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In the matterﬁof theﬁAppln.cation of., )ni-

RACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC ,COMPANY fbr ) ‘ ;
a certificate“of-public convenience" ')" T e TSRS
and necessity under General:Ordexr -..-)... Applicatlon No. ,,55799 ooy v
No. 131 for a 230-kv transmission . .} (Filed July 8, 1975}
"“line“from°Applicant™ s-Rio Oso<Bellota) ™o =78 S3asy anl Lriiud
230-kv~line"to~Applicant 8- Lockeford»-) somn MnelehmoTaslaos
Substati.on. ,
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The rural commmit y of Lockeford rest:.ng in an agr:.cultural
. setting-with.orchards and ,vineyards-t:o-* the .west.and, seasonalrcrops.w
to’ the-east! -aq.s sg,tuggggl ‘on -the™ fau'ly fla.t:- alluv:.al«plain 7€n the‘ '

nort:heastern port:.on' of "San - Joaqu:.mCounty between the coastal ranges
~and” the S:.erra Nevada. Homes and“farm »I_?uildings wh:.le bunched”‘

ot
ke oy
-
-

scattered :.r_x a> random manner along country roads wh:.ch :’.n thn.s port:.on

s

of. z:he éoxmi:y.,follow or parallel section Iz.nes foming a 'g:id pattem
1ocally." i’i;oned ._';tgricultural “the- I.oc‘keford area is- mdermomrbanization

Rt "y

pr:essr:-:-:esw However .a- mére fourv—miles to thegwest i3w the..ce;i_trgl. valley

Lod:. :.s growa.ngﬁ”- hav:.ng recentlr expanded ~:.r.s cxty lmits,nextendmg

energy servicg tq vagious new‘ sv:bd :.visions, and constructingra new"' T
sewage plantfadequate—» to.service.a- population of approx:.matelyads 000
people‘._: I.od has it:s awnvm}.zg;cipal electrxc ut::’.lity - not subject"to

regula::xon..byxhn’.s Comiss:.on - obta.ini.ng, it:s .energy. supply as: L&l .;_.._
. wholesale customer from Pac:’.fic Gas and Electric Ccavrm:mu:zy«~-(P(':’c‘&r:)> 2 o
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"‘The electric energy distribution system in the Lockeford- N B
QwLodx area is‘presently serviced by PG&E from four 60/12-kv substations
(Victor, Colomy, Tokay, and Lodi), as well as from a 12-kv distribution
feeder from Lockeford Substation's 115/60-kv Transformer Bank No. 1.

In their turn, the four above-named Substatxons receibegenergy-supplieSf

. P Sl AR AP

from the Lockeford Substation which, obtains its supply from PG&E! L —
Bellota 230/115-kv substation via thice 1150 lines ana from PGSE'S

Valley Springs 230/60-kv substation vza a’ 60-kv transmxssmon Ixne fjfgf_
27.6 miles in length. The maxxmumxmegawatt (MW) capacztyﬁofwthe<above-

descrxbed exlstzng dlstributxon system lS 146}25 MW“ "?50“ o

to supply the Lockeford-Lodi area gxew~at an. annual‘rate-ofv9515 Percent.
At that growth rate, demand projected through 1980 ing}cgted t6 PGSE "
that energy requirements would reach 155.9 M{ by the summer’ of 1979,
overloading the three 1ll5-kv tranSmfssfon cireuitsTfrom™Bellota Substation
to Lockeford Substation, as well as, both the Lockeford Substation 115/60-kv

transformer bank and the Bellota Substatzon 230/115-kv transformer bank.

In order to- el:unn.nate potent1a1 overloading proj ecte :’.n.lSlS ./__P_G&E'.m .

e o a~vn R LR [ R
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1/ The“staff and PG&E ‘project different’ IeveISJof area”peak’demand; PG&E's
projection -in -its. EDS being -based -upon-historic. growth:rates.up-to..
1974. More recent data indicated that the former growth’ rate might
not be-realized.  In staff conferences with-PG&E"in"August<1976,->°"
errors-in~the Table of . Historic~Growth were-identified.and:the-impact
discussed. PG&E conceded that these changes could indicate a y
deferral-of critical-peak-demand shortage- to 19807 On”the*other '~
hand, the-staff-believes-the-projects completion-could. be: deferred..
wmtil possibly as late as. 1981, especially were legislatxon passed
making mmicipal uwtilities- conform-to some of- the” expansion-and” use

- constraints-imposed upon public.utilities-subject-to Commission::

. .regulation. Certainly of some consideration in this regard are the
'“'requirements “of ‘the c¢ity of Lodi: "To-a-considerable”extent”this:"
.-project is-designed to-supply power needs:;of-the city-of-Lodi.. Ihea

staff critically points out that Lodi, exempt for example, from the _
provisions -of the Miller-Warren széline*Act ‘has” differentrlegal o
restraints-on-its use of .electric: power. than. do-the~retail~cuscomers
of PG&E. Lodi asserts that it has an active energy comservation
-program-and ‘a’'rate-structure- similar-téo that™of“PG&E. “Meanwhile! "
~however . .PG&E has-a fundamental-obligation umder- the; provisionsrof
Public Utilities Code Section 451 to provide its, custOmers 1ncludxng
municipal ‘wholesale customers; ‘with“an adequate” and>continuing~supp1y

of elect:icalaenergy- g, T e T A R e '«-o'-;: THROD 2D )‘_;‘,Qg‘r’w .
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acquire capability to. transmit .additional energy into 4the~ -area.
Accordingly, .by, -this appl:.catn.on it seeks -authority- tolconstruct: -
and..operate 3.9 inle& of 230-kv.-transmission :line through ,agnwlmrab

and pasture .lands.:from. :.tsy»Ra.o»Oso-,Be-llor.& :230-kv :transmission line:

to the Lockeford Substation -and.-to-substantially expand T.the.tLockefozd?c l
Substation on. Kettleman.:Road, from :1..55 acres: to §.8.lacres. The dnitlal;
construction: phase would :include additionm..of two .230-kv: circulth breakexrs,

a 230- to -60-kv. .transformer, and a. 60-kv: regulator ;{: -as;well: as.addition’s

of & control building on the. Kettleman.:Road- .;-fac:'.-ld.ty.:g[:s:: Cost; of. this ov:
initial phase is.estimated to be, $2,400,000.and; wou—ldn requﬁa:e 'app:oxina;ﬁely

extended from the ex:-..st::.ng R:.o Oso—Bellota 230-kv -tz:arrsmss;.m l:.ne €O 5
the Lockeford Substation. would. be. supported-on. sixteen: O tWenty-two: o<
90-. to. 140~ foot,.tall dattice. steel. towers. ~The transmission line;: would:c
be routed due, west,. paralleL and. adjacent- to~ Smithi Road,~ to. the! junction:
of Sm:.th and Tully: Roads, -thence. southwestward.-for:1,500,-feet before v:.zn:

. contmu:.ng\ westward- parallel: and, adj-acem: -to~ the «two=ex:~.st3.ngv llS-kv" Erialn

'rower-to-:owe: span lengths of— the _new:.transmission lz.ne wou-ld~ Tange -
between 1 000 to. 1,400. feet. over-a nominal 100-foot: right-of-way.:
The..cost. of the- proposed trans:nisszon- line, including: r:.ghtnof-way*, ol
is est.mated.,to be. $795,000, and constxucc:.om would requ:.re~approx1matelym,
four months...When brought to. full utila‘.za.t:.on-?i/ the completed. project: .
would, furnish 600 MV. of: capacity. to. the Lockeford-Lodi: areazand woulds - -
prov:.de 2, ,rel:.able energyw supply to-.all;existing and: anticipated-.:
customers, in ,t:hat area_ of, San. . Joaquin County.: ..
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_.3/ ‘rransfomerﬁ bank, capacity will.thereafter.be, added: as: reqm.:edr by area
load growth. el emahiegs

3/ Wl‘fefxw ‘the 230-kv load at Lockeford exceeds approxmately 300 MW a -
second- subconductor’will beadded’ to” the' 230-kv" tower-line~ c:x.rcuit
- and.. the. Rio. Oso-Bellota: 230-kv tower. line.circuits.will be: reconnected
“as a’single circuit looped through Lockeford Substationm, ‘bringing. the

vfullsload- capacity” up to 600¢ MW of  Toad-from’ the proposed’ 230k~ “2
transmission line. ,
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Notice of ‘the £iling of "this ‘applicatidn was ‘published In- R
the Commission's ‘Daily:Calendar ‘of July 10,:°1975F"No '"65'5 eétions’ f&""”’:’? 8
the ‘granting of "the “sought-2frer authority ‘have beer’ recefved f::om “gny
source. " The project -is nct one. . exempted by the ‘Guidelines ' for™ /= m1 “0o0
Implementation -of ‘the:California Environmental Quality ‘Control At =~
(CEQA): -of 1970 .(see::California-Administrative Code ) TitTe 14 "TiI5020nE
Division 6).-'In the mistaken ‘belief -that it was ‘the’"Lead" Agency" R
the. San Joaquin' County ‘Board: of: Planning Adjustment included ‘the” - PR
project as: an {tem on its -agenda for ‘November 12,7°1975 ‘and: December IO
71975 ;public meetings in'Stockton. v The ‘Commission ‘Staff was ‘present -
at these.sessions.”” There was' no’ puinc partfcipatfor?. Quest:.ons were U
raised: by. various: county agencies relative to potent:.&l ﬂoocfing oI
the transmiss:ton line' route nd‘of the su‘bstat:.on 51te {boch’ having’ :
possible long-tem effectsof :.nduced’ currents’ upon-area’ resid’ents e
interference to radio-TV reception, and: oxidant procrucm.on-. Following B
these« sess;onsthe county ‘agency recognized its’ nonlead: agency’ StREEs S To0 .

On"Aprﬂ".Z" 1976 the adm:.m.strat:.ve law Jud'ge ass:t.gned ot T

have a s:.gni‘xcant’ effect upon the environment:, ~and- (2)° that this
Commission  was” the” lead agency. for- the' project.” In'this 1atter regard
and’ in"compliance with ‘the, provisions’ of Rule 17-1°of the Conmi‘ssion s’
Rules: of>Practice ’and Procedure’ PGEE’ included an'Ehvironmental™Data {:‘“
Statement '(EDS)"with its application at’ time" of filing. ~As ’:’:"e&'&‘ﬁ?&d‘- By ¥
the State’EIR Guidelines,” copies’of ‘this EDS were distributed” by the ¥*%¢
Commission staff to the responsible agencies™ involved: &f:.. “To a var{ed “~°
___degree these responsible_agencies made. comment.on_the.EDS..JIn.its . turm
.PG&E/Yesponded” to these- agency’ comments. - ALl oF this" materi&ldwas*” ‘
considered .by the staff and :.s d}gcusseﬁ in the D;caft Env:u:onmental

I.mpact Report (DEIR) z.ssﬁed by the- staff. and filed.« with t:heJ of‘ice of
the'~ Secrecary of Resources on” February 23‘ 1?77‘.#Not:.ce* to 'the general

1~

public of complet:.on of_ the~ DEI&wa& accomplished pursumnt~ tﬁc- tlieu ﬁiciriszons

U .-”«\'..»'-.. ;-vn‘/-‘»-av—
R POV e

4/ The EDS was circulated for review to the agencies listed below: ()
San Joaquin County Planning Department, San Joaquin County Public
Works Departument, Air Resources Board, Resources Agency, Department
of Fish and Game, Department of TranSportation and city of Lodi.
~dpe
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.of Rule 17. l(f) (8) of our, Rules ©f Practice and Procedure by smifanavers
advertising {n the s'rocx'rox 'RECORD), “the LODI m:ws szm:mm,, and e

a f&Jw - : BRI S e

the S‘I’OCK‘.L‘ON NEWS all newspapers of'general citcula.tion in San, .
Joaquin County, snd by ,placement of copies‘ of Lthe DEIR in publn.c

e e

libraries in LOdl and Stockton.. opies were, also distributed to a.ll

L S

public agenczes hav:.ng Jurisdiction by law ove: the project, -to. . .

PR ¥ o s e i

state agencies having pert:.nent statutory authorl..tyv-or expert;.se

PUPIRTEE A

accord:.ng o the Resources Agency. . Guidelines and to interested s
local agencies. Some of these reSpons:.ble agencies _returned comments .

ARSI L -

on the DEIR. However there was .no public response. Accord;.ngly,

Ty ity

Crrre LRSI

on September 26, 1977 the administrative law judge concluded .that,

,'m
e e -

Fam
ey

there was no publ:.c :.nterest in.a hearing on the DEIR a.nd ‘du:ected

o T - 2 POV AT ¥

the staff to proceed with preparation of 2 Final" Enviromnental Impac_t

Tl T W T

Report (EIR), allowing opport\m:.ty for the applicant reSponsible e

Wb NG DI

agencies and the publ:.c to £:.le exceptions and ::eplies .and ruling

'p.A-'J-IL.' ~ B \..M\.. .....w . e ..‘_\,- -

that the application :.n all its sSpects would“rproceed on an_ ex, parte';‘
bas:.s. o e L

S
" . 4, .
ANE s mume ool won | Sows e s memens tocdlevnd merus

. ‘I'he F:.nal EfR was cotzpleted and submitted o, the State me "

[ Ll

*lr«— e i

Clear:.ngnouse on O'ctober 26 ,1977.‘3 The twenty-day period prov;.ded:m

.'.mu.. A b [TV Y

under provis:.ons of Rule 80 of our Rules .of Procedures durin& which

- - - Ll A ﬂ’, e NS AL SER RS 1S it

exceptions .could be Eiled lapsed withot.t receipt of any . comment.

~-.»---J¢.;-.

Discussion
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e PGSE, has ry fundamental obligation under provisions of

f\'—'- oo
Al a -

Sect:._on 451 of the Public Util:.ties Code. to' " 'furnish and_mainta.in

PR RO

such edequate efficient just and reasonable ser\rice mstrxmentalities

S .-)“,’-'/.o'--u

equipment, and facilities as are necessary to promote ‘the safety, health
“comfort)and cc convenience - ofits” patrons employees, . a.nd”" the @ublic., .

P
- -.o‘n‘- ce

i

While: there. may: be 'some -small, dxfference of 'opin:Lon between PG&Ey ands
the sta“’f ‘as 'to whether this proj ect could be‘ *de,fe:::red beyond 1980 to
1981, At -is:: reasonably lear: that: ‘the.. e:ca.sting energy:d is tributions
system serving the Lockeford-Lodi area will be inadequate to meet
requirements within a short period of time, and that the additional
capacity to transmit energy into the area proposed by this application
will be needed. Certainly the requirements of the mmicipal utility
.of the city of Lodi to a considerable degree are responsible for this
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approaching demand “For’ add:.t:.ona‘l er;éwz:gy 6/ “ﬁob&gr; whet'r{er the.

v g ',_,, oA .-nq»'\‘.. “ "“ A

mumnicipal utxlity ‘of the czty of 1oL shou'Ld be” sub;;ect to the L

J p\,-.p'n‘“l‘\‘ﬁl .y

Junsdzction of thms' Comm:.ss:.on insofar as time-of—use pr:.c:.ng,

STATT e g - ey re e

load ma:aagement equipment or ‘other concepts are concerned :.s &

'..“- o, o T

matter for the ’J.egxslature. Under present Taw ‘PGEE fs requ:.red to :

R YA N

bu:.ld these fac:ln.t:.es :.n time to meetreasona‘ny ant:.c:.pated’ needs. E

d’e’d' :.n June 1980 should' s PE

transfers contzhﬁe To be made Sut of system @s" they are today, we'

,uq'.v ~

will not” through defl.ay risk' :.mpafring ‘the’ sa.fety, healx:h Cmeort e
economy,’ and co-iave}xienee of 'the Peop'le ‘of the area. and’ ;vffl asuthorize

-~ -‘. " .\ ne Hmn,wr-r- z
S PRI

PGSE to immediatelv proceed w{th copstructn.on. T
" PG&E im.tz.a_ny comprehens:.vely identi’f:ted and d":.scussed

w.«v,—,w -

the ma; jor envfromental ‘Eactors mvolved in ‘this’ ptog ect m the_' EDS

e s, T M ,-..— o ,-‘...-uu-:-,-

submltted’ w::.t"x its applxcatfon. Subsequently, as mandated by the ]
"State EIR Gui‘delmes"‘ (Gun.delmes) ‘tnder CEQA a.nd‘ Sect_:.on 17 1 OF

B e

oy e

Fadr s I“

this Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure ‘these factors’ were T
further developed commented upon, revn.ewed and analyzed by PGSE, the .

. . -
A - ~_¢‘.w..~

staff, and “the" responsi‘bIe agenc:.es :.nvoIved‘ dur:.ng the consultat:we
""“?N - e '\‘;\»‘

process lea.dmg thrc»ugh ‘the- DEIK to preparat:.on of: tl?;e “F:.nal “EIR’ T

DU e O

-

We have considered and rev:.ewed‘ these env:.ronmenta‘.t factors_, inciuding"’ -
RO it Trey e s T ey e

the information codta:.ned " ‘the Final EIR o along with other factd”rs

oA ey 5

in arrwing at our dec:.s:.on to approve the pro_] ect applv.catzo/n —Therefore
we are able to certify th.at the ‘I":Lnal ERhas been completed‘ in compl:’.ance

with CEQA ang’ the Gun.del:.nes. The mag or envv.romnental factors {'nvoive

LN e e ymey pane ﬁ" o -““Efwy‘l s

MY o , N .u - FRREV N ’h.‘ ."- oo N
m the pro;;ect are smar:.zed’ below a.s to the:.r‘ mpaet- o -

¢ . ”,‘_ . R R T o ,“ oy o e e 'y e R
v'--— Rl * e Alv .- - e o vt ’ au Yt - v»uw 2 »,,r L .na..-u« - R (ORI o S DOVL
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5/ The San Joaquin’ County General Plan ‘to 1990 indicates” that’ whiTe the
area: generally -will remain in agricultural use until-at least: 1990, 7+
the town of Lockeford will. roughly. double its. population. .On the ot =
other hand,” the city of Lodi s ‘growing and e:q:»and’mg now, “and s
accomnts. for. over; half the megawatt sxmner' J.oadf -in'‘the: entio:eo -a.rea. -
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"Land‘Resources-' There Wwill be’ only minor xnconvenience '
~as. & consequence: of: thetransmission:lineito the-western ™
agricultural_area and. no_effect .upon. the eastern grazing..
area. ~Construction of the substation will remove
approximately-7-1/2- acres of*vineyardSPandxwalnutuorthard ST
from agricultural use. _Land use of, the.surrounding. .
‘properties to the” transnission line | 1is not expected to
- change: as=a~resultrof the project,b/~although use.of: the

- surrounding properties. to the substation could. change. to.

- moxe” of a quasi-zndustrial usage.

onlogical (Vegetatxon and’ Wildlzfe) ‘Resources:”- The major o
- disturbance: will. be during construction. .lhere-will-beino’ =

significant permanent adverse impacts on the biological-......-
resources of the area.

L e
AN ST

i el oo '+ e e

',m.,,-\,..‘ P

" Air and’Water Resources: - The progect is expected to have )
negligible impact- on therair and’no~significant fmpaction. '
the water resources of the area. .Noise derived, from.the..
proposed‘transformer banks”at the substation” nay’ increase“ )
“212:to~18percent;~and would:bewaudible: 500:feet away. at: e
_the nearest existing residemce.  However, PG&E.will monltor,e_

sound Ievels andmmakemmodzflcstxons if'necessary. e

Future land“use wiIl be affected by the'existencewofmtﬁeﬂtreﬁsmzsslon 11ne
in that® future residences’ may be restricted“from “the’ south side of” Smxth

- "— J,-,‘

Road within” the rlght-ofiway, ‘and” the desirabxllty of“smaller iots -along

wuﬁ.-..

L~

the north“ ide of° Smrth Road will be redueed. wBec&ﬁseﬁor transformer

o o L e e e

noise levels immedlately'adjacent to the substatlon the'adjaceht”“

P S Rt Wt g

surrounding vgneyard and” orchard land” would be undeszrable for future =

spe ey oy e T

re31dentia1 development. Adverse impacts arising out’ of‘the project e

itself are’ mostlv ‘short” term ‘and” the tradeoffs'do«not involve signifxcant

[

commitment ‘of resources.  “In the'event” that a’ better method of traﬁsmlttrng

large supplies ‘of" eIectrzcaI“energy is developed so" that” tower structures;

-
1-~.‘-; e, T e p\f-. - . T (..-ﬁ P e n...,.,-,~
AT T SeL TRyt SHns TN . e TNL e T e 2D ML =T QueTTal

6/ ‘There“are mo park or recreatfional areas located near any of the ™
transmission: line:alternate:routes:considered,nor. at-the~substation,
and no recorded archaeological sites. A study made by Dr. Roberta S.
Greenwood concluded that the substation site contained no potential
for the presence of archaeological remains and that the proposed
transmission line route was the alternative least likely to contain
archaeological remains. There are no recognized historical sites
within the proposed project boundaries.




A.55799 4z

v ) .
-~“‘,~ ey Do sy Vo ‘mﬁ

““Land Resources:  There will be’ ‘only minor inconvenience ‘

" ~as:. & consequence: of: the transmission: lineuto the western'’
agricultural area and no. effect upon the eastern grazing
‘area. 'Construction of the substation will remove
approximately:7-1/2- acres of:vinevards-andrwalnut:orchards: s
from, agricultural use.  Land use of the. surrounding. .
properties to the transmission line is not ‘expected’ to

..~ change:assa resultrof-the- project,é/"althoughrusevof the::

. surroundrng*propertzes to_the substation could. changewto

more of’a quasi-industrial usage. o ’

" Biologieal” CVegetatron and Wildlife)" Resources-‘ The' magor )
. disturbance:will.be.during construction.. - Ihere:will beino: ™

significant permanent adverse impacts on the .biological-. .
resources of the area. v

. . .
P I S ‘~'rv-rw'nnr-w -, t\‘-"l‘(ﬁl--ﬂ

C Ay and‘Whter ‘Resources: The progect is expected”to have
-negligible: Impact-on theair and-no~significant impact\on
the water resources of the area. .Noise.derived, from,the, .
proposed“transformer banks~ at” the substation’ may 1ncrease T
= 12:to:18xpercent;~and would-bevaudible: 500-feet away. at. =u: .~
.the nearest existing. resxdence,‘ﬁHowever PGE&E\will mom.tormw
sound levels and~make~modzflcatlons if‘necessary. '

Future land use will be” affected by the” existence“offthe traosmzssxon line

fn that® future“residences" may be restricted from the south side of Smxth
Road within” the rxght-o¢=way, “and” the desirabilrty of smaller lots along

the north”side of Smxth’Road will’ be reduced. “Becéaéé‘éé E;stfbrmer

noise levels immediately adgacent to the substatzon, themgdjaceﬁt ’ i
surroundzng v1neyard and” orchard land ‘would be’ undesxrable fOr"Eagéra:ec
reszdential development.” Adverse impaCté"3§1sing out of the” Brfj °°t.,

itself are mostlv short term and‘the tradEoffs*do ‘not” involve szgnxfxcant

-

commltment ‘of resources" In the event that a better method of transmlttxng

large supplies ‘of" electrlcal“energy 'is developed $6”that™ tower structures

o~

- - v
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6/ ‘There are mo park or’ recreational areas located” near any “of the -
transmission: line:alternate:routes:considered, snor: atvthensubstation,
and no recorded archaeological sites. A study'made by Dr. Roberta S,
Greenwood concluded that the substation site contained no potential
for the presence of archaeological remains and that the proposed
transmission line route was the alternative least likely to contain
archaeological remains. There are no recognized hmstorlcal sxtes
within the proposed project boumdaries.
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o In comsidering a route for the proposed transmission line
PG&E suggested and a.nalyzed alternat:.ves R ,includ ing undergromd ing.- -7-/ e
While in each Instance the .two a.itehét fve ove*-head routes considered
would be less expensive -8- they were regected as not conforming to
existing land use patte ' c*'eatmg sma.ll encumbered t&‘riangular
pieces of res:‘.dual property, necess:.tatmg, removal o: triming oak. L
trees on the, ‘foutes, or. in. one ..nstance, ‘anolvingda potent:..aii T
archaeological sxte.?/: “ ’l’hc adopted app*oach to the enlargement' of ..he

Qer

7/ Placmg the transmission line underground using cxisting roadways o
was investigated as  an alternativefor overhead tranmsmission;- however:
the total costs to underground both the. initial.1979..230~kv. loop..
ané the future 2nd phase to br:z.ng capacity from 400 M7 To 600 MW,
in¢luding the swiz c‘nng station (overhead to undergrowad) at the
transition: site, would be $17 400,000, against $1,143,000. £or. . nre :
overhead. 1In add:.tion traf £ie would be di srupted Sor approximately
18 months with" *renchi.ng going: on-for 10 months ‘of “that periodi-
benefits.of uwndergrounding in this- agricultural: ares are; cleazxly... -
outwe ghed by the fa.r lesser costs of ove:head

\«-v-\

$56 000 and $81 OOO res;»ect:’.vely, for the two altctncte rouc?s -

consxdcred

9/ Among the’ questions’ raised was that o..v'why‘a thi*d’ : route'was- T
* necessary-at-all’'- why.not merely paralliel.the-existing. co-'rido-—s.
or.upgrade the exigting lines? PG&E. pomts out that the existing
systems'were built 61 and 27 yéars ago. - To parellel the existing::
corridors would require 4.7.miles of mew 230-kv line and .48+ acres:
of additiomal right-of-way on ome line, and 7 miles and 72% acres
on the other. Costs, apart from ri hts-o..-wav -would 'be” $968,0000 -
or: §1,442,000, espect:.ver, aga:.nst $550, 000 for- the’ proposed new. ...
line.. Fx.:t"xemo-e the new 230-kv. towers "would be tm.le* than the ' /
existing 115-kv towevs lessenmg visual qualicy.” a

To zebudlld the c:d.st:.ng 1dnes'to 230-kv, includ:.age—230/60 kv transfomer/
at. Lockeford would cost $8,808, 000 ‘J.‘o “rebuild the existing. 115<kv .

ine including a 230/115-—kv transt ormer at Bellota substation and a’
115/60<kv transformer at Lockeford would cost '$12: 552,000 ° Contrasting
these costs to the $5,143,000 cost-of the. proposed line Lall exc...u.s»_ve

of rights-of-way) indicates the substantially higher costs for o
rebuilding. . B AN,

While line loss of emergy over the 3 ::outes considered differsiiiiiii’,

the smallness of.the~difference: makes LE o,. ‘minimal, consideration

i.n sclect:.on of & route. - o e
sy . I'"I r H v

5 Jﬁrjtﬁ? br;
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. In considering a route for the proposed transmission line
PG&E sugges:ed and. analyzeo altemat:ives :'.nclud ing mdergroxmdmg.?/
While in each Instance the .two altemat..ve ove*head rout:es:“considered
would be less_ expensive & they wez-e ::e; ected as not confom:.ngt tio
existing land use _pate e—aé creating small encmnbered triangular
pieces of residual property, rxec:esr,s:i.t:.sr.t::.ng~ remova.l or. :rimm‘.ng oak
trees on the, rox'n:e"s ox in one '.'.nst:ance involving a potent:.al o N
archaeological sxte.? ,' "'he adopted approach t:o the enlargement ‘of .,he

7/ Placing the transmission line wnderground. using exist ing roadways
‘wasinvestigated as an altermative for overhead transmission;- however:
the total costs to wnderground. both: the. :.m.czal 2979..230=kv. loop. .
and the future 2nd phase to bring capaciz:y from 400 My To 600 MW,
including the switching station (overhead to umderground) at the
transition site, would be- $17,400,000 against- $1,143,000. for-.... .. .-
overhead, In additionm, traf‘ic would be. d_s*upted for approximately
18 months with "renching going on-for 10 months of“that period.- The
benefits: of undergrounding in this agricultural: area are: ox.early
outwelghed by the, fa.:: lesser gosts, of overhead.

$56,000 and $81 000 ’-'es?e“i"e >, for t:he two a.«.te*nate routes B
considered.” - e Tl S

Axong” the questi.ohs‘vaised was that of why &’ third ‘route’ was~~-i~
. necessary.at-all - why.not merely parallel the existing. corridors.
or. upgrade.the existing lines? PG&E points out that the exist:.ng
systems were built 61 and 27 vears agoe. To parallel the existing”™
corridors would require 4.7 miles of new 230-kv line and.48% acres:
of additiomal right-of-way on one line, and 7 miles and 72t acres
on the other. Costs, apart from ri 'nts-o"—wa - would be'$968,000- .
or $1,442,000, espee::.ver, against 550,000 for the proposed new. . -
line. . Furthermore, the new 230-kv. towers would be taller than t:he
existing 115=kv towe*s lesseni.ng visual quality.™ - . /

To rebudld the exi.st:.ng ‘1{nes to’ 230-kv including a~230/ 60=-kv:- transfomer
at Lockeford would cost $8,808,0007" 'ro _rebuild the existing. 115-kv. .

ine including a 230/ 115-kv transfor:ne- at Bellota substation and a :
115/60-kv transformer at Lockeford wonld cost $12:552,000." " Contrasting
these .costs to:the: $§5,143,000 cost-of: the: wproposed line {ail exclusive
of r:.ghts-o--way) indicates the substantially higher cost:s for ‘
rebuilding. SRRl

While line loss of energy over the 3 *outes considered d..‘...ers.,”;m
the smallness of:the-difference makes it of minimal: consideration
in selection of a route. . .. . ... . . o
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2. Under the, provisxons.of Public Utilxtxes Code Section 451

oy - .\wl-—- 2

PGSE has an oblxgation to prodide its’ customers.with an adecuate and
continuing supply. of electrzcal energy.,,fle, f"'”m _”“ \f '“;
3. T\e progected growth n demand for electrxcal energy in

B

the Lockeford-Lod;’area of northeastern San Joaquxn County by the” summexr

of 1980 could weli ekceed the caPaCItY of the”?x}Stlng electrlc &;éi§§”

distribution system to meet service recuxremeﬁts.." . R 'v
4. The proposed project is reasonably rquzredfto meet area e

demands for futureﬂrelxable and’ economic electric service and to’

Ve = ey soA e P A ekt

S - - . - .«-v L ,-v.-.‘ (TARRS T .,.'.,.‘... AR B
.prevent fbreseeable overloading.

_ route, and'appended’facflitles. TheT Al Tt e e

B T ST, e R mgh e g .

0y VlA

'S. “The construction of the proposed‘ progect wili not produce
an unreasonable burden on natural resources aesthetxcs o£ the area””
in which the proposed acm}xtzes are to t be located publxc healthwww-éf

ol Mdadatal

and safety, azr and water cualxty in the ° vxcfnxty, parks ”recreatxonal

et )mpv ey -,

. ; P
and scenie areas "or historic sites and‘bullding, or archaeologxcal

',‘:""f"“;.f"w'\n"’"'
-

o ot T

o

6- Adverse xmpacts resultlng froﬁ‘the progect w111 be’ mostly

‘Uv' PTLT AN

.

short- term, or involve minor inconvenxence to agrzcultﬁral operatxon
and aesthetic vxsual 1mpa£rments. Tradeo‘fs wxll not involve sfgnxfzcant

e " . Rl N P
PENYe . U BT fa - -~

commitment of resoﬁrces. e

oA

L LN EE - .va-..ﬁ

b Iolahe

Mxtigati’.on measures proposed to be taléeh to minimize the S

".-4---4-. o w,. et BT S I o v - o« -n /,- ,u .,p«,r,() ~E R e ey
“ « -

iﬂpact are satisfactory. " _:;. e o cIooT . .u..«.‘. e _. w3 .u..',«...,

Wy e e -

8 The costs to parallél the two existlné?tréi§m£§§£on roﬁtes -

. pr o

or to rebulld tﬁem ere'substantlally‘higher than those” for ‘the ™

el R TR e e

proposed pro;ect and these alternatzves do’ not‘offer aesthetic

I N

advantages'spfficxent to‘outwexgh the substantzally hxgher costs.

i v .

The altermatives to the proposed' progect as’ we‘ll as the

alternatrves as to route, exte 1ocatzon, etc., within the” ‘scope’ of”:

e -v---

- . P sl

the’ pro;ect are’ ‘less’ favorable than those of ‘the propd%ed‘site ’

e i "y '
e - oy ot ,, -.(-n.-»ﬁy,,
\/’ n.o/r.-‘u‘u -t

'.a-".-‘-’- - Lo i

P70, T'The short-term incouvenience and“long-term commitment“of
resources are substantially outwezghed'by ‘the benefits to be”derived
from availability of an adequate, reliable, and stable electrical
energy supply.

- L -

=11~
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e . o B - e v e ow .
S, 3. ‘»":’:‘hJ \/ - L - PR it . Saomegm ooy

ll-h There are no. irrevers;ble_eﬁvzronmeheal ef‘ects involved'

s - ~ MR

Tl ¥ r-'v" -'r“ ol T [Ad

- PR L fu G PeN Casda

in lmplemeniatxon of this project. | o
BT N " ol ,,wf”- . v" -~ J"rﬁ:l“
12.: The progect wzll ‘aellmtate expected growth in the area.

[ l.""‘) ,‘/‘N’Wﬂ 4«‘,- "
““,13 Futu*e progect olaﬂs ;nclude addztzoq ‘of &’ secgnd sub-" ,
Rt SULBTL A= Tt mmnn T ey
eooductor to ehe 230-kv tower llne cxrcuxts and reconmection of :he :
- - “f‘,-."‘f e M r“*,'-v ‘O-vﬂﬂﬁ‘\ 7oy
Rio Oso-Bellota 230—kw tower llne cxrculcs as a s ngle cmrcult looped

oy s I L v:,\‘ s ;)"J ot :- ‘P'\ ," ‘._,4 ;

through LockeZord Subs;ya..‘zon.,m, TEIAIE FRITETLTIa

.
e Sy Do ey e des

-w Jﬂ/n- Wﬂ.d‘ﬂv‘

14, Unde? the condzﬁ101s ‘here exxst;ﬁg there, would be. m;nor_

1_‘_».4,‘,,“ R [£% «‘,‘crr"‘»p "v::-:l‘),w'ﬁas‘\

aesthetzc dzsadvantage to the publzc in permzttiﬁg t@%s trgnsmxssxon
AR A PSRty B ﬂﬁiPu“G" etV tbed
line to. be, overhead .xather than underground and the economic advantages
e St ey WAL soomn e s anT

in overheadzng would, be. substantza}. T
i PRSI N R N A BN R o e e It RO
Conclusxons C .

- - - - - -~ " » . v-‘»'v " v ; -
. LT A ] wfn nDooNL n AT “C“*V J” P "W my

- 1.' Presen: and future publze eonvenlence ang necessxty require

el N fad NN e IO ND e

the constructzon and opefatloﬁ of tbls 230-kv tranémzsszon Iihe and

RSPV XN TY N when nlonas

substation expansxon. R ;

. S

q [N S o oy
W ol - P

I/“Iv"

. 2-,.Fhe action taken herezn is not o, be eonszdered 38, xndxcatxve

i'\"‘\

of amounts to be 1ncluded xn future proceed ngs\for the purpose ot

n"‘ﬁ-r

ﬂdetermljxng gust and reasonable rates.

s fatuedlty ‘w:-v,v\r o

“—qul '---. ,- -»,*.,.«.»,.,.

3. The applleant is pieeed on notice that operat;ve.rlghts [
as such,, do not constitute a elass oelproperQy whieh , may, be capxtalxzed

() il POt 7. -w.»..u

or used as an element of value in rate flxlrg for any amount of poney

in excess of thaz originally paid to the State as the eonsideratxon
for the grant o£ Such rzghts. As;de from thelr purely oermxsszve

o ..«nl,tuﬂ o e e e

aspecs, Such :;ghts exzend to the holder e"ull or part1a1 monopo1§

SO A e

of a class of besxness,_ Thxs ponopoly feature may be modxfied or )

~

,
P -

T

caneeled at, any'tlme byffbe'stete‘ whxcb_;s'not lxmlted in any'reSpeet

w- ,v.«u.,m.. -

as: to. the number of rzghts whzch _may. be glven- e et
4., The Commission, certzfzeé'that the. Flnel*tfk has“beén“ESﬁpiétéa

AeRo LV Rk ehatnl

and adopfed‘by this Commlsszon in compllance witﬁ“PEQA ané:the

. . )

Guidelines, and.that it revzewed and consxdered the xnforpgfxon contained
in th?agéﬁﬁllek-%n:arF?¥F38~§tyﬁh$§ deczslon.hwﬂﬁ

R o
-

'0-‘\ o

" e e - .o . .
R TR R e R SR e Oy M e
R R e e I N W D e W

-12-

-
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5. The certificate of public convenience and necessity for the
transmission line and substation expansxon should be authorlzed in the
manner set forth in the following order.

ORDER
IT IS ORDERED that: )

1. A certificate of public convenience and necessity is granted
to Pacific Gas and Electric Company to construct and operate a 230-kv
transmission line from its Rio Oso-Bellota 230-kv transmission line
to its Lockeford Substation and to substantially expand its Lockeford
Substation, with subsequent recomnection of its Rio Oso-Bellota
230-kv circuits as a single circuit looped through its-Lbckeférd
Substation. This authority is to include related appurteﬁances.

2. Pacific Gas and Electric Company shall file with;this‘
Commission a detailed statement of the capital costs of this

. transmission lz'.ne and substation expansion project, together with

related appurtenances within one year following the date ﬁhe'prOJect
is placed 1n commercial operatiom.
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3. The Executive Director of the Commission is directed to

file a Notice of Determination for this project, with contents as
set forth in Appendix A to this decision, with the Secretary of

Resources. | ‘ ‘
The effective date of this order shall be thirty days

after the date hereof. o _ -
Dated at San Francisoo , California, this BZ.QI -

day of ' MAY , 1978.

LCommissioners

Commrissioner Robert Bats (i '
2 . Batlnovieh, be
‘ x:;co..sonly absent., Qid not. partiei?fto
the disposition of this procoeding,

Commissron  Dediien: 1L

=S3.ouer Claire 7. 1 %
¢ ‘ ~d-Te I. Dedriclk.
zecessarily adsosy, aj i
-2 ke dizposition oL
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APPENDIX A
NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

Secretary for Resources FROM: - g‘Lcae Ageney)
1416 Ninth Street, Room 1311 ornia ¢ Utilities

Sacramento, CA 9581L Lommission

County CIérk
County of

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination ir compliance with Section 23.108 or
21152 of the Public Rescurces Code

Pr&ject Title
Lockeford Substation and 230-kv Transmission Line
State Clearinghouse Number (I subrdtted to State Clearinghouse)
(SCH) 77030701
Contact Person { Telephone Number
D. B. Steger Y 415-557-0442
Project Locatio
Lockeford CA
Project Description

Application by Pacific Gas and Electric Company to California Public
Utilities Commission for a certificate of public convenience and
.necess:.ty to construct and operate a 230-kv transmission line from ,
applicant's existing Rio Oso-Bellota 230-kv transmission line to its
Lockeford Substation; to expand that substation, and subsequently
reconnect its Rio Oso-Bellota 230-kv circuits as a single circuit
Ilooped through its Lockeford Substarion.

3

This i3 to advise that the iformia i
Lead Agency
has made the following determinations regarding the above-described pro,ject*

1. The project has been approved by the Lead Agency.
d¢isapproved

2. The oroject will have a significant ‘effect on the erivironmént.'
will not -

[5_/' An Envirommental Impact Report was prepe.red for this project pursuant
+o the provisions of CEQA.

[:7 A \Iegativc Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the
provisions of CEQA. A copy of the Negative Declaration is attached.

Date Received for Filing ‘ Signature Frederick E. John / _
: Executive Director .
Title
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