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Decision No. 82723 . W[RS~@~,~~ 
BEFOm: TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMr1!SSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFOBNfi 

In the matter of the Application of 
?ACIJfIC GAS 1J.4j) ELECTRIC COMPANY for 
a certificate o! public convenience 
and necessity under Gene~al Orde~ 
No. 131 tor a 2;O-kv transmission 
line tap from App1icant's Kern Power 
?l~t Line to Applicant's Stockdale 
Substation and Addition 
(Electric) 

JL:pplication No. 55783 
(Filed July 2, 19?5) 

Malcolm E.. Furbush and Kermit R. Kubitz 
:fttorneys at Law, tor Applicant 

Janice E. Kerr, Attorney at Law, and 
~usseII W .. Copeland for the Commission staf! 

o PIN I O·N -- .................. ----
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (?G&E) seeks an order of 

the Co~ssion granting it a certificate that present and ~~ture pUblic 
convenience and necessity require the construction and operation of a 
230 kv transmission line tap from. its Kern Power Plant Line to its 
Stockdale Substation and substation addition. 

ErR Process and Public Ee~ings 

In cO:Lplia.:o.ce with the provisions of the Califorr:ia Environ­
mental Quality Act (CEQ).) and the Guidelines and Rule 17.1 o! the 
California Puolic Utilities Commiosion's Rules ot Practice and 
Procedure, ?Ge-Z tiled. 'Wi ththe a:ppJ::i:eation as' Ii' zeparate eY.b.i'bi t an 
Environmental Data State~ent (EnS). Co:pies of the EDS were submitted 
to other state and pu~lic agencies having expertise in various 
environoental areas involved in the project. Whe=e necessary the 
stat! requested J?Ge:.;£ to .. correct or a:tend the EDS. 

The EnS and co:unents thereon -.. Tere independently evaluated 
and analyzed 'by the Cotmlission staff. and were incorporated into the 
Draft EIR .. 
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On June 21, 1976 the staff mailed the Dra!t EIR along with 
the Notice or Completion to various state and local agencies. ~e 

Office of Pla.:o:o.ing and Research, Sta.te o! Cali!or:li.a Cleari:J.gb.ouse, 
acknowledged receipt or the Draft EIR and assigned State Clearinghouse 
No. 76062949 ,to the ~roject. 

" 

Notice to the public of co!:pletio:l o! the Dratt, EIR was 
:publi3hed in the :2akersfield Cali1"or.:oia.:c. on June 25 and JUly 2, 1976. 

No adverse comments were received 1"ro: aDy agencies during 
the review process 01" the Dratt EIR. Accordingly, the presidi:g 
o!1.'icer deteroined that no substantial environmental issues were raised 
and that no public he~.ngs need be held. 

Th.e Final EIR 01.' Exam:j,ner R. C. Hoeck was issued on 
September 8, 1976. No exce~tions to the Final ZIR were filed. 

Project Dezcri~tion 

The proposed :projectconsists 01" two 230 kv transmission 
line circuits on double circuit lattice steel towers ranging in height 
trom 110 to 150 teet with span lengths va.~ng trom 800 to 1,200 teet. 
Each circuit will have a summer no~al capacity of ;17 megavolt 
am:perez (MVA) and will be conductored wi t:b. 61 strand nonspecular 
aJ:uminu:m. conductors wit::c. a diameter of approxiz:w.tely 1.2 inches. The 
towers will be o! sufficient strength to a.dd a second eo~duetor per 
:phase ('bundled) at some latter date ... ,hich will double the capacity 
without structural ~odi!icatio~s. 

The proposed route is approximately 6.2 ~les ~ length ~d 
runs south and then east from Kern Power Plant to Stockdale Substation. 
The route i'lill parallel 70 kV a:ld/or ll5 kv lines in its entirety. 

Modifications at Stockdale Substation will be required in 
the torm of an expansion to convert the eXisting 115 kv cal'acitjto 
2:;0/21/12 ltv. Approximately tbree acres,.o! additional space will 'be 
needed to accompliSh this. 
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Alternatives to the Project 

No apparent viable alternative routes exist. I!'he right­
ot-wa:y' is presently o .... 'D.ed by :?G&.E and is occupied by existing 
trans~ssion lines of si~lar const=uction to the proposed project. 
Selection of a:lother route would dis.~pt land use and g=eatly add 
to visual impa.ct. 

The al ternati ve 01' undergrou:c.d.ing "~hile ::inimizing the 
visual impact of the proposed project would be substantially ~ore 
expensive that the proposed project. The possible use of tubular 
(aesthetic) towers in lieu of l~ttice-~JPe towers would not only be 
visually inconsis~ent "Nith the existing corridor structures but 
would al so be ::lore e:r.:pensi ve • 

Because the proposed project avoids the detrimental aspects 
of the alternatives its use is reco~ende~. 

Need for the Project 

The City of Bake::-s1'ield and its environs is supplied at 
12 kv i'rclm eight substations. In 1975 the SU"Tli"er peak load "f.."3.S 

398 !'1W. 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company studies indicate that 
the 1977 stt=mer peak load, including adjust::lents 1'or transfer, 
.... '1.11 be about 461.2 nN. This would exceed the theoretical substation 
loading limit 01' 440 .. 8 I'rvl by 20.4 M"w. Further:o:-e, the City 0'1: 

Bakersfield and the Kern County pla.ru:rinS statfs have indicated that 
the· ci"Yy is expected to continue expansion to the so't;thwest, which 
is in the vicinity of Stockdale Substation. 

The 115 kv double circuit tower li:o.es servi:g Stockdale 
will be fully loaded with forecasted 1976 succer loads. In addition 
the five 230/115 1~ transforeer b~s at Kern Power Plant will be 
tully loaded by summer 1976 and will be overloaded by the s~er 
of 1977. 

-3-



A. 55783 

The proposed project is required in order to elj~j.nate 
these t=ans~s$ion and distribution deficiencies, and to provide 
reliable power !ro~ Kern Power P1~t to Stockdale Substation. 

, 
Environmental Matters 

A comprehe~sive record on enviroD:ental matters has bee~ 
developed in this proceeding through 1'reparation of the Dra!t tIE 
and consultation with public agencies, all of whic~ are elements 
in the EIE process cnJmi:oating in the preparation and issuance of 
the Fi:o.al :SIR. 

The next section 0: this decision includes, pursuant to 
Rule 17.1 o! our rules, an extensive series of findings based on 
the Final ErR's coverage through incorporation 01: the Dra:tt EIR 0'£ 
(a) the environmental impact of the propozed action, (b) any adverse 
enviro~ental e!!ects which cannot be avoided it the :proposal is 
imple~ented, Cc) ~tisation measu.~$ proposed to ~nimize the impact 
'incl1.:ding energy cO:lservation measures, Cd) alternatiVes to the 
proposed action., (e) the relationship between local short-term.!uses 
of man t s enviro!l:lent and the mainte::lt3:C.ce and e:llla:lcement of long­
term productivity, (f) ~ irreversio1e e:o.viro~ental changes which 
would be involved in t~e proposed action Should it be imple~ented, 
(g) tb.~ growth-inducing impact of the action, and (h) plans for 
future developme~t. 

The Comcission has care!ully considered the evidence on 
enviro~ental ~tters, as contained in the Fi~ EIR, ~d ~es 
the follOwing Findings purSuaJlt to Rule 17.1 (j)(3) of its RW.es 
of Practice and Procedure. 
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Findings 

1. The proposed project is required to ~eet the projected 
1977 summer electrical peak de~and tor the Bakersfield area. 

2. The proposed project will have ::lin:i.l:lum 1a:ld. use i:lpacts 
since it is within land designated for trans:issio~ line routing 
on local general plans and the right-of-way has already been obtained. 

3. The proposed project will have some negative impact on 
vizual quality as seen from various streets, residences and the 
State College along the route, but the screeni~ e!fect 01' the 
existing parallel towers will tend to I:linimize this impact. 

4. The proposed project will have little effect on wildlife 
since only a SQall percentage of vegetation within the right-or-way 
will be removed by the towers. The eXj;)3llsion o! the existing 
substation will also have little effect on wildli!e since no 
clearing is anticipated because the expansion area is without 
vegetation cover. Access roads already are establiShed !or the 
existing route. 

5. There will be no adverse electrostatic e!!ects or 
deterioration o! radio or television reception due to the installa­
tion of th~ proposed project. 

6. There will 'be a minor i!llpact on noise and air quality 
(construction duct) during the construction phase 01' the project. 

7.. I-".ci. tigating measures during CO:lstruction 01' the 1'rojec:t 
includ.e use of existing roads to proV'ide access to the project 
(no new construction roads are anticipated), the limiting o~ field 
offices and containment of t~ese offices on existing rights-of-way, 
and the u~e 01' water t=ucks to keep down construction dust. 

8. Energy conservation ~tigating measures includ~ sizing 
conductors consistent with e!!icient use of =aterials and cost, use 
ot lowest indoor and outdoor illu::,;"~tion consiste~t witb, sa.!ety, 
use of sufficient insulation designs tor control o~ldings, use 01' 
efficient s'u.bstation equipment and the use of autotl3.ted features to 
minimize the number of personnel re~uired to maintain the :project. 
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9· The Visual impact of the transmssion line will be 
~tigated by positioning the towers opposite existing towers whorever 
practicable. Visual impact caused by the substation expansion will 
ce ~tigated by landscaping and rustic fencing around the substation 
site when the e~ansion has been completed. 

10. The i~pact of not constructing this project would ~e 
continuing decreases in reliability as the loa~s on the existing 
lines are increased because of the growth of electric demand in the 
3tikers!ield area. 

11. ~e snort-term uses of ~fS enviro~ent consist ~3j~ly 
of adverse visual effects and a slignt reduction in land use 
available tor wilc.life. I:l this case, t:!:l.e -extent of nat'uz'al" 
vegetation and animal life di~laced by new tower sites will be 
negligible. 

12. Long-term productivity will be enhanced by supplying 
electric service reliability to PG&E's s.ystem in the Bakersfield 
area. 

13. The irretrievable loss consists of energy consumed in 
construction of the project and ~o$sible minor loss o! wildlife 
due to the re::loval of habitat during construction.. After the line s 
have served their useful lives, towers and lines could be removed 
and t:::'e right-or-way would eventUally re't1.lrn to its natural state. 

14. Future l'ol'ulation growth i:lducec. by a::l adeouate sUl':i:'ly .. :, 

or energy can only occur it other factors, such as local eco~o~c 
conditions, land-use changes, transportation and the policy of 
local governing bodies are also ?resent and conducive to growt~. 

15. ?uture plans related to this pro~ect include installing 
a third 75 MVA 230/21 l~ trans!or,Qer at Stockdale substation, 
'b1.mdling the circuit 3!ld extending the line to Magunden suostation .. 
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16. In s~, the project should !lot, O:l. 'bale:c.ce, have a 
signi!icant effect on the environment tor the following reasons: 

a. The new 220 kv line will be parallel and 
a~jacent to existing transmission lines. 

b. Existing service roa~s will be use~ tor 
constructio~ access. 

c. Alternatives to the proposed project woulc 
cause either more visual i:::pacts or 'be 
excessive in costs. 

d. The project will not intertere with existing 
use ot la:ld in proxi:li ty to its location .. 

e. The steps to be taken to m tigate a:tJY 
deleterious conseouences as describe~ in 
the Final EIR are~adequate. 

17. In conformance with General Order No. l,l-A, the construc­
tion and operation ot the Kern-Stockdale 2;0 kv trans.cission line 
and suostation addition is, (a) reasonably required to meet area 
deman~s tor present and/or future reliable and economic electric 
service and (0) will not produce an 'I.l:C:easo:c.able burden on natural 
resources, aesthetics ot the area ~ which the proposed facilities 
are to 'be located, comm'Wlity values, public health and sa1'ety, air 

and water o.uali ty in the vicinity, or parks, recreatio:w.l and 
sce:tic areas, or histone si tes an~ ouildings, or archaeological 
sites. 

18. The project will help maintain reliable electric service 
tro~ a syste~ serving ~akers!ield; its benefits should thus ou~~eign 
a:y possible ~nor enviro~ental impact; its pl~ed construction 
and operation is an econo=ic, efficient, and appropriate wayo! 
meeting projected loao.s and :aintaining reliable service. 

19. Pre sent and tuture puolic co:c.venience and neee ssi ty require 
the co~struction and operation of this transmizsion line project. 
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Ap~lic~t is placed on notice that operative rights, as 
such, do not constitute a class o! ~roperty which ~ be capitalized 
or used as a:o. element of value in rate fixing for rurs 8.:lount of 
money in excess ot that originally ~aid to the State as ~e consi­
deration tor the grant ot such ri~ts. Aside trom their purely 
pe~ssive aspect, such rights extend to the holder a tull or ps-~ial 
monopoly of a class of business. This :onopoly feature ~ be 
:odi!ied or canceled at any time ~y the State, which is not in a=y 
respect li~ted as to the number ot rights which may be given. 

The action taken herein is not to be considered as 
indicative of amounts to 'be included in future proceedings for the 
:9u...~o$e of determiIling just aIld reasonable rates. 

~e Notice of Determination for the project is attaChed 
as Appendix A to this decision, and the Co~ssion certifies that 
the Final EIR has ceen cO::lpleted in compliance wi til CEQ,A. a:c.d the. 
Guidelines and that it has reviewed and considered t~e information 
contained in the Final EIR. 

Based on the foregoing findings, the Comcission concludes 
that the Kern-Stockdale 230 kv tr~smission line and suostation 
addi tion should be authorized in the ::na:::l':ler set torth i:l the 
following order. 

ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that a certificate 01" public convenience 
and necessity is gr~ted to Pacific Gas and Electric Com~aoy to 
co:::.struct and operate Kern-Stockdale 230 kv trans:lissio:c. line o.nd 
zubztation addition, together with related appu.-te~ces, as 
proposed 'Oy Pacii"ic Gas and Electric Compa:cy in this proceedi:g. 
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The Executive Director of the Commizsion is directed to 
file a Notice of Detercination tor the project, ~~th contents as 
set forth in Appendix A to this decisio:l, "rl. th the Secretar,y for 
Resources. 

The e1"fective date of this order shall =>e twenty days 
after the date hereof. 

Dated at _--..:§a:l~. ~1QIj;; __ ' Cali1"ornia, this --7-~ 
day or _--..JOIooLJooE~CwEM:.u.ca:.J."".ER~· _, 1976. 
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