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FAX 707/263-1681

Promoting an Optimal State of Wellness in Lake County

Memorandum

DATE: March 4, 2025

TO: Trish Turner, Assistant Planner

FROM: Pheakdey Preciado, Senior EHS

RE: RFR for Sufficiency (UP 24-06); IS 24-05

APNS:  007-021-16 and 007-021-21

APN: 007-021-16: Our office has no concerns.

APN: 007-021-21: The applicant needs to apply and pay for a field clearance for septic permits
#2061-S (issued in 1967) and #3756-S (issued in 1973) for any plot plans sign off. Show both
septic systems layout on plot plans (cut sheet CO-C2).

The applicant is proposing portable toilets on the property. If any of the processing facilities or
buildings generate any wastewater flow, the applicant must apply and pay for site evaluation(s)
and septic system permit(s).

APNs: 007-021-16 and 007-021-21

All wells shall be located an adequate horizontal distance from potential sources of
contamination and pollution. The storage of hazardous materials shall be located a safe distance
from any water well to prevent contamination. The applicant is required to implement measures
to prevent cross-contamination of the well(s).

Hazardous materials shall not be allowed to leak onto the ground and/or contaminate surface
waters. Any release of hazardous materials shall be recycled or disposed of through a registered
waste hauler to an approved site authorized to accept such materials.
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Industrial Waste shall not be disposed of on-site without review or permit from the
Environmental Health Division or the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

If the applicant stores hazardous materials equal or greater than 55 gallons of a liquid, 500
pounds of a solid or 200 cubic feet of compressed gas, the applicant will be required to submit a
Hazardous Materials Inventory Disclosure Statement/ Business Plan to the Environmental Health
Division via the California Electronic Reporting System (CERS) and it shall be renewed and
updated annually or if quantities increase. Note that additional California Unified Program
Agency (CUPA) requirements may apply depending on the amount of hazardous materials stored
on site.

If the amount of hazardous materials is less than the above quantities, but the site generates
hazardous waste in any quantity, the applicant will need to complete and submit a Hazardous
Materials/Waste Declaration stating the name of the material and the quantity to be stored on
site.
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From: Katherine Vanderwall

To: Mary Claybon
Subject: Comments for UP 24-06 Osprey Farms
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 9:59:58 AM

This project contains a parcel (APN 007-021-21) which is partially in the Farmland Protection
Zone (FPZ). The site plan indicates outdoor cultivation will occur in the portion of the parcel
that falls outside of the FPZ. Any changes to the site plan regarding the location of outdoor
cultivation should be considered in relation to the FPZ. The applicant shall obtain an Operator
ID prior to the purchase and use of any pesticide, as defined by the Food & Agriculture Code
Division 7, Chapter2, Section 12753. The applicant shall also comply with all pesticide laws
and regulations, as defined in the Food & Agriculture Code and California Code of Regulations
Title 3 Division 6 as well as applicable weights & measures regulations.

Katherine VanDer Wall

Agricultural Commissioner/Sealer of Weights & Measures
Lake County Department of Agriculture/Weights & Measures
883 Lakeport Blvd

Lakeport, CA 95453

(707) 263-0217
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Comment | Section | Page | Resource DCC Comments and Recommendations
No. Nos. No(s). | Topic(s)
1 1 19-22 | Air Quality The IS/MND would be improved if it provided a description or

summary of proposed operation equipment that is anticipated to
generate air pollutant emissions, including ROG, NOx, PM10, and
PM2.5, and provided estimates of such emissions.

2 1 19-22 | Air Quality The analysis of air quality impacts and proposed mitigation
measures would be improved if it evaluated the pollutant emissions
associated with operation of the Proposed Project, and disclosed
the air emissions significance threshold(s), against which the
impacts of the project are compared.

3 \% 22-28 | Biological The IS/MND would be improved if it provided an analysis of
Resources potential impacts to biological impacts resulting from Proposed
Project operations. This could include an analysis of impacts
resulting from increased light, noise, vehicles, or heavy machinery.

4 N/A N/A Cumulative The IS/MND could be more informative if it identified whether any
Impacts other cannabis growing operations exist or have been proposed in
the vicinity of the Proposed Project, and whether the Proposed
Project could make a considerable contribution to any cumulative
impacts from these other projects.

5 X 64-65 | Mandatory The IS/MND would be more informative if it listed the mitigation
Findings of measures it refers to in this section. The measures need not be
Significance repeated in full, but at a minimum they should be listed by number.
6 N/A 65 Source List The Source List would be improved if it provided additional

information regarding some of the references. For referenced
documents, the author, title, and date of each document could be
provided. For personal communications, the agency or
organization, person contacted, date of contact, and method of

Licensing Division -+ 2920 Kilgore Road, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 Business, Consumer Services
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contact should be provided. For websites, the URL and date visited
should be provided. In addition, sources that are project-related
studies could be made available via weblink or as attachments.
Also, no source is identified for traffic-related information and
estimates.
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From: Vance Ricks

To: Mary Claybon; Katherine Vanderwall; Douglas Gearhart; Elizabeth Knight; Richard Ford; Jim Campbell; Jack Smalley;
Katie Carpenter; David Bingham; Lake County Community Development - Resource Planning; Dennis Keithly; Benjamin
Moore; Lori Baca; Greg Peters; Pawan Upadhyay; pbleuss@kelseyvillefire.com; localverification@cannabis.ca.gov;
kyle.stoner@wildlife.ca.gov; r2ceqa@wildlife.ca.gov; daniel.gjerde@dot.ca.gov; jesse.robertson@dot.ca.gov;
jacob.rightnar@dot.ca.gov; rex.jackman@dot.ca.gov; pgeplanreview@pge.com; centralvalleysac@waterboards.ca.gov;
nwic@sonoma.edu; Icfarmbureau@sbcglobal.net

Cc: Susan Parker; Jessica Pyska; roberta.lyons@att.net; redbud.audubon@gmail.com; donnammackiewicz@gmail.com;
elioth@sscra.org; wshock@mchsi.com; debsall4@gmail.com; brian.hanson@hotmail.com

Subject: RE: Request for Review for Sufficiency (UP 24-06) Osprey Farms

Date: Tuesday, February 4, 2025 7:58:01 AM

Boundary dimensions on Plans prepared by Northpoint Consulting, dated 01/24/2025 does not
match record.

Thanks
Vance

From: Mary Claybon <Mary.Claybon@Ilakecountyca.gov>

Sent: Monday, February 3, 2025 11:27 AM

To: Katherine Vanderwall <Katherine.Vanderwall@lakecountyca.gov>; Douglas Gearhart
<dougg@I|cagmd.net>; Elizabeth Knight <elizabethk@Icagmd.net>; Richard Ford
<Richard.Ford@lakecountyca.gov>; Jim Campbell <Jim.Campbell@lakecountyca.gov>; Jack Smalley
<Jack.Smalley@lakecountyca.gov>; Katie Carpenter <Katie.Carpenter@Ilakecountyca.gov>; David Bingham
<David.Bingham@Ilakecountyca.gov>; Lake County Community Development - Resource Planning
<mbx.CDD_ResourcePlanning@lakecountyca.gov>; Dennis Keithly <Dennis.Keithly@lakecountyca.gov>;
Benjamin Moore <Benjamin.Moore@lakecountyca.gov>; Lori Baca <Lori.Baca@lakecountyca.gov>; Vance
Ricks <Vance.Ricks@lakecountyca.gov>; Greg Peters <Greg.Peters@lakecountyca.gov>; Pawan Upadhyay
<Pawan.Upadhyay@lakecountyca.gov>; pbleuss@kelseyvillefire.com; localverification@cannabis.ca.gov;
kyle.stoner@wildlife.ca.gov; r2ceqa@wildlife.ca.gov; daniel.gjerde@dot.ca.gov;
jesse.robertson@dot.ca.gov; jacob.rightnar@dot.ca.gov; rex.jackman@dot.ca.gov;
pgeplanreview@pge.com; centralvalleysac@waterboards.ca.gov; nwic@sonoma.edu;
Icfarmbureau@sbcglobal.net

Cc: Susan Parker <Susan.Parker@lakecountyca.gov>; Jessica Pyska <Jessica.Pyska@lakecountyca.gov>;
roberta.lyons@att.net; redbud.audubon@gmail.com; donnammackiewicz@gmail.com; elioth@sscra.org;
wshock@mchsi.com; debsall4@gmail.com; brian.hanson@hotmail.com

Subject: Request for Review for Sufficiency (UP 24-06) Osprey Farms

Hello fellow agencies,

Available for download is a Request for Review for Sufficiency (UP 24-06)
Osprey Farms, applicant Alfred Fontana IV for a commercial cannabis cultivation
project. Please advise us if additional information is needed, which permits are
required from your agency if applicable, and of your environmental concerns.
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From: David Bingham

To: Mary Claybon

Cc: Glen March

Subject: RE: Request for Review for Sufficiency (UP 24-06) Osprey Farms
Date: Monday, February 3, 2025 3:41:27 PM

Ms. Claybon,

DPW - Roads offers the following comments for the proposed Use Permit, UP 24-06. The driveway
access onto Boggs Lane is unimproved and DPW would require that the applicant obtain an
Encroachment Permit from the Department and improve the driveway access onto Boggs Lane to
Commercial Encroachment standards. There is an additional access for the property onto Adobe
Creek Rd that will also need to be improved at a minimum to Residential Encroachment standards
or be abandoned. Since Boggs Lane is fairly narrow and the development is required to provide
access that allows for delivery trucks, emergency vehicles, etc., itis recommended that the main
access for the development be re-located to Adobe Creek Road, and the Adobe Creek Road access
be improved to Commercial Encroachment standards.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

David Bingham

Capital Project Manager
County of Lake

Office: (707) 263-2341
Cell: (707) 349-1483
Fax: (707) 263-7748

From: Mary Claybon <Mary.Claybon@lakecountyca.gov>

Sent: Monday, February 3, 2025 11:27 AM

To: Katherine Vanderwall <Katherine.Vanderwall@lakecountyca.gov>; Douglas Gearhart
<dougg@I|cagmd.net>; Elizabeth Knight <elizabethk@Icagmd.net>; Richard Ford
<Richard.Ford@lakecountyca.gov>; Jim Campbell <Jim.Campbell@lakecountyca.gov>; Jack Smalley
<Jack.Smalley@lakecountyca.gov>; Katie Carpenter <Katie.Carpenter@Ilakecountyca.gov>; David Bingham
<David.Bingham@Ilakecountyca.gov>; Lake County Community Development - Resource Planning
<mbx.CDD_ResourcePlanning@lakecountyca.gov>; Dennis Keithly <Dennis.Keithly@lakecountyca.gov>;
Benjamin Moore <Benjamin.Moore@lakecountyca.gov>; Lori Baca <Lori.Baca@lakecountyca.gov>; Vance
Ricks <Vance.Ricks@lakecountyca.gov>; Greg Peters <Greg.Peters@lakecountyca.gov>; Pawan Upadhyay
<Pawan.Upadhyay@lakecountyca.gov>; pbleuss@kelseyvillefire.com; localverification@cannabis.ca.gov;
kyle.stoner@wildlife.ca.gov; r2ceqa@wildlife.ca.gov; daniel.gjerde @dot.ca.gov;
jesse.robertson@dot.ca.gov; jacob.rightnar@dot.ca.gov; rex.jackman@dot.ca.gov;
pgeplanreview@pge.com; centralvalleysac@waterboards.ca.gov; nwic@sonoma.edu;
Icfarmbureau@sbcglobal.net

Cc: Susan Parker <Susan.Parker@lakecountyca.gov>; Jessica Pyska <Jessica.Pyska@lakecountyca.gov>;
roberta.lyons@att.net; redbud.audubon@gmail.com; donnammackiewicz@gmail.com; elioth@sscra.org;
wshock@mchsi.com; debsall4@gmail.com; brian.hanson@hotmail.com

Subject: Request for Review for Sufficiency (UP 24-06) Osprey Farms
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i, Plan Review Team PGEPlanReview@pge.com
PaCIfI? GaS and : Land Management
; Electric Company

February 4, 2025

Mary Claybon
County of Lake

255 N. Forbes St
Lakeport, CA 95453

Ref: Gas and Electric Transmission and Distribution
Dear Mary Claybon,

Thank you for submitting UP 24-06 plans for our review. PG&E will review the submitted plans
in relationship to any existing Gas and Electric facilities within the project area. If the proposed
project is adjacent/or within PG&E owned property and/or easements, we will be working with
you to ensure compatible uses and activities near our facilities.

Attached you will find information and requirements as it relates to Gas facilities (Attachment 1)
and Electric facilities (Attachment 2). Please review these in detail, as it is critical to ensure
your safety and to protect PG&E’s facilities and its existing rights.

Below is additional information for your review:

1. This plan review process does not replace the application process for PG&E gas or
electric service your project may require. For these requests, please continue to work
with PG&E Service Planning: https://www.pge.com/en/account/service-
requests/building-and-renovation.html.

2. If the project being submitted is part of a larger project, please include the entire scope
of your project, and not just a portion of it. PG&E’s facilities are to be incorporated within
any CEQA document. PG&E needs to verify that the CEQA document will identify any
required future PG&E services.

3. An engineering deposit may be required to review plans for a project depending on the
size, scope, and location of the project and as it relates to any rearrangement or new
installation of PG&E facilities.

Any proposed uses within the PG&E fee strip and/or easement, may include a California Public
Utility Commission (CPUC) Section 851 filing. This requires the CPUC to render approval for a
conveyance of rights for specific uses on PG&E’s fee strip or easement. PG&E will advise if the
necessity to incorporate a CPUC Section 851filing is required.

This letter does not constitute PG&E’s consent to use any portion of its easement for any
purpose not previously conveyed. PG&E will provide a project specific response as required.

Sincerely,

Plan Review Team
Land Management

PG&E Gas and Electric Facilities Page 1
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Attachment 1 — Gas Facilities

There could be gas transmission pipelines in this area which would be considered critical
facilities for PG&E and a high priority subsurface installation under California law. Care must be
taken to ensure safety and accessibility. So, please ensure that if PG&E approves work near
gas transmission pipelines it is done in adherence with the below stipulations. Additionally, the
following link provides additional information regarding legal requirements under California
excavation laws: https://www.usanorth811.org/images/pdfs/CA-LAW-2018.pdf

1. Standby Inspection: A PG&E Gas Transmission Standby Inspector must be present
during any demolition or construction activity that comes within 10 feet of the gas pipeline. This
includes all grading, trenching, substructure depth verifications (potholes), asphalt or concrete
demolition/removal, removal of trees, signs, light poles, etc. This inspection can be coordinated
through the Underground Service Alert (USA) service at 811. A minimum notice of 48 hours is
required. Ensure the USA markings and notifications are maintained throughout the duration of
your work.

2. Access: At any time, PG&E may need to access, excavate, and perform work on the gas
pipeline. Any construction equipment, materials, or spoils may need to be removed upon notice.
Any temporary construction fencing installed within PG&E’s easement would also need to be
capable of being removed at any time upon notice. Any plans to cut temporary slopes
exceeding a 1:4 grade within 10 feet of a gas transmission pipeline need to be approved by
PG&E Pipeline Services in writing PRIOR to performing the work.

3. Wheel Loads: To prevent damage to the buried gas pipeline, there are weight limits that
must be enforced whenever any equipment gets within 10 feet of traversing the pipe.

Ensure a list of the axle weights of all equipment being used is available for PG&E’s Standby
Inspector. To confirm the depth of cover, the pipeline may need to be potholed by hand in a few
areas.

Due to the complex variability of tracked equipment, vibratory compaction equipment, and
cranes, PG&E must evaluate those items on a case-by-case basis prior to use over the gas
pipeline (provide a list of any proposed equipment of this type noting model numbers and
specific attachments).

No equipment may be set up over the gas pipeline while operating. Ensure crane outriggers are
at least 10 feet from the centerline of the gas pipeline. Transport trucks must not be parked over
the gas pipeline while being loaded or unloaded.

4. Grading: PG&E requires a minimum of 36 inches of cover over gas pipelines (or existing
grade if less) and a maximum of 7 feet of cover at all locations. The graded surface cannot
exceed a cross slope of 1:4.

5. Excavating: Any digging within 2 feet of a gas pipeline must be dug by hand. Note that
while the minimum clearance is only 24 inches, any excavation work within 24 inches of the
edge of a pipeline must be done with hand tools. So to avoid having to dig a trench entirely with
hand tools, the edge of the trench must be over 24 inches away. (Doing the math for a 24 inch

PG&E Gas and Electric Facilities Page 2
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wide trench being dug along a 36 inch pipeline, the centerline of the trench would need to be at
least 54 inches [24/2 + 24 + 36/2 = 54] away, or be entirely dug by hand.)

Water jetting to assist vacuum excavating must be limited to 1000 psig and directed at a 40°
angle to the pipe. All pile driving must be kept a minimum of 3 feet away.

Any plans to expose and support a PG&E gas transmission pipeline across an open excavation
need to be approved by PG&E Pipeline Services in writing PRIOR to performing the work.

6. Boring/Trenchless Installations: PG&E Pipeline Services must review and approve all
plans to bore across or parallel to (within 10 feet) a gas transmission pipeline. There are
stringent criteria to pothole the gas transmission facility at regular intervals for all parallel bore
installations.

For bore paths that cross gas transmission pipelines perpendicularly, the pipeline must be
potholed a minimum of 2 feet in the horizontal direction of the bore path and a minimum of 24
inches in the vertical direction from the bottom of the pipe with minimum clearances measured
from the edge of the pipe in both directions. Standby personnel must watch the locator trace
(and every ream pass) the path of the bore as it approaches the pipeline and visually monitor
the pothole (with the exposed transmission pipe) as the bore traverses the pipeline to ensure
adequate clearance with the pipeline. The pothole width must account for the inaccuracy of the
locating equipment.

7. Substructures: All utility crossings of a gas pipeline should be made as close to
perpendicular as feasible (90° +/- 15°). All utility lines crossing the gas pipeline must have a
minimum of 24 inches of separation from the gas pipeline. Parallel utilities, pole bases, water
line ‘kicker blocks’, storm drain inlets, water meters, valves, back pressure devices or other
utility substructures are not allowed in the PG&E gas pipeline easement.

If previously retired PG&E facilities are in conflict with proposed substructures, PG&E must
verify they are safe prior to removal. This includes verification testing of the contents of the
facilities, as well as environmental testing of the coating and internal surfaces. Timelines for
PG&E completion of this verification will vary depending on the type and location of facilities in
conflict.

8. Structures: No structures are to be built within the PG&E gas pipeline easement. This
includes buildings, retaining walls, fences, decks, patios, carports, septic tanks, storage sheds,
tanks, loading ramps, or any structure that could limit PG&E’s ability to access its facilities.

9. Fencing: Permanent fencing is not allowed within PG&E easements except for
perpendicular crossings which must include a 16 foot wide gate for vehicular access. Gates will
be secured with PG&E corporation locks.

10. Landscaping: Landscaping must be designed to allow PG&E to access the pipeline for
maintenance and not interfere with pipeline coatings or other cathodic protection systems. No
trees, shrubs, brush, vines, and other vegetation may be planted within the easement area.
Only those plants, ground covers, grasses, flowers, and low-growing plants that grow
unsupported to a maximum of four feet (4’) in height at maturity may be planted within the
easement area.
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11. Cathodic Protection: PG&E pipelines are protected from corrosion with an “Impressed
Current” cathodic protection system. Any proposed facilities, such as metal conduit, pipes,
service lines, ground rods, anodes, wires, etc. that might affect the pipeline cathodic protection
system must be reviewed and approved by PG&E Corrosion Engineering.

12. Pipeline Marker Signs: PG&E needs to maintain pipeline marker signs for gas
transmission pipelines in order to ensure public awareness of the presence of the pipelines.
With prior written approval from PG&E Pipeline Services, an existing PG&E pipeline marker sign
that is in direct conflict with proposed developments may be temporarily relocated to
accommodate construction work. The pipeline marker must be moved back once construction is

complete.

13. PG&E is also the provider of distribution facilities throughout many of the areas within
the state of California. Therefore, any plans that impact PG&E’s facilities must be reviewed and
approved by PG&E to ensure that no impact occurs which may endanger the safe operation of
its facilities.
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Attachment 2 — Electric Facilities

Itis PG&E’s policy to permit certain uses on a case by case basis within its electric
transmission fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) provided such uses and manner in which they are
exercised, will not interfere with PG&E’s rights or endanger its facilities. Some
examples/restrictions are as follows:

1. Buildings and Other Structures: No buildings or other structures including the foot print and
eave of any buildings, swimming pools, wells or similar structures will be permitted within fee
strip(s) and/or easement(s) areas. PG&E’s transmission easement shall be designated on
subdivision/parcel maps as “RESTRICTED USE AREA — NO BUILDING.”

2. Grading: Cuts, trenches or excavations may not be made within 25 feet of our towers.
Developers must submit grading plans and site development plans (including geotechnical
reports if applicable), signed and dated, for PG&E’s review. PG&E engineers must review grade
changes in the vicinity of our towers. No fills will be allowed which would impair ground-to-
conductor clearances. Towers shall not be left on mounds without adequate road access to
base of tower or structure.

3. Fences: Walls, fences, and other structures must be installed at locations that do not affect
the safe operation of PG&’s facilities. Heavy equipment access to our facilities must be
maintained at all times. Metal fences are to be grounded to PG&E specifications. No wall, fence
or other like structure is to be installed within 10 feet of tower footings and unrestricted access
must be maintained from a tower structure to the nearest street. Walls, fences and other
structures proposed along or within the fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) will require PG&E
review; submit plans to PG&E Centralized Review Team for review and comment.

4. Landscaping: Vegetation may be allowed; subject to review of plans. On overhead electric
transmission fee strip(s) and/or easement(s), plant only low-growing shrubs under the wire zone
and only grasses within the area directly below the tower. Along the border of the transmission
line right-of-way, plant only small trees no taller than 10 feet in height at maturity. PG&E must
have access to its facilities at all times, including access by heavy equipment. No planting is to
occur within the footprint of the tower legs. Greenbelts are encouraged.

5. Reservoirs, Sumps, Drainage Basins, and Ponds: Prohibited within PG&E’s fee strip(s)
and/or easement(s) for electric transmission lines.

6. Automobile Parking: Short term parking of movable passenger vehicles and light trucks
(pickups, vans, etc.) is allowed. The lighting within these parking areas will need to be reviewed
by PG&E; approval will be on a case by case basis. Heavy equipment access to PG&E facilities
is to be maintained at all times. Parking is to clear PG&E structures by at least 10 feet.
Protection of PG&E facilities from vehicular traffic is to be provided at developer’s expense AND
to PG&E specifications. Blocked-up vehicles are not allowed. Carports, canopies, or awnings
are not allowed.

7. Storage of Flammable, Explosive or Corrosive Materials: There shall be no storage of fuel or
combustibles and no fueling of vehicles within PG&E’s easement. No trash bins or incinerators
are allowed.
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8. Streets and Roads: Access to facilities must be maintained at all times. Street lights may be
allowed in the fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) but in all cases must be reviewed by PG&E for
proper clearance. Roads and utilities should cross the transmission easement as nearly at right
angles as possible. Road intersections will not be allowed within the transmission easement.

9. Pipelines: Pipelines may be allowed provided crossings are held to a minimum and to be as
nearly perpendicular as possible. Pipelines within 25 feet of PG&E structures require review by
PG&E. Sprinklers systems may be allowed; subject to review. Leach fields and septic tanks are
not allowed. Construction plans must be submitted to PG&E for review and approval prior to the
commencement of any construction.

10. Signs: Signs are not allowed except in rare cases subject to individual review by PG&E.

11. Recreation Areas: Playgrounds, parks, tennis courts, basketball courts, barbecue and light
trucks (pickups, vans, etc.) may be allowed; subject to review of plans. Heavy equipment
access to PG&E facilities is to be maintained at all times. Parking is to clear PG&E structures by
at least 10 feet. Protection of PG&E facilities from vehicular traffic is to be provided at
developer’s expense AND to PG&E specifications.

12. Construction Activity: Since construction activity will take place near PG&E’s overhead
electric lines, please be advised it is the contractor’s responsibility to be aware of, and observe
the minimum clearances for both workers and equipment operating near high voltage electric
lines set out in the High-Voltage Electrical Safety Orders of the California Division of Industrial
Safety (https://www.dir.ca.gov/Title8/sb5g2.html), as well as any other safety regulations.
Contractors shall comply with California Public Utilities Commission General Order 95
(http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/gos/GO95/go_95_startup page.html) and all other safety rules. No
construction may occur within 25 feet of PG&E’s towers. All excavation activities may only
commence after 811 protocols has been followed.

Contractor shall ensure the protection of PG&E’s towers and poles from vehicular damage by
(installing protective barriers) Plans for protection barriers must be approved by PG&E prior to
construction.

13. PG&E is also the owner of distribution facilities throughout many of the areas within the
state of California. Therefore, any plans that impact PG&E’s facilities must be reviewed and
approved by PG&E to ensure that no impact occurs that may endanger the safe and reliable
operation of its facilities.
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/7, Plan Review Team PGEPIlanReview@pge.com
Palel(.I Gas 3nd Land Management
: Electric Company

February 18, 2025

Mary Clayborn
County of Lake

255 N Forbes St
Lakeport, CA 95453

Re: UP 24-06 Osprey Farms
7255 Boggs Lane, Kelseyville, CA 95451

Dear Mary Clayborn,

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to review the subject plans. The proposed UP 24-06
Osprey Farms is within the same vicinity of PG&E’s existing facilities that impact this property.

PG&E operates overhead power lines within the project boundaries, currently serving the
existing buildings on the property. All proposed buildings and/or structures must maintain a
minimum clearance of 16-feet from the center of the overhead power lines. The proposed
ancillary processing structure, ancillary processing building and ancillary drying facility appear
to be in conflict with PG&E’s overhead lines and must maintain the required clearance.

Please contact the Building and Renovation Center (BRSC) for facility map requests by calling
1-877-743-7782 and PG&E’s Service Planning department at www.pge.com/cco for any
modification or relocation requests, or for any additional services you may require.

As a reminder, before any digging or excavation occurs, please contact Underground Service
Alert (USA) by dialing 811 a minimum of 2 working days prior to commencing any work. This
free and independent service will ensure that all existing underground utilities are identified and
marked on-site.

If you have any questions regarding our response, please contact me at alexa.boyd@pge.com.

Sincerely,
Alexa Bogd
Alexa Boyd

Land Management
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