


Undergrounding Utilities - MVNA Survey 6/15/18

  All Monterey
Do you already have underground utlilities (electricity, TV, internet and phone)?

Total
To my house 12.16% 18 87.84% 130 148
On my block 5.71% 8 94.29% 132 140
In my neighborhood 5.84% 8 94.16% 129 137
I have overhead utilities 90.97% 131 9.03% 13 144
Other (please specify) 13

  Non-MVNA
Do you already have underground utlilities (electricity, TV, internet and phone)?

Total
To my house 12.50% 3 87.50% 21 24
On my block 12.50% 3 87.50% 21 24
In my neighborhood 4.55% 1 95.45% 21 22
I have overhead utilities 91.30% 21 8.70% 2 23
Other (please specify) 1

  Comments
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Yes No

Yes No

Comcast cable is underground from the utility pole to our house. Not sure about the other utilities.

Not sure about our block but we are a Planned Unit Development with 6 homes that all have underground 
utilities.
NOTE: Granite Construction is already re-paving Soledad Drive; Kind of a "cart before the horse" would 
you not say???
One home in our neighborhood had the foresight to have their utilities installed underground, no others in 
the area have it. 
The overheads are unsightly, damaged by tree falls & weather. they compromise the views & home 
values because of it.

how about a maybe/don't know answer
I HAVE A OVER HEAD  POWER LINE ON SHADY LANE WITH MANY PINE TREES NEXT TO  THE LINES .  ANY 
TROUBLE ON THE LINES COULD CAUSE A CASTROPHIC FIRE FOR THIS NEIBORHOOD.

I live in a townhouse complex at 400 Mar Vista Drive.  All utilities to the 28 townhouses are underground.
Monterey Vista shopping center has utilities undergrounded.
My house is the only one on the block with underground utilities to the street overhead poles

The PG and E people came by my house and removed the existing underground utilities and were  quite 
indignant that the line to my house was underground.  Burying the lines would improved the reliability of 
the electric supply in my opinion.  

They should coordinate this as the streets or gutters are being torn up for other purposes like paving or 
installing sidewalks.    The overhead lines are an eyesore and fail someplace during every storm.
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  All Monterey
How important are the following PROs for under-grounding?

Better and more reliable services 77.55% 114 18.37% 27 4.08% 6
Reduced utility pole blight, better views, and beautify neighborhoods 84.46% 125 12.84% 19 2.70% 4
Reduced fire hazards (e.g., Santa Rosa fire) 89.86% 133 6.08% 9 4.05% 6
Fiber communication for GigaBit service 66.90% 97 27.59% 40 5.52% 8
Reduced Telecom incentives for cellular antennas within neighborhoods 65.31% 96 27.89% 41 6.80% 10
Reduced health effects/threats 54.48% 79 35.86% 52 9.66% 14
Other (please specify)

  Non-MVNA
How important are the following PROs for under-grounding?

Better and more reliable services 83.33% 20 16.67% 4 0.00% 0
Reduced utility pole blight, better views, and beautify neighborhoods 100.00% 24 0.00% 0 0.00% 0
Reduced fire hazards (e.g., Santa Rosa fire) 95.83% 23 4.17% 1 0.00% 0
Fiber communication for GigaBit service 75.00% 18 20.83% 5 4.17% 1
Reduced Telecom incentives for cellular antennas within neighborhoods 58.33% 14 37.50% 9 4.17% 1
Reduced health effects/threats 66.67% 16 33.33% 8 0.00% 0
Other (please specify)
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Support Neutral Do not support

Totally unimportant to me.  This is solely a "nice to have" item.  There are more significant "spending items" in our city and community improvement needs.  In 
addition, the estimated cost, at about $20k per house, is ludicrous. 
Underground electrical wires are safer for  both wildlife and people. There is no contact of wires. Without power poles cars cannot crash into them. Eliminating 
lines in trees would  be an additional fire safety benefits.

Don’t need more speed. This isn’t SJ or SF
Efficient infrastructure management is important. If we are tearing up a street, we should underground the utilities for all the reasons above. That way, over 
Gas, water and sewage are already underground.  Why are the other utilities not also?  Is it perhaps because there is danger in having high voltage lines 
alongside gas lines?  We need an impartial evaluation to explain the issues at stake instead of "what do the citizens think?" surveys.
I like the idea in principle but would NEVER pay 20K dollars for this
I'm not too worried about cell antennas or particular health threats related.
Improve property values and less maintenance. Source of revenue stream for city owned fiber optic cable.
Increased prop values, beauty. The cost would be easily recoverable over time and provide so many wonderful benefits. Also, if paid as property tax price is 
reduced by tax deduction for prop. tax. I have a huge transformer on the pole in front of my house. Also they are laying huge thick new wires all over Monte Vista 
right now. I think it’s AT&T’s above ground fiber optic cable and city must have approved it and it is hideous!
less threat of service interruptions during storms
No clue what is meant by #'s 3 & 4 above!
Should have positive impacts on real estate values and insurance rates.     Utility right of way could become off street walkway with majority of power and 
communications infrastructure beneath.   A two for one possibility - where a second problem in neighborhood is also addressed.       Offers the city a first degree 
of leverage in establishing / re-establishing net neutrality (locally) as desired by the community.   Offers both control by and revenue for the city.        The current 
pole technology was never designed or intended for greater demands of telecom needs of today.  This will need to be addressed in some fashion.      
Underground conduit can keep up with changing and more demanding needs.  Underground conduit is open ended for future changes and advances in delivery 
technology.
So electricity doesn’t go out in storms
These are unqualified questions that can lead to erroneous conclusions. e.g. "better views" would be nice so I support that thought but I am not willing to pay 



Undergrounding Utilities - MVNA Survey 6/15/18

  All Monterey
How concerned are you about the following CONs?

Total
Raising the required major expenses 64.67% 97 18.67% 28 16.67% 25 150
Digging up streets as needed 20.95% 31 32.43% 48 46.62% 69 148
Undergrounding from the street to your home 29.05% 43 22.97% 34 47.97% 71 148
Other (please specify) 15

  Non-MVNA
How concerned are you about the following CONs?

Total
Raising the required major expenses 60.87% 14 26.09% 6 13.04% 3 23
Digging up streets as needed 8.70% 2 34.78% 8 56.52% 13 23
Undergrounding from the street to your home 21.74% 5 26.09% 6 52.17% 12 23
Other (please specify) 2

  Comments
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Concerned Neutral Not concerned

Concerned Neutral Not concerned

There should be mitigation put in place to restore yards as close to existing landscapes allow without owners incurring additional costs.
All of the above; bad idea.  If this work adds any incremental time to the street repaving schedule that I'm still waiting to see (after 23 years here) it is an 
additional negative. There are potholes in the neighborhood that can swallow up a small dog.
Cost of doing so? We have already done landscaping, and don't relish the idea of messing anything up. 
don't know enough to answer
Homes should pay for the street to home undergrounding.
I feel that undergrounding utilities has no negatives, only positives.  The cost will be instantly recovered via increased property value. 
I think it’s worth it in the long run.
I would prefer using P2 money to avoid an assessment district.  I would prefer undergrounding as streets are entirely restructured, meaning totally dug up, 
I'd like to work toward this project, get the community to talk it up, and do it when we have the money.
Just to explain my “not concerned” answer about digging up the streets...I don’t view it as a problem IF the streets are repaired properly and not patched 
Landlords will pass costs to renters that already cannot afford to live here
Naturally, it's a concern, however, in the big picture, over the long term, it is a major improvement.
Not affected
The cost should be funded within the next Measure P sales tax, which is paid 33-50% by visitors. That way the price tag is not a huge up-front cost but is 
funded from sales tax for the next street needing undergrounding. The idea should be that if we are tearing up streets to fully rebuild them anyway, we 
underground. So we are digging up the streets anyway. Most of us can pay for the cost of street to our home and community building funds or liens until 
next sale can help those who cannot pay for the connection from the street to their home.

This needs to be done in a coordinated way with every other reason to dig up the streets imaginable so that it only happens once. We’ve already had them 
worked on for water, potholes, and dig up again. Also the cost is prohibitive for people on a fixed or lower income. Maybe the area needs a fundraiser 
instead of more taxes, it’s just too much.
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  All Monterey
How much are you willing to be involved in funding?

Total
No new taxes 20.83% 25 44.17% 53 35.00% 42 120
Support a 1%  sales tax (~50 years) 61.97% 88 16.20% 23 21.83% 31 142
Pay connection fee to home (~$6k); rest though sales tax 36.36% 52 17.48% 25 46.15% 66 143
Willing to join an Assessment District to pay ~50% expenses (~$10k over 15 years); rest though sales tax39.46% 58 23.13% 34 37.41% 55 147
Willing to join an Assessment District to pay all expenses (~$20k over 30 years).42.18% 62 22.45% 33 35.37% 52 147
Willing to pay ~$20k up front if everyone on my block does, too. 13.19% 19 15.28% 22 71.53% 103 144
Other (please specify) 17

  Non-MVNA
How much are you willing to be involved in funding?

Total
No new taxes 22.22% 4 50.00% 9 27.78% 5 18
Support a 1%  sales tax (~50 years) 58.33% 14 16.67% 4 25.00% 6 24
Pay connection fee to home (~$6k); rest though sales tax 40.91% 9 22.73% 5 36.36% 8 22
Willing to join an Assessment District to pay ~50% expenses (~$10k over 15 years); rest though sales tax43.48% 10 8.70% 2 47.83% 11 23
Willing to join an Assessment District to pay all expenses (~$20k over 30 years).47.83% 11 21.74% 5 30.43% 7 23
Willing to pay ~$20k up front if everyone on my block does, too. 18.18% 4 13.64% 3 68.18% 15 22
Other (please specify) 2
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Support Neutral Do not support

Support Neutral Do not support

Also combine this work with other scheduled digging to reduce costs.I don’t understand how to reply to the first option, but I would support any method that can make this happen. I live in MV neighborhood but the last question won’t allow me to answer it 
(what neighborhood?)

I feel like there are far more important things that we can do for our community than this - better funding our schools, parks, public safety, community activities - I don't like looking at power 
lines or having the power go out but I can't imagine who would think this is worth half a billion dollars.
I'd sign up to help stop it in court if needed.  But, glad you asked.
I'd support any way to pay for this improvement to our neighborhood.
I'm a renter.
It's a nice idea but there are only so many taxes I am willing to pay.
Let's look into PGE funds, community building funds, and NIP funds as well.  Thank you so much for doing this timely survey.
Mandate the change. Have the Cable/ISP and  PG&E share the cost!

My problem with sale tax is it puts local business at a disadvantage; and you've not given an idea of how long this process would take.  One could be paying increased sales taxes for years and not 
see their utilities placed underground.  Better that defined areas begin to pay when the construction begins.

This is not a necessity!

What has been done with all the taxes we pay now? $20,000 per household is ludicrous; these issues should have been addressed eons ago. Not impressed with some of the other "districts" that 
have been around forever with no "new" water supplies, but the residents pay handsomely and outrageously for those districts!

need more information to choose

Not fair to people on fixed or lower incomes. Paying the bond got past and that is already raising taxes on homes. I support fundraising, not taxes or consumers covering costs. The other option 
is P G & E could do their job and clear the lines for 2 out of 3 of the issues with the lines.

Question #1 - "no new tax".  Are you considering an assessment a tax?   Important to know what the $20,000 would cost over 30 years.  Perhaps offer to allow property owners to pay down 
principal and thereby save interest costs once a year, or when property is sold.  Should be an assessment against the property, not the owner, since the new owner is a beneficiary.
that was easy

The city will go from currently owning a minimum of infrastructure for telecom and power to owning a maximum if committing to under-grounding.   This translates into a substantial revenue 
source in the future.   The power company and the utility association have the better end of the deal.   This should change that in favor of the city.   
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  All Monterey
What neighborhood do you live in?

Answer Choices
Aguajito Oaks 0.00% 0
Alta Mesa 0.00% 0
Casanova Oak Knoll 0.00% 0
Deer Flats 0.00% 0
Del Monte Beach 0.00% 0
Del Monte Grove-Laguna Grande 0.69% 1
Downtown 0.00% 0
Fisherman Flats 0.00% 0
Glenwood 0.00% 0
Monterey Vista 83.45% 121
New Monterey 4.14% 6
Oak Grove 1.38% 2
Old Town 2.76% 4
Skyline Forest 5.52% 8
Skyline Ridge 0.69% 1
Villa Del Monte 0.00% 0
Other 1.38% 2

Answered 145

  Non-MVNA
What neighborhood do you live in?

Answer Choices
Aguajito Oaks 0.00% 0
Alta Mesa 0.00% 0
Casanova Oak Knoll 0.00% 0
Deer Flats 0.00% 0
Del Monte Beach 0.00% 0
Del Monte Grove-Laguna Grande 4.17% 1
Downtown 0.00% 0
Fisherman Flats 0.00% 0
Glenwood 0.00% 0
Monterey Vista 0.00% 0 Removed
New Monterey 25.00% 6
Oak Grove 8.33% 2
Old Town 16.67% 4
Skyline Forest 33.33% 8
Skyline Ridge 4.17% 1
Villa Del Monte 0.00% 0
Other 8.33% 2

Answered 24

Responses

Responses


