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By this spplication Pacific Lighting Service Company (PLS),
Southern California Gas Company (SoCal), and Pacific Gas and Zlectric
Company (PG&E), public utility corporations, seek a
certificate pursuant to Section 1001 of the Public Utilities Code
declaring that the present and future public convenience and
necessity require and will require the acquisition and operation
of an underground natural gas storaze reservoir and the comstruction,
operation, and maintenance of wells, gathering pipelime, compressor
plant, gas treatment and dehydraticn plant, and related facilities
for the storage of natural gas in the Ten Section Field (Field) in
Kern County. Further, applicants seek approval of a Gas
Transportation end Exchange Agreement ‘dated May 23, 1979.

Hearing

After nmotice and publication, five days of public hearing
were held before Administrative Law Judge J. J. Doran in Los Angeles
on Mareh 11, 12, April 1, 2, and in Bakersfield om March 18, 1980.
The matter was submitted om April 2, 1980. Our staff filed the
Final Envirommental Impact Report (EIR) on May 19, 1980. Such Fimal
EIR is part of the record in this proceeding.

Applicants presented seven witnesses to support their
application. Seven public witnesses appeared supporting the
application. The Commission staff presented three witnesses who
were supportive of the project and who evaluated the environmental
impact of the project.

Project Uses

In this proceeding, applicants testified that they propose

to convert a nearly depleted oil field to 2 gas storage field. The

existing o0il field is located 12 miles southwest of Bakersfield in
Kern County, Californiea.
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Further, PG&E and PLS have installed a2 34-inch pipeline
approximately 8.8 miles lomg to commect PLS's and PG&E's existing
pipeline systems in order to erhance intertie facilities.l/ This
pipeline, which bisects the Field, will also be utilized to
transport gas between the transmission pipeline networks of PGE&E
and SoCal and the storage field.

Applicants propose to imstall gas turbine compressor
equipment and to recover waste heat for the cogeneration of
electricity. Further, they propose cogeneration with gas turbines
to improve the energy efficiency of the project and achieve greater
reduction in NOX emissions. This proposal will recduce NOX emissions
from the compressors to well below existing standards. Furthermore,
the addition of the cogeneration equipment will increase the thermal
efficiency of the proposed equipment by approximately SO percent.
Under current analysis, the projected additiomal average costs over
the life of the project for the electric cogeneration will be
recovered through the projected revenues from the sale of the
electricity. The cogeneration aspects of the project are expected %o
be cost effective and are consistent with our policy oz cogezeratvion.

It is estimated that the proposed 7 megawatts of cogeneration
will produce 25.7 million kilowatt-hours (kWh) annually at an
estimated average cost of 5.7 cents per kWh. The cost is based on
the additional facilities and fuel needed to add cogenerationm to the
project. Applicants propose selling the electricity to PCAE
2t 2 price to be negotiated in order to recover the gezmeration
costs. _Further, applicanss estimate that approximately 5.6
million barrels of oil can be produced during <he

-

. 1/ Authorized by Decision No. 89177 dated July 31, 1979.
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life of the project. The revenues from the sale ¢f this oil
production will be credited to the Gas Cost Adjustment Clause
balancing accounts of the utilities.
Field Storaze Uses

Applicants testified thet the main purpose for the Field
is to increase extreme peak-nour and extreme peak-day supply
deliverability to their systems. Added bemefits of the Field
include upgrading the level of service to Priority (P) 3 and P4
customers, assisting to mitigate the potential adverse impacts to
customers that could result in the cvent of interruption of supply

and reinforcing the present storage ¢ycle volume capav®ility necessary %0
meet seasonal demands. The stdff testified that the increased storage
capacity would provide the possibility of acquiring and maintaining
additional short-term increments 0f zas supply which, in the absence

of such additional storage capacity, could otherwise e lost to
California. This objective is comsistent with Commissien policy o /
acquire the maximem guontities of zeasonably priced natural gas avail- \/

able to Califernia in order to avoid an increased dependence on imported

oil and, if possible, reduce such existing dependence o the lowest
level.

The joint development of the riecld will make peaking
and seasonal storage available at minimum cost to PLS, Solzl, and
PG&E. Because the extreme peak-day requirements of the distribution
utilities have historically not coincided, the single field wil
permit a better coverage of peaking requirements for the systems
at a reduced capital investment.
Gas Supplies

SoCal has been cxperiencing a declinme in the gas supply
available from its traditional sources. Therefore, less primary

supply is available to meet extreme peak-hour and extreme peak-day
requirements.
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PG&E is also encountering current limitationms om its
sources of gas supply. PG&E has not had curtailment of its Camadian
gas; however, its suppliexr's export licenses are scheduled to begin
to expire commencing ina 1985.

Gas supplies are gemerally received by SoCal and PG&E
on a nearly uniform basis year-round; however, there are substantial
seasonal variationms in usage. High priority users have 2 relatively
high demand during the winter period. This type of change iz
demand is most satisfactorily met by '“de*g*ound storage.

Requirements

SoCal and PG&E gas distribution systems zave beezn desigmed <0
provide uninterrupted service S0 zigkest priority customers. To -
maintain this capability, the PG&Z and SoCal systems must be able
to meet extreme peak-houy and extreme peak-~day load requirements
of each systenm'’ s““gneS'prmor:ty customers. The withdrawal of natural
gas stored in underground reservoirs is an accepted means o 2eel
extreme peak-locad requirvements. The evidence shows that PLS and
SoCal presently own and operate six reservoirs having an extreme
peak-hour daily rate deliverability of 4,400 WMesi. This deliverabilitcy,
plus lime pack and primary supply, will be insufficient to meet SoCal's
Suture extreme peak-tour dally rate recuirements

The evidence also shows that PG&E owns and operates
underground storage facilities with peak deliverability of 1,230
MMef per day. PG&E also has a comtractual axzrangement To store
gas in a producer-owned oil field which provides 2 withdrawal
rate of 150 MMcfd. A thizd PGLE zas s:o*age f2cilizy will (upen :
completion im 1980) have a deliverzability of 230 MMefd. Conventional
325 supply and unde:*:ound storage u-.hc*awa’ will be imsufficiexnt
to meet PGEI's abnormal peak—day dexm Ly <ze 1L885~8€ wimter seas

-y -
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Additional deliverability from storage 1is necessary to
satisfy future extreme peak-hour and peak-cday requirements of
applicants’' highest priority customers. The project can provide
increased deliverability for protection of Pl and P2A customers on

an extreme peak-day, including continuing growth of high priority
customer demand.

Field Facilities

The proposed Field project involves using most of the
160 existing wells on the site and some new wells may have to be
drilled. During Stage I, 96 existing wells are proposed to be
converted for storage use. An additiomal 11 wells are proposed to
be used for observation. During Stage II, 26 additional wells nmay
be converted for storage use. '

About April 1981, 4,000 horsepower of leased compression
equipment will be installed to inject gas into a limited number of
wells through temporary piping. These facilities will be removed
after permanent compressors and f£field piping become available. In
Stage I, 6,000 horsepower of permanent compression equipment, field
piping, gas dehydration equipment, and oil production equipment
will be installed and completed by April 1982. In Stage II, an
additional 14,000 horsepower of compression equipment and additional

ield piping and gas dehydration equipment will be installed and

and completed in 1984.

During the injection phase of the project, natural gas
will be injected through existing wells into Zonmes I and II of
the Field. Applicants' evidence shows that up to 8l Bef of cushion
and working gas can be injected for storage if the pressure in
Zome I is raised to the original bottom hole discovery pressure of
3,525 psia. It is estimated that Zome II will ultimately provide
an additional 16 Bcf of storage. The total storagze capacity,
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cushion and working volumes, is estimated to be 97 Bcf, and the
working volume is 50 Bef.

The estimated cost of the project in 1984 (based upon 1979
dollars) is $195.5 million comsisting of $34.1 million acquisition
costs, $56.1 million cushion gas, and $105.3 million other
construction costs. The estimated expense of operation will be
$5.7 million in 1985. 0il revenues in 1985 are estimated to de
$47 million and will be =eflected iz <the Gas Cost Adjustment Clause
balancing account.

PG&E and PLS propose to finance conventionally the storage
facilities as additions to their present gas transmission systens
with general corporation funds. Temporary financing for PLS's
obligations in this project will be obtained from its parent
company, Pacific Lighting Corporation. The estimated total annual

cost of the project, as measured by the above expeunses, and the
fixed charges to service the underground storage field capital
less the o0il revenues divided by the ultimate statewide sales in

the neighborhood of 1.5 Bef sales at the time of project completion
are reasonable.

Project Agzreements

Testimony was presented showing that PLS and PG&E each
propose to purchase an undivided ome~half interest in the Field and <o
hold their interest as tenants im common. PLS and PG&E each propose
to commence their individual usage of the project in a time Zrame
different from that of the other to suit their individual system
operations and needs. The Field will be developed in two separate
stages, and PLS and PG&E request authorization for both stages.
Stage I will entail all work necessary to expand the storage
facility to operate for the primary use of PLS and its customerx,
SoCal. Stage II will emtail all work necessary to allow the storage
facility to operate for the common use of PLS and PG&E.

-7-
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Agreements have been made between PLS, Shell 0Oil Company
(Shell), and Temneco West, Inc. (Temneco) providing for the
acquisition of the rizht to use the Field land surface and the
purchase of certain storage zomes, hydrocarbons in place, wells,
and certain other facilities now installed at the Field. The Field
has been producing oil and gas since 1936. 3Because of declining
pressure the Field is now virtually umproductive.

The storage field and related facilities will be operated
by SoCal for PLS and PG&E pursuant to the Operating Agreement
between PLS, PG&E, and SoCal. The PG&E, PLS, and Solal Gas
Transportation and Exchange Agreement will allow PLS and SoCal gas
to be transported to and from the Field by the existing PLS and
SoCal gas transmission systems and by utilizing capacity available
in PG&E's existing pipeline. PG&E has agreed to utilize its
existing mainline 300 zas transmission system on 2 best~efforts
basis to transport and exchange PLS and Seolal gas.

Stagze I of the project is estimated to be cempleted in
April 1982 and is expected to provide additional extreme pezk-houxr
deliverability by the winter of 1982-83 in the amount of 500 MMcfd.
After the winter of 1983-84 and upon completion of Stage II in 1984,
this amount of deliverability will be increased to 1,000 MMcfd.

The compressor plant will be capable of cycling 50 Bef of working
gas per year. .
The project will consist of wells, compressor plant,

treatment and dehydratien plant, field piping, and other related
facilities.,

Staff Testimonv
The staff recommends the certification of the Field

facilities as recommended by applicants. The staff concludes that
there is a need for additional load equating capacity oun both the
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PG&E and SoCal systems and that the proposed Field
is ideally situated to provide such capacity.

Although the staff's position as to the exact timing of
SoCal's need for the Field for extreme peak-hour and extreme
peak-day protection differs from SoCal's, there is no disagreement
between applicants and the staff or any party concerming the timing
of the need for the project in light of the multitude of purposes
this project can serve. The staff has specifically recommenced
that the project be approved in the manner, design, time £rame,
and schedule requested by applicants.
Environment

A comprehensive record on environmental matters was
developed in this proceeding through issuance by the staff of a
Draft EIR, consultation with public agencies, and public hearings,

all of which are elements in the EIR process which culzinated in the
issuance of the Final EIR.

The staff conducted an independent review of the
envirommental impact ¢f the proposed project which is represented
by the Fimal EIR. We have carefully considered the evidence on
environmental matters contained ia the Fimal EIR and make £indings
pursuant to Section 21081 of the Public Resouxces Code.

The Field is now a virtually abandomned oil £field and
development of a gas storage facility there will not result in a
significant land use change or eanvironmental impact on the immediate
vicinity of the field. Comnstruction of the project will require
conversion of the majority of the existing oil wells to gas
reservoir use, including piping, new gas compressor plant, treatmeat plazt
electric generation, and wastewater treatment. The maximum ground
disturbance would be 200 acres of the 2,471l-acre area of the entire
Field. The Field's present owner, Tenneco, will retain all surface
ownership and the right to use the remaining suxface area of the
Field.
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Ground clearing for comstruction will destroy some of
the native grass vegetatiom and scrub wildlife nabitat, Two rare
animal species are believed to inhabit the site but have not been
seen. Although any habitat loss diminishes the area of native land
remaining in the San Joaguin Valley, the loss f£from the project is
small relative to the greater loss caused by agricultural comversion
of the site by others. Some mitigation by revegetation along
pipeways is feasible. The project will cause no alseration of
surface drainage, hydrology, or surface water quality. Because the
project involves adaptaticzs of an existing oil field, +<here will be mini-
mal land use change. There are 2o seansitive land uses surrounding the
site at present. Noise levels at the perimetex of the site are mot
estimated to be moticeable by passing traffic. The gas field
structures will be visible from public roads at a distance which
will prevent an unusual or adverse Impact. The major facilities
are remote from areas of public access and will be operated so as
to cause no risk to public safety. There are mo known cultural
resources present which would be adversely affected by the project.

Both comstruction and operationm will cause mimor

timulation of local employment and no substantive cemand for public
services. The project will contribute significantly to local
property tax revenues. There will be no population growth induced
in this location. The project objective is to improve gas supply
reliability Zor high priority customers. As such, it will not
DrOmote growtid in <he State of Califormia because 1t will zot
provide a major new source of fuel.

The projest is subject to regulation by the California
Department of Oil and Gas which, among others, is responsible for
ensuring that storage and withdrawal operations and wastewater
injection will have neglizible impact on zeology or groundwater
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quality. Projcct operation includes seasonal injection and withdrawal
of natural gzas and production of crude oil and natural gas liguids.
Project operation will be powered by gas turbine engines with

electric power cogeneration utilizing waste heat.

The gzas turbine cxhaust is the major source of air
pollutant emissions from the project. Nitrogen oxides are the
principal pollutants of ¢oncern and will 2dd to the pollution
burden of the San Joaquin Valley air basin. Use of gas turbines
with cogeneration reduces the emissions rate far below that of
alternative prime mover syStems: The emissions wate will comply
with existing applicable cmissions standards of the appropriate
environmental control agencies from which applicants will obtain permi*'“
to construct and operate the project. The air pollutant emissions
are not estimated to cause any ambient air quality standard to be
exceeded. The gas turbine operation requires annual fuel
consunmption of 750,000 Mcf and will slightly diminish the overall
gas supply. However, there will be offsetting increased oil and
natural gas liquid procduction from the Field.

Applicants’ oEjectives for improved service to higher
priority customers require 2 scale of gas storage facility that \//
can only be met by an underground gas storage reservoir. There are
no feasible economical alternatives which c¢an meet the large aanual
cycle volume requirements. Applicants selected the Field after
considering nearly 200 candidate sites for 2 new underground storage
facility. The environmental review indicates that no altermative
location appears to offer an environmental advantage over the
Field site for the project.
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t=Mitigation

Mzt*gat_cn for potential land use, noise, aesthetic, axnd
Public safety impacts is easily accomplished by centralizing gas
processing facilities away from public roadways.

The only irreversible environmental xmpac s are: (1) tx
possible destruction of some portions of tne poprlat oL two rare
speci es~/ if they are present on zhe site and (2) <ze consumpzion of
natural resources, primarily the combustion of natural gas for Ifuel.

Some of <the impact on wildlife and vegevation will he
reduced by recuiring that 2pplicants plan the location and %ime of
construction %o minimize impacts on wildlife and include plams <0
naximize revegetaviox on the land within applicamts’ control.

Toe project originally was »proposed Lo use piston-type
internal comdustion engines which would emit large cuanvities of
air pollutants. Adoption of the modified cdesign to use combustiozn
Turdbine engines as prize movers will result in the lLowest feasible
emissions rate for the project. Gas turbines have higher fuel
consumption comparsd with oOther prime nmovers. This is somewhatv
offset by <he use of waste heatv ’or electric cogeneration and
by increased petroleum production from <the Tield.
Savironment~Cverall

The public safety, nealth, coxzfort, convenience, and
necessity recuire the iastallation, maintenance, operation, and use
of the Field, together with related facilities. The project should
not, on balance, have a significant cdetrimental effect on the
environment. The project does not compete with any person, firm,
or public or private corporation in the pudlic utilities business
for furnishing or supplying gas service To the public in or adjacent
To the territory in walch the »roject shall e located.

1/ The kit fox and the leopard lizard.
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We have reviewed the record, the Final EIR, the comments
filed, and f£ind that granting the application will not produce an
unreasonable burden on matural resources, aesthetics of the area in
which the proposed facilities are to be located, public health and
safety, air and water quality in the vicinity, or parks,
recreational and scenic areas, or historic sites and buildings, or
archaeological sites.

Public Witnesses

The public witnesses included the zayor of Bakersfield,

a member of the Kern County Board of Supervisors, and representatives
testifying for the Kerm County Board of Trade and for the Xerz County
Farm Bureau. The public witnesses urged that the project be
approved.

No party to the proceeding opposed the project.
Governmental Azencies

Construction permits are required from the Kern Couxty
Planning Commission, the Kern County Air Pollutiom Comtrol Districe,
the U.S. Envirommental Protection Agency, and the State Division of
Oil and Gas.

Date of Permit

It is of extreme importance that the decision in this
matter be issued in a time frame to allow applicants to acquire the
necessary interests in the Field and close escrow not later than
July 31, 1980. 1If the Shell and Tenneco contracts are allowed to
expire, as they do on July 31, 1980, applicants will be required to pay
a $750,000 fee to extend the Shell contract option and ©o renegotiate
the Temneco contract with no assurance that the same favorable
terms can be presexved. It is the opinion of the parties that any
renegotiation of the Tenmeco agreement would require a material
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increase in the consideration paid to Temneco. Under the present
agreement, Temmeco would receive $13.5 million for the property rights.
At the time of £filing the application, oil produced from the Field
was $5.83 per barrel. The price at the time of hearing was $27.42.
Findings of Fact

1. Applicants require this gas storage facility at the Field
to ensure that they will be able to supply their high priority
customers during an extrexe peak-day during the winter, to increase
extreme peak-hour supply deliverability, and to meet high priority
customer amnual cycle volume requirements. Applicants require the
gas storage facility to upgrade the level of service to P3 a=d
PL customers, to assist in zivigating potential adverse impacts €0
their customers that could result in the event of interruption of

supply, and %o provide the possinility of acquiring or maintaining
short-term increments of gas supply.

2. SoCal azd PGZE peak dexmands have aistorically zot
coincided. Sharing the Field reduces the total facilities the
applicants would need.

3. Sharing the Field will reduce applicants' costs and the
costs to their ratepayers.

4., The Field is crossed by an existing zas transaission line
which makes it very well suited for PC&E's ané Sofal’'s common use

and for integration of the systems due to the strategic location
of the Field.

5. The Field will enhance the opportunity for the spot purchase
and storage of mnatural gas.

6. Gas supplies axe received by SoCal and PG&E on a nearly
unifora basis year-round,but there are sudstantial seasonal variations
in usage. The use by high priority customers is markedly peaked
during the winter season.
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7. Traditiomal gas supplies available to applicants have
declined and are projected to continue to decline.

8. The Tleld presexnts a satisfactory zmeans of
meeting extreme peaxk-nour and peak-day demands under condivtions
ol convinuing cdecline of traditiozal sources of flowing

gas supply, together with continuing growth of high priority
customer demand.

9. The project, as modified to include the installation of
cogeneration av tie Fleld, is comsistent with our policy and
is ecomomically feasible. ’

10. The electricity produced by the proposed cogemeration,
and not consumed onsite, will be sold oxnly <o PG&E.

Cogeneration will primcipally occur during the summer season when
PG&E's demand for electricity is highest.

11. Development and utlilization of the Field for gas storage
purposes will increase the production of crude oil and natural zas
Liquids.

12. Revenues from the sale of crude oil and natural zas
liquids will be c¢redited to the purchased gas adjustment clause
balancing account and will reduce tze cost oF gas.

13. Applicants have purchased or will purchase all zecessary land
and zineral rights in order To coastruct, operate, and maintaln this
gas storage facility at the Field.

14, The Field is now a wvirtually abandoned ¢il field and
developument of a gas storage field there will not wesult iz a
significant land use chanmge or envirommental impact in the immediate
vicinity of the field.

15. The maximum ground disturbance would be 200 acres of the
2,471l-acre area of the entire Field.
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16. Ground clearing for comstruction will destroy some
native grass. Some mitigation by revegetation on land within
applicants' contxol is feasible and will be regquired hereafter.

17. Clearing will cestory scrudb wildlife habitas.

Two rare species are believed to inhabit the site but have not bdeen
seen. Some mitigation by planning the location and time of
construction is feasible and will be required hereafser.

18. The project will improve gzas supply reliability for high
priority customers, will not be a major new source of fuel, and
will not promote population growth.

19. Gas injection will be by gas turbine engines with electric
cogencration utilizing waste heat.

20. Nitrogen oxides from gas turbine exhaust are the principal
pollutants and they will be added to the San'Joaquin Valley zair
basin. )

21. The emission rate will comply with existing emission
standards, will be far below that of alternative prime mover systems,
and will not cause any ambient air quality standard to be exceeded.

22. The gzas turbines will require annual fuel consumption
of 750,000 Mcf; hnowever, there will be offsetting increased oil
and natural gas liquid production.

23. The proposed project is essential to meet the future
public convenience and necessity.

24. There are no feasible alternatives to the project.

25. The proposed project will have a significant effect upon
the enviromment; however, such effect is far outweighed by the
beneficial impacts of the project.




A.58905 ALJ/km/in

Conclusions of law

1. The Commission certifies that the Fimal EIR has been
completed in compliance with the Californiz Envirommental Quality
Act and the Guidelines. We have reviewed and considered the
information contained in the EIR in reaching this decision. The
Notice of Determimation for the project is attached as Appendix A
to this decision.

2. ©Potential envirommental Iimpacts have been or will be zadequately
mitigated by project design, proposed comstruction and operation methols,
modifications of the project during this proceeding, and by
conditions imposed in this opinien.

3. Any remaining envirenmensal impacts are outweighed by the
beneficial effects of the project.

4, The action taken herein should not be considered as

indicative of amounts to be included in future proceedings for the
purpose of determining just and reasonable rates.

5. We conclude, pursuant to Section 1001 of the Public Utilities
Code, that the present ané furure public convenience and necessity
require and will require the acquisitienm and operation of the Ten
Section Gas Storage Project as proposed by applicants. 7Public
convenience and necessity also require authorization ¢of the PG&Z,
PLS, and SoCal Cas Transportation and Exchanze Agreement associated
therewith.

6. To provide the opportumnity to close escrow before puxchase

contracts expire on July 31, 1980, this order should become effective
the date hereof,
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QRDER
IT 1S ORDERED that:

1. A certificate of public convenience and necessity is
granted to Pacific Lighting Service Company (PLS), Southern California
Gas Company (SoCal), and Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PGEE)
to acquire, comstruct, operate, and maintaizn an underground natural
gas storage reservoir, together with related facilities, at Ten
Section Field, Kerm Qounty, as proposed by PLS, SoCal, amd PGLE in
this proceeding subject to the mitization measures reccummencded in
the Final Envirommental Impact Report and im this opinion.

2. PLS, SoCal, and PG&E are authorized ©o carry out the terms
and comditions of the Gas Transportation and Exchange Agreement
dated May 23, 1979. ' .

3. PLS, SoCal, and PG&E shall file with this Commission a
detailed statement of the capital cost of the Ten Section Underxrground
Gas Storage Project, together with related facilities, within one
vear following the date it is placed in commercial operation.

4. The authorization granted this decision shall expire if
not exercised within two years from the date hereof.
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APPENDIX A « A=58905
NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

T0: Fecresary Lor Resources FOX:  CaliZormia Publie
' 1416 Ninth Street, Room 1312 Utilities Commission
Sacremento, Califorzia 95814 350 McAllister Street
Saxn Fraxcisco, Calif. 94102

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

Project Title
Ten Section Fleld Undorground Natural Gas Storage Faciilty

State Clearinghouse Nuzber (I sudmisted to State Clearinghouse)
SCH #79091907

Contact Person Zelephone Nuzber

Bl Yuen Zoe (L15) 557=1748

Project Location
10 miles southwest of Bakersfield

Project Deseription

Natural gas comprossion and underground storage, withdrawal, clearting and shipping,
with associated production of ligquid hydrocarbons.

This is to advise that the Califormia Pudlic Utilities Commission
as lead ageney has made the following determination reganxding the
atove descrided project:

1. The project has been [y / anproved by the Lead Agency.
[/ disannroved
the project [y / xAll nave a significant effect on the environ-

menve
: ; -:v': 19 -y oy o

/77 An Eaviroamental Izpact Report was prepared for this project
pursuant to the provisions of CZQl- .

[/ h Yegative Declaration was prenared for this project pursu-
ant To the provisions of CZQA. A copy of the Negative
Jeclaration ig attached.

JCSEPH E. BODOVITZ
Jpke ReceLves IoXr filing axecurtive Jirector

. cc: Gale Enxtead
County Clezk, Kern County
125 Truxtiun Avenze
Sakersffold, CA 93301




