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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of San Diego Gas & |
Electri¢ Company in Connection Application No. 55534 |
with ite Sundesert Nuclear ?roject. (Filed Marceh 4, 1975) -

OPINION
San Dieqo Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) seeks preparation of
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) on the Water Supply Phase of
its p?oposed Sundesert Nuclear Project and certification that the
Final EIR has been completed in compliance with California Enyirod-
mental Quality Act (CEQA) and the Guidelines for Implementation of
CEQA (Guidelines). The applicatioen for;certification of public conve-

nience and necessity under 1001 of the Public Utilities Code and. the

California Public Ctilities Commission's General Order No. 131 will be

filed separately by S$DG&E and is not 2 part of this. report.

The certified Final EIR will enable SOGSE to/seek apprbval of
two proposed water supply agreements. Each agreement reguires the
apptéval of five California agencies, to wit, Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California, Palo Verde Irrigation District,
Imperial Irrigation District, Coachella Valley County Water District,
and The City of San Diego. The water supply qgreements.will provide
cooling watef suppiies for the Sundesert Nuclear Project.

EIR Process and Public Hearinas.

'In compliance with the provisions of CEQA and Rule 17.1 of

the California Public Utilities Commicsion's Rules of Practice and
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orccedure, SDGAE filed with the Aoplication as a sewarate exhibit
not physically attached to the Application an Environmental Data
Suomittal (EDS). Cbpies of thc DS were submitted to other public
'égencies having expertice in various areas of envizonmental c&ncern
relating to the project. As a result of guestions and comments made
v reviewing agencies, the Staff informed SDGSE that substantial
changes would be recuired in the EDS. The EDS was reyiséd and
:esubmittéd by SDG&E on September 26, 1975. The reviszions were
qenezally.re596ﬁsive to comments cf‘the reviewing agencies.

On February 1, 1976, after the EDS and comments theréon had
been independently evaluated and znalyzed by the Staff énd incor~
porated into thefDraft EIR, a Notice of Completion of the Draft EIR
was issued. The Office of Planning Research, State Clearinghouse

acknowledged receipt of the Draft EIR and assigned State Clearinghouse

No. 746021780 to the project. WNotice to the public of coripletion of

the Draft EIR was published as regquired by law. .
On June 10 and 11, 1976 public hearings were held befdre

Zxaminer J. Levander in San Diego, C;lifo:nia and Coronado, Califo:ﬁia,
respectively; on June 15, 16 and 17, 1976 public hearings were held
before Examiner John C. Gilman, in Blythe , California.and Palm
Sorings, California, respectively; and on July 7, 8, 9, 14, and 15,
1276 public hearings were held before Bxaminer J. Levander in San

iego, California, said hearings relating to all aspects of the
Draft EIR and related matters. Testimoay and exhibits were presented
on behalf of SDG&E by thirtecen witness; on beh&lf of the Commission

542£f by Robert Peany; and on behalf of San Diego Energy Coalition
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v ocne witness, detrevolitan Water District by one witness,
Celifornia Devpartment of Fish and Gome by one witness, and Califo:-
222 Tarm Bureou Tederation by four witnesses. In addition numerous
menders of the oublic appeared at the hearings 2s non-parties and
exzressed views, both for and against the project.
3y Decision YNo. 86231 dzted Avgqust 1€, 1976, the motion of
that the Commizsion Staff prepare the final Environmental
Imzact Report was granted. The Final EIR was orevared under the
action pf R. C. toeck, Chief Environmenta Eng;neer, was filed
escender 24, 1976 and included the following: (1) The Staff
comery £o0r the Sundesert Project, (2) Comments on the Draft<EIR-aﬁd‘
C®UC Responses (Avvendix B to the Pinal EIR), (3) Environmental
Dzta Statement Supplement and Revisions (Appendix C to*thelFiﬁal
EI?), and (4) the Environmental Data Submittal (Appendix D to the
inal EIR'wbich incorporates such Environmental Data Submittalfby

reference). Exceptions to the Final EIR were f£iled by the City of

Los Angeles and responszes to those exceptions were filed by the

Co*ﬁzsszoh Staff a2nd SDG&E.

Pinal Environmental Impact Revort Water Su»olvy.

The Staff Summary which is included in the Final EIR states:

"State Guidelines set forth that an EIR is a
useful planning tool to enable enviroanmental
constraints and opportunities to be considered
before project plans are finalized; that EIR's
should be prepared as early in the planning
Process as po;szble £0 enable environmental
considerations to influence project Drograms or
desxg“u. The Guidelines also stress the impor-
tance of providing informaztion regarding the
total project. Section 21061 of the California
Public Resources Code defines the Envirommental
Inpact Revort as an informational document.
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Although the entire »roject is conceptually
defined herein, this EIR deals primarily with
the environmental impact of the water supply J/
csvects of the propocsed Sundesert Nuclear Plant.
san Diego Gas & Electric Company's reason for
requesting this report is to enable it to entex
into vital agreements for securing the necessary
supply of cooling water for the proposed plant.
It will be used by SDGSE in seeking t£oO secure
£inal approvals from each of the Celifornia
Colorado River water contractors of the water
supply agreements for the project. Conditional
approval of these contracts has been given
by each of the Californiza contractors. Without
these agreements SDGSE cannot be 2ssured at the
outset that a water supply will be available for
its proposed power nlant. :

An Environmental Impact Statement £or the
sundesert Nuclear Plant as a whole will Dbe
completed and processed in accordance with
the provisions of the National Eavironmental
Policy Act, with the lead agency expected to be
ghe Wuclear Regulatory Commission (BRC).
with suitable modifications by the California
Energy Resources Conservation and Development
Commission, the California lead agency, SDGSE
anticipates that the NRC report will also serve
as the Environmental Impact Report on the
overall project required under the California
Environmental Quality Act. These reports will
also include the environmental impact of the
water supply aspects of the project. '

Pule 17.1 of this Commission's Rules of
oractice and Procedure sets forth the methods
for implementation of the California Envizon-
mentzl Juality Act (CEQA) of 1970. Under this
Rule the Comnmission is recuired to prepare an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) on projects
for which the Commission has the principal
responsibility of approval and which may have a
significant effect on the environment.”

On Dacember 15, 1975, the Commiszsion and the Energy Resources
Consecvation and Development Commission (YERCDC") entered into an
Interagency Agreement providing that the Commission is the Lead

Agency under Section 21067 of the Public Resources Code with respect

to the preparation of the Final EIR which SDGSE seeks in this

=olication.
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Project Description (SDGSE's Pronesal)

To meet anticipated demand for electric energy, SDGSE is
grovosing the construction of a nuclear generating plant. The first
950 tiw. generating unit is scheduled to go into service in 1984 and
the second unit of 950 Mw. i1s scheduled Eo g¢ into service in 1986.
For the thermal generating uniis, water is reguired for cooling. It
is anticipated that each of the units will reguire 17,000 acre feet
§er year of conSumétive use. |

The proposed olant site i located on the Lower Palo verde mesa
wnich lies about 5 milez westerly of the Colorade River and 16 miles
sou;hwesterly of the City of Blythe. The mesaAis a part of
Mojave Desert area in southeastern California: Alternative
are still under consideration.

To provide cooling water for the power plant, SDG&E proposes
ehter into an agreement with the Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California, certain oihe: California agencies and the
Secretary of the Interior whereunder it may divert and consuﬁe up
17,000 acre feet of water per yvear from the Palo Verde OQutfall
Drzin, an irrigation return drain serving the Palo Verde Irtigation

Distriet. Inasmuch as the drain water would otherwise return to the

Colorado River for use downstream, such diversions are in effect

diversions from tﬁe river itself. Under the proposed agreement,
Metropolitan Water District will replace the divexted and consumed
water in the river by making an offsetting reduction in the amount
6f water it diverts upstream at Parker Tam for conveyance %o its

service areas thrbugh the Colorade River Acueduct.
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To-pzévidc 2dditional éooling water for the plant, SDGSE
DZODSS0E L0 enter into an agreement with Palo Verde Irrigation
pizsrict, certain other Californiz agencies and the Secretary of the
Interior whereunder it plans also to divert and consume water from

he T2lo Verde Outfail Drain. WYnder this agreement, sﬁcsz‘wili
rezlace the diverted and consumed water in the Colorade River by
retiring from irrigation a nortion of approximately 7,000 acres of
land owned by it.

Under this Agreement, SDG&E may divert and consume up to
32,301 écre feet per year. The applicant has ccmmittéd’tc undertake
2 land management plan to hinimize any adverse environmental impact

pon surrounding izrigéted lands and the community resulting from
the’:eéuctibn in irrigation. At 1eas:'11,soo acre feet per year

will continue to be utilized for irrigatioh under crop rotation,
leaving%ZI,eoozac:e feet annually for power plant useé. The land
menazement commitment is set forth in an agreement executed by SDPGSE
“as a part of the land management plan and is a condition of obtaining
the avproval of the two waterisuéply'agreements by Palo Verde
‘Irrication District. 3Applicant plans to divert and consume only
17,000 acre feet under the Palo Vérde Agreenment.

Exceptions and Reolies

On or about October 13, 1976, the City of Los Angeles (herein~
afser City™), f£iled Exceptions to the Final Environmental Impact
Revort prepafedtby the Staff. The City objecteé to the fact that

the Final EIR &id not consider the issues raised by the City at the

pudblic hearings on the draft EIR, maintaining that the Commission ///
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has an obligation, pursuant to PUC Rule 17.1(9)(1)(b),'to discuss
freely issues raised at such hearings. First, the City maintained
the Pinal EIR should 2ddress whether the agreement between the

netfopolitan Water District ("MWD") and SDGLE provided for an

arbitrary water rate to SDG&E, which would have a potential negative

iméact on Los%Angeles'taxpayers,'and whether the price of water
should be on &' cost of service basis. Second, the City indicated
the Final EIR{is deficient for not'discussing and fully analyzing
ho& a curtailﬁent program would be implemented in tﬁe event of a
water shorﬁage. The City's position is that the Final'BIR should be
revised tp'iﬁco:porate the aforementioned issues.

oOn 0ctobé: 28, 1976, Responses to the City's Exceptions were
filed by ﬁhe Staff-and by SDG&E. The Stéff Responses noted thaﬁ
pricing of water by MWD is a complicated question, which is the
subject of litigation ;urrently pending in the Los Angeles Superior

Court (The City of L.A. et al. v. MWD et al., Case No. 136402). The

Staff stated that cost benefit analysis of the entire Sundesert
Nuélear Projécé Qould;be the more appzopriéte aporoach if the

pricing issue is to be addressed at all in relation t0 Sundesert.

The Staff further'récognized curtailment to be 2 vital issue relative
to Sundesert. The Staff recommended that the Commission in this
decision direct the attention of the ERCDC to problems of curtailment
in the event of a water shortage. Finally, the Staff noted that
reliability of a water supply is an issue scheduled to be considered

by ERGCDC. T
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The Response of SDGSE stated that the inclusion issues raised

by the City were not mandated in the.?inal EIR. Reasons cited
in cunport of this poéition_were that curtailment is 2 pfoblem
which will oceur, if at 2ll, regazdless of the KWD~3DG&E arrancement
and that SDGSE is to be tzeated, in terms of both the price and
curtailment of water, 2¢ any other user in the UWD service te:titory.
Second, SDGSE poihted to the aforementipnea Superior Qourt litigation,
arguing that the inclusion of'éhis iSSue‘in the Final EIR would
merely be repetitive ¢f an issue sppropriately being adjudicated in
the courts. SDG&E, however, referring to the CEQA Guidelines for
the contenté 0% & Final EIR, recommended that this decision, out of
caction, include 2 brief summary of the positions of the City and

. the Apolicant. Finally, SDG&E said that the issues of water »ricing
and curtailment ¢ould probably be considered in hearings on Sundesert

pefore the ERCDC.

Alternatives to the Project

The Staff Summary which is included in the Final EIR states 2t
pages 10 and 1ll:

"Many energy sources have been identified as
2055ible supplements or replacements for éwindling
o0il and gas reserves. Some options such as
fusion and magnetohydrodynamics, are clearly v//
within the early stages of research and cdevelopment.
Potential generation sources include fast-breeder
nu¢lear reactors, solar farms and fuel cells.
These forms, although potentislly ¢ommercially
useable by the year 2,000, require extensive
development £or large scale commercial application
and are not considered as reasonable alternatives
within the time frame of the proposed Sundesert
Project.
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The United States has large coal resexves,
estimated to be capable ¢f vroviding this
country's cnergy needs for the next 500 to 1,000
vears. Energy production nationally iz moving
towards large sczle develozment of this resovrce.
California itself has no substantial coal _
reserves but two utilities, Los Angeles Devartment
of wWater and Power and Southern California
Edison, are participants in out-0f-state coal
fired plants. Power componies in the eastern
and central part 0f the United Stotes are
presently looking toward proportionately larger
percentage of cozl fired eneray.

California utilities have been negotiating for
participatcion in out-of-s%ate coal fired projects
such as the recently canceled Xaiparowits
project. Major environmmental consideraticns
have placed nost of these drojects in limbo.

Coal is not now nor does it appear that it will
in,.the near future be 2 major source of electrical
energy for California.

The Company's EDS narzowed to three, the potential
sites for the facility. Criteria are outlined
that led to the f£inal selection of the Palo
Verde Mesa for the Sundesert Nuclear Project.

The geographic region c¢onsidered was the southwest
corner of the Colorado River Basin; all of San
Diego, Riverside and Imperial counties; portions
of Orange and Son Bernardino counties; and
portions of Yuma and Mohave c¢ounties in Arizona.
The study arca was limited arbitrarily by
political horders and technically by the avail~
ability of cooling water.

Regional screening introduced the factors of
population density and utilization of dedicated
land uses. 7The availability of cooling water
and the results of geologic studies particularly
with regard to seismic¢ adequacy, were detailed
by $DG&E. The seismic ranking and the regional
s¢reening resulted in the celection of three
sites.

Other finer features of the total evaluation
focussed attention on the currently preferred
Sundesert site on the Palo Verde Mesa.

Use of the Salton Sea or other highly saline
drain waters in Southeastern California has
been proposed, narticularly by the California
Farm Bureau Federation. Studies performed thus
far by SDGSE show these cooling water sourges to
be not feasible for the Sundesert site. Indica-
tions ere that the Salton 3Sea would be a viable
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source of water f£or sites in that arca. However,
because of the seismic nature of the arez, use
¢f a site nearer the Salton Sea would recguire
off-setting seismic design considerations.

A "no project" alternative to the proposed
project would reguire SDG&E to purchase the
reguired power or curtail demand on the SDG&E
system. The Company has stated that in the
mid=-1980's sufficient and reliable generating
capacity would not be available for an extended-
period from adjacent utilities.

The State Energy Resource Consexvation and
Development Commission in it's Notice of Intent
procedure reguires the in-depth consideration of
alternative sites. A Notice of Intent is
preeently being processed by that agency for
this project. ‘

The Energy Conservation and Development Commission
and the Public Utilities Commission are both
taking steps to bring about conservation of
energy. Although there is an indicated decrease
in the rate of growth in demand, demand is still
growing. The general consensus is that conserva-
tion will be an important part of meeting our
future energy needs.”

It is anticipated that the ERCDC will make an in-depth analysis and

evaluation of alternatives to this project including regional and

state-wide considerations.

Need for the Project

The Staffs Summary which is included in the Final EIR states at

page 8:

"Diminishing o0il and gas resources have placed
utilities, highly dependent on such energy
sources, in precarious circumstances regarding
future ability to provide electric energy to
their customers. The Sundesert Nuclear Project
ic plauned to ultimately provide 1900 megawatis
of base~load electrical energy independent of
fossil fuel limitations.

Consideration of the need for the capacity of
the proposed units ic in terms of meeting
SNDG&E's total system reguirements. The Company's
service territory, as shown on the £frontispiece
of the EDS encompasses 90 communities in a 4,105
square mile area. This includes most ¢f San
Diego County, an adjoining portion of Orange
County to the north and a small portion of

_ Imperizl County to the cast. The estimated 1974

population was 1.7 million.”

10
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ERCDC has utilized the "common methodology" approach among others
t0 resource planning. Evmdence was received thaz <he common methodology .
approach supports the need for the Sundesert Nuclear Project. Revisions,
to SDGEE's electrical need and demand projections through 1995 include
minor changes in the peak demand with more significant changes in the

energy sales area. The annual peak is lower by 0.07% in 1985 aﬁd higher by

0.19% in 1995. The corresponding electric sales are lower in 198 by
1.45% and higher by 21% in 1995. PFurther the Project will allow SDG&E

to keep the future costs of electric energy for customers to a minimum.

The Staff Summary which is in the Final EIR states at page 9:

"The Company's resource plan has undergone many
changes since the DEIR was submitted. Most notable
was the termination of the Kaiparowits Project in
which SDG&E has a 23.4% interest. This reduction
in generation was compensated £or by the reduced
demand forecast and lower resexrve margins. The
Encina 5 Unit has been delayed from mid-~1977 to
October 1978 and the Sundesert Project has been .
accelerated so that the first Unit should be in
commercial operation by April 1984, with the
second unit in commercial operation by January 1986.

San Diego Gas & Electric has stated that it
plans to utilize at least 51% of the capacity ’
of the Sundesert Units. The balance is being
made available to other utilities and municipal 7//
agencies in Southern California and to the State of
California. The ncgotmatxons concerning prospective
participants are in the early. stages of development
and final decisions have not yet been made. However,
SDGSE has received expressions of interest from the
‘State of Califormia Department of Water Résources
and the cities of Glendale, Anaheim, Pasadena and
Riverside totaling 22 percent participation in
both units. Negotiations with additional possible
participants are continuing. Each participant
has been rcquested by SDGEE to provide a pro-~rata
share of the cooling water supply for the project.

The most *lkuly participants for the remaining portion
of the project are Southern California Edison Company,

11
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Los Angeles Department of Water and Power and
Arizona Public Service.

This procceding has not produced evidence of
coordinated planning £0r regional power needs. The
short and long range needs of the possible participants
were not made part of this recoxd.” v///

The determination of the need £or the Sundesert Project is
appropriately an issue that will be adéressed by in-depth anaiysis
by the ERCDC in its consideration of the matter of project certification.

Environmental Matters

A comprehensive record on environmental matters has been
developed in this proceeding through npublic hearings, preparation of
the draft EIR, consuitation with public agenéies, and presentation
of testimony and exhibits by vafious paities, all of which are
elements in the EIR process culminating ia the preparation and
issuance of the Final EIR Water Supply.

The next section of this decision includes; pursuant to Rule
17.1 of our rules an extensive serieé of findings,, based on the final
EIR's coverage of (a) the environmental im@act of the proposed action:
(b) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided if
the proposal is implemented; (¢) mitigation measures proposed to
minimize the impact: (d) alternatives to the proposed action; (e)
the relationship between local short-term uses of man's envirbnmentf
ané the maintenance anéd enhancement ©f long-term productivity; (£)
any irreversible environmental changes whicﬁ would be involved in
the proéosed action should it be implemented; (g) and the growth-

inducing impact of the action; and (h) any future related developments.
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The Commission has carefully considered the evidence on the
environmental matters, especially the contents of the Final EIR
Water Supply, and makes the following f£indings pursuant to Rule
17.1(3)(3) of itz Rules of Practice and Procedure.

Pindinags

1. The EDS as supplemented and revised by Appendix C
of the Final EIR Water Supply sets forth the general plan and
concents for the Sundesert Nuclear Project.

2. In_view of tﬁe fact that later reports, the EIS by the
Muglear Rggulatozy Commission and the total project EIR by the
ERCOC, will give in-depth information regarding the impacts oflﬁhe
Sundesert Nuclear Project, it is found that the impacts of the
Project, although not guantified in all caSes) have been satisfac-~
torily identi:ied.

3. The Final EIR Water Supply provides detailed information
pertinent to impacts specifically connected with the water supply
aspects of the Sundesert Nuclear Project.

4. The Final EIR Water Supply sufficiently develops information

concerning allimatters reguired £o0 be add;essed by Rule 17.1 (&){(2)(B).

5. The withdrawal of agricultural lands from irrigation is
recognized by SDGSE és one of the more sigrificant environmental
effects of the water supply portion of this Project. Without proper
management the retired lands could adversely effec¢t adjacent lands.

6. SDG&E has agreed to a Land Management Plan (Appendix € to-
the Draft EIR) as 2 condition to the approval by Palo Vere Irrigation

District of the Water Supply Agreeménts.
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7. The Land Managément Plan will mitigate the z2dverse environ-
mental effects acc0mpanying thé decrease in irrigated area on
SDG&E's land in the Palo Verde Valley incidentzl to providing 2
cooling water supply. Onder the Land Management Plan, an attempt
will be made to retire less productive areas from irrigation taking
into account isolaotion from adjacent farm area in order to minimize
effects thereon; a program for control of weeds and pests and for
control of phreatophytés will be undertaken: land not permanently
retired from irrigatidn would have an average idle period for fallow
landz not to exceed zix months, being farmed under a rotation
program.

8. Yo significant adverse environmental impacts are expected

on the guality or cuantity of water in the Colorado river or on

the quality or guantity of ground water as a result of the Project.

9. Water Supply Pacilities of the Project are mostly buried
conveyance facilities which would not detract from the aesthetics
of the area except Auring the short period of construction. Areas’
over buried pipeline facilities will be revegetatéd. The only above -
ground structures will be the diversion works, including 2 pumping
plant near the edge of the Pﬁlo Verde Qutfall D:aiﬁ and water
storage facilities at the plant site, the latter being a component
of the visual impact of the main plant facilitiés. A temporary
adverse effect on visual eavironment will result from comstruction
activities. Structures will present 2 minimal adverse visual
impact. The architecture of the structures and landscaping of the

site should avoid cﬁeating objectionable aesthetic qualtities.
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The change'in the appearance of the lands retired from or
lessened in mrrmgation agricultural use will not be uignificant.‘

lO. The effects on recreation wzll principally be the changes
in flow patterns amd water levels accompanying vhe Project. No
significant adverse impact on recreation is expecéed as a resﬁlt
of thé small’drop in water'level in the Palo Verde Outfall Drain.

1l. Conflicting evidence has been received as to the severity
of the environmenmai impacts of loﬁering the water level of the
Palo Verde Outfall Drain as a result of diversions of cooling water
for the Sundesert Nuclear Project. The diversion of water will result
in a water level drop within the Drain. Studies performed by SDGEE's
consultant have satisfactorily defined the‘anticipated changes in the
level of the Drain. No éignificant adverse impact is expected as a
result of this lowering of the water level.

12. Valuable archaeological resources have been identified in
the vicihity of the proposed Sundesert Plant and along & feW'portions
of the route for the Water Supply Facilities. However, the most |

significant resources will not be impacted by construction activities

and will be preserved by mitigation measures to be undertaken by‘ J//

SDG&E. Those few archaeological rescurces that would otherwise be
destroyed during construction will be collected and preserved by a
qualified archaeologist.

13. The short-term uses of man's environment .relating to the
SundeSert Water Supply Phase consist mainly of adverse visual effects
and phe‘slight reduction in use of lands for.agricﬁltural purposes.

In this case the extent of natural vegetation and animal life dis?laded

by the water pumping and con#eyances facilities will be negligible.

15
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14. The Land Management Plan is decigned to preserve the long
term productivity of the Company's.farm lands in the Palo Verde
Valley. The irreversible environmental changes associated with the
Water Supply Pase consist of energy consumed in construction of the
Project, the probable minor loss of wildlife due to removal of
habitat during construction, and the loss of space occupied by
permanent facilities. After the Sundesert Water Supply Facilities
have served their useful lives, such facilities could be removed and
the larnd eventually returned to its natural state. \///
15. Growth inducement related to the Water Supply Phase, of
necessity, is dependent udon growth inducement associated with the
entire 2roject. Future growth induced by an adeguate supply of
energy can only occur if other growth inducing factors such as
favorable economic conditions, land use changes, transportation
changes and the policies of governing bodies are also present.
16. Despite the adverse envi:onmental.impécts identified
by the Final EIR Water Supply which will not be fully mitigated, the
Sundecert Nuclear Project will provide overriding SoCial and economic
benefits, including but not limited to: o
| a. Wse of agricultural drain water for Sundesert
Nuclear Plant cooling will improve the downstream
salinity of the Colorado River to the benefit of
agricultural and other water users within portions
of the Stave of California including users in the
Palo Vgrde Irrigation District, the Imperial Irrigation
District, the Coachella Valley County Water District,
and to downstream users within the State of Arizona

and in the Republic of Mexico.

16
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b.

Cooling water supplies will be made available

to,thé Sundesert Nuclezr Plant without increasing the
water demand upon the Colorado River, thereby protecting
the river water entitlements 6f downstream water users.
The statenments ina andb are true because 2gri-
cultural drain water, which ordinarily returns to the
Colorado River, will be diverted for cooling water
purposes and replacea in the river Qith an egual amount
of lower salinity water obtained by San Diego Gas &
Electric Company under the water agreements.

Electric energy will be generated to neet the

bower needs of residential, induétrial,‘comme:cial and
other users within the service areas of SDGLE and the
other participating owners of the Sundesert Nucelear Pro-
ject.

Construction of a nuclear powered generating station

Wwill lessen the dependency of our economy upon foreign

0il resources:; a larger portion of oil resources

will be available for agricultural and other uses.
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£. Electric energy generated for the State of
California, one of the joint owners of the propésed
Sundesert Nuclear Project, will be used for pumping of

California State Water Project Water which is brought

from northern California to the San Joﬁquin Valley,
southern California and elsewhere.

17. The Energy ﬁesources Eonservation and Development Com~
mission in its certification proceedings will address the issue
of whether the Sundesert Nuclear Project is, in fact, reguired to
meet SDG&E's projected future electrical energy demands.

18. The Final EIR Water Supply states reasons why specific

comments and suggestions received have not been accepted and cets
forth the factors of ove:ridihg importance warranting the override
of those comments and suggestions.

19. The environmental setting, the environmental impact,
ané the unavoidable adverse environmental effects of the Water
Supply Facilities and mitigation measures for such water supply
~impacts as well as alternatives to the proposed water supply and
water supply facilities are adeguately described in Chapters 3.1,
4.1, 5.1, 8.1 and 7.1 of the EDS as supplemented and revised.

20. The environmental setting, the environmental impact and

the unavoidable environmental effectes of the Sundesert Nuclear

Project and mitigation measures for the described impacts and alter-~

natives to the Project are adeguately described in Chapters 3.2,
4.2, 5.2, 6.2 and 7.2, taking into account the early developmental

stage of the Project at this time and that an Environmental‘zmpact

18
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’Statement will -subsequently be prepared pursuant to the National
Envizonmental Policy Act (NEPA) and that a Final EIR will be prepared
as td the overall project by the ERCDC.

21. The relationship between local short-term uses and long-term
productivity of the environment, the irreversible environmental
changes and the growth-inducing impacts foz, £rom and of the Water
Suﬁply Facilities are 2adequately desczibed in Chapters 8.1, 9.1 and
10.1 of the EDS as supplemented and revised.

22. The relationship between local short-term uses and long-term
productiviéy of the envirohment, the irreversible enviropmental
‘changes and growth=-inducing impécts for, from and of the Sundesert
Nuclear Project are adcquately‘described in Chapters 8.2, 9.2 and
10.2 of the EDS as supﬁlemented and revised, taking into account the
éaxly defelopment stage of the Project at this time and that subse~

guently an- EIS will be prepared pursuant to NEPA and that & Final

EIR on the overall project will be prepared by ERCDC. “//

23. vThé Exceptions of the City of Los Angeles to the Final EIR
raise issues which are more appropriate for consideration im
other forums. The issue as to the proper price structure foi
MWD to utilize for the provision of water is the subject of litigation,

pending in the Superio:‘éop:t in and for the County of Lps Angeies,

Case No. 136402, The City of Los Angeles, et al. v. The'Méttopolitan

Water Disktrict of California et 2l. Furthermore, the City has

an opportunity to present this issue as well as the icsue of
curtailment in the event ¢f a water shortage at adjudicatory

hearings‘currently being held before the ERCDC on the Sundesert
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Project. Curtailment in the event of a2 water shortage should occur
on an equitable basis; the ERCDC has made the reliability of water

an issue to be considered in the Notice of Intention hearings on the

Project.

Conclusion

The Commission should certify that a Final EIR on the water

supply phase of SDG&Efs Sundesert Nuclear Project has been completed
~in compliance with CEQA and the Guidelines. This decision certifying
the Final EIR should be made effective on the date of signing bYased
upon SDG&E's representation that without an immediate effective date
it faces a sﬁbétanxial risk of loss of funds and resources. This
decision should be made available to/The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California, Palo Verde Irrigation District, Ig?erial
Irrigation District, Coachella Valley County Water Diétrict, the Secretary
of the Department of Interior of the United States of‘Americé,
and the City of San Diego for review and consideration by
these public agencies in the approval, executior, and carrying out the
conditions of the Water Supply Agreements. The Final EIR should not be
used, unless accompanied by a supplemental EIR, as the basis for approvals

by other governmental agencies affecting the Sundesert Nuclear Project.
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IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The Final Environmental Impact Report prepared to evaluate
the water supply phase of San Diego Gas & Electric Cbmpany's Sundesert
Nuclear Project is hereby certified to have been completed in compliance
with CEQA and the Guidelines.

2. The Executive Difector of the Commission is directed to
file a Notice of Determination for the project, with contents as set
forth in Appendix A to this decision;'with the Secretary for Resources.
' The effective dave of this order is the date hereof.

Dated at San Franciseo , California, this YL
NOVEMBER , 1976.

=Y, Bresident |

Commissioners

)
!

Cozmizsionor William Symons, Jr., being
necessarily adnent, did not participato
in tho dizpoesition of this procooqg,ng.




APPENDIX A

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

Sécretary for Resources FROM: (Lead Agency) ‘ V// ;

1416 Ninth Street, Room L1312 . . . - s
Sacramento, California 93814 California Public Utilities Com

350 McAllister Street
San Francisco, California 94102

County Clexk
County of

- SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in c¢compliance with Section 21108
: or 21152 of the Public Resources Code

Project Title .
Sundesert Nuclear Project

State Clearinghouse Number (If submitted to State Clearinghouse)
76021780
- Contact Person : - - Telephone Number
William R. Johnson (415) 557-1487

Project Location
Riverside and Imperial Counties
Project Description

Appl;catxon No. 55534 of San Dzego Gas & Electric Company in Connection
wmth its Sundesert Nuclear Pro;ect.

~This is to advise that the California Publlc Utilities Commission
Per Inter-Agency Agreement with (Lead Agency) ERCDC 12/15/75
has made the following determination regarding the above described project

"1. The project has been / / approved ‘by the Lead Agency

: Project approval not sought at q/
/ / disapproved this time.

2. The project /X /will have a significant effect on the enviromment
3. T / {w;ll not

ﬁm Environmental Impact Report was preparxed for this project pursuant
to the provisions of CEQA

/__/ A negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the
provisions of CEQA. A copy of the Negative Declaration is attached.

Date Received IOr riling Exective Director

Date




