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THEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION' OF THE S;A”" F CALIFORNIA

ter of the Application of SAN )
DI;GO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY for a )
Certificate that Present and Future )
Public Tonvenience and Necessity )
Require or Will Reguire the Construction)
and Ope*a*ion of Sesne“,s of a Si ﬁgle )
Circuis 230 XKv Transmission Line fronm )
Miguel Subsza ion to the International )
3order to Interconnect witih the Comision)
Federal de Electricidad, Baja California)
Norte System. g

ORDER MODIFYING DECISION NO. 92448
AND DENYING REHEARILN

A Petition for Rehearing of Decision No. 02448, issued December

2, 1980, has been filed jointly by Cadillac Fairview Homes West and
Western Salt Company.

Application No. 56172
(Filed Octoder 3, 1979)

We nave thoroughly reviewed all ¢f the allegations raised
in the petition and are of the opinion that good cause Lfor granting

rehearing has not been shown. However, we shall modifly our discus-
sion, Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order to reflect the
furcther study we have given to this matter in the course of examin-
ing the petitions for rehearing. Decision No. 92448 should be
modified to authorize the 230 Kv transmission line between SDG&E's
Miguel Substation and the International Border to interconnect
with CFE along alternative route X-l proposed by Western Salt in
the manner set forth in the order.

IT IS HEZREBY ORDERED that:

1. Ordering Paragraph 1 of Decision No. 952448 is

nodilied to read in full as follows:

"l. A certificate of public convenlence and necessity
1s granted to6 San Diego Gas and Electric Company
(SDG&E) to0 construct and operate a 230 Kv transmission
line between Miguel Substation and the Intermational
Border t0 interconnect with Comision Federal de
Electricidad (CFE) along the adopted route (alternative
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route X-1) in this proceeding subject to the mitigation

. measures recommended in the Pinal Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report and in this
opinion."

IT° IS FURTHER ORDERED that Findings of Pact in Decision
No. 92448 are modified as follows:

Pinding of Fact 15 45 modified to read:

"Alternative route X-1 would be one-half mile
closer to existing recidential areas than the
proposed route. However, the visual impacts
for each route are falrly equal.”

Pinding of Fact 16 is modified to read:

"Based on the analyses in the Final EIS/EIR,
adverse environmental impacts could be

mitigated to an acceptable level for either

the proposed route or alternative route Xal.
Either route is economically feasible. Alterna-

Tive route X-1 Iis an envirommentally acceptable
route."

Finding of Fact 18 1:s modifiled to read:

"There 1t no cignificant difference in the
amount of agricultural land impacted by
alternative route X-1 as compared with

the primary proposal.”

Finding of Facet 19 ic modified to read:

"There are numerous reported archaeological

sites throughout the area, some of which may
be affected. Historic, ethnie, and naleon-

tological resources may also be found in the
area and affecteld.”

Finding of Pact 20 15 modified to read:

"There are rare and endangered plant speciles
found in the area which will not be affected
by the project. Impact on other plant speciles
being conzidered by the U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service for possible endangered status
should be minimal."
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6. Pinding of Fact 30 iz modifled to read:

"TheX=1 alignment proposed by Western Salt
is an acceptable route to the primary
proposal. There are no other feasibdble
alternatives to the project.”

Finding of Fact 32 is added to read:

"Public convenlence and necessity requires
authorization of route X=-1."

-7 IS TURTHER QORDERED that Conclusion of Law 7 is modified
as follows:
"Pursuant to Section 1001 of the Public Utilitilies Code,
the 230 Xv transmission line between SDGEE's Miguel
Substation and the International Rorder to interconnect

with CFE aleong alternative route X-1 should be authorized
in the manner set forth in the following order.”

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Decision 92448 41s modified as
follows:

The last paragraph on page 16, page 17 in 4its entirety, and
the first three paragraphz on page 18 are deleted and the following
language is substituted:

An analysis of the potential environmental impacts of the
alternate alignment designated X-1 iz presented in the Final
ZIS/ZIR. It 1s indicated therelin that route X-1 is basically
equivalent to the route initially proposed with regard to potential
electrical effects and impact on alr quality, noise, hydrology and
water guality, geologzlc hazards, mineral resources and soils,
vegetation, wildlife, and land use. While the X-1 alternative
alignment 41s c¢loser to existing residentilial areas than the proposed
route, 1t 45 still over one-half mile from the nearest residential
area. A visuval analysis prepared by Weste¢ Servicec and submitted
by SDG&LE as a comment to the draft EIS/EIR concludes that the
visual Impacts for each route are fairly equal.

Although alternative route X-1 poses the potential for impact
on at least one large archaeological site which 1s avoided by the
initially proposed route, both routes pose the potential for impact
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to archaeological sites and comparative assumptions of such impact
cannot be made without the performance of further archaeological
studies. A 100 percent archaeclogical survey will have to be
confucted along the authorized right-of-way and additional in-
formation compiled in order to determine the eligihility of sites
along the adopted route for the National Register of Hiztoric
Places. If a site i1z eligibvble for the National Reglcster, the
proponent must propose steps to avoid or mitigate adverse effects.
The California Favironmental Quality Act does not mandate the
choice by the appropriate pudblic agency of the most environmentally
benign route but only that substantial adverse environmental Iimpacts
are mitigated to an acceptable level, Laurel Hills Homeowner's
Association v. City Council - Citv of Los Angeles 83 CA3a 515
(1978). Substantial adverse environmental impacts could bHe miti-
gated to an acceptable level for either the adopted or X-1 route
and the undertaking of the mitigation measures contained in the
RIS/ZIR and 4in this opinion 1is a reguirement of our authorization.
A formal appiication for approval of a development project of
over 11,000 planned units was submitted on Octoher 30, 1980, to the
City of Chula Vista by Cadillac Fairview Homes West and Wezstern
Salt Company, the developers and owners, respectively, of a 3,073
acre tract of real property which would bYe traversed by either the
proposed or alternative X-1 routes. A copy of that application
was attached to the verified Petition Lor Rehearing. As indicated
earlier, bYecause these plans had not bYeen formally submitted for
adoption prior to the date of formal submission of the evidence,
the environmental analysis in the final EIS/EIR does not concsider
potential impacts on community planning by Cadillac Fairview Homes
West ané Western Salt Company. Those parties c¢laim that the
proposed route bisects their property resulting in severe fragmen-
tation and posing 2 substantial threat to thelr development project,
whereas route X-1, which traverses more of thelr property, is
contended to have a lesser impact and is endorsed by them. Alter-
native route X~l it an acceptable route segment to SDCEE, which
has stated 1t believes that the Commission should give considera-
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tion to landowners' preferences. The City of Chula Vista has
concurred In comments to the draft EIS/EIR that these land use
vlans siould be a factor of major consideration. The Presidential
Permit iLssued by the Zconomic Repulatory Administration on January
13, 1981, permits the line's construction on elther the proposed
route or alternative route X-l.

We conclude that pudlic convenience and necessity requires
authorization of alternative route X-1. The 230 Xv transmission
line from 1ts Miguel Substation to the International Border about
three miles north of CFE's Tijuana Substation, along alternative
Toute X1, should be authorized subject to the mitigation measures
sev forth herein.

T IS FURTHER ORDERED 4hat rehearing of Decision No. 92ub8,
as modified herein, isc denied.
The effective date 0f this order is the date hereo?.

Dated WAR 17 ]38‘ » &t San Francizco, California.

Commissioners




