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of ~ 115 kV t:-ans=issio~ line within its se:-vice a:-ea is unlaw~ul. 

4It Coce coes not :-e~ui:-e p:-io:- Co:=i$sio~ app:-oval o! a u~ility !acili~y 
th~t is being const:-uctee to extenc se:-vice withi~ a utility's 
autho:-izec se:-vice a:'ea. 

Cali!o:-nia Envi:,on~ental Quality Act (CEQA) co not apply to such a 
utility facility which :ay be built without p:-io:- Co=:issio~ 
app:-oval. Envi:-o~=ental :'eview as speci~iec i~ CEOA is not :,e~ui:-ee 
~or this 1i5 kV ~:a~s=issio~ line. 

200 kV s~anca:-d fo:' :'eview o! t:-a~s~ission lines set ~o:-th in Gene:'al 
O:-ee:- (GO) 1;1-E Since the ti=e !o:, appeal o! that o:'ce:- has er.pi:'ee. 

~he co~~ln~~. ~~ ~e~·e~ <~ ~.~ ~"e~~~· ~o~~ ~ •.• 'e~v~ .0 •• "'Z' "" ........... \,0 ..................... Z' .............. _ OJ ......... "" _ .. 

aoene is grantee to co=plainant. 



C.82-08-09 ALJ/rr 

. 
:::! • Background 

The Southern Caliiornia Zdison Cocpany (Edison) is 
constructing a 115 kV transcisslon lin~ in Riverside County kno~ as 
the Auld-Cajalco Project (AC?). This project is an 8.7 =ile long 
wooden pole transmission line that is intended to ce~t lo~d gro~th in 
the Cajalco ~rea o~ Riverside County. Edison has the franchise right 
to serve Riverside County. 

E. 3. Ranches, Inc. (5.3.) ~iled the instant co=plaint 
a~ter Edison had begun construction o~ the line ~hose route ~ollo~z a 
~oa~ ~'SbC·'~g ~ ~ ,~ ~~o~e~.~ .. \.to *J. "W v...... .....~. ,.;;j r. ~ . WJ. 

construction o! the AC? is unlaw!ul since Edison has not secured a 
certi~ieate o~ public convenience and necessity (opcn) ~or the 
project and no environ:ental i=pact reports have been prepared !or 
the project. 

vicinity o~ E.3.'s property was suspended at the re~uest o! the 
assi~ed Ad:inistrative Law Judge. 

Edison iiled an answer ad:itting that it was constructing 
the AC? but otherwise deniee each ane ever':! allegation in E.3.'s 
cocplaint. 

POints and authOrities on the legal issues raised in 
co:plaint were !ilee oJ E.3., Edison, and the Co::ission sta!~ 
(sta!!) on Or be!ore Dece:ber 31, 1982. E.3. and Edison ~iled reply 
ce:orandu:s on or beiore January 21, 1983. 
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III. Izsues 

~his co:plaint raize= ~he !ollowing legal issues which we 
decide based on the pleadings: 

1. Whether the Co~=ission is reouired 
by ?U Code § 1001 and CEQA ~o review 
the po~en~ial environ:en~al i~?act 
o! the ACP? 

2. Whe~her the GO 13i-E standard !or 
review only o! ~rans=iszion line 
!acilities whose o~e~ating voltage 
exceeds 200 kV :ay be challenged? 

3. ~~ether co:plainant :ay ob~ain 
review o~ a u~ility construction 
projec~, which otherwise wo~ld no~ 
be subjec~ ~o Co~i$sion review. by 
~iling a co:plain~ under ?D Code 
§ 70S? 

IV. S~atutes and Re~lations 

:Ohe cor.s~ruction o! elect:-ic generation and tra:-:.:ission 
~acili~ies by utilities u:-:.cer the Co=:ission's jurisdic~ion is 
governed ~y ?~ Code § 1001 and GO 131-3. 

?u Code § 1001 p:-ovidez in part that: 
"No ••• electrical cO:-'Ooration ••• shall 
begin the construc~ion ••• of a line. 
plant, or sys~e=, o~ o~ any extension 
thereo~, wi~hout having first obtained 
!ro: the Co:=isslon a certificate tha~ 
the presen~ or !u~ure public convenience 
and necessi~y requi:-e Or will require 
such cons~ruction. 

"!'his ar~icle shall no~ be construed ~o 
requi:-e any such corporation ~o secure 
such certi!icate !or an ey.~ension wi~hin 
any ci~y or ci~y ane county within which 
it has the:-eto!o:-e lawfully co~=encec 
ope:-ations. or !or an extension into 
territory eithe:- wi~hin 0:- wi~hout a 
ci~y or ci~y and coun~y contiguous to 
its ••• line, plant, 0:- syste:, ane not 
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, 
1\.. E.B. -

the~eto!o~e se~ved by p~blic utili~y of 
like cha~acte~, o~ ~o~ an extension 
within o~ to te~~ito~y al~eaey se~vee by 
it, necessa~y in the o~dina~y CO~~$e o! 
its business ••• ". 
Gene~al O~de~ 1;1-3 p~ovie.es in pa~t ~hat: 

n ••• :".0 elect::'ic p~blic utili t:;, now 
subject, o~ which he::,eafte~ ::ay beco=e 
subject, to the ju::,iseiction of the 
Co~~~s~~o~ ~hal' ~og~¥ co~~·~'·c·~o¥ ~~ ................. 4" -.."." .. iJ'Y ... 1 •• ...,"'.t..4 "',. ...... 
• ~,~ ~.~.~ o~ ~a.10W e'-c·~~c ...,; •• .;, ~vw.W'w .............. ~ •• '=' .,;#,. 

t::'ans:ission line .acilities which a.~e 
designee. !o::, i==ediate 0::' eventual 
ope::oation at any voltage in excess o! 
200 kilovolts (kV) ••• without this 
COM~'S~JO¥'~ ~~v~~~ ~~~~. ~ou~~ ·~a· ....... Ia,/,.. ... .., ..... w, ..... e. ...... .", 1tI.. • ... w. 1,;1.. WI 

said !acilities a::'e necessa::'y to p::'o::ote 
the safety. health, co:!o::'t. anc 
convenience o! the public. anc that they 
a::'e ::,e~ui~ed by the pub!ic convenience 
anc r.ecessi ty ••• , •• 

v. Positions o! th~ ?a~ties 

its autho~ity ~nde::, ?~ Coce § 1001 and CEQA ove::, t~ans:ission line 

cl2.i:s that CEQA coes not exe:pt t~ans:ission lines like the ACP !~o= 
erN:' ::oor.:er.tal ::oeview. E.3. !u~the::, cla1::s that "ur.less ?~blic 
vtilities Coce § 1001 is d::,a:atically a:eneec, the::'e can be no 

a::bit o! the PUC." E.3. the~ concludes that ~he p~ovisions o~ C~QA 
a~.,~ ~ .. U Co~~ § 100'1 • ge·~ ~ ~. Co ~ ~~ ~ ~ .~ .1,. .. - .. 0 ..... e::' ... anl,.a ... e :::: ... 3.., ... or. ::'ev ... eo .... • o. ... .• e 
envi::'onQental i:pacts o! the AC? 

- " -
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F..3. decla~es that unde~ the Co~mi$sion's ~~esent sche~e o! 
"nonregulation," ";he ?u'blic a.nd eove~nment agencies do not ~eceive 
notice o! projects which they would ~eceive i~ CEQ~ was applied. 
Because o! the Co:~ission's !ailure to asse~"; ju~iseiction, E.E. 
cla.ic$ that agencies with environ:ental knowledge and expertise a~e 
not a.ware o! these unreviewed projects un";il well a.!te~ construction 
is under wa.y. 

An,,;icipating an agency plea. o~ ad=inist~ative 
inconvenience, E.B. also sta~e$ that ";he Co:=1ssion cannot evade 
CEQA duties !or reasons o~ econo~y O~ insu~!icient pe~sonnel. 

~"''''' - v,;" 

In su==ary, E.3. asserts that the Co==ission has unlaw!ully 
~ailed to cond~c,,; an environ:ental review o! the AC? E.3. asks that 

CO::::1ssion :: .... -:.kes i '!':s e!'lvi~o"' .. =~n"' ... ~' ... ". ~v<.~w ~ n co"''Ol< a"'cl!' w<~"" C-='QJ... . p p - - p.. -... .• _ • .... -.J • 

Eeison 

o~ a utility ~acility begins. !:eison c1ai:l$ • .... a ... ""1"';0'" 'til... til' ,J:'~" .. 

~egula";ion. 

Accordingly, Edison concludes that C3QA does not apply to the AC? 

only of "projec";s" detined by ?:J Code §§ 2~ 06, and 21080. Edison 
cain";ains that the AC? does not tall within ";ne C3QA de~1nitions o! 

the environ::ental review sought by B.3. is 
not required. 

Edison also ar~~es that £.3. is toreclosee fro: cha~le~g~~g 
GO 1;1-3 because the ti::e 
that F..E. did not tile a~ application for rehearing o! ~he Co::=issio~ 
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deci~ion adopting GO 131-B and that n.B. did not apply to the 
California Supreme Court for a writ of certiorari. Edison submits 
that H.E. has wa~ved its appeal rights ~nd cannot object to any 
portion of GO 131-B at this time. 

Edison also contencs th:t a complaint against a public 
utility must allege a violation of the law or of a Co~i::ion order 
or rule. (Sec PU Code § 1702.) Edison :aintains that it has not 
violated any state law or Comm~ssion regulation. Edison conclud~s 
that H.B.'s co:p!aint must be denied sinc0 the AC? complies with all 
applica~le laws and regulations. 
C. Starr 

Staft concurs in most of Edison's arguments. Stafr also ~ 
states that CEQA does not apply Since ~ cpcn under PU Code § i001 or 
oth~r discre~ionary approval oy the Commission is not required tor 
the AC? Staff also concludes that H.B. cannot Challenge GO 131-B 
since the tixe for administrative appeal nnd judicial review of that 

4t ord~r has expired. Staff submits that H.B. complaint in its present 
form should be deni~d. 

Sta~~ notes that the Commiss1o~ ~ay wish to ~econ3ider the 
200 kV jurisdictional limit set forth in GO 131-B for transmission 
line review. Staff states that: 

tr?ublic ae~ncies are strongly encouragec 
to not merely conform with the strict 
letter of the law in rel~ting CEQA to 
thcir other regulatory rez~onsioilities 
but should do so ac~ively, making 
protection of the e~v~ron~ent a major 
co~sideration in their act~vities." 
(Response of Commission Staff, pae~s 7 
and 8.) 

- 6 -
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Sta!! poi~ts out that 115 
i~pact on the environme~t. Also, sta~~ suggests that ~. absence o~ 
public agency review :ay encourage Edison and other:utilities to 
buile several t~ans~ission lines less than 200 kV when a tranz:ission 
line exceeding 200 kV ~ight be pre~erable. Sta~~ believes that a 
~eexa=ination o! GO 131-3 li:itations is app~opriate. However, at 
this ti:e sta~~ has no reco::encation as to whether the Co::ission 
should undertake ~or:al review o~ trans:ission lines less than 200 kV. 

Despite the ~oregoine, sta~~ states that a cause o~ action 
still is available to F..E. !n sta~~ts opinion, 
not otherwise subject to CO::ission reView, :ar beco:e subject to 
Co::ission review anc even CEQA require:ents 
co:plaint is ~iled. 

Sta~~ observes that several provisions o! the ?u Coce give 
the Co=:ission authority to direct utilities under its ju ... .(~..,.(c·.(o ... .. • _w.. w ... ,.;. .. ".., ...., .,0 ac.l.O, ex .. e:'.1.0 , -:. ... y .... , a ...... o· 

....... ..""... .. ItI • e ~acili ties whe:-. it is :-.ecessary ~or t!'le be:-.e~i t o~ thei: custo:e:s 0: 

the sa~ety o~ their custo=e~s, their e:ployees or the public 
generally. Sta~~ relies speci!ical17 upon ?u Coce §§ 762 ane 762.5 
which proviee that: 

"762. Whe:-.eve: the co=:issio:-., a~te: 
hearing, !i~es t!'lat additions, 
extensions, :epairs, or i:prove:ents to, 
or cha~ges in, the existing plant, 
e~uip=ent, appa:atus, ~acilities, 0: 
other physical property o~ any public 
utility or o~ any two or :o:e public 
utilities ought reasonably to be :ade. or 
that new structures shoulc be erectee. to 
pro:ote the security or convenie~ce o~ 
.; -eo e-""I' oy~~'" 0'" ·he .... , .... ,.( c 0 ... .( n a .. · .. .. .".", "*-.l'- - -~ .~... ~""""t,)_..., .. R.. .",1 

otne: way to secure aee~uate service 0: 
~acilities. the cO:l:lission shall :lake anc 
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. -
serve an o:-der c.i:-ec'ti:'lg tha't such 
adeitions, extensions, repai:-s, 
i~?:,ove~ents, or changes be oade 0:' such 
st:,uctures ~e erected in the :anne:' and 
within the ti:e S?eci~iee in the o:-ee:-. 

" 
"762.5. The CO::is8ion, as a basis ~or 
""a ...... .( ... g a"'y 0".:1 p ... .... , .... cu"''''' ... "'0 ... ~I:. w..r,..... •. .~ ..... .. W ...... fW 4;Iw. ... '1 'ttl \I ....... 

provisions o~ Section 762 :'elati:1g to 
location o~ st:,uctures, shall give 
consic.e:'ation to, a:1e incluee i:1 its 
o:,de:- ~ineings upon, the following 
~acto:-s: 

(a) 
~"o) 
,c) 

(d) 

Co==~nity va~ues_ 
Recreational and pa:'i: a:-eas. 
Eisto:'ical ane aesthetic 
values. 
!n~luence on envi:on:ent ••• " 

"influence on envi:oncent" 
Sta:'~ :'lotes tha't unee:' ?'C Code § 705, the abo"/e p:-o'/isions 

o~ the ?U Code can be i=ple:entec. on the Co:=issionfs own :otion 0:' ~y 

co- .... ,"'-""· S-a~~ "'~P'" conc'u.:l pc ... ~~. epc~··e -he "O~p~pn'" 200 i:V ... ;!.,...fr .. ..,. >oJ ... IJ •• ~ •• • _\' .. 0;./ \fi •• ~W "'';;)l'-ltil ..... ..... .,;,1 ... .., 

not othe:wise be taken. Such a :eview then could incluee 
consiee:-ation o! the "in~luence on the e:1vironoen't." 

!n -:he 
does :'lot invoi:e 'the above p:-ocec.'U:,e since •• .'" does 
approp:'iateness 0:' the ~C? but instead is directed at Co==ission 
p:'ocedu:es anc. :ee~lations. Eoweve:" $ta~~ :aintains that i~ the 

- 8 -
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co:plain~ is ameneee to allege de~iciencies in the AC? itsel~ ~athe~ 
than just e:ro~s in esta~lished Co::ission ptocedu~e$ and regulations~ 
the environ:ental tevie·tf soug."lt by E. E. :ay occu:".· 

A. ?eouire~ents ~o~ ~he AC? 
review o~ "discretionary 

ptojects ptoposee to be cartiee OU~ or approved by.public agencies." 
(Public Resources Code § 2~080(a).) Project is de~inee in Public 
Resources Coce § 2~06; to include: 

"(a) Activities directly u:;dertai:en bj" 
any public agency. 

" (0 ) 

I/(c) 

Activities undertaken 'oj a person 
· .... hich are s1,;.pported in 'tfhole or in 
"'\a ........ .., "0" t:!h' con· ... ac· eo g"'a"'·co l" ,.,,,,, ..., .... -0" • '01. W..." ,flo "';'4#~, 

subsidies, loans, or other ~o~:s o~ 
as C'~s·e.~cP ~-o- o~~ o· ~O"'P "'\u~~~c .,;"J. " ,.. wi ... ... ...... • ......... r i,J .... 

agencies. 
'c·.(,/J.·J."<::' ~nvo""'ng .... .., .... '/'''''''''''~CA /'\. \; .. ...., .. '= ~ ... .. .. ~ ... !J ... f:; .. .:..;., """.c.;;w.. ." 
to a person o~ a lease, per:it, 
license, certi~icate, o~ o~her 
entitle:ent ~or use by one or :ore 
public agencies." 

CEQ A applies to the AC? only i~ Edison is ~equiree to 
obtain so:e gove:n:ental app:"oval o~ the project in the ~or: o! a 
lease, per:it, license, ce:ti~icate, or other entitle:ent ~or use. 
The Ae? is no~ be:~g uneertaken oJ a~y public agency nor ~s it 
suppor~ed by assis~ance !ro: a puo:ic agency. 

~he only reeJ.la~ory e.pp:-oval :-e~e:-ree to by :' .. 3. is ~h~ 
Code § ~OOi re~ui:,e:e~~ o! a epc~. 

o _ 
'" 

'0 •• 
• iJ 
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Eo~eve~, the sec~ion does not ~equi~e a utility to obtain a 
cpcn ii the ~acilities to be constructed a~e ~~ extension o~ the 
utility's existing lines in a.n a~ea al~eady se~ved·.oy the utility. 

Edison has asse~tee that it has ~eceived a i~anchise ~~o= 
the County of Rive~siee and is autho~izee to se~ve the county 
which the AC? is to be built. E.3. does not dis,ute Zeison·s 
f~anchise claic, and we have no reason to believe Edison has 

1,,,,, .... 

:isrepresentee the extent o! its service territory" Accordingly, we 
!ind that Edison is not required to obtain a c~cn ~o: the AC? because 
it is building the line to ex~end service in an a~ea it al~eady has 

Since Eeison eoes not neee to obtain Co=~ission a,p~ova: by 
obtaining a c~cn, the ~equi~e=ents o! CEQA do not apply. Edison's 
cO ""~"''''''c'''''o'''' oJ:' • .... e 'I""~ .:Ioe '" "'0'" ... eo"J .... e ... tI;J..,;~ ~ w.... .. "'... 1'\"-'.. '- .;,.. .. " 1,/ • ..-"_,. 

ap~:oval. 

4t B. GO 1,~-3 Ju~isdictional Li:::itations 

:-eview un':'e:
CO:::::ission 

GO 131-3 p~ovides that a cpcn is :-equi:ee only !o~ 
t:-ans:ission line !a.cilities whose ope:-ating voltage exceees 200 /,7. 
=his 200 kV jurisdictional li:itation was ~irst statee in DeCision 
(D.) 77'301 issued June :;, ~ 9'70 ·,.,:v~:;. the o:-igi.nal GO ~ 3~ ·,.,as 3.eop~ec.. 

~he 200 k7 li=ita~1on was :-ea~~i:-=ed on ?e~rua:y ~O, 1976 when 
D .85446 -":3,S issuec. appro .... ing GO ~ 31-A. O!"l ;'ugust 28, 1979, the 
Coo:ission issued D.90700 and p~0:1l1ga~ed GO 13~-3. :hus, the 
CO:::::issio!"l on ~h:-ee occasions has conside~ed and approved ~he 200 k7 
jll:-isdictional li:i":ation con":ainec. now in GO 1~~-3. 

The ":i=~ !o~ a~~eal o~ any o~ ~he above deCisions is ?2.st. 
In oree: to challenge ":he p~oprie,,:y of any o~ ~hose decisions it was 
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the decision. (PU Code § 1731.) for 
rehearing is a prerequisite for seeking judicial review of the 
Co~~'~~io t .' (~_T! Co~e § 173 A •• ) A'·h ~ , ~ t ...:::11........ n s ac ... :.on. \,/ • ... ... ouB!. co:p .. a ... r .. an may 
request that a prior ~roceeding, such as that ado~ting GO 131-~, b~ 

reopened, a collateral attack on a final deCision of the Commission 
is improper. (?U Code § 1709.) 5.3. is foreclosed from challenging 
GO 131-3 at this time. 

of a utility construction project :ay be triggered by th~ filing o~ a 
co:plaint when such review other~ise would not occur. 

Staff suggests that an ~ended co:plaint which alleges a 
deficiency in the ACP, such as environmental da:age, would invoke th~ 
Co==ission's jurisdiction under PU Code §§ 762 and 762.; and cause 

co:~lainant to i:~le:ent ?U Code §§ 752 and 762., in this :anner. . ~ e Sectior~ 705 does provide tha't ·~he:" .. ever a hea:-ing is 
required in certain othe:- p:-ovislons of the ?U Code, the hea:-ing may 
be had on the Co::isslon's own motion or by co:plaint. And § 762 
~eou~~e~ a hea~~~.g ~e~o~p • ... ~ .• e Co~_~_~ .. ·~ .... -~· ... o~.· :a~ A~ ... _.~C·" a u~~ ... '_ ... ~~y ~o ................ w .... v _ • oJ 1,0 _ _ __ 

extend or change existing plant or facilities. :he question then 
arises as to whether a cause of action under § 762 :a7 be pleaded by 
-= ':) ••• ....J • . 

E.3. is conce:-ned about the environ:ental impact of the 
ACP. "r'J!' ... ... given the oppo:-tunity, E.3. presu:ably could amend its 
co:plaint to allege that the AC? will have a significant adverse 
impact on the environ:ent and that there are economic alternatives to 
the ACP planned route which woulc :itigate those acverse 

- 11 -
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impacts. If H.B. could make a sufficient evidentiary showing, the 
Commi53ion then could find that changes to the ACP "ougbt reasonably 
to be ~ace" and could direct Edison under § 762 to modify the ACP or 
even to undertake an entirely different project. 

The above procedure allowe aggrieved parties to eo~plain 
about utility conduct which may com?ly with all existing l~ws and 
regulations but nonetheless may be unreasonable. It zhould be 
emphasized th~t such complainants, a~ the moving parties, bear the 
burden of demonstrating the unreasonab:enezs of a utility's conduct. 

H.B. has requested leave to ~mend ~ts co~plaint to set 
forth its specific environQental concerns. We will deny H.B.'s 
complaint in its present form but will grant H.B. leave to amend. 

We have also issued today an Order rastituting Investigation 
1nto the question or whether certific~tion or some other form or 
Commission review should be required before construction of electric 
transmission lines of le~~ than 200 kV. ~e invite H.B. to 

~ participate in that p~oceeding. 
Findings of Fact 

1. Edison iz constructing an 8.7 m~le long wooden ?ole 115 kV 

transmission line in Riverside County ~~own as the ACP. 
2. Edison has a franchise ~ight fo~ Rive~zic~ County which is 

within its sc~vice a~ea. 
3. The 200 ~V jurisdictional li~itation in GO 131-B was last 

approved in D.90700 iszued August 28, 1979. 

4. This o~der should take effect on the date of issuance since 
cor.st~uction of the ACP has already begun. 
Conclu~ions of Law 

1. Edison iz not re~u1red to obtain a cpcn under ?U Code 
§ 1001 fo~ the ACP. 

2. CEQA does not apply to the ACP since a cpen or other 
Commission approval is not required. 
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C.S2-0S-09 ALJ/~~ 

3. E.E. is ba~~ed ~~o: challenging ~he ju~isd1ctional 
limitations o~ GO 131-3 since the ti:e ~o~ appeal o~ that o~de~ has 
expired. 

4. The ~:ovisio~s o~ ?U Code §§ 762 and 762., :ay be 
implemented by the ~iling o~ a complaint ~nde~ ?u Code § 70,. 

!XTER!M ORDER 

de~ied b~t leave to amene is g:antee to complainant. =he star o~ 
co~st:uction :equestee by the aSSigned Admi~ist:ative ~aw Judge shall 
expi~e 30 days ~:o= today unless ~. amended complaint is ~iled be~o:e 

This o:de~ is e~~ective today. 
D a::: ed APR 2 01983 ,at Sa!". ::a:-.cisco. Cali:"o::-.ia. 
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decisio~ adopti~g GO 131-3 a~d that ~.E. did ~ot apply to the 
Cali!or~ia Supre~e Court !or a writ o! certiorari. Ediso~ sub~its 

that E.B. has waived its appeal rights a~d ca~~ot object to a~y 
po~tio~ o! GO 131-3 at this ti~e. 

Ediso~ also co~te~ds that a co::plai~t agai~st a public 
utility :ust allege a violation o! the law or o! a Co~::issio~ order 
or rule. (See PU Code § 1702.) Edison ~aintains that it has not 
violated any state law or Co~:ission regulation. Edison concludes 

with all 
applicable laws and regulatio~s. 

C. / 
Sta:':' ~ :::lost o! Edisor.' s arg'.l::l.e-r.ts. Stat! also states 

that CEQA does not apply since a cpcn u~de~u Code § 1001 or other 
discretionary approval by the CO:=iSSiO;~S not re~uired !or the 
AC? Sta!! also concludes that H.E. cannot challe~ge GO 131-3 si~ce 
the ti:::e for ad::ir.:'strati ve appeal ar;e. judicial review o! that order 

/ . 
has expired. Stat! sub:its that ~~3. co:p:aint in its present :'or: 
should be denied. ~ 

Sta:':' notes that th~O=:i$SiO~ :ay wish to reconsider the 
.t 

200 kV jurisdictio~al li:it/set :'orth in GO 1;1-3 :'or tra~s:ission 
li~e review. Sta!:' state~that: 

/ 
"Public age~cies are stro~gly el".couraged 
·0 ¥O· ~e~p'·/co~~o~~ '··~·h .~p ~·~~c· '" .J. '" ...,.. .. _ --;;t ..... _ .. ~ .,. _ w. w........ &J., .. _ "" 
'p •• p~ o~ -hp 'a'·· ~~ ~p'a-~¥g C~Q· ·0 __ VlI,I.,. .. Ati .... _.., ..... law_ .., .... ...Ji\ til 

.~p~~ o·hp~ ~e~~'~·o~y ~e~~o¥~~b"~·~e~ WI........ "'lito _.. • o--&;.;. 'wi. ...;;:" .J. ..... ___ w • .., 

but should do so actively, :aking 
protection o! the environ::ent a :::lajor 
co~sideration in their activities." 
(Res~onse o! CO::ission Sta:'f, pages 7 
a~d 8.) 
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iopacts. If H.E. could oake a sufficient evidentiary showing, the 
Co~~ission then could find that chane~s to the AC? "ou~~t reasona~ly 

to be made" and could direct Edison under § 762 to ~odify the AC? or 
even to undertake an entirely different project. 

The a~ove procedure allows aggrieved parties to co~,lai~ 
a~out utility conduct which oay co::ply with all existing laws and 
regulations but nonetheless may be unreasonable. It should be 
e~phasized that such complainants, as the moving parties, bear the 
~urden o~ demonstrating the unreasona~leness o! a utility'S conduct. 

:'.3. has re~uested leave to amend its complaint to set 
~orth its speci~ic erNiror.::er.tal cor.cerr.s. ''':e w,.i'll der.:; B.3 .. 's 
co~~'~i~· ~n ~.~ ~~e~p·· ~o-~ bu· ... ~" g~a~· =4 'e~ve·o ~~~~d .... l'-~ .,l \iI .... • Y."J :". .;. •• ~ ill!' .. • _ 'V" ....... .. •• ."..,; • .,,;. _ w. ~ ~ _.. • 

':10( ~ ~ ~ ~ ('O~ 0"" '!:lac'" I ••• !'W ..... ~..., ..... v 

1. Edisor. is cor.structing ar. 8.'7 ::il'e ::'or.g ..... ooder. pole 1 ~ 5 kV 
...... a~ ...... .( ... e..(on l.(ne on ~';ve""s·~e Cou~"'·.1 'r:"00)/'" a'" ....... ,0 AC~ .... . .... -........... .. ..... ..... . ... ,; ... /" ,;;, ..... ~ ... 

2 ~~ie.o" .... a ... a ""-a~c~·~~ ~l~""", ""~ .... ~.(ve""s.(~~ Cou~·y v·.~.(_c~ .. 0 ... .. .-I ~ ~ .... ..1 '-I • .. •• •• ,. v .... • .. ~ ... , ..tv ~ oil. .. .. • \.i. ., •• '" .... .... .. ..., 

A w.( .......... .; .... se .... ··" ce a-A", i • ,. Ift.-. _,..J. _ '" ~ .. ow... • ';; c;;;.. 

'X "'~,o 200 k~!' j··-.( ... ~~c ... .;o ..... , '1 ... .(·a·.(o~ .(~ "0 ~'X~ ~ •• ~,.. ,~ ...... 

app~ov~~ i~··;. 9070;' is:~:~~:U;S~~;{~;;9~· ..... " ,-" -~ .-~ --~. 
4. This order should take e1'ect on the date o~ issuance since 

construction o~ the AC? has alrea&j ~egun. 
ConclUSions o~ Law ( 

1. Edison is not re~uire to obtain a cpcn unee~ :u Code 
§ 100~ for the AC? 

2. CEQA does not apply ,to the AC? since a cpcn or othe~ 
Commission approval is not re~uired. 
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