
From: Piantka, George
To: "Murphy/Perkins"; 
cc: Laurie B. Jester; kchristensen@elsegundo.org; lyle cripe; Doris Nickelson; Nickelson, Nick; McKinsey, John; Riesz, Ken; 

Seipel, Scott; Dyas, Mary@Energy; Sisk, Tim; 
Subject: RE: El Segundo Energy Center (00-AFC-14C) - Transmittal of VIS-

9 Figures Per Conditions 5 and 6 of Joint Statement of Agreement
Date: Sunday, January 27, 2013 12:06:39 PM
Attachments: PL-GRADING-1-20scale-22x34.pdf 

5408-PL-003.pdf 
5408-PL-007_01.21.13.pdf 
VIS-2 Pallet  (2).pdf 
5408LCP001 Plant Palette.pdf 

 
 
Bob and Michelle,
 
The passing of Lyle Cripe is certainly a cause for delay. I appreciate that you have informed us. Lyle and Elsie have likewise 
been important contributors to the visual improvements that have been conditioned in the CA Energy Commission (CEC) 
license for this project.  We feel for Elsie and the family and friends of the Cripes. 
 
Below is a response to your second set of questions (with response #’s shown) regarding the VIS-9 figures transmitted for 
review per the Joint Statement of Agreement. If you find that I have addressed these questions satisfactorily, we appreciate 
your concurrence which will enable the Compliance Project Manager (Mary Dyas of the CEC) to further process our 
responses to JSA Conditions 5 and 6 and make a decision to approve the plans, or seek further information. With CPM 
approval, we will be in a position to resume the grading and landscaping activities in these areas to satisfy the important 
45th Street berm associated visual conditions in the CEC license.
 

1.       Regarding your comments in #1 below – I have attached the applicable figure. The phrase in the figure is 
accurate; the fence will be a minimum of 8 feet from the property line. But it is the intention to build the fence 
where depicted on the scaled drawing . The figure shows that substantial portions of the fence are more than 8 feet 
away from the property line. Your comment reinforces that our communication to the contractors shall be that they 
build the fence where depicted on the scaled drawing and not seek to place it “a minimum of 8 feet.” I assure you 
that we will make this very clear to the contractors.
 
5.       The “grasses” that will be planted are on the approved palette; they are referenced in the “hydroseeding” 
palette. I have attached the palette herein.
 
6.       I have enclosed a figure Sheet 5 of VIS-2 that depicts the water quality feature and the planting plan along the 
western portion of the tank farm berm. This figure matches with Sheet 4 of VIS-9, Appendix A, which was provided 
earlier per the JSA. Together these figures depict the plans in this portion of the site.

 
Thank you for your careful review and comments.
 
Regards,
 

George L. Piantka, PE 
Director, Environmental Business 
NRG Energy, West Region 
5790 Fleet Street, Suite 200 
Carlsbad, CA 92008 
760-710-2156 (o)
760-707-6833 (c)

 

Note: The information contained in this e-mail and any accompanying documents may contain information that is confidential or otherwise 
protected from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please 
immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and then delete this message, including any attachments. Any dissemination, distribution or other 
use of the contents of this message by anyone other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited.

 
 
 

From: Murphy/Perkins [mailto:murphyperkins@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, January 14, 2013 10:21 AM 
To: Piantka, George  
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El Segundo Power II, LLC Plant Palette







Cc: lyle cripe <lylecripe@gmail.com>; Doris Nickelson <dorisnickelson1@verizon.net>; Nickelson, Nick <nicknmf@verizon.
net>; Laurie B. Jester <ljester@citymb.info>; kchristensen@elsegundo.org <kchristensen@elsegundo.org>; Dyas, 
Mary@Energy <Mary.Dyas@energy.ca.gov>; John A. McKinsey <jamckinsey@stoel.com>; Seipel, Scott; Riesz, Ken  
Subject: Re: El Segundo Energy Center (00-AFC-14C) - Transmittal of VIS-9 Figures Per Conditions 5 and 6 of Joint 
Statement of Agreement  
 
Dear George, 
 
I apologize for being so slow to respond to your Dec. 18  note regarding our previous comments.  A number of things have 
happened, the most significant one being the death of Lyle Cripe, since you wrote, but that does not excuse my delay.  I'll try to 
be more prompt in the future.   
 
I do have some further comments and questions.  The numbers below refer to the numbered paragraphs in your Dec. 18 email. 
 
1.  Thanks for the clarification.  If a 2:1 slope will support the previously intended vegetation, we do not object to steepening the 
slope in this area to provide a flatter space outside the fence.  I do think the words on the drawing should be altered from "chain 
link fence at toe of slope 8' min from property line" to something that will instruct the contractors to build the fence where it 
belongs, which is, in this area, more than 8' from the line.  Maybe "Chain link fence at toe of slope, on line depicted.  Note toe of 
slope is farther than 8' from property line in this area."?  But the important thing is that it be built there, not how you phrase your 
instructions.   
 
5.  If the "grasses" are on the approved pallette, we do not object.  If we've been given a copy of that pallette, I have forgotten or 
lost it.   
 
6.  Though your description is helpful, is there a drawing of this feature? 
 
2, 3, 4, 7, and 8.  We do not object to these features as you describe them.
 
 
Regards, 
 
Bob Perkins (and Michelle Murphy)

On Tue, Dec 18, 2012 at 8:00 AM, Piantka, George <George.Piantka@nrgenergy.com> wrote:
Hello Bob,
 
Below I have addressed each of your 8 comments. But first, I would like to address your input regarding the terms 
of the Joint Statement of Agreement (JSA) as it pertains to comment and approval.  
 
Our transmittal of the drawings via email on December 3 to you and Michelle Murphy, Elsie and Lyle Cripe, and 
Doris and Nick Nickelson  (Residents) was to provide status of our work on the items in the JSA and initiate your 
collective review of these drawings. My transmittal of the drawings via email and overnight delivery to the Energy 
Commission’s Compliance Project Manager (CPM), the Cities of Manhattan Beach and El Segundo (Cities) and 
yourselves is in no intention to short-circuit the review of yourselves or the Cities. We are seeking comments from 
the Residents and Cities while keeping the CPM informed of our progress and status with respect to the conditions 
in the JSA.  We appreciate your comments thus far, and those received on December 17 from the City of 
Manhattan Beach (Laurie Jester).  Our responses are progress toward reaching a point when the drawings can be 
sent for CPM approval. 
 
#1: Fence and toe of slope incorrectly located west of palms. 
I believe that what you are seeing is actually that we have moved the toe of the slope back (to the north) so that it 
aligns with the fence and that the fence is still in the same location shown in Attachment A to the JSA. Thus, I 
think you will find this to be a benefit as it creates more accessible space on the 45th street side of the fence. 
 
#2 Flat areas in the slope
The flat area on the north down-slope side is for drainage, stability and erosion control purposes as well as 
providing a means for walking access in the area for landscape work and other maintenance. There are utilities 
located under that bench. This bench delineates their (location) and enables access to them for maintenance and 
repair as needed. The bench is approximately located where the retaining wall had been planned. The area north of 

mailto:lylecripe@gmail.com
mailto:dorisnickelson1@verizon.net
mailto:nicknmf@verizon.net
mailto:nicknmf@verizon.net
mailto:ljester@citymb.info
mailto:kchristensen@elsegundo.org
mailto:kchristensen@elsegundo.org
mailto:Mary.Dyas@energy.ca.gov
mailto:jamckinsey@stoel.com
mailto:George.Piantka@nrgenergy.com


the bench is additional area for landscaping than originally planned.
 
The 49’ foot elevation is the old elevation of the retention berm that was to be maintained. 
 
The 57’ foot elevation flat area was in drawing provided during the original AFC process and in the Visual 
Resources -9 plan submitted and approved following the landscaping committee meetings. I believe this was 
designed in to the berm during the AFC process because that height sustained a level of visual screening that all 
parties felt was the right balance, before finishing the slope down to the retention berm height of 49’. 
 
#3 Road and personnel access on west property line.
There is a paved path running along the fence line. It has not been compacted or reinforced to sustain heavy 
vehicles and is not a vehicular road. It is intended to provide a visible and smooth access for lightweight, utility 
cart-like vehicles to allow access to the fence and to the water quality and water discharge features in that area. 
Also, the light poles may require access by a scissor-lift, for example, for maintenance/replacement of light bulbs. 
As noted below, the water quality feature will be planted with low lying vegetation that comes near the edge of the 
path. 
 
#4 Planting more than hydroseeding
Yes, substantial planting is required beyond hydroseeding and you can see that in the other drawing we provided (i.
e., “Sheet 4”). The other drawing is also required to be provided pursuant to the JSA. It is the revised planting 
diagram and we provided that along with the Sheet 1 to Appendix B of the VIS-2 landscaping plan. The revised 
planting sheet has a number “4” in the lower right hand corner of the drawing. 
 
#5 Swale and Subdrain Detail and Bioswale
There is a detail for the Swale and Subdrain in the lower left hand area of the revised drawing (Sheet 1). The 
Swale and Subdrain will be planted with low lying vegetation from the plant palette. This allows water flowing 
through it during storm events to be partially filtered and slowed as it travels down the slope. Some grasses may be 
used here, but also groundcover plants. 
 
#6 Water Quality Feature
The “water quality feature” is an area designed to accumulate stormwater and allow it to absorbed; but in 
significant storm events, it will overflow into the southwest corner discharge point. It will be planted, pursuant to 
other sheets in the VIS-2 Plan, with low lying vegetation. The vegetation adds further stormwater filtering and 
improves the quality of any storm water discharge that does overflow into the southwest corner discharge point. 
 
#7 FM#25
I think you are referring to the square labeled as FH#25 at foot of slope of berm near SW corner. This is an 
existing fire hydrant that we are not removing, but rather, preserving in place. 
 
#8 Landscaping in SW corner outside of fence.
There is landscaping planned for the area of the property outside of the fence. The Vis-2 Landscaping Plan shows 
this in Appendix B. It is not on the drawing being completed for resolution of the 45th Street berm issues because 
that is not on Sheet 1 of Appendix B and was not a focus of the complaint.
 
Thank you for your detailed comments. We look forward to your further response.
 
Regards,
 
 



George L. Piantka, PE 
Director, Environmental Business 
NRG Energy, West Region 
5790 Fleet Street, Suite 200 
Carlsbad, CA 92008 
760-710-2156 (o)
760-707-6833 (c)

 

Note: The information contained in this e-mail and any accompanying documents may contain information that is confidential or otherwise 
protected from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, please 
immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and then delete this message, including any attachments. Any dissemination, distribution or other 
use of the contents of this message by anyone other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited.

 
 

From: Murphy/Perkins [mailto:murphyperkins@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2012 9:08 AM 
To: Piantka, George 
Cc: lyle cripe; Doris Nickelson; Nickelson, Nick; Laurie B. Jester; kchristensen@elsegundo.org; Dyas, Mary@Energy; John A. 
McKinsey; Seipel, Scott; Riesz, Ken 
Subject: Re: El Segundo Energy Center (00-AFC-14C) - Transmittal of VIS-9 Figures Per Conditions 5 and 6 of Joint Statement of 
Agreement
 
Dear George (and All),
 
 
We wish to comment on the documents George Piantka enclosed with his email (and of which he gave us hard copies this 
Thursday evening), but we must start by saying that these comments are tentative and preliminary.  We understand that, under 
the terms of our settlement and the Commission's orders, there is to be comment and discussion, including the possibility of 
revision, before the documents are submitted to the CPM for approval, and assume that, in presenting them to Ms. Dyas at this 
time, both George and his employer are just keeping her in the loop, not trying to short-circuit the discussion and possible 
revision.  See numbered paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Statement of Agreement.  
 
In that spirit of keeping her informed even though the documents are not yet ready for her review, we're sending a copy of this 
email to Mary Dyas, too.   
 
That said, our initial reading of the documents (and a very amateurish reading it is -- we ask that, as part of this comment period, 
NRG representatives meet with all concerned to help us better understand what NRG proposes) raises several questions.  Some 
may turn into "issues," others will no doubt be cleared up by meeting with NRG.  Other questions may arise from those 
discussions.  At this point, our questions are: 
 
1. We believe the proposed fence line and/or the berm deviate from the Commission's orders and Settlement Agreement in the 
area west of the palms.  In that area, the Agreement's "conceptual sketch" includes a negotiated fence line which is actually both 
above the toe of the berm and more than 8 feet from the property line, rather than (as on the current "revised concept study", a 
"Chain link fence at toe of slope 8' min from property line."  At all other places "8' min" appears to mean just 8 feet.  The 
Agreement requires more than 8' and above the toe. 
 
2.  We are not clear why the currently proposed plans include three flat areas in the berm-- one labeled "bench," on 
the north downslope, and the other two on the top of the berm at elevations 57.0 and 49.0 feet. We'd like to have 
that explained before we address whether they are a good idea or not.  
 
3.  The "Revised Concept Study" sketch appears to show both a road and "personnel access" in the SW corner of 
the property.  What is intended there?  Again, we'd like to learn what's going on before taking a position on this 
feature of the sketch.   
 
4.  We believe the Commission has ordered that the entire berm (as well as the flat areas) is to be planted and 
maintained with more than "hydroseeding", not just the top part of the berm.  Again, if the owners will explain 
their intentions, this may not be a disagreement at all.  Drawings showing how and where the plant pallette is to be 
deployed would be helpful here.  In their absence, the notation "remove existing vegetation" on the "Planting Plan" 
George forwarded raises concerns.   
 
5.  We'd like to see the detail for the  "proposed swale and subdrain" noted on the Revised Concept Study as being 
right across from our house, and the "bioswale" near the SW corner of the property.  Speaking of the bioswale, is 

tel:760-710-2156
tel:760-707-6833
mailto:murphyperkins@gmail.com
mailto:kchristensen@elsegundo.org


"grass" the approved planting there or anywhere?   
 
6.  What is the "water quality feature" along the west boundary of the plant to look like and be constructed of? 
Dirt?  plantings?  Concrete? 
 
7.  What is the object described as "FM#25" on the Revised Concept Study? 
 
8. The documents George sent us do not appear to contemplate any landscaping or work in the SW corner of the 
property, beyond the fence.  Is that the owner's intent?   
 
We hope this is the beginning of a fruitful set of discussions before NRG finalizes its proposals and sends them to 
the CPM.   
 
Regards, 
 
Bob Perkins & Michelle Murphy 
 
.  

On Sat, Dec 8, 2012 at 5:13 PM, Piantka, George <George.Piantka@nrgenergy.com> wrote:
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El Segundo Power II, LLC Plant Palette
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CP:GEEP:=IT lWO 1lMES THE PLANTING NOTES PLANT lEGEND 8 

TRUNK 
HEIGHT 

MEASURBIENT 

2X ROOTBAU. 

PALM TREE PLANTING 

DEPTHCF 
RIlCl1BAI..L. 

® DIAMETER AND ONE 1lMES THE ,.,. I 
DEPTH OF THE RooTBALL ... '" 

1. PlAN1lNG WORK SHALL CONFORM TO THE STANDARD SPEClFlCA1l0NS FOR PUBUC WORKS 
CONSTRUC1l0N "GREEN BOOK" 2005 EDIllON (A COPY SHALL BE KEPT ON THE SITE AT ALL 

SYMBOL BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME SIZE QUANTITY COMMENTS DETAIL / SHEET SCARIFY SIDES OF PLANT PIT. 

0) SET THE ROOTBAll IN THE 
PlAN1lNG PIT. SO THAT ROOT 
CROWN IS 1 ABOVE FINISH GRADE. o PlACE SAND BACKFILL MATERIAL 
PER THE SPECIFICATIONS~ TAMPING 

~~GAwrwtm ~~N¥o ~ 
BACKFILL AND BERM .. FlWNG 
BASIN. TAMP TO R~MOVE AIR 
G28~m ~DN~&~ONAL 

® PlAN1lNG TABLETS PER THE 
SPECIFlCA1l0NS. 

® CREA1lE 4" IRRIGA1l0N BASIN AT 
THE EDGE OF THE PlAN1lNG PIT. 

f7\ SET PALM TRUNK PLUMB AND 
\!.I TRUE T~/FlNISHED GRADE. 

MAlNTAINI'ICSTRAIGH1lEN AS NEEDED 
~~~~~ OUT THE MAlN1lENANCE 

® 1lE PAUlA FRONDS WITH ORGANIC 

1mVt % ~'rJllW I~R~~ ~~ A 
MINIMUM OF 50 CAYS. 

® ~E~W~CI~~~NKS.MUM~N4L.ER1" 
BELOW TOP OF CURB AND 3 
AWAY FROM PALM TRUNK. 

@ EXISTING SUBGRADE OR 
UNClASSIFIED FILL. 

@ SAND LEVEUNG MATERIAL. 5" MIN. 
DEPTH. 

N.T.S. 

CD TREE ROOTBAll. 

® 81X...&LtrAWD Pcl1~r?M~M~ETHE 
DEPTH OF THE RooTBALL 
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Ij\ SET THE ROOTBAll IN THE 
\::!I PlAN1lNG PIT. SO THAT ROOT 

CROWN IS 1 ABOVE FINISH 
GRADE. o PlACE BACKFILL MATERIAL PER 
THE SPECIFlCA1l0N~ TAMPING AND 
SETTLING AROUND "OOTBALL 

® PlAN1lNG TABLETS PER THE 
SPECIFlCA1l0NS. 

f6\ CREA1lE 4" IRRIGA1l0N BASIN AT 
~ THE EDGE OF THE PlAN1lNG PIT. 

01OOl~Ta. ~ ~~5 .. TRLfiWE 
BASIN. TAMP TO R~MOVE AIR 
POCKETS AND ADD ADDmONAL 
BACKFILL AS NECESSARY. 

® STAKE BELOW CROWN OF TREE. 

® ~~D~AK't~BB~~C~~~EWlll \Yd 
GALVANIZED NAIL INSTALL 5 
BELOW TOP OF TREE STAKE OR 5" 
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THE PREVAIUNG WIND AND DRIVE 
~I~~~~J~~ ~~E SUBGRADE A 

@ 3" LAYER OF BARK MULCH PER 

iMKS~nl~H~[LO~~LoJNW;r-OF 
CURB AND 3 AWAY FROM PLANT 
CENTER. 

@ EXISTING SUBGRADE. 

molES) AND THE SPECIFICA 1lON SPECIAL PRO'JISIONS. 

2. ALL WORK SHALL BE SUBJECT TO THE OWNER'S FIELD REPRESENTA1lVE'S ACCEPTANCE AS A 
CONDI1l0N OF COMPLE1l0N OF WORK BY THE CONTRACTOR. 

3. THE PLANTING PLANS ARE DIAGRAMMATIC. MINOR ADJUSTMENTS IN PLANT LOCA1l0NS MAY BE 
MADE AT THE DISCRETION OF THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT. 

4. ALL PLANT MATERIAL SHALL BE SUBJECT TO REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT 
PRIOR TO INSTALLA1l0N. SEE THE SPECIFlCA1l0NS FOR ADDmONAL REQUIREMENTS. 

5. ALL NURSERY TYING MATERIAL AND MARKING TAPES SHALL BE RENOVED AT THE 1lME OF PlAN1lNG. 

S. THE CONTRACTOR SHAlL VERIFY THE EXACT LOCATIONS OF ALL EXISTING UTIUTIES, SITE 
CONDITIONS, STRUCTURES, PROPERTY UNES, AND SERVICES BEFORE COMMENCING WORK TO 
ENSURE THAT THERE IS NO DAWAGE DURING CONSTRUCTION. THE LOCA1l0NS OF THESE 
CONDITIONS SHOWN IN THESE PLANS ARE APPROXIMA1lE ONLY. ANY DISCREPANCIES BETWEEN 
THESE PLANS AND AC1lW. FIELD CONDmONS SHALL BE REPORTED TO THE OWNER'S FIELD 
REPRESENTA1lVE. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO REPAIR AND REPlACE ANY OAMAGE TO 
EXISTING U1lLmES DURING CONSTRUCTION WITH NO ADDmONAL COST TO THE OWNER. 

7. PlANT MATERIAL LOCA1lED ADJACENT TO ANY UGHT STANDARDS, UTIUTY EQUIPUENT, OR 
DRIVEWAYS, ETC. SHALL BE ADJUSTED TO MAINTAIN A SUITABLE CLEARANCE AS APPROVED BY THE 
OWNER'S FIELD REPRESENTA1lVE. 

8. ALL SLOPES SHALL HAVE JUTE MESH INSTALLED PER THE SPECIFICATIONS. 

9. SEE THE SPECIFlCA1lON SPECIAL PROVISIONS FOR ADDmONAL REQUIREMENTS. 

CD TREE RooTBALL 

® 8IX...MT~D Pcl1~M~M~ETHE 
DEPTH OF THE ROOTBALL 
SCARIFY SIDES OF PlANT PIT. 

Ij\ SET THE RooTBAll IN THE 
\::!I PlAN1lNG P!l', SO THAT ROOT 

CROWN IS 1 ABOVE FINISH 
GRADE. o PLACE NA1lVE SOIL BACKFILL 
MATERIAL PER THE SPECIFlCA1l0NS, 
~J~L~ND SETTLING AROUND 

®CREA1lE 4" IRRIGA1l0N BASIN AT 
THE EDGE OF THE PlAN1lNG PIT. 

® IRRIGA1lE WITH HOSE TO SETTLE 
BACKFILL AND BERM~ FlLUNG 
~~ETs Ttl~ ~DR J8Xfo~ 
BACKFILL AS NECESSARY. o STAKE BELOW CROWN OF TREE. 

® CORDED RUBBER TREE "nt:, (2J 
PER STAKE. SECURE "" n t pd 
rrt:~rl~~ rr'mE~~1kESOR 5" 
ABOVE BENDING MOMENT OF TREE. 

® ~~~~fJRp~El~~r~2 PER 
TREE) INSTALLED OUTSID~ OF THE 
TREE RooTBALL LOCATE STAKES 

~fL'FfkrJ~uWl ~~6cr~.r o"{1VE 
FIRMLY INTO IttE SUBGRADE A 
MINIMUM OF 3. 

tfci\ J" LAYER OF BARK MULCH PER 
\1,::1 THE SPECIFlCAJl.ONS. INSTALL 

BARK MULCH" 1 BELOW TOP OF 
8~fkrD J AWAY FROU PlANT 

@ EXISTING SUBGRADE. 
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*78,740 S.F, 

*NO SLOPE 
CORRECTION 
FACTOR WAS 
ADDED FOR 
SLOPES 

TREES 
BRAHEA EDULIS GUADALUPE ISLAND FAN PALM 

LYONOTHAMNUS FLORIBUNDUS CATALINA IRONWOOD 

METROSIDEROS EXCELSUS NEW ZEALAND CHRISTMAS TREE 

PINUS TORREYANA TORREY PINE 

PRUNUS ILiCIFOLIA HOLLYLEAF CHERRY 

PRUNUS LYONII CATALINA CHERRY 

SHRUBS 
ARCHTOSTAPHYLOS 'JOHN DOURLEY' JOHN DOURLEY MANZANITA 

ARTEMESIA CALIFORNICA CALIFORNIA SAGEBRUSH 

BACCHARIS PILULARIS COYOTE BRUSH 

CEANOTHUS GLORIOSUS POI NT REYES CEANOTH US 

HETEROMELES ARBUTIFOLIA ORCHID ROCKROSE 

JUNIPERUS CONFERTA SHORE JUNIPER 

RHAMNUS CALIFORNICA COFFEEBERRY 

RHAPHIOLEPIS INDICA 'BALLERINA' BALLERINA INDIAN HAWTHORN 

RHAPHIOLEPIS INDICA INDIAN HAWTHORN 

RHUS INTEGRIFOLIA LEMONADE BERRY 

SALVIA LEUCOPHYLLA PURPLE SAGE 

HYDROSEED 
ABRONIA MARITIME SAND VERBENA 
ACHILLEA MILLEFOLIUM WH ITE YARROW 
AMBROSIA CHAMISSONIS BEACH BUR-SAGE 
ANTIRRHINUM NUTTALLIANUM NUTTAL'S SNAPDRAGON 
ATRIPLEX PATULA SPEAR ORACLE 
CAMISSONIA CHEIRANTHIFOLIA BEACH EVENING PRIMROSE 
ERIOGONUM PARVIFOLIUM SEA CLIFF BUCKWHEAT 
ESCHSCHOLZIA CAESPITOSA DWARF CALIFORNIA POPPY 
GNAPHALIUM BICOLOR EVERLASTI NG 
ISOCOMA MENZIESII COAST GOLDENBUSH 
LUPINUS CHAMISSONIS DUNE BUSH LUPINE 
LUPINUS NANUS SKY LUPINE 
PHACELIA RAMOSISSIMA BRANCHING PHACELIA 
TRIFOLIUM GRACILENTUM PIN-POINT CLOVER 

TOTAL 

4' BTH. 

24" BOX 

36" BOX 

36" BOX 

24" BOX 

24" BOX 

1 GAL 

1 GAL 

5 GAL 

1 GAL 

5 GAL 

1 GAL 

5 GAL 

1 GAL 

5 GAL 

5 GAL 

1 GAL 

LBS/ACRE 
2,0 
1.0 
2,5 
0,2 
2,0 
2,0 
1.0 
1.5 
1.0 
2,0 
2,0 
1.0 
2,5 
(Ll 

20,8 

46 4' BROWN TRUNK HEIGHT DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-1 

FULL, DENSE, AND VIGOROUS 

24 STANDARD FORM; g' HT, X 3' SP. DETAIL 'B' SHEET PD-1 

FULL, DENSE, AND VIGOROUS 

11 STANDARD FORM; 12' HT, X 5' SP. DETAIL 'c' SHEET PD-1 

FULL, DENSE, AND VIGOROUS 

70 STANDARD FORM; 12' HT. X 5' SP. DETAIL 'B' SHEET PD-1 

FULL, DENSE, AND VIGOROUS 

43 STANDARD FORM; g' HT, X 3' SP. DETAIL 'B' SHEET PD-1 

FULL, DENSE, AND VIGOROUS 

21 STANDARD FORM; g' HT, X 3' SP. DETAIL 'B' SHEET PD-1 

FULL, DENSE, AND VIGOROUS 

115 l' HT. X l' SP, DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VIGOROUS 

254 l' HT. X l' SP, DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VIGOROUS 

53 2' HT. X 2' SP, DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VlGOROUS 

125 l' HT. X l' SP, DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VIGOROUS 

28 2' HT. X 1.5' SP, DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VIGOROUS 

417 l' HT. X l' SP, DETAIL 'B' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VIGOROUS 

162 2' HT. X S' SP, DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VlGOROUS 

446 l' HT. X l' SP, DETAIL 'B' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VIGOROUS 

148 2' HT. X 2' SP, DETAIL 'B' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VIGOROUS 

208 2' HT. X 2' SP, DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VIGOROUS 

136 l' HT. X 1.5' SP, DETAIL 'A' SHEET PD-2 

HEALTHY, DENSE, VlGOROUS 

SEED, MULCH, FERTILIZER, AND MYCORRHIZAL INOCULUM ARE AVAILABLE FROM 
S & S SEEDS (805-684-0436) OR APPROVED EQUAL, 
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TREE PLANTING (NON-NATIVE) N.T.S. TREE PLANTING (NATIVE) N.T.S. WOOD FIBER HYDRAULIC MULCH CONWED FIBERS 2000 OR 2000 

C:::::: 
:::J 
U 

PLANS ARE NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION - FOR APPROVAL ONLY 
I~ fCl-(rlJkMING IS SlkVICb, Rtir HAS Rl~lIVl~ [lASl VA~ ~,'W IfAPC:UVU~U, ~L~~I~ fl lLlC IRlJNIC 
FOR,1A- THAT ~AV:: B::EN P~EPfI.RED OR COVIPILED BY OTHERS, THE ACCLRACY fiND cmAPLE-EI,ESS Oc 
Wl- c~ RBF IS EWI-LED TO R::LY IJPC:N WITHOUT INDEPENOE~ T EVilLU;IT ON OR VER FIC:,',-ION, 

WITH ORGANIC TACKIFIER APPROVED EqUAL 

18-18-18 FERTILIZER HYDROSTART BY S&S SEEDS 150 
OR APPROVED EQUAL 

MYCORRHIZAL INOCULUM AM 120 ARBUSCULAR 60 
MYCORRHIXAL INOCULUM OR 
APPROVED EqUAL 

NOTE: PLANT QUANTITIES ARE SHOWN FOR CONTRACTOR'S CONVENIENCE IN ESTIMATING ONLY. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR PROVIDING THE PLANT MATERIAL FOR EACH SYMBOL 
SHOWN ON THE PLANTING PLANS, PD-1 
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PLANNING. DESIGN. CONSTRUCTION 1-_-+_+-_____________________ +-_1-_--1 

14725 ALTON PARKWAY 
IRVINE, CALIFORNIA 92618-2027 

CON S U L TIN G 949.472.3505. FAX 949,472,8122 • wwwHBFcom DATE BY DESCRIPTION APP'D DATE 

REVISIONS 

EL SEGUNDO POWER 
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

SHEET 

6 
OF 15 SHEETS 
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