C

Andrea Antonaccio Wagner and William Wagner Comment
on PG&E Advice Letter 5500-E

June 12, 2019
California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102
Re: Late Comment on Fulton-Calistoga 60kV Power Line Reconductoring Project
To Whom It May Concern:
My husband and I are the homeowners of 1160 Hudson Avenue in the City of St.
Helena, which is one of three lots that PG&E is considering installing a tubular steel
transmission pole for the 60kV line that is being reconducted.
Both my husband and I are strongly opposed to the placement of this tubular
structure for several reasons.
1. We were never notified of the project by PG&E via mail or otherwise. We
found out about the project through a subcontractor who came knocking on
our door but without much information. We tried on numerous occasions to
find out more detail about the project but it was only when we scoured
PG&E’s website and found Advice 5500-E letter. This was on or around May
22, 2019. In the letter it was stated that the protest period ended on April 10,
2019 almost 6 weeks prior. We have come to learn there is a second Advice
5500-E letter with conflicting information yet dated March 20, 2019 as well.
2. No such easement for our property exists in Napa County records. An
unrecorded “Grant of Right of Way” for the 1100 block of Hudson Avenue
dated May 15, 1928 furnished by David Thomas at PG&E on June 5th
specifically stipulates, “…[the parties] agree to place no poles except by
future agreement…”.
3. PG&E have fast tracked this project without proper investigation into
alternative solutions and/or environmental impacts as these high voltage
lines traverse 13 back yards on Hudson Avenue, .15 miles.
4. Advice 5500-E makes no mention of an additional tower nor have we
received anything in writing to date. We have only been informed of an
additional tower from a PG&E project manager today, June 12, 2019.
We ask that you re-open the proceeding that governs the actions that PG&E is
undertaking in on the Fulton-Calistoga line.
We understand this project is very important to the power needs of Sonoma and
Napa counties. That said, we are open to an alternative solution in the interim.

Reconductor the lines in the existing location with out additional tubular steel
transmission poles given the additional proposed heights of the existing support
structures.
We believe the CPUC re-opening the proceeding will allow for study to either:
a. Reroute the 60kV line (Fulton-Calistoga 60kV Power Line) to the same route
as the 115kV, which will bypass the town of St. Helena entirely. This will be
the safest, especially to reduce EMF exposure to residents many of whom are
children, since the 115kV Tap line is located in uninhabited land. This will
make it safer and less disruptive for future generations.
b. At minimum, underground the Fulton-Calistoga 60kV Power Line .15 miles
(240 meters) on Hudson Avenue where the 60vK transmission line crosses
13 small single-family backyards.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Andrea Antonaccio Wagner
William Wagner
1160 Hudson Avenue
St. Helena, CA 94574
CC: CPUC Commissioners
State Senator Bill Dodd
Diane Dillon, Napa County Board of Supervisors
City of St. Helena City Council
Mark Prestwich, City Manager, St. Helena, CA
Geoff Ellsworth, Mayor, City of St. Helena
Mark Van Gorder, Government Relations & Public Affairs, PG&E
Erik Jacobson, Director of Regulatory Relations, PG&E
Naveed Paydar

