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Decision No. 87743 ~UG 231977 

BEFORE TEE ?u~L!C UTIL!TIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAL!?ORNIA 

In the matter of the Application of 
PACIFIC GAS AND E~CTRIC COMPA~~ for 
a certificate of pub11c convenience 
~~d necessity, under General Order 
No. 131, for a 230-kv tr~~smission 
line from Applicant's Kern Power 
Plant facility to Applic~~t'$ 
Bakersfield 230/l2-kv Substation. 

(Electr1c) 

o P ! N ION 

Application No. 56995 
(Filed J~~uary 11, 1971) 

Pacific Gas and Electric Comp~~y (PG&E) seeks an order of 
the Co~~ission gr~~tL~ it a certificate that present and tut~re public 
convenience ~~d necessity ~~:1 require the construction ~~d operation 
by app1ic~~t of a double circuit 230 kv transmission lL~e tap from 
1/2 mile north of applicant's Kern power plant to applicant's 
Bakersfield substation ~~d substation addition. 

EIR Process ~~d Public Hearin~s 

In comp11~ce with the provi~ions of the California &~viron­
mental Quality Act (CEQA) ~~d the Guidelines ~~d Ru!e 17.1 of the 
California ?~b11c Utilities Commission's Rules of Practice an~ 
Procedure, PG&E filed with the application as a separate exhibit ~~ 
Environcenta1 Data Statement (EDS). Copies o~ the EDS were submitted 
to other state ~~d public agencies havL~ expertise in various environ­
mental areas L~volved in the project. Where necessary the Commission 

5t~rr r@QU~sted PG~ to ~6~re~t or ~~~~ th~ RUS. 
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The EDS ~~d Comments were ~dependently evaluated and 
analyzed by the Co~~ssion statf ~~d were incorporeted into the Staff 
L~1tial Study Report. On J~~e 3, 1977, the sta~f ma11ed the Negative 
Declaration along with the Staff L~itial Study Report to various 
state ~~d local agencies. 

Notice to the public of complet!on of the Negative Declars­
t10n was published in the Bakersfield Cal1forn1~~ on June 8, ~~d 
June 15, 1977. 

No adverse comments were received from any agenc1es durir~ 
the review process of the Negative Declaration. AccorcL~gly, the 
pres1ding officer (Examiner) dete~~~ed that no subst~~t1a1 environ­
mental 1ssues were raised and that no public he~L~gs need to be held. 

The Negat1ve Declaration of Examiner D. B. Steger was issued 
on Y~y 31, 1977. No exceptions to the Negative Declaration were filed. 

e Project Description 

The proposed project is comprised of construction &~d 
operation of a double-circuit 230 kv transmiSSion line L~ Kern County 
and City of Bakersfield. The proposed route is apprOximately 6.8 miles 
in length and runs east and then south from Kern Power Pl~~t to 
Bakersfield substation. The new 230 kv supply to Bakersf1eld Substation 
would be provided by purchasL~ ~~d reconstructL~g 5.5 miles of the 
existing Southern Califo~ia Edison (SCE) 230 kv line along its present 
alignment from 1/2 mile north of Kern Power Pl~~t easterly to Kern Oil 
J~~ction. Extending southerly from Kern Oil Junction, 1.3 miles or 
PG&E's two double circuit 10 kv trans~~ss1on lL~es will be removed 
and replaced with a double c1rc~it 230 kv l1ne. The new lL~e will be 
co~~ected to a proposed three-bank 230 kv substation. The existing 
Bakersfield Substation will be reconstructed and expanded to accommo­
date the related appurtenances. 
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The L~itial 5.5 mile segment o~ the line ~rom 1/2 mile 
north of Kern Power Plant to Kern Oil J~~ction will be supported on 
26 lattice steel towers r~~ing from 120 to 170 feet in height. The 
init~al segment of the line will occupy ~~ existir~ 100-foot wide 
right-o!-way. The re~L~1ng 1.3 mile sec~1on of the 1L~e 1ea~1ng 

Kern Oil J~~ction will use approx~tely 10 tubular steel poles which 
w1ll range in height from 70 to 150 feet L~ he1ght. 

This section of the 1L~e leaving Kern Oil Junction will 
utilize an eXisting 140-foot wide right-or-way. 

Need for the Project 

The City of Bakersfield and its environs is supplied by 
12 kv from 8 substations. L~ 1976~ the summer peak load was 437.1 
megawatts (MW). 

studies L~dicate that the prOjected 1980 summer peak load 
~ is 556.7 MW. T:~1s would exceed the the~retical substation loading 

limit or 525.5 MW by 31.2 MW. 
Modification at Bakersfield Substat~on will be required 

in the form of expansion to convert Bakersfield Substation from 70 -
12 kv to 230/12 kv. Approximately 3 acres of additional l&~d will be 
needed to accomplish the reconstruction of the ex1sting Bakersfield 
distribution substation. Completion of the entire transmission lL~e 
project including Bakersfield Substat10n expansion is required by 

June 1, 1980, to provide transmission of the output of Kern Power 
Pl~~t and will contribute to the future safety, health, comfort and 
convenience of the public. 
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Alternatives to the Project 

In the selection of the preferred route for the proposed 
transmission line, several alternatives were considered. Alternatives 
were considered for the alignment of the proposed route, and for the 
design of project facilities. In addition, the no act10n alternat1ve' 
with regard to the overall project was addressed. 
A. Alternate Routes 

The proposed Kern to Bakersfield Substat10n tap transmisSion 
line has been addressed throughout the application and the EnVironmental 
Data statement as being sited in an eXisting right-of-way. The selec­
tion of an established r1ght-of-way for location of additions to 
eXisting transmission facilities is recommended when considering the 
potential enVironmental effects of transmiss,ion systems. Alternative 
overhead routes were considered between Kern Power Plant and 
Bakersfield Substation. Such routes would reqUire right-of-way through 
existing industrial and resident1al development causing cons1derable 
environmental disruption and degradation. 
B. Overhead versus Underground 

The possibility of undergrounding the transmiss10n line has 
been conSidered. The visual impact would be negligible. 
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4. Land Use - The proposed project will have minim~ land 
use impacts sL~ce it is within l~~d designated for transmission line 

routL~g on local general pl~~s. The right-of-way is presently beL~ 
utilized as a transmission line corridor. The proposed project con­
forms with the regional and local general pl~~s which des1~~ate land 
use along the proposed alignment. 

5. Air Traffic - The proposed transmission line will not 
interfere with air traffic since the towers will not extend L~to the 
designated clear air space. 

6. Cultural Resources - ~nere will be no impact to archaeolog­
ical, paleontological or historical resources as a result of the 
project. No historical or paleontological resources OCCur in the 
areas to be physically affected by the project. 

7. Noise and Air Quality - There will be a minor impsct on 
noise and air quality (construction dust) during the construction 
phase of the project. 

~. Radio and Television L~terference - There will be no 
adverse electric ststic effects or deterioration of radio or television 
reception due to the installation of the proposed project. 

9. Aesthetics 
a. Initial 5.5 mile segment: The proposed transmission 

line will replace a~ existing similar type of transmission st~cture pre­
sently owned by SCE which PG&E is purchas~~g. The existing SCE tr&~s­
miSsion line is visible from nearby roadways, L~dustr1al and agricul­
tural areas. The proposed lattice towers will be an average of 50 feet 
higher than existing tower structures L~ the first section of the line. 
The increased height of towers will create a moderate negative visual 
impact to the la~dscape. The proposed transmission lL~e is replacing 
the existL~g SeE trar.smission lL~e which already produced a primarily 
negative visual impact on the landscape. 
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b. Final 1.3 mile segment: The proposed l~~e will 
repl~ce two Pacific Gas and Electric Company double circuit 70 kv 
tower lines to the terminus at the existL~ Bakersfield Substation. 
This corridor of the tr~~smission line traverses a developed area 
L~clud1ng a hospital, golf cou~se, residences ~~d shopp1ng centers. 
The propvsed slender tubular tower l~~e replacing the existing lattice 
towers will enh~~ce the visual quality of this sensitive section of 
the route. It is anticipated that aesthetic improvement 1n this 
segment of the tr~~smission line would outweigh the moderate visual 
impact created in the first section of the corridor. 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation measures will include proper design of tower 
footings to provide erosion control, ~~d allow1r~ the use of right-ot­
way for secondary uses such as agriculture, grazing ~~d similar act1-

~ vities by others. 
No mitigation is necessary for construction vehicle noises 

since that is controlled by the California Vehicle Code, ~~d the use 
of construction vehicles will be temporary. 

Conclusions 

1. Completion of the transmission line project will provide 
for tr~~smission of the output of Kern Power Pl~~t and will contribute 
to the present ~~d future safety, health, comfort ~~d convenience of 
the public. 

2. The consequences of not implementing the proposed tr~~s­
miSSion line would be great in both the short and long-term effects 
on the PG&E service territory, and would deprive the customers in the 
PG&E service territory o~ the benefits of the power which coulc be 
generated at the Kern Power Plant. 
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3. Adverse impacts associated with the project are mostly 
short-term and the trade-offs do not involve significant commitment 
of resources. The moderate adverse visual impact created in the 
in1tial segment of the line (5.5 mile) will be outwe1ghed oy aesthet1c 
improvement created by slender tubular towers in the final section of 
the transmission line. / 

In conformance with General Order No. l3l-A, the construction 
and operat1on of Kern to Bakersfield Substation 230 kv transmiSSion 
line and substation: 

a. Is reasonably required to meet area demands for 
present and/or future reliable and economiC 
electric service; and, 

b. Will not produce an unreasonable burden on 
natural resources, aesthetics of the area in 

which the proposed facilities are to be located, 
community values, public health and safety, air 
and water quality 1n the vicinity, or parks, 
recreat10nal and scen1c areas, or historic sites 
and buildings, or archaeological sites. 

The project will help maintain reliable electriC service in 

an integrated system serving Bakersfield; its benefits will thus out­
weigh any possible minor environmental impact; its plar~ed construction 
and operat1on 1s an economic, effic1ent, and appropriate means of 
meeting projected loads and maintaining reliable service. 

Present and future public conven1ence and necess1ty require 
the construct1on and operation of this transmiss10n line and substation. 
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Applicant ~s placed on notice that operative rights, as such, 
do not constitute a class of property which may be capitalized or used 
as an element of value 111 rate fixing for any amount of money in excess 
of that originally paid to the State as the conSideration for the grant 
of such rights. Aside from their purely pe~-1ss1ve aspect, s~ch rights 
extend to the holder a full or partial monopoly of a class of busL~ess. 
This monopoly feature may be modified or c~~celled at ~~y time by the 
State, which is not in any respect limited as to the number of rights 
which may be given. 

The action taken herein is not to be considered as L~dicative 
of amounts to be included in i".lture proceedings for the purpose of 
determ1n1ng just and reasonable rates. 

The Notice of Determ1.."lation for the proj.ect is attached as 
Appendix A to this decision, ~~d the COmmission certifies that the 
Negative Declaration has been completed and adopted by this Cocm~ss10n 
in compliance with CEQA and the GuidelL"les and that it has reviewed 
and considered the information conta1.."led in the staff's Initial Study. 

Based on the foregoing the COmmission concludes that the 
Kern Power Plant to Bakersfield Substation 230 kv transmission line 
should be authorized in the manner set forth in the following order. 

o R D E R 

IT IS ORDERED that s certificate of public convenience ~~d 
necessity 1s gr~"lted to Pacific Gas ~~d Electric Company to construct 
and operate a 230 kv transmission line together with related appur­
tenances from applican~'s Kern Power Plant Facility to applicant's 
Bakersfield Substation as proposed in th1s proceeding. 
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The Execut~ve Director of the Commission is directed to 
f1le a Notice of Determination for the project, with contents as set 
forth in Appendix A to this dec~s1on, with the Secretary for Resources. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 
the d.a.te hereof. . 

Da.ted a.t ___ ~ __ Frtm __ ci_8C_O_' ____ , California, th1s ;23,/f..--J,. 
day of __ ..;;,..;A.-lM;.;....;U;..;;.S_T ___ , 1977. 
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APPDJ.oIX A 

TO: ~ Secrct~~ ~O~ RC~Qurcc~ 
1416 ~lnth Street, nvo~ 1311 
S~cr~.ento, CA 95814 

1:7 Co~~ty Clerk 
CO\l1":tj" ot: 

. .. 

FROX: (!.C::l.C A'Zc~cv) Ca1ii'orr.i::l. 
?\loIrc ut.l..!.l.tJ.cs Co:w~.:.:;C.l.on-

350 Z..cAI.:.:...:;tcr Street 
San l''r':l!lCiSCO; California 94lo2 
ITcl: (US) _57-1574 

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Dete~in~tion in co~plianc~ with Section 21108 or 
21152 of the Public Resources Code ... 

I?;oject "T'itlc 
I ~e.n - B~kcr~ficld 2)O-kv Transmission Line and Subotation 
iSt~te Clearinghouse N~~b~r (If sub~ittec to Stntc Clearinghouse 
\ .\0 

!Cont~ct Person Telephone N~~bcr i____ ______________________ ~(~U~'5~)~25~7~-_12~4~9 ________________ ~ 
IP~ojec~ Locatiop 
hlKern County and City of B.'Jkcrsi'icld, California ~~~~~_~~~~~_~~~~~~~~k_~~~~~~ _____________________________ ' _____ 1 

,Project Description " ' . 
~pplication by Paci!ic Ga5 and Electric Comp~ to California Public Utilitic~ 
~ommis~ion to Construct n 230-kv :ransmission LL~c fro~ Applicant's Kern Power 
rl~nt to Applic~~t's Substation 
I , 
\ 

I 
,----------------------------------------------------------------
Thi~ is to advise that the Califorr~a Public Utilities Co~~ission 

(Lead Agency) 
h~~ ~dc the following dcterr.~nations regarding the abovc-dcscribcd project: 

, ... . ~he ?roj~ct has bccn~ approved by the LC:ld "'seney • 
di::;approV'cd 

'. The proj~ct 1:7 ~~11 h~V'c a signific~~t effect on the enviro~~ent~ 
D Will not 

3. D 
D 

~~ ~~vironmcnttil I~~'ct Rc?¢rt ~~~ pre~~rcc for thi3 ~rvjcct p~rzuant 
to the ?rovi::;ion~ of CSQA. 

A Ncgati V'o Dccl.:>.ration was pre;Ja.red for thi3 project rurs\J.:l..~t to the 
provi~ions of CE~\. A copy of the Negative Declaration is attached. 

e D:l.tc :V~c:ci vee! fo::" Filing Signaturo 

Tit.lc 

.. Date 


