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Decis..on NO. 92818 “A.'RITM

ORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Matter of the Application of )

AND ELECTRIC COMPANY for )

cate of public convenience )

ané necessitj under Section 1001 of )

:he Calllornia Pudblic Utilities Code )

ant California Pudblic Utilizties ) Application No. 59362

Comm_og*on General Order No. 131-2, ) (Filed January 2, 1930)
authorizing the construction, opera~- )
tion, and maintenance of certain )
230 AV connectlions to applicant’'s )
G*ebg Suvbstation in Madera County, )
California. )
(Electric) )
)

A

A JOLnt petition for ' : I Decision No. §2515 has been
filec by the Power Line Committee ané Donald L. Milbuwm: We have
Teviewed eazch and every allegation of error in the petition and
re ol the opiniZon that good causze ‘or granting rehearing has not
veen shown. Therefore,

7T IS E:R“BV ORDERED that rehearing of Decision No. 92515 is
nereby denled.

The n””ec‘ﬁke eave of this order is the date hereofl.
Dated , 2% San Fra sco, Californis

- ,ﬂs'." .l -

- dent

// _W//

et

Commissioners
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Decision No. 92515 December 16, 1980

BETORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of )

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY for )

a certificate of public comnvenience )

and necessity under Section L00L of )

the Califormia Public Utilities Code g

and Califormia Public Utilities

Commission Gemeral Order No. 131-3B, g Application No. 59362

authorizing the construction, opera- (Filed January 2, 1980)

tion, and maintenance of certain 3

230 kV connections to applicant's

Gregg Substation in Madera Cownty, )

Calizormia. g
)

(Electric)

Robert Ohlbach and Robert B. McClennan, Attormeys
at Law, for Paciric Gas and Electric Company,
applicant.

James S. Shepard, Attorney-at Law, for William
Krouwberg and Alford J. Milla; Maurice K. Strantz,
for Powerline Committee; and Robert Durbrow,
Attorney at Law, for Domald L. Milburn;
protestants.

Jan Ruhl, for the City of Fresno; and Sidmey B. Cox,

or Producers Cotton Qil Company; interested

. parties. '

Richard D. Rosemberg, Attormey at Law, and Richard
Towm, P.E., for the Commission staff.

Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) seeks a certificate
of public convenience and necessity under Section 1001 of the Public

Utilities Code (Code) and Genmeral Order 131-B authorizing the
construction, operation, and maintenance of 230 kilovolt (kV)
connections between its Herndonm Substation and its Gregg Substation.
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A duly noticed public hearing was held before Administrative
Law Judge Mallory in Fresno on September 23, 1980, and the matter was

" submitted upon the f£iling of concurrent opening and closing briefs due

October 10, 1980 and October 24, 1980, respectively.

Evidence in support of the authority sought was presented by
witnesses appearing for PG&E. Statements in support of the application
were made by representatives of Producers Cotton 0il Company of Fresno,
Madera Glass Company, Arwmco Incorporated, Madera County Industrial
Development Commission, and Citizens for Adequate Energy.

Petitions requesting dismissal of the application were filed
by protestants Donald L. Milburn and the Powerline Committee (PC).
Evidence in opposition to the application was presented by protestants
Alford J. Milla, a farmer; Maurice K. Strantz, for PC; and Domald L.
Milburn, a property owner and farmer.

A staff engineer from the Commission's Utilities Division,
Environmental Impact Branch, testified with respect to the Negative
Declaration issued for the project.

Briefs were filed by protestants PC, Donald L. Milburn,
Alford J. Milla, and Richard Kronberg; and by PGSE.

Project Description '

The project involves the recomstruction and rearrangement
0f existing 230 kV and 115 kV transmission lines between Gregg and
Herndon Substations in Madera and Fresno Counties, Tespectively.

The Gregg Substation is not connected to PG&E's transmission system.
Gregg Substation was built for the specific purpose of handling the
power supplied to and generated by the Helms Pumped Storage Project.
Herndon and Gregg are approximately ome-half mile apart. The

project consists of chree short 230 kV double circuit lines supported
by lattice steel structures to connect Gregz Substation to the PGE&E
transmission network through Herndon. Rearrangement and recon-
struction of two short sections of existing 115 kV tower lines are
also involved. Nine new towers and two guyed lattice steel poles
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will be installed for the three 230 kV lines. Three new towers and
two guyed lattice steel poles will be added for the rearrangement

of the 115 kV tower lines. A total of eight towers and two guyed
lattice steel poles will be removed. ALl but two of these structuxes
are on PGSE property. The existing 500,000 circular mil coppex
conductor will be replaced with 1,113,000 circular nil aluminum
(approximately 1.2 inches in diameter). Tower height ranges from 95
to 153 feet.

The proposed Gregg-Herndon 230 kV line is approximately
3,224 feet long and comnects the Gregg 230 kV bus with the Herndon
230 kV bus. About 1,095 feet of new line will be built f{rom Gregg
Substation to the intersection with the existing Bellota-Herndon
230 kV lime. From that intersection to the Herndon bus structure
the new line will replace the existing omne. A

The estimated cost of all construction and recomstruction
is $837,000. ’

Need for the Project

The new and relocated transmission lines assertedly are
needed to efficiently connect the 1,125 MW output of the Helms Pumped
Storage Project (Helms) to the PG&E transmission system. The Helms-
Gregg 230 kV line will deliver the output of Helms to the new Gregg
Substation. These projects are under comstruction. Completion of
Gregg Substation and the Helms-Gregg 230 kV line was scheduled for
October 1980.

FGEE's witness testified (Exhibit 1) that 230 kV power will
be required at Helms Power Plant by September 1981 for testing of
equipment; since line outages cannot be obtained on the existing lines
for reconstruction work between May and October, the proposed recon-
struction and lime rearrangements should be completed by April 15, 198l.
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Helms Pumped Water Proiect

Helms was authorized by Decision No. 85910 (1976) 80 CPUC
52. That decision granted PG&E a certificate of public convenience
and necessity to comstruct and operate Helms together with trans-
mission lines and related facilities, all as proposed by PG&E in
Application No. 54450. PG&E and the staff contend that the Helms-
Gregg transmission line was part of the project authorized in Decision
No. 85910. PGSE's witness testified that the Gregg-Hexrndon trans-
mission line was intended to be included in the Helms project, but
was excluded through oversight. The witness further testified that
the Gregg-Herndon transmission lines were described on page 2-9,
paragraph 33 ¢f the final Envircumental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Helms project. .

The Helms project requirxes emergy during off-peak periods
from other sources in orxrder to pump water to the storage facility.
The return of that water through Helms will genmerate electricity
during peak periods. 230 kV lines are adequate only during the
testing and start-up period of the Helms project., When inm £full
operation 500 kV lines will be requixed.

Negative Declaration

The application contains a Propoment's Environmental
Assessment (PEA) prepared in accordance with the Califormia
Environmental Quality aAct of 1970 (CEQA), Rule 17.1 of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, and Gemeral Order 131-B.
Rule 17.1 requires that the propomnent of a project in which this
Commission 1s the lead agency shall file with the Commission suffi-
client information to emable the Commission to evaluate the project
and to prepare an EIR, or imitial study and Negative Declaration as
more specifically provided therein.
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. Staff witness Moir (Exhibit 6) testified as follows: The
witness inspected the site of the proposed project and reviewed the
PEA for adequacy, accuracy, and compliance with applicable regulacions.\
An Inicial study was prepared by him and circulated to twenty respon-
sible county, state, and federal agencies. Based on the initial study
a Negative Declaration was prepared. Owners of the propexrty affected
by the project were notified by mail of the preparation of a Negative
Declaration, and a public notice was published in the'Fresno-Beeal/

No adverse comments on the potential envirommental Llmpact
of the project were dirxectly received £from the property owners or any
public agency. The State Clearinghouse (office of Planning and
Research) advised the Commission by letter dated Jume 24, 1980 that
it had reviewed the Negative Declarationm for the Gregg-Herndon 230 kV
line project, and that its letter verified the Commission's compliance
with eavironmental review requirements of CEQA.
Location of Grege Substation

Protestants contend that the Gregg Substation is unnecessary
for the purpose of connecting the Helms project to PFG&E's transmission
system, and that such connection more properly saould be made through
Herndon. In response to this contention, a supervising electrical
engineer employed by PG&E testified as follows concerning the location
of the Gregg Substation and its relationship to the Helms projece.

In reliance upon the Helms decision, which sited the Helms
Creek line termination and Gregg Substation, PG&E has obtained the
land for Gregg Substation, and has completed about 85 percent of the
first phase construction, which counsists of the 230 kV switehyard.

AlL of the structures are up and mejor equipment is in place.

L1/ The property owners notified were David Milbura, Atlantic Westexn
. Financial Corporatioen, and Doctor Sidmey S. Ames.
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Studies during the planning stages for Helms in the early
1970s indicated a need for 500 kV transmission to best serve the
expected loads in the Fresmo area, as well as provide capacity for
full pumping loads at Helms. Several sites were studied. Ome site
studied was the existing Herndon Substation. Herndon Substation was
considered inadequate because:

1. It is considerably restric:ed by the San Joaquin
River, which severs about ome-quarter of the
acreage.

A county road also rums through the property to
the Fresno Sheriff's facility.

The existing Herndon Substation site Iis not large
enough to contain a new facility of the size and
configuration contemplated.

Homes in the town of Hernmdom are immediately
adjacent to the substation property, which could
lead to noise and aesthetic problems.

1£ it should become necessary to comnect Helms through

Herndon, the most reasonable place for a new station in the Herndon

site would be along the westexly side. That choice was deemed
inappropriate by PGEE because: )

1. It would require comsiderable grading as there
is as much as a 40-foot difference in land
elevation in this area.

2. It would be difficult to bring 500 kV lines in
and out of that location because of the proximity
of the town of Herndom and the Sheriff's facility.

A 500 kV line from Herumdon to Gates would have
to come out of the southerly end of the Herndon
Substaticn, then turn and cross the highway.

The location of the 230 kV bus would have to be
very close to the residences in Hemndon.

The hiﬁhway crossing would be less desirable
than the present crossing as it would have £o
go through a commercial area on 0ld Highway 99
in Hermdon and over an overpass, requiring
quite high towers.
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6. The whole station would be highly visible from
Highway 99.

7. Development of the site at Herndon and construc-
tion would also be considerably more expensive
than at Gregg Substation.

The site at Gregg Substation was selected because it
did not have the constraints described above and has adequate space
for any future expansion.

Protestants' Evidence

Alford J. Milla, a farmer whose acreage 1s located on the
Gates-Gregg transmission line proposed in Application No. 56532 (xroute
denied by Decision No. 89851), testified that he opposed comstruction
of the 500 kV line through his property to Gregg Substation. The
Herndon-Gregg 230 kV line proposed in this application would not cross
Milla's property and he would mot be directly affected by its
construction. (Txr. 42.)

Donald L. Milburn is a property owner directly affected by
the proposed Herndon-Gregg transmission line which would cross a
portion of his orchard. Milburn testified that he opposed the new
and reconstructed lines as it would make c¢rop dusting a problem, and
because he did not want PG&E maintenance employees on his property.
An existiag 115 kV line from Herndon Substation now crosses Milburn's
orchard. The record shows that the proposed location of the tranms-
nission towers were changed at Milburn's request to be closer to
property lines. The record also shows that Milburm acquired his
present orchard property in exchange for property which became a
part of the Gregg Substation. PGS&E contends that M{lburn was aware
of the existing 115 kV lines crossing the orchard propexty when he
acquired it and, being aware of the comstruction of the Gregg Sub-
station, should have assumed that a new transmission line between
Herndon and Gregg would be built.
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Maurice Strantz testified for protestant. According to
Strantz, PC consists of persons whose property lies along the |
route of the Gates-Gregg 500 kV line turned down in Decision
No. 89851. Those persons still'oppose the construction of a
transumission line along that route. PC appeared in opposition
to the instant application because its members believe that
connecting Helms to the PG&E transmission system through the
Gregg Substation ensures the comstruction of a 500 kV lime from
Gregg to Gates sometime in the future. It is PC's view that PGSE
did not give adequate cousideration to comnecting Helms to the
transmission system by constructing 230 kV lines directly from
Helms to Herndon. PC recognizes that a direct 500 kV comnection
through Herndon is unfeasible. The record shows that none of the
members of PC owns property alomng the proposed route of the Herndon-
Gregg 230 kV transmission linme, and thus nome of the propexrty owners

. are directly affected by this application.
Motions to Dismiss

Petitlions to dismiss the application and Negative
Declaration were filed on behalf of PC and Milburn. PC argues that
the application is unnecessary because PG&E can Interconnect Helms
to its system uander the authority of USC Title 16, Sectiom 796(1l).
PC argues that such comnection must be made to the existing system
and should not rum through another unnecessary switching system.

It concludes that the application should have been rejected by the
Commission staff since it is unmeeded.

PC further argues that the staff incorrectly processed a
Negative Declaration covering a major project., While the staff
contends that Madera County is the lead ageney for approval of Gregg
Substation, PC contends that it is part of the Gates to Gregg 500 kV
transmission line project for which the Commission is the lead agency,
and which was turned down in Decision No. 89851.




A.59362 ALJ/ek/ec *

PC further argued that although PGS&E's witness testified
that the Herndom-Sanger line was authorized as a 230 kV line, it has
always operated as a 115 kV line, and the PGSE witnmess could not cite
the Commission authoxity.to operate it as a 230 kV line.

Based on the foregoing, PC requests that the Commission
reject the application because the terminal to Helms has been estab-
lished at Herndon. It further requests that the construction costs
of Gregg Substation should not be included in rate base'until a major
line is authorized to terminate at that point.

Milburn argues that the application should be dismissed as
it is ummecessary, since a 230 kV line connecting Helms and Hexrndon
was authorized by Decision No. 89510, supra. Milburn states that
Herndon is the only commection discussed in Applicatiom No. 54450
or in Decision No. 89510 which would intercomnect the Helms project
into the PG&E system.

Milburn argues that this application seeks to bootstrap the
existence of Gregg Substation. He argues that need for Gregg was -
resolved in Decision No. 89851 which turmed down the 500 kV line
between Gates and Gregg. He states that the intercomnection of Helms
to the system through Gregg i1s in order to recover the comnstruction
costs of Gregg, which substation would be ummnecessary if the Gates to
Gregg 500 kV line is not built.

Milburm requests that the application be dismissed and that
PG&E be directed to commect the Helms 230 kV line to PG&E's system on
a route that bypasses the Gregg Substation.

The Helms Proiect Approved In Decision No. 89510

Decision No. 89510 (80 CPUC 52) under the heading "Project

Description (PG&E's Proposal)'states in part as follows: °
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"The proposed route for the transmission lines is
shown in the Commission's Environmental Impact
Report. This choice resulted from an evaluation
rocess in which the environmental and other .
efits of this route were compared to those of
the altermative routes. Details of two of the
several possible altermate routes for the trans-
mission lines have been shown in the EIR.

"To provide power for tes:inin:t is planned to
complete the transmission lines ome year ahead

of the date of the power plant’'s commercial
operation.

"The power plant and related facilities of the

Belms Pumped Storage Project will be located in
the Sierra National Forest. In addition, the

transmission lines will traverse Federal, State
and private lands.

""The cost of the Helms project is estimated by
PGSE to be $234,000,000 (in 1980 dollaxs). This
includes transmission and stepup and terminal
substation facilities.”" (Pages 53 and 54.)

Finding 53 (at page 66) reads as follows:

"'S3. Present and future public safety, health,
comfort, convenience and necessity require the
construction, maintenance, operation, and use

of the Helms Pumped Storage Power Plant together
with transmission lines and related facilities."

Exhibit 1 in Application No. 55450 is the Final EIR for
Belms. Page 2-9 of Exhibit 1 reads, Im part, as follows:

'"2 = PROJECT DESCRIPTION
"C - TRANSMISSION LINE

"30. Transmission for the Helms project would be
for the purpose of carrying power from the plant
when generating as well as power to the plant

when pumping. Power generated or used in the
Helms plant will be transmitted by two-2 conductor
bundle 230,000 volt circuits to the future (regg
Substation in Madera County, approximately 12 miles
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. ?

northwest of Fresno and one mile north of the
existing Herndon Substation. The distance
between the Helms plant and Gregg Substation is
approximately 60 miles. For the Inftial 15.6
miles, transmission lines would be carried on a
double line of lattice steel towers due to heavy
saow loading in wintexr at high elevations. The
final 44.4 miles, of the two circuit transmission
lines, would be carried on a single line of
towers. Single towers will be on a 120 foot
wide right-of-way and double towexrs will have

a 200 foot wide right-of-way.'

* K %

"32. The future Gregg Substation is the nearest
feasible terminal of PG&E's integrated electric
system in the Fresno metropolitan area.

"33. The proposed Gregg Substation is not
included as part of the action under application
but is a necessary adjunct to the project.

During the £irst few years of proiect operatiom,
starting in 1980, .this substatiom would be
linked, by a ome-mile long transmission line,

to the applicant's existing Hermdon Substation,
a part of applicant's interconnected system.
Applicant's existing 230-kv system would be
able to supply sufficient pumping energy for
the project during its early years of operation,
and would also be able to accommodate its
output.'

Reading the description of the Helms project in Decision No.
85910 together with the Fimal EIR (Exhibit 1 inm that proceeding) it is
cleaxr that the Gregg Substation and the 230 kV transmission lines
between Helms and Gregg were part of the project approved in Decision
No. 85910. The transmission line link between Gregg and Hernden Iis
not a part of the Helms project approved in the decisiom, but PGSE’s
plan to comnect Gregg and Herndon is described in the Finmal EIR, and
paragraph 33 om page 2-9 indicates the intention to comstruct the

one-mile line between Gregg and Herndon to link Gregg into PGSE's
transmission system.
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Discussion

PC and Milburn are looking beyond this application in thelir
opposition to the Gregg-Herndon transmission link., Their opposition
to connecting Helms to PG&E's transmission line system through Gregg
Substation is based on their belief that making Gregg part of that
link ensures the ultimate approval of the Gates-Gregg 500 kV trans-
mission line.

PG&E apparently intends to remew its request to comnstruct
Gates-Gregg, as it sought and recelved approval for a tower climbing
space deviation applicable specifically to the Gates-Gregg 500 kV

line b%/Decision No. 92357 dated October 22, 1980 in Application No.
59747 .=

We must point out as clearly as possible that approval of
the project involved in this application does not imply ultimate

approval of the Gates-Gregg 500 kV transmission line. The project we
have before us is:

1. A 230 kV line, not a 500 kV line.

2. The 230 kV link initially is needed to bring test
voltages to Helms.

3. The 230 kV lines are sufficient to carry the out-
put of Helms for an indefinite period until it
gets into full operation.

4. Full operation of Helms may be delayed for some
time, depending upon the avallability of off-peak

power from other PG&E generating units to pump
water to Helms.

2/ Ordering paragraph 2 of Decision No. 92357 reads as follows:

"2. This approval is restricted to Y-shaped towers that will
be used for a portion of the Gates-Gregg 500 kV transmission
line, if and when such line might be authorized."




A.59362 ALJ/ek/ec

i

We have carefully considered all of the evidence adduced
and the points raised in the briefs of the parties.

The evidence shows that, while it is possible to link
PGS&E's transmission system to Helms through an enlargement of
Herndon, a more practical, efficient, and safe operation would
result by wmaking that link through Gregg. Substantial construction
has been completed at Gregz. The recoxd shows that several factors
militate against enlargement of Herndon to accommodate additional
230 kV Limes and switching equipment. Herndon is split by the
San Joaquin River which separates the two halves of the facility;
it is not convenient to build on the portion of land available
within Herndon; and the Helms-Herndon transmission line route would
need to be circuitous to avoid encroachment on existing nearby -
facilities.

There is an existing transmissioa line across Milburn's
propexty. The existing, as well as the additional limes, would be
relocated to cause as lLittle interference with the use of the
orchard property as possible. Moreover, Milburn was aware of

the proposed Gregg-Herndon lines, as he acquired his present orchard
property after PGS&E took over his land for Gregg Substatiom.

Milburn and PC argue in their briefs that the termination
point of the Helms intercomnectiom to the system must be at a point
existing when the project was approved, PG&E argues that nothing in
Code Section 100L, Genmeral Order 131-3 of the Commission, or the
federal statute (16 USC § 796(ll)) or the requirements of the
California Energy Comnission (see Attormey Genmeral's Opiniom No.

SO 76=58 - July 14, 1977; 60 Attorney General's opinioms 239),
relied upon by Milburm and PC, require that the termination point
must be to an existing intercomnected point on the utility system.
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PG&E states that in light of the long lead time required to comstruct
major electric gemeratiom projects such as Helms, it would be sense-~
less to require that every single substation and commecting line be
in place at the time of approval of the main project, to sit idly for
years while the main project is being built. Rather, it is reasomable
to hold off counstruction of the minor projects wmtil they are needed
to bring the whole project on line several years in the future. PG&E
states that the Helms decision did that when it authorized the Eelms
Creek 230 kV line to terminate at the future Gregg Substation. PG&E
believes its action in acquiring the land, the necessary permits, and
commencing construction of Gregg Substation was reasonmable In light

of the explicit requirement for Gregg noted in the Helms decision and
Final EIR.

We concur that no existing statute or rule requires that
Helms' intercomnection with PGSE's transmission line system must be
made at a substation existing at the tizme of the Helms project

approval. The contrary intention of this Commission is clearly
expressed in Decision No. 89510 and in the Fimal EIR in that
proceeding. That decision shows such intercomnection would be
through Gregg. Nome of the positions advanced by PC and Milburm for
not approving the project described in this application have wmerit.
The project should be approved with the caveat that by approving
230 kV connections between Herndon and Gregg we are not prejudging
any new request to comstruct a 500 kV transmission line between Gates
and Gregg.
Findings of Fact

1. In Decision No. 89510 (80 CPUC 52) the Commission granted a
cextificate of public convenience and necessity to comstruct Helwms
which included necessary 230 kV transmission lines over the route
shown in the Final EIR (Exhibit 1 in that proceeding), which trans-
mission lines were to terminate at a proposed Gregg Substation.
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2. The Final EIR shows that a 230 kV transmission line would
be constructed between the proposed Gregg Substation and the existing
Herndon Substation to counect Helms to PG&E's electric transmission
system.

3. No specific authority was required of this Commission to
comstruct Gregg Substation. Construction was begun after filing a
Final EIR and issuance of necessary permits by Madera County.

4. A 230 kV transmission line is required between Gregg and
Herndon as requested in this application to commect Helms to PGSE's
transmission System, Helms is scheduled for completion in late 1981.
Prior to that time the plant's equipment must be tested electrically.

5. The project proposed herein will provide the required tie-in
of Helms to PG&E's system, so that testing and operation of Helms may
commence.

6. The environmental review of this project resulted in the
issvance of a Negative Declaration.

7. The project is essential to serve public convenience
and necessity.

8. Early comstruction of this project is needed to permit
Helmns to commence testing and operatiom.
Conclusions of Law '

1. Present and future public convenience and necessity require
the construction and operation of the 230 kV transmission lines between
Gregg and Hermdon proposed in this application.

2. There is no existing statute or rule that requires Helms to
be comnected to PGSE's transmission line system through a substation
existing at the time the Helms project was approved.

3. Approval of the project involved in this application is
not dispositive of any future request of PG&E for a Gates-Gregg 500 k¥
transmission linme. Any future request to construct a Gates-Gregg
500 kV project must stand on its own merits.
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4. The action taken herein is not to be considered as
indicative of the amoumts to be included in future proceedings
for the purpose of determining just and reasonmable rates.

5. The motions to disaiss the application should be denied.

6. The effective date of this order should be the date hereof
in order that PGS&E can commence construction of this transmissiom
line project which, uvpon completion, will permit testing to commence
at Helms,

Pacific Gas and Electric Company is'placed on notice that
operative rights, as such, do not comstitute a class of property which
may be capitalized or used as an element of value in 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 perumissive aspect, such rights extend to the holder a full or
partial monopoly of a class of business. This monopoly feature may
be modified or canceled at any time by the State, which is not in any
respect limited as to the number of rights which may be given.

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. A certificate of public convenience and necessity is granted
to Pacific Gas and Electric Company for the comstruction and operation
of a 230 kV transmission line and ancillarxy stxuctures between its
Herndon and Gregg Substations as more specifically described in the
application and Propoment's Environmental Assessment made a part
thereof.

2, The Executive Director of the Commission is directed to £ile

a Notice of Determination of the project, with contents as set forth
in Appendix A, with the Secretary of Resources.
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3. The motions to dismiss this application filed by Powerline

Committee and Donmald L. Milburn are denled.
The effective date of this order is the date hereof.
Dated December 16, 1980 , at San Francisco, California.

JOHN E. BRYSON
President
RICHARD D. GRAVELLE
CLAIRE T. DEDRICK
Commissioners

Commissioner Vernon L. Sturgeon, being
necessarily absent, did not participate
in the disposition of this proceeding.

Commissioner Leonard M. Grimes, Jr.,
being necessarily absent, did not
participate.
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APPENDIX A

NOTIC= OF DETERMINATION

T0: Secretary for Resources FROM: California Public
1416 Ninth Street, Room 1312 tilities Commission
Sacramento, California 9o8l4 350 MeAllistexr Street
San Francisco, Calif. 94102

SUBJEZCT: Filing of Notice of Determination iz compliance with
Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

Project Title Gregg Substation 230 ‘kV Comnections

tate Clearizghouse Number (If submitted to State Clearinghouse)
80032413
Contact Person Telephone Number
Richard Tom (415) 557-3241
Project Location
Fresno and Madera Counties, Califormia
Project Descriptioz .

The project consists of three short 230 kV double circuit lines to
connect the Gregg Substation to the PGSE transmission network.

Tis is %o advise that +he Califormia Public Utilities Commission

as lead agexncy has made the following determination regarding the
above descrided project:

1. The project has deen /X / approved by the Lead Agency.
/7 disavpmoved
2. The project /7 xdll have a significant effect on the environ-
mente
/X7 il mo%

%. [/ An Zavironmmental Impact Report was prepared for this project
purstant €0 the provisions of CIQA~

/X7 A Negative Declaratiorn was prepared for this project pursu-
ant to the provisions of CEQL. A copy of the Negative
Declaration is attached.

Date Xeceived ror riling zXecutive uvirector




