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OPINION 

Summary of Decision 

This decision grants Wild Goose Storage, Inc. (Wild 
Goose) a certificate of public convenience and necessity (CPC&N) 
authorizing it to deVelop, construct, and operate an underground 
natural gas storage facility and to provide firm and interruptible 
storage service. 
Background 

On February 3, 1993, the commission issued Decision (D.) 
93-02-013, 48 CPUC 2d 107 (the Storage Decision) which adopted 
policies and rules for natural gas utility storage programs. The 
Storage Decision authol-ized unbundling of nonc6re storage set-vice 
which was consistent with Federal policies, previous unbundling of 
non core gas supply and transportation services, and Legislative 
directives. 

The Storage Decision allowed independent storage 
providers to enter the storage market and c~~pete with existing 
local distribution companies (LDC) , subject to legal requirements. 

The storage Decision, based on a "let the market decide" 
policy for construction of new storage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, adopted market-based rates for noncore storage 
including incremental rates for service derived from new or 
expanded facilities. 

The Storage Decision also approved the proposed permanent 
storage programs of Southern California Gas Company (SoCaIGas) and 
San Diego & Electric Company (SOO&8). In a subsequent decision, 
D.94-05-069, we adopted a permanent storage program for PG&E as 
well. 

This application of Wild Goose is the first application 
seeking Commission authorization to provide independent gas storage 
service pursuant to the Storage Decision. Specifically, Wild Goose 
seeks a CPC&N authorizing it to develop, construct, and operate an 
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underground storage facility and to provide firm and interruptible 
storage services at market-based rates. 

The proposed storage facilities will have an inventory 
capacity of 14 billion cubic feet (Bcf), 'a daily deliverability of 
200 million cubic feet (MMcf) and a maximum daily injection 
capacity of eo MMcf. Wild Goose proposes to connect its storage 
facility to Pacific Gas and Electric Company's (PG&E) Sacramento 
valley Local Transmission System. 

Along with the application, Wild Goose, as required by 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), filed a 
proponent's environmental assessment which is being reviewed by the 
Energy Division. Implementatio~ of CEQA requirements is discussed 
later in this order. 

SoCalGas flIed a protest to the application claiming that 
the application" fails to comply with several specific requirements 
of Rule 18 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and procedure 
(Commission's Rules). SOCalGas reqUested that the application be 
dismissed or, in the alternative, evidentiary hearings be held in 
the matter. 

Wild Goose filed a reply to SoCalGas' protest in which 
Wild Goose stated that the issues raised in S6Ca1Gas' protest 
indicate a misundcl."standing of not only the information contained 
in the application, but Commission policy as well. 

A prehearlng conference (PHC) was held on Nove~ber 6, 

1996, before Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Garde during which the 
proceeding was bifUrcated in two phases. The first phase will 
address the issues raised in SOCalGas' protest and the second phase 
will address the requi.rements of CEQA. 

Also during the PHC, a schedule for phase I of the 
proceeding was adopted. According to the schedule, all parties, 
except wild Goose, were to serve their prepared testimony by 
Janua"ry 15, 1997. Wild Goose agreed to file its rebuttal testimony 
by January 31, 1997. 
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In accordance with phase I schedule, SoCalGas, PG&E, and 
the Office of Ratepayer Advocates (ORA) served their testimony in 
January and Wild Goose served its rebuttal testimony on January 31, 
1997. 

Evidentiary hearings in phase I were held on February 10 

and 11, 1991 in San Francisco. The matter was submitted on 
March 19, 1997 upon receipt of reply briefs. 
Issues 

While no party opposes granting Wild GOOse the requested 
CPC&N, SoCalGas, PG&E, and ORA raise the following collateral 
issues: 

o should ali providers of gas storage 
services, including the eXisting LDCs, be 
subject to the same regulatory guidelines 
and have the same contracting flexibility? 

o should sto~age withdrawals from all storage 
fields in' California have the same priority 
for intrastate transmission of gas? 

o Should cost allocation of interconnection 
charges-be determined on a case-by-case 
basis and, for this proceeding, be found 
unique to PG&E? 

o Should Wild Goose bear the cost of any 
system upgrades to PG&E's transmission 
facilities that may be needed in the future? 

We will address each issue separately. 
Regulatory G1.lidellIies 

SoCalGas' position 
soCalGas believes that even though wild Goose, upon 

acceptance of its CPC&N, will become a "gas corporation" within the 
meaning of the public utilities (PU) Code and will thereby be 
subject to regulation by and the jurisdiction of the Commission, 
Wild Goose is asking the commission to exempt it from certain 
regulatory burdens and restrictions placed on SoCalGas' program. 
According to SOCaIGas, if the Commission grants Wild Goose's 
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request, regulatory disparities will exist between SoCalGas and 
Wild Goose which will affect SoCalGas' customers adversely. 

SoCalGas states that the Storage Decision restricts i~s 
long-term contracts to a minimum of 3 years and a maximum of 15 
years and requires SoCalGas to submit its long-term contracts to 
the Commission for prior approval if such contracts are with off­
system customers or if they provide for discounts or load balancing 
premiums or contain other special features. According to SoCalGas, 
in a clear attempt to gain a competitive advantage over SoCalGas in 
the provision of storage services, Wild GtiOse proposes that its 
contracts not be subject to such restrictions or conditions while 
SoCalGas ' contracts remain so. SoCalGas recommends that to 
eliminate this disparity the,Commission should allow the storage 
contract term to be determined by the storage provider arid the 
customer and that the necessity for prior approval of contracts be 
eliminated. 

Finally, SoCalGas states that one other area where an 
inequity will be created if Wild Goose's applications is granted 
relates to the regulatory filing requirement to establish tariffs 
for existing storage programs required by the Storage Decision. 
Wild Goose proposes not to file tariffs for its programs. SoCalGas 
contends that, in implementing its storage program, SoCalGas was 
required to file tariffs which, pursuant to the Commission Rules, 
required that S6CalGas provide a great deal of detail regardIng 
each of its services and rates and that this process was open to 
all interested parties, including potential competit6'rs,who then 
had the opportunity to challenge each and every aspect of the 
regulatory filings. SoCalGas recommends that Wild Goose be 
subjected to the same filing requirements. 

Wild GOOse's position 
Wild Goose disagrees with SoCalGas ' position that if Wild 

Goose is allowed to enter the storage market, then the Commission 
should lift all restrictions currently placed on SoCalGas ' 
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unbundled storage service in order to provide a level playing 
field. , . 

Wild Goose states that SoCalGas' storage sel-vice - (as well 
as PG&E's) is currently the beneficiary of a commission-authorized 
subsidy because 100\ of its unmarketed, existing storage service 
receives transition cost treatment such that shareholders are not 
respOnsible for any of the revenue shortfall. Shareholder 
responsibility increases only slightly (to 25\) if the revenue 
shortfall is due to the discounting of existing capacity. These 
shortfalls are made up through SoCalGas' transportation rates. 
This large -benefit for SbCalGas came wit-h a small price. Accordirig 
to Wild Goose, in conjunction with authorizing SocalGas to 
subsidize its storage prOgram through its transportation rates, the 
commission placed certain restrictions on its storage contl"acts, 
namely, the duration of the contracts and the requi.rement that such 
contracts be submitted to and/or approVed by the commission. Wild 
Goose believes that the purpOse of such l'estrictions was to protect 
the core rat~payert i.e., to ensure that the core ratepayer is not 
unduly subsidizing the contract storage prOgram. 

Wild Goose asserts that it is an independent storage 
provider. It wi.ll not offer transmission Or distribution service. 
To the extent that it has unmarketed capacity or to the extent that 
it must discount its capacity, i.ts shareholders will be 100% at 
risk. There will be nO cross-subsidization. According to Wild 
Goose, the Commission's rationale for placing restrictions on 
SoCalGas' storage contracts simply does not apply to wild Goose 
because protection of the core ratepayer is not at issue. 
Accordingly, wild Goose recommends that SoCalGas's proposals be 
denied. 

As to S6Ca1Gas' proposal that Wild Goose be required to 
fi.le its rate tariff with the Commission, wild Goose states that 
its proposed market-based rates negate the rationale of having a 
rate tariff on file with the Commission. According to Wild Goose, 
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commission approval of its use of market-based rates will 
constitute recognition by the Commission that whether the rates are 
just and reasonable is not the determining factor in approving Wild 
Goose's request for a CPC&N. Accordingly, wild Goose requests that 
the Commission, upon certification of the Wild Goose project, grant 
it waiver of Section 489 of the PU Code which requires that a 
utility maintain a tariff of all applicable rates on·file at the 
commission. Wild Goose poin~s out the authority to approve such a 
waiver is bestowed upon the commission by PU Code Section 490. PU 
Code Section 490 allows for the modification, by order of the 
Commission, of any required tariff schedules. Wild Goose believes 
that the Commission has the·authority to grant wild Gobse's 
requested waiver. 

If, however, the commission determines not to waive the 
rate tariff filing requirements of pO Code Section 489 entirely, 
then, in the alternative, Wild Goose requests that it be allowed to 
file a tariff which states a range of rates of sufficient breadth 
so as to account for what are often large fluctuations in the 
market. According to Wild Goose, authorization to charge rates 
within such a large band will give Wild Goose the ability to track 
the market without repeated tariff filings. Wild Goose also 
requests that any rate filing requirement which is irnp6sed on it 
should not be predicated on stating rates calculated directly from 
the project cost information. Wild Goose believes that the 
disclosure of such information by a new market entrant places it at 
a seVere disadvantage vis-a-vis the incumbent utilities who enjoy 
the benefit of being able to discount their storage services while 
being protected from the impacts of such discounting. Wild Goose 
asserts that if such players have access to Wild Goose costs, they 
then will be able to undercut wild Goose in the market and then 
shift their under-recovered storage costs to their transmission 
rates. 
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Wild Goose states that its application provides the 
Co~~ission with all the elements necessary to approve the use of 
market-based rates by an independent storage provider. wild Goose 

l-equests that the Commission should grant it the authority to 

(l)negotiate rates with its customers; and (2) forgo the filing of 
rate tariffs with the· commission. 

Discussion 

The Storage Decision placed certain restrictions on 
SoCalGas' storage contracts, such as dur~tion of contract and 

preapproval of contract, because SoCalGas' storage operations serve 
both ratepayers and contl:"act cUstome1-"s. To the extent the storage 

operations serve ratepayers, their costs are borne by ratepayers. 

The other storage operations costs are borne by contract customers. 
These requirements on S6CalGas' contracts are necessary to pl:"otect 
ratepayers against the possibility of providing a subsidy to 

SoCalGas' contract customers, which is evident from the following 
statement in the Storage Decision: 

"In order to protect ratepayers against -support 
of unnecessary price discounts, contracts that 
contain bypass discounts 1-'equire Commission 
approval by resolution. The advice filings 
must contain information sufficient to 
demonstrate that the interim bypass guidelines 
- regarding credibility of the bypass threat, 
duration, floor price, and contribution to 
margin - are met. Conventional protest rules 
under General Order 96-A will apply to these 
advice filings. Contracts with off-system 
customers should be treated similarly, to allow 
review of the reasonableness of load balancing 
price premiums." (48 CPUC2d at 130.) 

Wild Goose is an independent storage provider. It 
proposes to charge market-based rates. It will not offer 

transmission or distribution services. To the extent that Wild 

Goose has unmarketed capacity or to the extent it must discount its 

capacity, its shareholders will bear the entire risk. There 

appears to be no possibility of crOSS-SUbsidization. Accordingly, 
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the protection of core ratepayers is not at issue and putting of 
similar restrictions on wild Goose's contracts is not necessary. 

Next, we will consider wild Goose1s request for a waiver 
from filing rate tariffs with the Commission. We are not persuaded 
by Wild Goose that a public utility can be granted a waiver from 
filing rate tariffs required by PU COde Section 489. However, we 
believe that Wild Goose's, request to file tariff rates which 
provide a range of rates of reasonable breadth to account for 
market fluctuations is not unreasonable. We have alloWed some 
telecommunications utiiities to file tariff rates with rates which 
fall within a range of rates or rate window. The rate window has a 
floor rate and a ceiling rate. 

Given the fact that Wild Goose is proposing to charge 
market-based rates, we will allow it to file tariffs with a rate 
window to allow for fluctuations in the market. 

In authorizing wild Goose to file tariffs with a rate 
window we must ascertain that the floor and ceiling rates are 
reasonable. wild Goose's floo~ rate should not be below its short­
run marginal cost. If Wild Goose is allowed to charge rates below 
its short-run marginal cost, Wild Goose may be engaging in 
predatory pricing, which would be unfair and perhaps illegal. We 
will, however, allow Wild Goose freedom in setting its ceiling 
rate, because if a potential or existing gas storage customer finds 
Wild Goose's rate to be excessive, the customer will have the 
option of receiving storage service from either PG&E or SoCalGas at . 
their tariff rates. 

Finally, we note that wild Goose also requests that its 
rate cost calculations not be made a part of its tariffs. We will 
allow wild Goose to not include its rate cost" calculations with its 
tariff. However, Wild Goose should make this information availabie 
to the commission's Energy Division staff to enable the staff to 
verify that Wild Goose's floor rate is not below its short-run 
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marginal cost. Wild Goose may request confidential treatment of 
this information undel' appropriate Commission rules. 
Transmission Priority Fol' Stored Gas 

As stated earlier, the gas stored by Wild Goose will be 
transported on PG&E's transmission system. Wild Goose will receive 
gas transmission service in accordance with PG&E's tariff rules. 
Wild Goose qualifies as an on-system storage provider according to 
Rule 1 of PG&S's tariff. An on-system storage provider is defined 
in Rule 1 of PG&E's"tariff as~ 

"An entity, acknowledged by the CPUC as 
providing storage service~ within California, 
which is physically connected to the PG&E 
pipeline (transmission) system "with facilities 
dedicated to transmission, injection and 
withdrawal of gas supply. and. which"also has 
interconnection and a storage operating 
agreement with PG&E or is owned by PG&S." 

Being an on-system storage provider, Wild GoOse, in 
accordance with Rule 14 of PG&S's tariff, receives the same 
intrastate transmission priority for storage withdrawals as the gas 
stored in PG&E's own system. 

SoCalGas believes that to provide a level playing field, 
the Commission should require that withdrawal from all in-state 
storage facilities be" given the"same transmission priority on any 
California transmission system, including PG&E's system. 

In this proceeding, we are determining whether or not 
wild GOose shOUld receive its CPC&N to operate a storage facility. 
Withdrawals from Wild Goose's storage will receive transmission 
priority in accordance with PG&E's tariff rules. Wild Goose is not 
receiving special treatment in regards to transmission priority. 

The issue of intrastate transmission priority for all 
storage withdrawal is beyond the scope of this proceeding. This 
issue has statewide rami.fications. Accordingly, all parties which 
would be affected by setting of transmission priority should have 
an opportunity to make their showing on this issue. Not all 
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pat-ties affected by this issue are party to this proceeding. l'ie 
will not address this issue here. 
Treatment of Interconnections 

In the Storage Decision, the Corr~ission addressed, among 
other things, cost responsibility associated with the 
interconnection of independent storage providers. According to the 
decision: 

". , •• Utl1itie's should interconnect wi.th 
independent 'storage' provldet's. as if the latter 
were consutners·of.gas, Thus'standard 
interconnection costs will be ~ec6vered on a 
rolledA~h basis.Specialfa6ilities costs will 
be charged to the storage provi~er ..•• rr (48' 
CPUC2d at 127.) 

. As part bf their ongoing discussions, Wild Goose and PG&E 

have identified the necessary interconnection facilities, and 
categorized them into "standard" and "special" facilities for cost 
allocation purposes in accordance with Rule 2 of PG&E's tariff as ," 
directed by the commission in the Storage Decisionl 

"PG&E's Rule 2-isa reasonable model.. for 
determination'of What are standard facilities 
costs and what aie ~pecial facilities ~6sts." 
(48 cpucid at 128) 

In Exhibit 13, which is included as Appendix Bt6 this 
order, PG&E and Wild Goose have agreed to the classification of 
standard and special facilitJes for the interconnection between 
Wild Goose's system and the Sacramento Valley Local Transmission 
System. 

Exhibit 13 also includes the agreed-upon principles of 
cost allocation between Wild Goose and 'PG&Efor standard and 
special facilities. HoweVer, Exhibit 13 does not contain a cost 
estimate or total cost of the project. ORA recommends that this 
information should be made available to the commission. We agree. 
We will require Wild Goose to provide this information in a 
supplemental filing. 
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While SoCalGas does not disagree with the agreed-upon 
classification and cost allocation for interconnection, SoCalGas 
requests that the classification of standard and special facilities 
for future interconnections be determined on a case-by-case basis 
and not found to be binding on SoCalGas. ORA concurs with 
SoCalGas. We agree with SoCalGas that operation of new storage 
facilities may be under different circumstances and that each 
interconnection should be dealt with on a case-by-case basis. We 
wiil adopt the agreed-upOn principles of classification and cost 
allocation contained in Exhibit 13 for this proceeding only. 
System Upgrades 

The intei-cor'mection agl-eement set forth in Exhibit 13 is 
part of a more comprehensive agreement~ a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU), that Wild Goose and PGSE were attempting to 
negotiate. The MOU~ which is contained in Exhibit 14, contemplated 
agreement not only on interconnection cost l'esponsibility, but an 
agreement on principles to be included in an 6perat~ng and 
balancing agreement. POSE believes that an operating and balancing 
agreement between wild GooSe and PG&E must be in place before Wild 
GoOse can commence operation of its facility to ensure safe 
operation of PGSE's system. 

Wild GoOse and PGSE were unable to finalize the MOU 
before the phase I hearing because of their difference of opinion 
concerning cost responsibility of transmission system upgrades that 
will be necessary in the future to maintain the injection 
capability PGSE currently estimates will be available to Wild 
Goosels facility. Once the need for future transmission system 
upgrades is identified, PGSE propOses that Wild Goose should either 
pay for these upgrades or accept 'diminished injection capabilities. 

During the hearings, PG&E offered an alternative 
proposal. PG&E offered to allocate to Wild Goose the facilities 
necessary to accommodate Wild Goose's specified injection 
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capabilities (60 ~t~cf per day or less) in return for Wild Goose's 
payment of replacement cost of these facilities. 

l • . ... 

Wild Gdbse disagrees with PG&E's position regarding 
future upgrades to PG&E's transmission system. Wild Goose believes 
that any such upgrades to PG&E's tl.·ansmission system are caused by 
all users of that system and will provide benefit to all users, and 
accordingly. should be borne equally by all such users, including 
PG&E'S shippers who wish access to and from Wild Goose's facility. 

ORA opposes Wild Goose's recommendation that wild Goose 
be exempt from any responsibility for future transmission upgrades. 
However, ORA recommends that any future upgrades be reviewed for 
cost allocation when the need for such upgrade arises. According 
to ORA, the Commission should not resolve the cost allocation for 
future upgrades in this proceeding. 

Wild Goose is opposed to ORA's propOsal to defer the 
consideration of cost allocation for future system upgrades. Wild 
Goose states that deferral of the issue would serve as an 
impediment to the advancement of this p1"oject, in particular, and 
to other potential new gas storage providers in the future. 
According to Wild Goos~, such a deferral would requi,re it to factor 
a significant financial uncertainty into the economies of the 
project which Wild Goose finds to be very discouraging_ 

Discussion 
The Commission in the Storage Decision deferred 

consideration of transmission system upgrades stating that: 
fl ••• The choice of incremental or rolled-in 
pricing for transmission and distribution 
upgrades is not ripe for a decision. We 
anticipate further argument on the issue in any 
CPCN proceeding that McFarland or any other 
provider might initiate, or on other 
proceedings that the parties find convenient." 
(48 CPUC2d at 128.) 

Although this is the first CPC&N proceeding for gas 
storage provider since the issuance of the storage Decision, we 
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. 
still are not prepared to resolve the issue of cost allocation for 
transmission upgrades without having more information available to 
us. \-le are particularly l.-eluctant to allocate costs for 
"potential" future system upgrades without knowing when such 
upgrades will be needed, and who are the parties responsible for 
the need for upgrades. We expect PG&E to bring this issue before 
us when the upgrade to its transmissionsystern is needed. 

We recognize that this deferral would require Wild GOose 
to take into account some financial uncertainty regarding its 
proposed operations. However, this simply is a business risk that 
wild Goose must accept if it decides to proceed with the project. 

Finally, we will consider PG&E's proposal that an 
operating and balancing agreement between Wild Goose and PG&E must 
be in place before wild GOose commences its operations to ensure 
safe operation of PG&S's system. Wild GOose does not oppose PG&E's 
proposal. To avoid any future problems resulting from 
misunderstandings, the agreement proposed by PottE must be in place 
before Wild Goose commences its operation; besides such an 
agreement is required by Rule 1 of PG&E's tariff. We will require 
wild Goose to execute an operating and balancing agreement with 
PG&E before commencing its operations. 
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Jrnplementation of CEOA 
CEQA requires the commission to assess the potential 

environmental impact of a project in order that adverse effects are 
avoided, alternatives are investigated, and environmental quality 
is restored or enhanced to the fullest extent possible. To achieve 
this objective, Rule 17.1 of the Commission's Rules requires the 
proponent of any project subject to Commission approval to submit 
with the application for such project an environmental'"assessment, 
which is referred to as the Proponent's Environmental Assessment 
(PEA). The PEA is used by the Commission to focus on any impacts 
of the project which may be of concern and to prepare the 
commission's Initial Study to determine whether the project would 
need a Negative Declaration or an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) . 

As stated earlier, Wild Goose filed its PEA with the 
application. The staff of the Energy Division (ED Staff) reviewed 
the PEA and found it to be deficient. By a letter dated 
september 25, 1996, ED Staff informed Wild Goose about the 
deficiencies in its 'PEA. In response to ED Staff'sletter, Wild 
Goose filed an amendments to its PEA on November 1, 1996 and 
January 13, 1997. ED Staff found Wild Goose's amended PEA 
acceptable on Februa:t-y 5, 1997. 

ED Staff employed the services of ENTRIX, Inc. (ENTRIX) 
of Sacramento as an environmental consultant to review the PEA. 
Based on its Initial study, ENTRIX concluded that there are 
potential adverse environmental effects associated with the 
project, but these effects could be effectively mitigated if Wild 
Goose employed various planning and construction techniques 
approved by federal, state and local agencies. Based on this 
information, ED Staff decided to prepare a mitigated NegatiVe 
Declaration. 

On March 31, 1991, ED Staff published a draft Negative 
Declaration regarding wiid Goose's proposed facility. As required 
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by Rule 17.1(f) of Commission's Rules, ED Staff provided notice of 
availability of the Negative Declaration to all interested parties, 
including all parties to this proceeding. EO Staff requested 
comments on the draft Negative Declaration by April 29, 1997. 

ED Staff received co~ments to the draft Negative 
Declaration from a several entities including state, and local 
governmental agencies and from members of the general public. 
Comments were also filed by the Mid-valley Building and 
Construction Trades Council/Plumber and Pipefitters Union, Local 
228/Plumbers and Steamfitters Union, Local 342 (Unions), and the 
Roseville Land Development Association (Roseville Land). Both 
parties state that the draft Negative Declaration does not comply 
with CEQA, specifi<?ally, the mitigation measures are inadequate in 
preventing or reducing potential impacts to an insigni.ficant level. 
The Unions request the Commission for a hearing. ED staff has 
reviewed the cOrrlments of the Unions arid Roseville Land, and has 
responded to each comment (see Appendix A of the Negative 
Declaration). ED Staff has also incorporated the other cOmments in 
the Negative Declaration. ED staff concludes that the final 
Negative Declai.'ation which includes the aforementioned revisions 
complies with CEQA and that construction of Wild Goose's facility 
at the proposed site will not have a significant effect on the 
environment. ED Staff's conclusion was based on the assumption 
that Wild Goose will carry out the specific mitigation measures 
outlined in the final Negative Declaration which is included as 
Appendix C to order. 
Comments on ALJ's Proposed Decision 

ALJ's proposed decision was filed and mailed to the 
parties On May 22, 1997. Wild Goose, PG&E, SoCalGas, SDG&E, and 
Mid-Valley Building and Construction Trades Council, Plumbers and 
Pipefitters Union, Local 2:28, and Plumbers and Steamfitter Union, 
Local 342 (Mid-Valley/Unions) filed comments on the proposed 
decision. Wiid GoOse, PG&E, and SoCalGas filed reply comments. 
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Comments by parties cover both phase I and Phase II issues. We 
will discuss them separately. 

phase I Issues 
wild Goose, PG&E, SoCalGas, and SDG&E have filed comments 

on Fha"se I issues. PG&E, in its comments', has pointed out certain 
errors in the proposed decision. We have reviewed the comments and 
believe that other than correction of the errors in the proposed 
decision, only the following of two issues need to be addressed. 
AlloCation of Cost of FUture Upgrades 

PG&E and Wild Goose were unable to resolve the issue of 
cost ailocation between Wild Goose and PG&E for upgrades to PG&E's 
transmission system that May be necessary in ~he future to maintain 
the injection capability PG&E currently estimates will be available 
to Wild Goose's facility. The proposed decision defers 
consideration of the issue until more info:rmation is made available 
regarding the futul.-e upgrades. 

In its comments on the proposed decision, Wild Goose 
proposes that the Commission adopt a policy to use a cost/benefit 
analysis in determining cost allocation between wild Goose and PG&'E 
for future upgrades to PG&E's system. 

PO&E oppOses Wild Goose's proposal stating, among other 
things, that the proposal is beyond the scope of comments provided 
in Rule 77.3 of the Commission Rules. SoCalGas also opposes Wild 
Goose's proposal. 

While we believe that the proposal has merit, we are 
reluctant to adopt a policy regarding cost allocation without 
providing other parties an opportunity to make their proposal on 
the cost/benefit analysis. Accordingly, we will keep this 
proceeding open for the limited purpose of addressing the issue of 
cost allocation of future upgrades to PG&E's transmission system. 
PG&E'a Ability to Recover Stranded Cost 

The proposed decision contains language denying PGfcE the 
ability to recover the stranded cost of its storage system which 
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may result if Wild Goose succeeds in attracting storage customers 
a\o.'ay from PG&E, .' .. 

In theil- comments on the propOsed decision, PG&E, 

SoCalGas, and SDG&E state that the record on this issue is 
inadequate and that the language should be deleted. 

We agree. We will delete the appropriate language from 
the decision, 

Phase II Issues 
Only Wild Goose and Mid-valley/unions have filed co~~ents 

on Phase II issues. B'oth Wild Goose and Mid-Valley/unions request 
that certain mitigation measures included in the Negative 
Declaration should be clarified. and/or enhanced. ThEdr comments 
and the resulting changes t6 the Negative Declaration are discussed 
in Attachment B to the Negative Declaration. 

In addition, wild Goose, in conjunction with Mid­
Valley/Unions, recommends that specific language contained in the 
Negative Declarati6n (p. ND-2i) b~~tncIUded as an ordering 
paragraph of the decision, to clari'fy Wild GOOse's obligation to 
consult with the Commission in the event that an expansion of Wild 
Goose's project is contemplated. According to Wild Goose and Mid­
Valley/Unions, such consultation is the most appropriate way to 
ensure that the correct tyPe of environmental review is performed 
and should be a specific requirement of the Commission's order, 
rather than merely a part of the text of the Negative Declaration. 
wild Goose and Mid-Valley/Unions recommend the inclusion of the 
following ordering paragraph~ 

"If \olild GoOse seeks to expand or modify its 
physical facilities to the extent that 
discretionary approval by a public agency is 
required; it shall consult with the Commission, 
so that,the commission may ensure that the 
appropriate environmental analysis of the 
impacts of Wild Goose' specific proposal may be 
performed." 

- 18 -
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We agree with the proposal made by l'lild Goose and Mid­
Valley/Union, We will include the recommended ordering paragraph 
as Ordering Paragraph 10. We will also add appropriate findings of 
fact and conclusion of law. 
Petition to Set Aside Submission of the Proceeding 

On May 28, 1997, Roseville Land Development Association 
(Roseville Land) filed a petition to set aside submission of. this 
proceeding and to renotice andreoperi the proceeding for additional 
evidence. Roseville L~nd also filed a motion for leave to file 
late protest. 

By a ruling dated June 20, 1997, the ALJ denied Roseville 
Land's petition to set aside submission.of this proceeding and 
Roseville Land's motion for leave to file late protest. We affirm 
the ALJ's ruling. 
Findings of Fact 

1. Wild Goose seeks a CPC&N authorizing it to develop, 
const~uct, and operate an undergr6und natural gas storage facility 
and to provide firm and interruptible storage service. 

2. As required by CEQA, Wild Goose filed its PEA. 
3. While no party opposes granting Wild Goose the requested 

CPC&N, SoCalGas,PG&E, and ORA have raised certain collateral 
issues which need to be addressed. 

4. SoCalGas rec6~~ends that Wild Goose be subject to the 
same regUlatory requirements that goVern the eXisting gas storage 
service providers suchSoCalGas and PG&E. 

s. SoCalGas requests it the Commission decides to grant wild 
GOOse the requested CPC&N, the Commission remove certain 
restrictions placed on SoCalGas' storage contracts by the Storage 
Decision such as the limit on duration of the contracts and the 
need to seek preapproval of SoCalGas' storage contracts. 

6. SoCalGas' storage operations serve both ratepayers and 
contract customers. 

- 19 -
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1. The Storage Decision placed restrictions on SoCalGas' 
storage contracts to pl'otect the ratepayers from the pOssibility of 
providing a subsidy to SoCalGas'· contract customers. 

8. Wild GoOse proposes to charge market-based rates for its 
gas storage services. 

9. To the extent that Wild GOose has unmarketed capacity or 
to the extent it must discount its services, its'shareholders will 
bear the entire-risk. 

10. There is rio pOssibility of cross-subsidization in Wild 
Goose • s proposed serv ice.- -

11. If the Cominission grants Wild Goose the requested CPC&N, 
Wild Goose will become a public'utility. 

12. PU Code Sectiort489 requires public utilities to hav~ a 
rate tariff on tile wlth the commission. 

13. Wi Id Goose requests that the commission Wed vethe 
requirement to file rate tariff for Wild Goose or in the 
alternative allow wild Goose to file a tariff which states a range 
of I.-ates . 

. 14. ~he Commission has authorized certain telecommunication 
utilit~es to file tariff 'rates which fall within a rate window. 

15. Allowing Wild Goose to file rates with a 'rate window 
would allow Wild Goose to account for fluctuation in the market. 

16. If Wild Goose is allowed to set the floor rate of its 
rate window below Wild GOose's short-run marginal cost, Wild Goose 
will be able to unfairly undercut its competition. 

11. If a potential or existing customer finds the ceiling 
rate of Wild Goose's rate window to be excessive, the customer can 
seek storage service from either PG&E or SoCalGas at their tariff 
rates for storage. 

18. Wild Goose requests that its rate calculations not be 
made part of its tariff filing because disclosure of such 
information will provide competitive advantage to eXisting storage 
service providers. 

- 2() -
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19. The staff of Commission's Energy Division can certify 
that the floor rate of Wild Goose's rate window is not below Wild 
Goose's short-run marginal cost only if Wild Goose provides the 
staff'its rate calculations. 

20. Storage withdrawals from Wild Goose's facility will 
receive transmission priority in accordance with Rule 1 of PG&E's 
tariff. 

21. SoCalGas requests that all in-state storage withdrawal be 
given the same priority on any interstate transmission system. 

22. SoCalGas' proposal regarding establishing transmission 
priorities for withdrawals from ail in-state storage facilities is 
beyond the scope of this proceeding. 

23. The Storage Decision requires utilities to interconnect 
with independent storage service providers as if the storage 
service providers were consumers of gas. 

24. The Storage Decision requires the utility-to pay for 
standard interconnection costs and the storage service provider to 
pay for special interconnection facilities. 

25. PG&B and wild Goose have agreed to the classification of 
standard and special facilities for the interconnection between 
Wild Goose's system and the Sacramento Valley Local Transmission 
System. The agreement, which is in accordance with Rule 2 of 
PG&S's tariff, is included in Appendix B. 

26. While SoCalGas and oRA do not dispute the agreed-upon 
classificatiort-Of standard and speriial facilities and the 
principles of cost allocation, they request that the classification 
be considered unique to this facility and that classification of 
standard and special facilities for future interconnections be 
dealt on a case-by-case basis. 

27. Classification of standard and special facilities for 
each interconnection may vary depending On the configuration of 
facilities of the utility and the storage service provider, 
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28. While Appendix B includes the agreed-upon principles of 
cost allocation between Wild Goose and PG&E for standard and 
special facilities, it does not contain a cost estimate or total 
cost of the project. ORA requests that Wild Goose and PG&E be 
required to pl.-ovide the Commission, as a supplemental filing, the 
final cost of interconnection including the share of the cost paid 
by each entity. 

29. PG&E and wild Goose disagree regarding who should pay for 
future upgrades to FG&E's transmission system. 

30. Adequate information rega~ding the future upgrades to 
PG&S's transmission system will not be available until the upgrades 
are needed. 

:H. In accordance with Rule 1 6f its tariff, PG&E requests 
that the Commission order that an operating and baiancing agreement 
between Wild Goose and PG&E be in place before any gas flows 
through the intel-cohnection between the facilities of Wild Goose 
and PG&S. 

32. Having an operating and balancing agreement between PG&E 
and Wild Goose in place before Wild Goose commences its operations 
will avoid future problems due to misunderstandings. 

33. CEQA requires the Commission to assess the potential 
environmental impact· of a project. 

34. ED Staff, through its consultant, has conducted a study 
of the environmental impact of Wild Goose's propoHed facility. 

35. ED Staff has concluded that construction of wild Goose's 
proposed facility will not have a significant impact on the 
environment if Wild Goose will meet the conditions and carry out 
the specific mitigation measures outlined in the Negative 
Declal.-ation. 

36. The conditions outlined in the Negative Declaration 
require wild Goose to provide ED staff reports on compliance with 
the conditions and implementation of mitigation measures. 
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37. wild Goose has agreed to comply with the conditions and 
to carry out the specific mitigation measures outlined in the 
Negative Declaration. 

38. Wild Goose and Mid-Valley/Unions recommend that the 
following ordering paragraph be added to this order. 

"If Wild Goose seeks to expand or modify its 
physical facilities to the extent that 
disc~etion~ry approval by a ~Ublic agency i~ 
requ1red, 1tshall consult w1th the Comm1ss1on, 
so that the Commission may ensure that the 
appropriate environmental analysis of the 
impacts of Wild Goose' specific proposal may be 
performed." 

39. Inclusion of ordering paragraph recommended by wild Goose 
and Mid-ValleY/Unions will clarify wild Goose's obligation to 
consult with the Commission in the event an expansion of wild 
Goose's project is contemplated. 

40. In its comments on the proposed decision, Wild Goose 
proposes that the Commission adopt a policy to-use a cost/benefit 
analysis to allocate costs of future upgrades to PG&E's 
tran~mission system. 

41. While Wild Goose's proposal to use cost/benefit analysis 
for cost allocation of future upgrades has merit, the proposal 
should not be adopted without providing other parties an 
opportunity to make their proposal on the issue. 
conclusions of Law 

1. Wild GOOse should be granted the requested CPC&N 
conditioned upon a successful completion of environmental impact 
review of its proposed facilities. 

-2. SoCalOas' request that wild Goose be subjected to the 
same regulatory requirements that govern the existing gas storage 
service providers should be denied. 

3. Wild Goose should be required to file a rate tariff with 
the Commission. 
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4. wild Goose should be allowed to file tariff rates within 
a l-ate window.-

I • 

5. The floor rate of Wild Goose's rate window should not be 
below Wild Goose's short-run marginal cOst. 

6. Wild Goose should be required to provide its rate 
calculations to ED Staff. 

7. The agreement between Wild GOOse and PG&B regarding the 
classification of standard and special interconnection facilities 
and the principles of cost allocation should be approved. 

8. Classification of standard and special facilities, and 
the principles of cost allocation for future interconnections 
should be determined on a case-by-case basis. wild Goose should be 
required to provide the CO~~ission, in a supplemental filing, the 
final total cost of the interconnection including the cost paid by 
each entity. 

9. Consideration of cost allocation for futUre upgrades to 
PG&B's Sacramento valley LOcal Tl-ansmission System should be 
deferred until the upgrades are needed. 

10. PG&E and wild Goose shOUld be required to have an 
operating and balancing agreement before Wild Goose commences its 
operations. 

11. Wild Goose should be granted a CPC&N to construct and 
operate its storage facility and to provide storage service at 
market-based rates. 

12. wild Goose should be required to comply with the 
conditions and to carry out the specific mitigation measures 
outlined in the Negative Declaration. 

13. ordering-paragraph recommended by Wild Goose and Mid­
Valley/UIHons should be includ~d in this order. 

14. This proceeding should remain open for the limited 
purpose of addressing the issue of cost allocation of future 
upgrades to PG&8's transmission system. 

15. This order should be made effective today to allow wild 
Goose to commence tl;1e construction of its storage facilities 

~ expeditiously. 
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ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. Wild Goose Storage, Inc. (Wild Goose) is granted a 

certificate of public convenience and necessity (cPC&N) authorizing 
it to develop, construct, and operate an underground natural gas 
storage facility and to provide firm and interruptible storage 
service. The CPC&N is subject to the terms and conditions set 
forth below. 

2. Within 60 days of the effective date- of this order, Wild 
Goose shall file a written acceptance of the CPC&N granted in this 
proceeding. 

3. Before commencing its service to customers Wild Goose 
shall file with this commission an advice letter and accompanyihg 
tariff schedules which will meet the criteria set forth in the bOdy 
of the decision and the requirements of Commission's General Order 
96-A. 

4. Wild Goose's tariff-rate shall not be lower than Wild 
Goose's short-run marginal cost. 

5. Wild Goose shall provide the Director of the Energy 
Division with the calculations used in developing i.ts rates. The 
tariff shall not be effective until approved by the commission's 
Energy Division. • 

6. Wild Goose and Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
shall have in place an operating and balancing agreement before 
wild Goose commences its operations. The agreement shall be filed 
with the Commission's Docket Office. 

7. The agreement between Wild Goose and PG&E regarditlg the 
classification of standal-d and special intercohnection facilities 
and the principles of cost allocation is approved. This approval 
is granted only for this facility. Before commencing its 
operations, wild Goose shall provide the Director of the Energy 
Division, in a supplemental filing, the final total cost of the 
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interconnection including the share of the cost paid by each 

entity. 
8. Wild Goose shall comply with the conditions and carry out 

the mitigation measures outlined in the Negative Declal.-ation 
contained in Appendix C to this order. 

9." Wild Goose shall provide the Director of Energy Division 
reports on compliance with the conditions and implementation of 
mitigation measures outlined in the NegatiVe Declaration. 

10. If Wild GOose seeks to expand or modify its physical 
facilities to the extent that discretionary approval by a public 
agency is l.-equired, it shall con"sUlt with the commission, so that 
the Commission may ensure that the appropriate environmental 
analysis of the impacts of liild Goose I specific proposal may be 

pet-formed. 
11. This pi-oceeding shall remain open for the limit put-pose 

of considering allocation of cost of future upgrades to PG&E's 
transmission system. 

12. Since all issues l.-aised in this pl"oceeding have been 
addressed, the proceeding ill Application 96-08-058 is closed. 

This order is effective today. 
Dated June 25, 1997, at San Francisco, California. 

We will file a joint partial dissent, 

/sl 
lsI 
/sl 
/s/ 

JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR. 
Commissionet­

HENRY M. DUQUE 
Commissi6ner 

JOSIAH L.- NEEPER 
commissioner 

RICHARD A," SILAS 
commissioner 
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President 

JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR. 
HBNRY M. DUQUE 
JOSIAH L. NEEPER 
RICHARD A. BILAS 

Commissioners 



A.96-08-058 ALJ/AVG/jac 

APPENDIX A 

List of Appearances 

Applicant: Wright & Talisman, by Michael B. Day and Jeanne M. 
Bennett, Attorneys at Law, fok.- Wild Goose Storage, Inc. 

Interested Part ies : DOwney, Brand, Seymour & Rohwer,· by James M .. 
Day. Jr., Attorney at Law, for Palmer Hatch; Steven D. pati.-ick, 
AttorneY at Law, fol.- SOuthern California Gas Company;· Michel 
Peter Florio and Theresa Mueller. Attorneys at Law, . fOl> The· 
Utility Reform Network; Adams & Broadwell, by Lizanne Reynolds, 
Attoi-Iley at Law, fol.~ pltirnbel"s and Steamfitters ·l..ocal '34~, . 
Plumbers'and Pipefitters Local. 22~,. and the MidValley Building .. 
Trades Council; Deborah Walker and Edwal.-d v~ Kui-z,Attorneys at 
Law, for Pacific Gas and Electri9 Company; Steven Harris, for 
Transwestern Pipeline Co.; and Judy PaU, for El Paso Natural Gas 
Co. 

Office of Ratepayar Advocates: Patrick L. Gileau, Attorney at Law; 
and Martin "omec. 

Energy Division: Bruce Kaneshiro. 

(END OF APPENDIX A) . 
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APPENDIX B 
• .. 

INTERCONNECTION PRINCIPLES 
t. AGRBED TO BY 

1.'!'T.h:~::v~: " ~~'.f( , • .xJ~ 
-----. I' _ ., 

WILD O<>OSB ~STORAOB INC. AND PAOIFIO OM , BLECTRIO CO. 

INTERCONNECTION FACILITIES 

standard Faoiliti ••• 

1. Under PG&E's Gas Rule 2, standard Faoilities are designed by 
PG&E for delivery of gas at PG&E's adopted standard delivery 
pressure of seven inches of water column. For customers 
requesting hiqher. than standard delivery pressures, PG&E 
may, at its option, design standard faoilities, specific to 
a customer's connected load needs, for delivery of gas at a 
pressure higher than standard delivery pressure where suoh 
higher pressure is available trom existing faoilities at the 
point at which a customer's iacilities interconneot with 
PG&E's faoilities (Interconneotion point). 

. 2. The parties agree that for the purpose of determining 
standard Faoilities for the wild Goose storage field a 
comparable customer load would be a transmission customer 
with gas usage equal to the injeotion capabilities of the 
Wild Goose storage faoility (80 KHcf/day) and for delivery 
service at existing pressure ranging between 325 psiq and 
800 psig at the Interconneotion Point. Accordingly, the 
Standard Faoilities required for the Wild Goose facility are 
those listed in the attach ad Exhibit A (Desiqn criteria, 
Item 2) • . 

3. PG&E has Used reasonable care in determining the minimum 
pressure currently available, and what is expected to be 
aVailable in the foreseeable future, for designing Wild 
Goose standard Facilities. PG&E does not guarantee minimum 
pressure to those customers requiring higher pressure than 
Gas Rule 2 standard delivery pressure. PG&E will try to 
provide Wild Goose adequate notice of any proposed reduction 
in pressure!' however conditions at the time may not permit 
advance not fication. In any event, PG&E, its directors, 
officers, agents. and employees will not be held responsible 
for any damage,. loss or eXpense in any way from a reduction 
to a delivery pressure not less than PG&E's standard 
delivery pressure. 

speoial Faoiliti.s. 

1. special facilities are those facilities that are (1) 
necessary to provide an applicant the services it requests; 
and (2) are in addition to or in SUbstitution for standard 
Faoilities. 
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2. The speoial Faoll1tie; which PG&E has identified to date as 
necessary for the interconnection of the Wild Goose faoility 
are listed in the attached Exhibit A (Design criteria, Iten 
3) • 

3. The Parties agree that, due to the uniqueness of the Wild 
Goose storaqG faoility interconneotion to PG&E Local 
Transmission system, changes to the required Speoial 
Faoilities may be identified as a result of the final 
engineerin9 analysis. Additional Speoial Faoilities that 
are identified by PG~E after the final engineering design, 
shall be agreed upon by Wild Goose and PG&E. 

special Faoiliti •• a. Upqra4 •• to zxiatlD9 8y.t .. Faoiliti ••• 

1. systea Upgrades or facility additions also categorized as 
speoial Faoilities include, but are not limited to (1) 
automatio controls at PG'E meter and pressure regulating 
stations necessary to.provide the. operating flexibility 
required to maxi.ite wild Goose injection and withdrawal 
rates and, (~) upgrades to PG&E's GasTraco computer system 
to enable the administration Of n6minations and appropriate 
tracking of Wild Goose volumes. 

2. The speoial Faoflities as Upgrades to Existing System 
Facilities currently identified for the interconnection of 
the wild GOose storage facility are listed in the attached 
Exhibit A (Design criteria, Item 4). 

COST ALLOCATION OF FACILITIES 

1. standard Facilities -- The cost of standard Facilities shall 
be borne by PG'E Ratepayers pursuant to California Public 
utilities commission Decision ~3-0~-013. 

2. special Facilities -- Wild Goose shall bear the cost of all 
special Faoilities identified in Exhibit A, Item 3, plus 
upgrades to existing system Facilities identified in Exhibit 
A, Item 4, and additional Special Facilities subsequently 
identified and agreed upon, less the cost of Standard 
Facilities identified in Exhibit A, Item 2. 

.. 

2 
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APPENDIX B 
ATTACKKENT A 

DIS1:0N CRITERIA 
WILD COOSB STORAOS PROJECT 

1. Oeneral 

1.1 This document descr~bes th~ general requirements for 
the standard Faoilities and the special Faoilities to 
interconnect the wild Goose storage Field to the PG&E 
syste.. The criteria is complete as ot the ~ate above, 
but there .&y be changes to this document over the 
duration 6{ the project due to operational, safety, and 
business needs. 

2. standard Faoiliti •• at a .. ote Paoility 

2.1 CUstody transfer qUalIty aetering facilities for 10 
KMsct/d to 8~ KHscf/d (estimated minimum service 
pressure is l25 psi) 

2.2 Design pressure, ma~imum allowable pressure: 800 psi 

2.3 Tie-in to 12 - Inch Line 167 

2.4 100 feet of 8-Inch pipe 

2.5 Manual isolation/hot tap valve on branch tap 

2.6 cathodic protection and insulating flange 

2.7 Filter 

2.9 Engineering and project management 

3. speoial Faoilitie. at a_ote Faoility 

3.1 custody transfer quality metering facilities for 10 
MMscf/d to 240 MMscf/d. Metering shall be bi­
directional with suffioient piping and valvinq to 
accurately measure injection and withdrawal flow rates. 

3.2 Design pressure, maximum allowable pressurez 800 psi 

3.3 Tie-in to 12 Inch line 167 

3.4 100 feet of lS-Inch pipe 

3.5 Manual Isolation/hot tap valve on branch tap 

3.6 Automatic isolation block valve 

3 

... 
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APPENDIX B 

3.7 Monitor 

3.8 Back pressure re9Ulator 

3.9 Automation fro remote operation 

Attacbaent A 
(continued) 

3.10 ScAbA connection for remote monitorin~ 

3.11 Odorlzer 

3.12 cathodio protection and insulating flange 

3.13 civil work: Concrete pad, fence, shelter, etc. 

3.14 Right of vays 

3.1S Gas lnstrWlentationt sulfur ana"ly'zer, qas 
chromatography, dew point analyzer 

3.16 Engineering and "project management 

4. speoial Faoilitie. fot BXi.tinq raolliti •• 

4.1 Creed station 

4.1.i Automate Valve 23 for remote operation-

4.2 Rio Vista Y statiort 

4.2.1 Automate Valves 11 an 13 for remote operation 

4.3 Meter Station 

4.3.1 Install a new meter station to measure the flow 
west in Line 167 

4.4 Hershey Junction 

4.4.1 " Install more accurate custOdy transfer tor 
quality meter facilities to improve accuracy of 
load-forecasts 

4.5 GasTraco system 

4.5.1 Proqram necessary changes for administration of 
Wild Goose nominations .. 

4 
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APPENDIX B 

5. Reterenoe 

Attaobaent. A 
(continued) 

5.1 PG'E Tariffs, Gas Rules 

5.1.1 
5.1.2 
5.1.3 

R~le 2 -- Description of services 
Gas Rule 15 -- Gas Kain Extensions 
Gas Rule 16 -- service Extensions 

(END OF APPENDIX B) 
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APPENDIX C 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION 



STATE Of CAUFORHIA PETE WILSON, Gowmor 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
$OSAt$$A~MJ€ 
SAIoIW«:«O. tA. t4 tOl~ 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

WILD GooSB SToRAGS.INC. 
WILD GOOSB GAS STORAGE PROJECT 
NA11JRAL GAS STORAGE FACILITIES 

(A.96-08-0SS) 

~ 
W 

The California Public Utilities Commission is considering a. Certificate of Public Convenien« and 
Necessit)' tor the coosliuctiOn of natural gas storage (acilities by Wild Goose Storage. Ino. (WOSI) in 
Butte County. See figurel for a ptoj~t vicinitY map. WGSI. provided the Cornm'ssion. "ith a 
Proponentts Environmental Assessment (PEA) that was avaiJable' for public review along \\ith this 
dOcument from Match II t\) April 2~, 1 ~'l. WGSI also pnpaled a series of environmental surveys and 
mitigation implementation plans that accompanied the PEA and were also available (or public review. 
Attachment A 16 thisd6Cument is a co1f~tion of the (omtnentSon the draft of this document and 
resp6nses to those comments. 

The Administ~tivt Law Judge's Proposed oecisio~. 'which ind~ded this document as Appendix Ci was 
mailed to parties in this proceeding (or further commentS, The commeiits of the parties (on the CEQA 
document) and the resulting changes to the Negative Declaration ate diScussed in Attachment B to this 
dOCument. . 

ProJett Oveniew 

Located in the s6uthwest cotner of Butte County. California. the Wild GooSe Gas Storage Project 
involves development of a previously abandoned I 37-billion-cubic-(oot (Bd) uilderground natural gas 
field for use in natural gas storage. The projett Proponent is Wild Goose Storage, Inc. (WGSI), a 
whoJly-o\\lledsubsidiat')' or Alberta Energy Company Ltd. Equipment and surface facilities I't<luired for 
natural gas storage ate not extensive, requiring only a small amount of land to accommodate 
cOmpressOrs. gas dehydration equipmtntand liquid handling systems. See Figure 2 for a proj~t 
compOnents map. As propOsed, proj~tde\'elopmeilt Ytillrequite construction of: 

• an intercotmect to the 12-inch-diameter Line 161 of Pacific Gas and Electric COmpany's 
(PG&E·s) Sacramento Valley Gas Transmission System. 

• a 3-acre Remote Facility Site at West Liberty Road for meteringt processing and compressing the 
gas. 

• approximately 4 mires of 18-inch-diameter gas pipeline and 2-in~h-diameter bi-directional 
produced water pipeline between the Well Pad Site and the Remote Facility Site. 

• a I.S-acre Well Pad Site at the location of the now-abandoned compression facility and well pad. 
_. .' . 

The Wild Goose Gas Storage 'Proj«t is designed to move gas between PO&B's eXisting gas pipeline 
system and the storage field. Outing peri6ds of IQw natural gas demand. gas will be injected into the 
storage field and during'periOds of high demand. the gas will be withdrawn from the storage field and 
retul1led to PG&E's pipeline, system. 

California Public Utilities Commission NO-I June 1~1 
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• The ~ViJd Goose Gas Fie1d consists of 12 distinct underground pOrous rOck "resen'oirs" located 
at depths ranging from i.ssO to 3.4S0 (eet berO\\' the ground surface. The indh'idual resen'oirs 
are separated troqi:each other by the Presence of impeT\'ious rock (shale) tOinlalions. These 
resco;oirs have thtee primary characteristics that make the field tedmicaU), attracth'e for 
conversion to gas storage: 

- An impervious dome-shaped "cap rod;:' which varies in thickness from) 0 to "IS feet, ser.'es 
as the top oflhe reservoir and traps the natural gas , ... ·hMn the top pOrtion of the dome. 

- The reservoir body is composed of flighty porous and penneable sandstone rock' \\ithin 
wMch the gas is actually contained. 

- The nanks of the reservoir ate saturated y,ith wattr and are in contact withtatge. deep 
aquifers that provide pressure support during gas withdrawal. 

In California there ate presently 10 acth'e underground natural gas storage facilities in operation near 
primary market centers: Sin the Los Angeles area (owned, by Southern CatifQiniaGas). 4 ncar San 
Francisco (J o\\'ned by PG&E and I b)' 06w Corporati6n) and , in Santa Barbara (owned b)'Southern 
California Gas). Stringent standards st,t by the California Department of C6nSerY31ion. Divish;m of Oil. 
Gas and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR) govern underground construction a~d oPeration otnatural gas 
wells and underground storage f~ser'\'oirs to ensure safety and s«'urit)· of stored gas. 

The Applicant for the Wild Goose Storage Proj~t is: 

Field Operation 

WII~ Goose Storage, Inc. 
clo Dean COckshutt 
.l900.4~1;. 7th Avenue, S.W. 
Calgary, Alberta 
Canada TIP 4Kc) 

During injection operations. gas wtll flow from ~ci&E's Li~e 167 through the Remote Facility S1te 
compressor and the project's 18.inch.dlameter, bl·dir~tional pipeline to the Welt Pad Site (or injection 
into the field, T)·picall),. gas will be taken fr6m the PG&E line at pressures ranging from S50 to 800 
pOunds per square inch gauge (psig) and injected into the reservoir at a maximum design surface pressure 
of 2.000 psig using an 8.900.holsepower, It:w.·NOx, turbine-driven cOmpresSOr. This amount of 
compression will pro\'ide 80 milli6il standard cubic feet per day (MMcfd) of flfnl injection service. 

During withdrawal operations. gas will flow from the Well Pad Site back to the Remote Facility Site and 
into PG&E-s Line 167. Wellhead surface pressures under withdrawal conditions "'ill t)'pically range 
from I.S()() psig to apptoxiinately SOO psig. Wells and facilities hAve been designed to provide ~O() 
MMcfd of finn withdra\,,'al _ StNice. The \'o1ume of daily. weekly and mOl)thly injections, and 
withdray,'als "'ill \'~ry '\i~ '~usJom#. demand. subj~1 to ,the volum¢, deHverability: and injectioo' 
capabilities 6( the (jeld~ AU injteti9ns and withdrawaJ~'will'be operationally dispatche(l and controlled 
by project personnel working at the'Remote Fadlit)· Site. 
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When gas is withdra\\n from the rcser'\'oir. small amounts of water from aquifers connC'{led to the e 
storage rcsen'oir may also ~ withdrawn with the gas. This water is t~rmed "produced water" and is 
removed from the gas by a thtec-stage ptOcess. Stage one is at the Well Pad Site where separators 
r(-mo\'C most of the water. Produced water will be piped through a 2·ilKh-diarneter pipeline to the 
Remote facilit)' Site (or disposal. Stages two and three of prOduced water rcrnO\'al 8re conducted at the 
Remote facilit), Site. One of the key advanfages Of the Wild'Ooose Gas field is its classification as a 
"dry" gas field. As such, there are no h}'drocaroonliquids (oil Or gas coodensate) accompanying the gas 
as it is withdra .... n from the field, as may be the case in some oil and gas fields that have been converted 
10 storage. Only the produced water, which is high in mineral concentration, must be separated and 
disposed. 

Ifproouced water quantities ate small, the water will be periOdically crucked (0 disposal site approved b)' I 
the DOGGR. Off-site dispoSal would be by a hauler licensed' by the California Department of 
Transportation and the California Highwa)' Patrol, 'who would diSpOse Of the water at a DOGGR~ 
approved disposalJinjeclion well, as is common practice in gas Md oil field operations. DiSpOsal \'acuuril 
(ruck sen'ice is pro\'ided for PO& E Jocally by GOines Excavating, Inc. of Rio Vista. and prOduced waler 
is diSp6sed of in pennitted inj~ti()n weUs in SolanO County. Otherwise, produced water will be pumped 
into a deep disposal well, which may be located at the Remote FaCility Site. Reinjection or prOduced 
waler back to a suitable deep aquifer is a COmmOn practice subjed (0 permitting by the DOGGR. The 
disposal weHwili be drilled and cased to a depth considerably below the base of fresh water in the area, 
into an aquifer containing greater than 10,000 mgIJ total dissolved solids. as required by DOGGR in their 
disposal well pennit1ing process. 

Prior to full projett operation, a 2- to )·month start·up phase is required to inj~t ·cushion gas" into the 
storage resccyOir. Cushion gas is inj«ted to re-establish the gas saturation, slowly depress the gas-water 
contact zone in the porOus sandstone fonnations. and establish the base field pressurt. Cushion gas 
b«omes a permanent cOmpOnent of the resen'oir and is not withdra .... n. 11 wHl be (I\med by WGS), 
unlike the working gas im·entory. which will be o\\ned by storage customers. 

HUfOTY oflht Fitld 

The Wild Goose Gas field was distonred in 195. and produced in excess of 100 Bef of gas from Ii 
weUs that tapped each of the 12 resen·oirs. Gas from the field was routed to a compresSOr previously 
located at the proposed Well Pad Site. From hete it \\'as transported through 3 8·inch·diameter (o\l«lor 
pipeline to PG&E's Wild Goose Mixer Station on West liberty Road. Production,ceased at the end of 
primary depletion in 1988 and all wells were abandoned in accordance with DOGGR standards. O\'er 
time, excellent produclion and pressure records were kept, resulting in a wry complete and high-quality 
database available for anal)"ses. AU J2 reser .... oirs are segregated by impervious shale layers, which 
allows indh'idual zones (0 be con\'crtedto storage in response to market demand. For the storage 
demand identified in (he near {enn. the L4 tesen'oir (second deepest zone) is considered to be the best 
candidate due to its appropriate size. high-quality rock and strong aqUifer support. 

"'ell Pad Site 

P,irnal), pressure regulation. water separatiOn, metering and flow-rate control will occur at the Well Pad 
Site. The Well Pad Site is located in the ~xtreme southwest corntr Of Butte County in an atea that has 
historically been used for natural gas produCtion facilities and water(o\' ... hunting clubs. This site is on 
pri"'ate property owned by the Wild Goose Club, .... hich also OWl15 the majority of the surface rights 
abo"'e the gas field. The Well Pad Site sUPpOrts moderatel), dense freshwater marsh habitat, limited open 

California Public Utililits Commission ND-S June 1991 



water habitat, and a small amount of ruderal annual grassland (on the fNmer compressQr pad and Ihe 
lewe beml.) Although the freshwater marsh area is privately managed by the dub, it is Army Corps Of 
Engineers (ACOE) jurisdictional wetland. 

Results of e~tensi\"c engineering and g(\')Jogic studies indicate that current storage needs can be met with 
ooe nrtkal and fh'e to nine horizontal wells in the 1..1 reseo'oir. This will utilite approximately 50 
percent of the field's total storage capacity. The first well drilled will be ,'ertical and will provide a rock 
CNt for cap rock and reser'\'oir studies. The use of horizontal well t«hnoJogy for the remaining weUs 
minimizes the total number of wells required. All wells will be used for both withdrawal and injection of 
stored gas. 

111e Well Pad Site will consist of I.S atcts within an 8.S-acre Jease tratl. The remaining 7 atr'es will be 
a\'aiiabJe should proje<t expansion eYer ()C(ur. The 8.S-aue lease tract Md a majority of the 
underground storage and mineral rights needed (or the project have been secure,]' from the Wild Goose 
Club. The balance of the needed storage rights ha\'e been se~ured from neighooring property o\mers. 
Actual atreage required for the stored gas is less than hal( of the total undetground storage rights 
acquired, pro\'jding a large buffer zone around the project. 

The Well Pad Site is accessed from the south via a priute gravel road through the Wild Goose Club site. 
The dub's existing approaches and bridge crossing the Cherokee Canal are not adequate for the length 
and weight of the pipeline c<mstructio:1 and well drilling equipment. A new access road and bridge will 
be installed across the Cherokee Canal just south of the Wild Goose Club compound. 

During the original gas pr6duttion, the compressor and well pad OCcupied a one-quarter-acre area 
parallel and adjacent to the Cherokee Canal. Coostruction ofthe proposed Well Pad Site im'ol\'es the re­
establishment and expansion of a pot1iol1 of this original well pad and COmpressor site to minimize 
surface disturbance. To lessen the effects of periOdic flooding. the Well Pad Site will be elevated 
approximately 5 feet to the le\'el of the existing a~ess road and surrounded by an earthen perimeter 
benn. The site will then be co\'ered with compacted aggregate and the betm \\ilI be landscaped with 
nath'e \'egelation to blend with the surroundings and to visually screen the facility from the nearby 
wildlife habitat and hUllting areas. The design and appearance of the WeB Pad Site must confoml to the 
Wild Goose Club~s specifications. 

Depending on the final compaction ratio, approximately 21,000 cubic yards of fill material will be 
required to elevate the site and construtt the berm. This fill material will be taken (rom tour adjacent 
locations on Wild Goose Club property-three existing upland sites and one at Goose Island (See figure 
2). The upland ateas are intended to be con\'erted to wetlands (0 offset \\'etlands loss at the Well Pad 
Site. 

Surface facilities will include the well heads with \'ah'es. a pipeline pig r~eh'er (used to clean and 
ins(l«t the pipeline conn~ling the Well Pad Site and Remote Facility Site), waler separators, pressure 
control \'alws. emergency shutdo,\n valves, and niethanol arid corrosion inhibitor storage tanks, All 
tanks containing hazardous materials Will be constructed with dual containment systems. Approximately 
500 gallons of methanol and 25 ga1l0ns of corrosion inhibitor will be temporarily stored and used on site, 
Methanol is used onl)' during \'el)' cold weather and may be present at the Wetl Pad Site for less than two 
months during the winter. The tanks will be ins~a"ed in 110 percent external containment cel)s, \\ith the 
top vcnt above the historic flO6d le\'el. The wellheads and associated piping, ,'ah'es and tanks will be 
less than 3 feet high. Site lighting installed for security will operate on photo cells. A short whip-style 
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radio antennae will be installed for Ihe remote operational monitQfing and ~on'rol ~ommunications link e 
to the Remote facility Site. 

Remote Site FatUity 

White the facility site for this type (If projcx-t would t}pically be 'ocated adjacent to the withdrawal and 
injt'\:tiOll weUs. a remote site is proposed to minimize potential en"ironmental effects. The proposed site 
is presently a rite field located adjacent to PG&E·s Line 167, which provides the projt'\:t conntttion to 
the existing gas transmission system. In addition. West Liberty Road provides the aU-weather toad 
access required for the Remote facility Site. A S·acre tract for the Remote facility Site will be 
purchased in fee Or obtained under a long·teon lease agreement. Initial site development willoc(upy 
approximately) acres. with the remaining two acres sen'ing initially for tempOrary construction staging 
and material storage, and ultimately as a buffer area while it is held in resen'e should project expansion 
e,'er~ur. 

AU aboveground structures at the Remote facility Site will be painted a Oat, neutral color to minimize 
any \'isual impact. Site tighling. installed for s«urit)· and nighttime operational activities. will operate 
on photo cells. The design. (Oilstru<:tion, operation and maintenance ofthe Remote Facility Site will be 
in compliance with the applicabJe specifications. standards and regulations established by the federal 
government and the industry. 

Major components of the Remote Facility Site are (see figure 3): 

• Gas Compressor: A centrifugal natural gas compressor dri\'tn by a turbine engine prooudng 
8,600 to 8,900 horsepower. Turbine exhaust emissions will be minimized by using best 
a\'ailab!e ~('ntrol tcx-hnology (BAeD. The tompressoc will be housed in a noise attenuated, pre­
engineered building. Exterior materials will be chosen to Mend with surrounding land uses and 
building styles. The building will be approximately 15 feet long. 75 feet \\ide.and 35 feet high, 
and large enough to pro'\'ide sufficient space for warehousing equipment and repair parts. 

• Prodllc~d WaitT Siorage and Disposal: Wellhead separators will remo\'e the majority of 
produced water at the Well Pad Site. Produced watt r will be piped to the Remote facilit), Site in 
a 2·inch·diameter pipeline buried along side the 18-i~h·diameter gas pipeline. An)' water 
remaining in the gas stream will be remo\'cd at the Remote Facility Site by the second stage Inlet 
separator. Produced water will be stored temporarily at the Remote facility Site in four 
aboveground 21.ooo·gaUon tanks with 110 percent external containment. The tanks storage 
enclosure \\ill be approximate 1)' SO feel rong. SO (eel wide, and 2$ feel high. If produced water 
quantities are small. the water will be periodically trucked to an approved disposal site. 

• Dthyclralilm Units and Rtboilus: Two dehydration units consisting of lriethylene 
gJycoUnatural gas confactor towers and two natural·gas.fired glycol reooifers. The gas 
contaclors will be approximately 30 feet high. Vapors from the glycol still will be flared to 
reduce emissions. The Oame will not be visible since it will be contained within an incinerator 
slack approximately 30 feet high. 

Gas Odorant Sysltm: Gas in PG&E's transmission system is odoriied with methyl mercaptan 
for safety. The Remote Facility Site win be equipped with a trim odorant system to supplement 
odorant lost during storage and withdrawal. 
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• Gas C(){)ltfS: Gas must be cooled before it enters the discharge header to Line 161 (lr the Well 
Pad Site to reduce the thermal stress on the pipeline and nlHs. The coolers afe approximately 
1 S feet high and are driven by eJedrk motors. 

• Gas Saubbtrs: One gas S(rubber wsst'l will remo\'e fine ~rtku1ate rnatter (salt·coated sand 
and bils (If fomlatioo rock) from the gas to prot«t the internal surfaces of the equipment. 

• Fussure C()nlrol Fadlitits: Pressure control valves at the Remote Fadlity Site will regulate the 
total gas flow entering the Remote facility Site during Withdrawal from the storage field. Each 
indi\'idual well althe Well Pad Site will be equipped with a pressure control ,'al\'e to control gas 
flow. 

• Rtlief ';tnls: Two emergency shutdo\\n teJiefvents will be used to nnt pressurized gas to the 
atmosphere from pressure relief ,'ah'es following an emergency bJowdo\\n, or a btowdown 
required for pipeline maintenance acth'ilies. The relief \'Cnts have not ),et been designed. but 
may consist of horizontal c),linders. approximately 36 inches in diameter and Ii feel long, with a 
vertical exit pipe. Barnes \\ill reduce btowdown noist' t6 a~eptabre levels. 

• Waslt Oil Storagt TanIa Oil wastes include approximately 1,000 gallons annually frol11 
maintenance of the compressor and emergency generator. These wastes will be stored 
tempOrarily in an abOveground tank pending off-site shipment t6 pennitted treatment. storage or 
diSpOsal facilities b)' a liCensed hauler. The I,OOO-&aUon tank, approximatel), IS teet in height. 
\\ill be located within co~crete containment \\'alls providing 110 percent of the\'olume of the 
tank. The tank and containment walls \· .. ill be located near the dehydration units and compressor 
building. 

• Glycol Supply Tonk: A l,ooo-gallon abowground tank. approximately IS feet in height. with 
110 percent containment will supply make-up glycol (or any minor amounts lost as vapor in the 
glycol reooilers. The glycol-supply tank \\ill be located near the compressor building. 

• Gtntrato,: To ensure Remote FaciHty Site has continuous pOwer, a nalural-gas-fueled. 500. 
horsepOwer back-up generator will be acth'ated if the local PG&E power supply is interrupted. 

• O/flu BuUding! A single-story office/control building (ot the operators and maintenance 
workers will be archit«turall)' similar to the compressor building. The building will be 
approximately 30 wide. 60 fetlloog, and 16 feet high. 

• Radio Antennat: A radio antennae will be used for remote safety and operations monitoring at 
the Welt Pad Site and to provide operational data to PG&E's gas (onlrol center. The antennae 
will be mounted on a slender p}Tainid-shape tower, reaching 3 lotal height of approximately 30 
feel. 

• Utilities: Natural gas will be used as the fuel for the c6mpressors, standby generator and glycol 
reheiler. EI~{ricit>· from the existing 12 k" distribution line alOng West Liberty Road will be 
used for gas coolers, pumps. sit~ lighting, office lighting. heatingNentilationlalr conditioning 
system. air compressors and other miscellaneous equipment. , Pacific Bell will provide phone 
service froin their existing cable along Pennington Rood. Potable water for the Remote facility 
Site will be supplied from an o~~s~te watetwetl. Sanitary wastewater ",·m flow to an approved 
on-site septic system and leach field. The entire site will be endosed by a 6-foot-high chaintink 
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fence with a (.lOe-foot b3rb(d wire ("xtension. The pcrime!cr will be bndscaped to screen the e 
facility and minimize its ,'isibility. 

• /Jltltrlng: CUs!ody transfer gas metering will Q\'cur at a PG&E-operat«l metering building 
located within the perimeter oftlle Remore fadlity Site. The building will be approximately 30 
feel wide. 60 feel rong, and 20 ftet high. Equipment win consist of bi-dit«tional flow melers 
and e1«twnk communication equipment. PO& E will o\\n and operate the equipment. 

• Sla/fing: AU 10 proje~t operations and maintenance stan- \,ill be stationed at the Remote 
Facility Site. Up to S full-time staff "ill be on·site during the day shift. se\'en days a week. 
Operations and mainfenance staffwitl include: 

- Plant Superintendent/Manager 
- S«rctary/Clerk 
- Control Room Operator(s) 
- Electrkalllnstrumentation Maintenance T«hnitian 
- MechankalfEquipment Maintenance Technician 
- Reservoir/Production Technician 

B~ause these positions arc spedallzed and usually require formal ttaining, recruiting will be 
conducted locally for people with engineering. m~ha.nicat or t«hnka) backgrQunds and 
experience. 

Connecting Pipelines 

The Remote Fadlity Site witl be CQnn~tcd to the Well Pad Site by a 18-inch-diameter, bi-directional­
flow gas pipeline of appro xi mal ely 4 miles. with a maximum operating pressure of 2.000 psig. A 2.inch. 
diameler water disposal pipeline \\ill also be installed for transporting produced water to the Remote 
Fadlity Site (or disposal. Both pipelines will be buried in a common trench with a minimum cOver of 3 
feel. The depth of the pipelines will be increased to pro\'ide up to S feet of cOver in rice fields. as may be 
required in easement agreements With local randowners. The pipeline will requite approximately 12 
acres of permanent casement (30 feet wide) and approximately 18 acres of temporary construction 
working strip (45 feet wide) on prh'ate rands, Approximately one mile of the pipeline route wilt be in the 
County road right-of-way in West Liberty RQad, The route ofthe pipelines is sho\\TI on Figure 2. . 

Construction Requirements 

• Staging.' The S-acre pad for the Remote facility Site will be constructed following han'est in 
mid September, 1~1, with construction of the 3·acre station area beginning the following spring 
in February. 1998. The pedmeter 2 acres will be used for staging and material storage during 
s.talion and pipeline construction, Construction slaging and minimal material storage during the 
construction of the well pad and the pipeline in the wetlands will use an existing upland area 
adjacent to the proposed Well Pad Site. 

• Acuss: Existing paved. graveled and dirt roads in the agriculturJI and waterfowl management 
areas will be used to gain access t6 the pipeline right-of· way. On,e the right-or-way is cleated. 
pipeline construction equipment and "ehicles ,,"it I use the right-of-way 10 lravel "along the 
pipeline. Since the exi~ting bridge crossing the Cherokee Canal at the Wild Goose Club is 
inadequate to support anticipated constructiOn traffi¢. a· new access road and bridge will be 
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CQnslrucftd at the soulh end of the dub (ompound. Heavy equipment for the construction Qfthe 
Remote facirity Site will be brought in on West Liberty Road via the Colusa Highway and 
Pennington Road. The existing bridge on West Uberty Road is presently weight-restrkted and 
will be re~onslructed to handle standard ma.\imum weight loads. 

Consttuction Srbtduft: SubJ«t (0 ptoj~1 appro\'al. construction of the ptoJett is anticipated (0 

begin in July of 1991. About (our weeks "·iII be requited to construct the pad and berm at the 
Well Pad Site. and about two weeks to construct the pad for the Remote Facility Site. 
Consr~(ion of the pipeline betwten the Well Pad Site and the Remote facility Site isexp«ted 
to lake approximately 4 weeks, with 2 weeks of preconstruclion acth·ities occurring in early 
1998. Drilling the wells at the Well Pad Site is expected to take foutmonths and up to six 
months \,ill be required to construct the ~en\ote Facility Site. Construction will occur 10 hours 
per day, fh·e or six days Ptr \\'eek dep;-ridit'tg on the comtruction schedule for the particular 
('6mponent 

The schedule includes -the fo1l0wing specific construction coOnstraints de\·eJopcd by the 
Applicant and impOsed b)' environmental and land use issues in the project area: 

- As mitigatiOn to avoid (ntpact to. the Giant garter snake. trenched crossings of ditches 
com·eying water cannot ocCUr during the months Of October' through April while the 
snake is hibem_ating. 

- As mitIgation to avoid increased impacts to wetland vegetation and soils in the Butte 
Sink area. coOnstruction should «cur during the driest months of mid-June through mid­
August. 

- As mitigation toO avoid impacts to the waterfowl management and hunting acti\'ities in 
the hunt clubs. construction cannot OCcur during the months of mid-October through 
January_ 

In order to construct the pipeline in the rice fields during the active fanning period. the 
construction working strip will be isolated (rom the adjacent fields and not flooded. 
Installation of the temporary rke check will be performed by the rice farmers during their 
nonnal field preparation activities in February and March 1~98. 

• Colisfiuctton Work FotU: Duting peak tonsttuction periods. approximately 120 workers will 
be in the project area. The estimated work foOrce necessary for {'oostruction of each facility is 
{'omposed ofthe following labor cfafts~ 

- Pipe fitters 
- Welders 

Electricians 
- Instrument men 
- Equipment operators 
- Carpenters 
- Iron workers 
- Laborers 
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Construction Methods 

• H~II Pad Crmslruction 
The fill sources for the Well Pad Site becm and ele\'ated pad will be from three adjacent wetland 
creation sites and a habitat enha~ement area on the Wild Goose- crub. Scrapers. loaders, dours. 
graders and dump troclis wilt be used to first remove and st~kpite the topsoil, then 10 C'XC'f \ "te 
subsoil material at sel«:ted locations to predetecmined depths to create and enhance weiland 
habitat. The topsoil will be resptead follo\\ing construction. All excavation "ill be o\'erseen by 
the dub manager, and completed during the dl)' period in the BuHe Sink. The exc3\'at"ed soil will 
be transpOrted by the scrapers and duinp trucks 10 the pad site \'ja eXisli!1g access roads. 

Once the existing pad site has been ("Iearro or \'egetation do\\n to mineral soil, S feel of fill will 
be placed to ele\'ate the pad. Loaders and graders will place ttJe fill in 6- to 12-inch lifts, 
walering and compacting each successive lift with a shtep·s root or wobbly wheeled roller prior 
to placing the next lift. Once the design (ompaction. grade and ere\'8tion (or the pad is reached, 
an earthen perimeter behn will be installed and compacted around the site. The berm will be 
placed with at ~ 3 to I side slope. and will be 3 feet high on the west. south and east sides, and 4 
feet high on the north side to accommodate habitat for the threatened giant garter snake. Finally. 
an impermeable geolextile liner will be inslalled over the pad and covered \\ilh 12 inches of 
crushed. compacted aggregate to create a stable surface for the operation and maintenance 
vehicles. Access roads will also be (wered in crushed, compacted aggregate. Drainage structures 
and pumps will be installed and the final grade Of the fill and the gra\'el surface will be sloped to 
drain according to a grading and drainage plan. All facililies to be installed at the Well Pad Site 
will be designed to withstand periodic inundation. If needed. gas handling equipment 
foundations may also include pilings to ensure stability. 

• Autoss Road and Bridgt 
The new access road and bridge win be installed immooiately adjacent to the south end of the 
dub compound (see Figure 2). The accesS road will be apprOXimately 290 feet long between the 
exisling Wild Goose Club entrance tOad and the canal. and approximately 160 teet long between 
the west side of the canal and the existing wetland managemtnt road. The ac~ess road wiU be 
constructed by clearing the existing vegetatiOn and topsoil. placing a layer of clean fill material 
or road base t6 elevate the toad slightly aoo\'e the adjacent wetlands. and then covering the rood 
with gravel. The organic topsoil stripped as part of initial dearing will be placed on the sloped 
edges of the road to facitltate rapid revegetation of the road shoulders. 

A 9O-(oot-long railroad flat car bridge witt span the canal (see Figure 4). The bridge foundations 
include the placement (:If dean fill on the edges of the Cherokee Canal. with the base of the fill 
extending slighl1)' into the channel. The fill wilJ consist of clean angular cOCk, 4 to 6 inches in 
size. Once the fill is placed and compacted to the proper dimensions and height. 6-to 18-inch 
dean rip-rap rock will be placed over the fill 10 protect it from the current Two Of three support 
columns will be drilled into the fill. Six.teen-inch diameter steel pipes will be inserted inlo the 
drill holes to a depth of20 feet and filled with concrete. A 2-fOOI-thick ceinfor~ed concrete pad 
will be pOured on top of the ColLJrnns to support the flatcar at its load· bearing points. The flatcar 
would be set on the foundations by a crane. No concrete will come into contact with the water in 
the canal. 
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• "'til Drilling and Pad Dt,·t!ormtnt 
The well drilling rigs witt operate 24 hours per day. 1 days per weck while each well i~ drilled. 
with do\\ntime for mO\'ing the drilling rig to the next well position. The drilling rig will be at the 
site up to 4 months \\hile drilling the inj«tion and withdrawal wells. All fluids used in the 
drilling op<'ration will be contained in rig tanks. fluid circu1ation systems are closed. resulting in 
no discharges. Off· site disposal of drilling mud solids would be by a licensed hauter and WQuld 
be disposed of at an appro\'ed landfill disposal site weJl as is common practice in gas and oit 
field operations. Disposal seryke is a\'ailable IOcaUy from Men'in O. Clark Construction of 
Sutter, with diSpOsal at the Fuhon Reclamation Facility in Orland. The impenneable gcotextile 
liner described abo\'e will contain any produced \vater or other contaminants spilled during well­
drilling operations. Controlfed drainage of the site will be \'ia a 6-inch-diameter drain pipe. 
Operation ofthe drain pipe Will be as described in S~tion 9: Hydrology ofthe Applicant's PEA. 

Once the wells are in place. the ancillary piping. watet separators. methanol and corrosion 
inhibitor tanks, and nlve and monitoring equipment \\'iII be installed and tested. 

• Remote Facility Sift Construction 
The S-acrc tract will be filled, le\·eled and compacted with approximately 18 inches of earth to 
bring the subgrade up to the elevation oflhe adjacent rice field dikes. Fill material will likely be 
obtained from rice field le\'eling in the immediate area. The site will be established as part of the 
initial construction aclh'ities in September. 1997. In the second quarter of 1998. the construction 
of the aoo\'eground and underground facilities will proceed with the remaining site preparation 
of the J-acre portion of the site. Approximately 10 inche·s of crushed aggregate will be spread 
and compacted to create a stable surface. Drainage structures will be instaJle<J. the final grade of 
the gravel surface will be sloped to drain, and perimeter (endog will be insta1led. Site 
de\'elopment will continue with the civil and structural work. m~haniCal and piping work, 
building erection and fabrication. electrical and instrumentation. and finall)'. landscaping, testing 
and cleanup. 

• West Lihttly Road Brldgt RtccJNsftuct;on 
In response to discussions with the Butte County Public Works' IJcpartment regarding the 
Belding Lateral bridge weight restrictions On West Liberty Rood. the county has recomniended 
upgrading the weight capacity of the bridge by reconstructing the bridge suppOrt structure. This 
reconstruction will consist OfremOYing the existing decking and I-beams. and installing larger 1_ 
beAms at closer spacing on the existing abutments. This work will not affect the canal banks or 
bottom. and no work will be done in the water_ New wood decking will be installC(l and the 
gravel surfa~e Will be replaced to blend with the existing roadway. The county estimates It will 
take its crews apprOXimately one week to 10 days to compJete thiS work. during which lime the 
road will be dosed to trame. Afft'(ted property o\\ners on West liberty Road will be provided 
access around the construction site during bridge construction. Details of construction and trame 
mitigation measures will be provided in the Transportation Management Plan. 

• Piptlint Construction i'uhnlquts 
The pipeline Will be constructed using a combination of trenching and auger bOring. The 
(:(lnstruction rjght~o{·way, within which all construction activity must occur, will be 75 (eet wide 
except at bored crossings where additional space (SO {eet by I SO (eet) is needed on one side for 
the bore pit. 
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As noted abovc. pipdine prt«>nstruttion work is required for the portion of the route in rke _ 
fields. In order to construct in the rke fieJdsduring the ac(h'c fanning period. the construction 
working strip will be isolated from the adjacent fields to keep it from flOOding. Since the route 
through rice fields follows the field edge,' this \\111 be a~omplished by installing. a new 
temporar), rke ch«-k 15, reclaway (rOin and parallel to the field edge. Installation of the 
tcmpOral)' rice check, .. ill be perfOtnled by the rice farmers during. their nonnal field preparation 
activities in Februaf)' and Match 1998. This ","ill allow the adjacent fields to be flOOded and 
planted. but the isolated construction working. strip \\ill remain dry and un-ratmed when 
construCtion begins in the summer, The temporary riCe checks will be removed after the fields 
have beendrained in August6r Septembtt 1998. and the field will be sun'eyed and regraded to 
its preconslructiOn le\'tland contOUr. As an alternative to boring some of the smaller ditches. 
rigid cuh"erts rna)' be instaJlediil ditches across the fuJI ",-idth of the construction ri8ht~6f-way 
during this preconslruction work. Sand bags will be used to seal around the ends (It the cub'crt. 
thereby isolating the OqwiJig water from the work area while 'the crossing is trenched during 
summer construction. Culverts ."'-iIJ be installed in s~h a way to ensute that no disturbance to 
channel Or ditch banks occurs during the giant garter snakes' dormant period. 

The trenching procedure is a sequeoceofthe (ollowing eight operations (see Figure 5): 

Clearing and GraJ/ng 
Clearing and grading prepates thtrighH.t-wa), b}' teino\'il'lg any obstacles 6r debris. then 
removing'the topsoil and segregating it 6n the edge of the right-or-wa), (or redistribution 
following constructiOn. Clearing will be minimized and \'egetation will be cut or tnmmed 
whene\'er possible. 

Trenching 
,Trelh:hing is conducted by bucket v.heel ditchets or tracked backhoes. The exca\'ated 
subsoil is maintained in a Separate \\indtow (0 be used as trench backfill foJJowing 
installation of the pipe. The pipeline trench IS a minlmum of 17 tnches wide (I.S times the 
pipe diameter) and a S4 in¢hes detp t6 allow 3 feet of cover over the pipeline. Or 18 inches 
deep where 5 (eel of co\'er is needed. At cuh"erted ditch crossings. back hoes will exca\'ate 
under the cu!yerts. and the cuh'ert will span the trench until the trench is backfilled and the 
ditch is restored. 

Stringing 
Stringing of pipe is completed by trucking pipe,lengths to and along the right-or-way and 
unloading with a crane or cat with a side boom. '" 

Pipe Instal/a riM 
Pipe installation includes any bending ror horizontal or vertical angles in the alignment, 
welding the pipe segments together. coating the joint areas with an epoxy-based coating to 
pre\'ent corrosion. then lowering the pipe into the trench with side booms. 

Backfilling '. ' , " 
Backfilling the trench typically uses the subsoil previously"excavated from the trench, the~ 
the lopsoili~ te~spfeadto return the surface to tt$ original grade. In agricultural areas. the 
backfill is tested to ensute it is replaced at the same compaCtion density as the adjacent 
undisturbed soil. 
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JI),dr(lJIMir Tt'Jling 

lIydwstatic testing is completed b)' filling the pipeline with water, increasing the pressure 
to 12S percent of the ma.ximum operating pressure, and holding the pressure tor a period of 
time. The water will be dra\\ll from local sources and returned to these sources as described 
in Section 9~ lIydrology. 

Cleanup 
Cleanup and restoration of the surface along the right-or-way and any tempOrary work 
spaces invct\'es removing any construction debri>. final grading to the finished contour and 
re\'egetation if needed. A slight crC)\\ll is retained o\'er the top of the trench in non­
agricultural areas to allow for settling. At trenched crossing>. any construction culverts will 
be removed and the irrigation canal or ditch channel will be restored to pteproject 
condition. 

Commijj Toning 

Commissioning is the drying of the inside of the pipeline, purging air and filling the 
pipeline with natural gas. 

Auger Boring 

Pipeline crossings or the larger canals will likely be constructed using auger boring 
techniques. This t«hnique im'oh'es exca\'ating a oore pit on one side of the crossing and a 
receiving pit on the other side, and utilizes an auger and power unit mounted on rails. The 
pOwer unit dri\'-es the auger inside a heav)' ",all pipe casing segment until the power unit 
reaches the leading edge of the bore pit. The pOwer unit is distonnected (rom the auger, 
backed uP. and a segment of the gas pipe is welded to the casing segment already driven. 
Additional auger and gas pipe segments are added successi\"ely until the 'bore teaches the 
other side of the crossing in the receiving pit. Soil excavated by the auger is temo\'oo from 
the pit by a backhoe. Once through, the p6wer unit backs out the auger one segment at a 
time. lea\'ing the gas pipeline in place under the crossing. In the recei\'ing pil. the casing 
segment is removed for use at the next crossing, 

Operation and Maintenance Procedures 

The PEA for the project discusses the (ollo,\ing operation and maintenance procedures. These 
procedures have been evaluated by the Commission for their potential em'ironmenlal impacts. and aIly 
impacts have been mitigated to a less-than-significant leHI. 

• General System Monitoring and Control 
• Well Pad Site Monitoring and COntrol 
• Remote Facility Site Monitoring and Control Systems 
• Control Room Technology 
• Equipment Operation 
• Facility Inspection and Survey 
• Pipeline Inspections 
• Well Pad Site Insp«tions 
• Remote Facility Site InSpections 
• Maintenance and Repair Procedures 
• Schedultd Site Maintenance 
• Parts and Materials 
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Possiblf Futurt PI.DS 

B«al,lse the Wild Goose Gas Storage Pcoj«' is the first independent gas storage provider in California, 
future demand ptoj«tions for svch a scrvic-e are \'ery qualltath'e. The proposed project ~Qpc' is based on 
the reasonably foreseeabJ~ r.roj~(ed gas storage needs up to the year 2000. , 

i 

The proposed (urrent level of development constitutes an initial phase of projett de\'eropment. 
representing approximately 50 percent 0( total field storage capacit)'. Although the g~:$ field has this 
additional storage capacity, wasl has indicated the proJ~twill be economicaJl)' viabfe as currently 
configured, and has '. no reasoilably foreseeable' plans to expand the ptoj«t. However. as mar~et 
conditions warrant, expansion of the project may be proposed in multiple additional phases. 

I 

In order to fully develop the stotage capadty of the field, additional wells would be needed at the Well' 
Pad SIte. and the project would need to 'either (I) c6finectto PG&Ets backbone gas transmission lines 
400 and 401 west of Interstate S near Ode\'an in Colusa Counly.·or (2) establish a seeond cOiuie(tion to 
PG&E's gaS transmission pipeline system elsewhete in th~ gtneralarea. Additional compreSSOrs and 
piping at the Remote facility Site would ats6 be required to haildfe an)' significant incr~e in capacity. 
There wouJd be sufficient space at the Well Pad and Remote Facility tease areas to aCc<>n'l.mcidate such an 
expansion, and wast indieates that fun expansion ~f the gas storage capacity would ifi\'ol\'e no mOte 
than an approxirnate dOubling of the pJiysica1 facilities required for the current project. The I 
environmental iSsues in lhe possible future expansiOn will be similar in chaiactef and scale as ..... ith the . 
project currently described; i,e:~ it would likely resuH in similar t}-pes of imPacts and mitigations that 
would ~ut On the prOpOsed Wild Goose project and that have occurred On similar receilt projects. 
Expansion of the use Of storage capacity should not in\'olve any new OJ unavoidable groundwater. water e 
quality or geologic issues. 

Project Termination 

WaS) currently has no plans to aband6ri any part or the propOsed facilities. for certain project 
assumptions discussed in this document. a facility life of 30 years has been used, but Wilh proper 
maintenaJite the (acility williasl considerably longer. Should the pipeline ultimately be abandoned, the 
pipe would tither be abandoned ill place or removed and salvaged, Pipe abandoned in place would be 
capped in COmpliance with regulatory requirements. Pipe installed under watet ~roSsings andtood wa)'s 
would generally be a.baildoned in place~ Should Segments of the pipeline be temo\'ed. the surface would 
be restored and rehabilitated. The Remote facility Site would be dismantled and salvaged and the site 
rehabilitated per Butte County Ordinance requirements in died at the lime. Cooctete and pavement . 
would be broken up and disposed of at an approved diSpOsal area. or left in place. The Well Pad Site 
would be closed out by abandoning the wells per DOGGR requirements and the site would be 
rehabilitated. 
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PERMIT REQUIRF.MENTS 

Implementation Oflhis proj«' will require approval of the Certificate and other individual pubHc agency 
p(nnits. If the responsible agencies find that additional or modified mitigation measures are n«essM), to I 
mitigate imp3CIS '0 insignificance. all such mitigation measures shall be implemented and complied with 
by Wild Goose. Table t is a list of the pemits now known 10 be required for the Wild Goose Gas 
Storage Project 

Table I 
Pnmif Requirements (or the Wild Goose Gas Storage Projcd 

Permits Agenc), JurisdictionlPurpose 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 
Section 404 Indh'idual Army Corps of Engineers Waters ofthe U.S. and EPA read agency 
Permit 
Section 7 Consultation U.S. Fish and Wildlife Threatened and Endangered Spedes 

Service Biological Opinion (Ihrough Corps review 
process) 

Se.ction 106 Re\'iew Advisor), Coundl on Historic Properties Management Plan 
Historic Presen'ation (through Corps review process) 

State Agendes . -
Certificate of Public California I'llblic Utilities Owrall project approval and CEQA lead 
Con\'enience and Commission agency 
Necessity (CPCN) 
Gas and Disposal Well Division of Oil. Gas & Natural gas storage and produced water 
rnstallation Goothemal Resources disposal well 
NPDES General Penn its Regional Water Quality Industrial and construction stoml water, 
and Section 401 ContrOl Board hydratest waler discharge, and water quality 
Certification/Wai\'er certificationfwaiver 
Stream Crossing Department Of Fish & Waterways and wildlife habitat areas 
Agreements Game 
Endangered Species Department of Fish & Biological Opinion (through CEQA review 
Consuhalion Game process) 
Consultation Sute Historic Preservation Cultural resources management (through 

Office CEQA review process) 

Local Ageacies 
Road EncCQachment Bulte County Public Pipeline installation in West Libelty Road 
Penn it Works and driveway access to the Remote Facility 

Site 
Domestic Well and Butte County Domestic water supply well and septic tank 
Septic System Pennit Em'itonmental Health and leach field at the Remote Facility Site 
Hazardous Material Butte County Storage, handling and disposal of hazardOUS 
Release Response Plan Em'lronmental Health materials a.nd wastes 
Building Penn its Butte Count)' Building permits for structures and buildings 

Denlopment Ser\'ices 
Authority to Construcll Butte COunty Air Quality Air emission reduction and monitoring 
Operate Management Districl 
Encroachment Approval Reclamation District 11833 Crossing District canals and ditche$ 
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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERM INATION 

An Initial Study (attached) was prepared to assess the proje.ct's potential df«ls on the environment, and 
the rcs~':'ti\'e significanc~ Qf those dr~ts. I!ased on the Initial Stud), the WUd GooSe Gas Storage 
Proj~t has the potential to cause significant ad"crse effects on the fO\';ronment in the areas of; 

• land Use and Planning • Biological Resources • Utilities and Sen'ice Systems 
• Geological Problems • Hazards • Aesthetics 
• Water • Noise • Cultural Resources 
• Air Qoalit)· • Public Seo'ices • Recreation 
• Transportation/Circulation 

The projed will ha\'e less than a significant eft«t in the areas ot: 

• Population and Housing • Enetgy and Mineral Resources 

In response to the Initial Study, the Commission should incorporate the mitigation measures in Table 2 
into the WGGSP so that the projed will not ha\'e any significant adverse effects on the environmenl. 
Table 2, Mitigation Monitoring Plan, is organized by the resoutce topics of the CEQA checklist The 
table contains a summary of impacts in each resourCe area and the mitigation measures thatsh6uJd be 
adopted to reduce the impacts to a less-than-significant le\'eJ. These mitigation measures are dra\\TI from 
the analysis of the Environmental Checklist 

The \Vild Goose Gas Storage Project Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP) has been de\'e)oped through an 
independent eO\:ironmentaJ review by Commission staff and consultant's of Wild Goose Storage. In:':~ e. 
Proponent Environmental Assessment and related documents. The MMP contains mitigation measures 
offour types as noted in the table: 

. ., . 

I. De\'eloped b)' WGSI for the proj«t and accepted by the Commission without mooification. 

Example: Mitigation Measure DR ST. 
To minimize impacts to liYlttr quality and wildlife, construction ac(i\,i';fs in 
wetlands will cOincide H'ilh the Jritst period - appro:r:imaltly mid~June through 
mid-August, (Applitanl'$ Measure B-1) 

2. Initially denlopcd by WGS), but modified by tlJe Commission. 

Examp!e: Mitigation MeaJure DR 5Tb 
To (fl'Oid additional indirecl wetland impacts. the edge.s oj construction right-of­
way ill tach aua .sl1all he clearly Slaked and .sun·eyed in al a minimum 0/100 /oot 
interm/! hefore slarl of com/ruction i" thaI area. (Applicant s Afeasure B-l, 
Rerised) 

3. Oeveloped by the Commission to address a specifically identified impact. 

Example: Mitigation Mea!5ure DR Ib 
Be/ore .start a/project comtrllclitm. day jlat areas supp6rlingpopulations of little 
mouse-Iail shall he clearl)' marked hy a qualified botanist Q.J. txcluslon tones on 
corutrucl;on plans and shall be marked in Ihe field with orange fencing. Project 
atU"jlies will avoid the.se tones. (No Applicant numhered measure_) 
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4. General and sp«ific implementation plans de\'elop<'d by WGSI as part of their overall 
mitigJtion program. 

Example: 8-S Initiate cleanup O<.~/irilits immediatdyfollowing trellch backfilling. 

In addition, based (\n the resuhs of the Initial Study. there is a reasonably foreseeable pOtential (or 
significant imp.3cts associated with the fun development of WGSf's storage capacity. Therefore. if 
wasl seeks to expand or modify its physical facilities to the extent that discrelionaJ)' apptoyat by a 
public agency is required, it shall consult with the Commission, so that the Commission may ensure that 
the appropriate en\'ironmental analysis of the impacts of WaSI's spedfie propoSal may be performed, 

Copies of all other pemlits required by the federal. state, bi-state, and local agencies will be submitted 16 

the Commission's Mitigation Monitor as they are compJeted. ConstructiOn may not begin in an}' 
individual jurisdiction until the subject pennit is obtained, and/or there afe other enforceable agreements 
in place with the respecth'e jurisdiction.· With implementation of the mitigation measures liste.d in Table 
2, and the directive that all other permits \\iII be submitted upon appro .. 'a), the Commission should 
conclude that the propOsed project will not han one or moie potentially significant environmental 
effects. To assure these measures are implemented, the Commission shOuld direct that a Mitigation 
Monitor be appointed and the Mitigation Monitoring Plan be adopted prior to the appto\'al of the 

c<r~n·. J (}-.C'\_{J) 
()o~. ~ 
Dedsion-Making Support Branch 
Energy Dh'ision 
California Public Utilities Commission 

~a t-'J "" Date 
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Impad 

Impacr LUI: 
Con.s(ru..-tion of rif'eli~'s in 
agrkuTtul'al ar,'(u Mill 
rt"sull in poIcnlial i,"npt:Jt.'ls 
10 ,;':e crop pUI(/uclion on 
15 o.:res. 

Table 2 

Propostd \\'ild Goose Gas Storage ProJcct 
Mitigation Monitoring Plan 

Monitoring 
Mitigation Monitoring PrtXedure limIng Responsibility 

LAND USE AND PLANNING 
. 

Mitigation Measure tUfa Monitor CPUC 
.. W p;pc-li~ corutrl/f.-lion Mill be tomp/t·lt·J as C~ acth'ilies during 
continuous construction o..-IOil), N!Mwn miJ.)"ne a".1 construct ion_ 
miJ-• .(ugust. 1998_ In orJt'r to U!fIslrJKlin l~ ,ke 
/it"/(h during lhi.s time foamt', the cor.s/ru..-lion wotHng 
st,ip lrUl be iJolatrdjroM I~ odja..·cnljidds an.! no 'ic~ 
Mif/ he plantt'd This Mill be occompluht·J by ilUlalling 
a nt'K' tcm['<'Tcl!)' ,io:e elk ...... -.] j fl.'tO' aYtl1)'frorn and 
fUralld to Ih.? field edge. 1n5Ir.Jflotion of the lemp«aTy 
,ice .. 'h..'(-I. Mill he f'Cr/orm,-d by lhe ,iN farmers during 
their normal field puparalion o.:lOilies in Fe/),uar)' and 
Marck 1993. This will al/o .... the oJjal-cnl/it'lds to he 
flro-.J...·tJ oru plant.·J. but the isolated eOnJlruclion 
ltorJ.ing strip .... ill umr.Jin dl)' and IJ.rifi:umru Mhen 

corulrlKlion Ngiru in t1-,e S'4mmcr. The temporary rke 

cht.-d.s Mill he umol'tJ aftir 1M /i"lds han'! heen 
drain.'Il in August of 1993. Afta construction. the fidd 
Mill he slin't:)\'d 0",1 ugra&J to its pretorulruclion 
'0-..-1 and Con/Oll'_ The /tum., Mill be eom{'t.·motrd/or 
I~ crop loS! and all costs associaft'd Mil}' f"t'f'tuing the 
\twJ.ing strip Juring/it'lJ ptt'paralion. The t>ocl/ill 
Irn~ .. h 'riill be tomp.xttd andjollo ..... -lip sun"t')·s "'ill he 
eQruudt'J and/inishing graJing Mill be JOM. if 
fk"esSal)~ 10 (IUUTe irriga'ionjlo'ns are not a..bwsel)' 
ojfi-cleJ r..fpplicanl s L-I, Ro-iscd) 

Mitigation Measure LUtb M6nitor CPUC 
PrOl-iJi huau in spoil pilt-s or pipe strings 10 actil'ities during 
a......-omm()fjt.Jfe fidd a...·NSS. (..fpp/;cant·s L-l) construction. 

TaMe i, Page I 

Reporting Em~ctinness 
Acth·ity Crittria 

Monitor construction fields adj3cent to the 
scheduk and acth'ities construction strip are 

fannable and landowners art 
(Qmpen~\ed. 

Monitor construction Farmers flave uninterrupted 
Sthtdule and aclh'jlies field access. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
June 1991 



Monitoring 
Impact Mitigation Monitoring Procedure Timing Responsibility 

LAND USE AND PLANNING (Continued) 

Impact LUI Mitigation Measure LUte Monitor CPUC 
(continued) Bur), pi~lin.i" up to .$ fi't" of con,'r to alloK' c1t'c'p tipping 3(th-ilies during 

and commoo'1./it·1J Ot·ln:;'i~J. as Tequ~sf(d b)'tumt'rs. cOOstrucfion. 
(AJlI'Ikant's L-J) 

Residential access L-6 Monitor CPUC 
Maintain Oc,-cess 10 Ot~rl<.'e-nl usido ... ·€s at alllimc$. aclh ities during 
coruisitnlliilh mitigation m~'(JSUTe T·J. cQnstruction 

POPULATION AND HOUSING 

None 

GEOLoGICPRO~tEMS 

Impad GPI Mitigation Mea5urt GPla S«ure building Butte County 
Seismicl)- inJu,,· ... d lique· Conduct gt:oUcMicailc-sling of Well Pad Site and plan apProval De\'elopmenl 
IrA'lion could be as.sot:iattU Remote Fa...·i!ity Site and incorp.Nate apl"Of"iate design and building Sen·jees 
liit11 soils us('d to c(>rulrud coruiJaations. (.fl'pli~'ant's G-I) penn its prior 10 

cqllipm~nl {'<'ds. construction 

~'itigatloD Measure GPlb S«urt building Butte County 
The r/Ot·cmenl offill matetfal/ot lhe <onstruction of plan approval Oe\'e1opmenl 
('quipmenl pads mllsl confOl"m 10 the Unifoim Building 6fld building Sen'Kes 
Code SeismIC Zone Criteria_ TN design and pIOt~('mtnl pennits prior 10 

of SOil/or equipment pads mUJI M certified by a SJale coostruction 
Certified Pro/t'ssional Engintw. (Applkant's G-l. 
Rrr\'ucJ) 

Impact GP2 Mitigation Measure GP2 S«ure building Butte County 
1M high cia)' and «gank The pia..'cment offill mataiai/O/" tilt coru/ruction of plan approval Dele10pmenl 
content o/IMse soils could equipment pads muslcon/orm 10 the Uniform Building and building Sen'ices 
feSll" in a high liquid limit Code Seismk" Zo~ Criteria. 1M design and r/rA-c-me-1l1 perm its pri(lf' to 
maHng them $u1o}«1 10 of I he SOil/or ~ II il'mmt p..Jds m usl he urtifi€'d by a toosrruction 
liqll€'/(lf:lion iftM)' are noI State Certifit,J rrofi·Jsional Engint"'t'r. This will ft'JIJC~ 
plO(tJ as engit1t'ertJ fill. impa.:llo a less lhan signifkanliewl. (No AppUcanl 

numbered mt'(uure) 

Table 2, Page 2 

Reporting Elf'tttinness 
Atth'ity Crittrta 

Monitor constfU{lion The right-o(-way is returned 
schedule and acthities to its full agricultural use 

after construction. 

Monitor tonslruCfion Residential ac~ess is not 
acth"ities pr«luded. 

Confinn geotechnkal Compliance witll apPro\'ed 
lesllng and te-,iew and plans 
appro\'al of building 
plans b)' Butte County. 

Confirm gtortchnkal Compliance with appiolcd 
testing and rniew and plans 
3ppic)\'a1 of buildi.'1g 
plans b)' BuUe County. 

Confirm geotechnkal Compliance with appro\-ed 
resling and rniew and plans 
appro\al of btl ilding 
p1a!1S by Butte County. 

California Public Utililies Commission 
June 1991 



Monitoring 
Impad Mitigation Monitoring Prottdure Timing R"lJOnsibiliCy 

GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS (Conttnued) 

ImpattGPJ Mitigation Measure GPJ Monitor CPUC 
D4rllTba"ce 0/ agrKlJftural Rts/Ote soil profiles a1Jcl (Ompv.:lion 10 prt,\"oflStruelion construction 
soil aM compt1o..-lion 0/ soil (on..li(ions/vlIOHingcoflStrUt-IiOIl (Applkants G-J) acrh'ities 
sirJl(lure. 

Impact GP-I Mitigatton !tleasure GN rile Notice Qf CPUC 
Pott'nlial erosion 0/ P,epare OlJd imptemenl a General Corulru(lioo Storm Intent (orStOim 
disfllTMJ soils /rom nata Permit nirh a Storm nata Pollutio" PTt?wntion WaUr P<mlil 
construction O\"lirUi.:s_ Plan (SJfPPP) on..1 in.."orrorale /Jesl Managemmt priort6 

PrIXlkes_ (AfTliront's G-I) ronstnKlioo. 
approve S\VPPP 
prior to proj~Cl 
appro,"a} and 
monitor 
construction 
acti'o-itits. 

WATER 
-

Impact \VAl Mitigation Measure WAI CPUC reviews CPUC 
The 1f~1I Pad Site is Io-..-ated Design a/lja .... ilities 01 1M Well paJ Site 10 ltiJ1utand design prior 10 RWQCB 
in a jkxxJ zone and ~ri()di( inundafion and ucen-e an InJliSfriol AC/o-ity coostruction and 
/adlilies may be $ubjt'Yi 10 Storm lJ'aft"r Perm iI/or projt'd Op€ratiofU_ (Applicant's RWQCB issues 
puioJic inur.datiOl1 11-1) penn it prior to 

operation. 

Impact WAi Mitigation Measure WAla Monitor CPUC 
ComiruClion of pipelin~s at Bore ch}5Sjng where ,he Hula hody is too HUe for construction 
cn1ssingJ may cause cuh't'rls or trt'nc.-1!ing is othuHise not fi'asible- activities 
pdmlial dislurban..-e and (..fpplican,'s II-I) 
inc.·i~·ase turhidit)' o/waras 
in di/cik'.j and Crl/'Uts. 

Table 2. Page 1 

.' 

Rtpordng Err«ttnntu 
Acth-Uy Criteria 

Mooitor ((Instruction Agricultural practices and 
productivity are unafT«led 
by pipeline C\."\flsrrucrion. 

Review and appro,-C' Disturbed areas prOt«IN 
SWppp. monitor plan (rom erosion, with no ,-isible 
tOinpliance during or measurable erosion. 
construct ion_ 

CPUC reliews Well Pad Facititits designed fo 
Silt design and RWQCB withstand flOOding and 
issues pennit compliance" ith permit 

cooditions. 

Monitor cconstruction Canals and ditches (low rates 
and (unction are (ull)' 
reestablished_ 

Califl"lfnia Public Utilities Commission 
Junt 1997 



Monitoring Reporting r.ff«th·tntsS 
'mpaC" Mitigation Monitoring Pn>C'roure Timing Rnpon,ibilit)' AttMty Criteria 

WATER (CondDU~) 

I~pad \vA2 Mitigation Measure- WAib Monitor CPUC Monitor (oostruclion Canals and ditches flow rates 
(continued) Tun.:hcdcrossings may he Il.itdMMie )tdta ,'s lilefylo cOnstruction and fundion are fully 

&. pusenl if a cu"wlls ir.slall .. J in t1:~ ditch a:.-ross ,he acth'ities reestablished. -foil 'HiJlh olth.? corulrlh-Uon tighl-of-wtT), while 
isolating the worHng strip Juring ~(UI)',s{'ting/reld 
fVt"part]tion. Use sand bags 10 st'IJl around the E'n..is 0/ 
the Cllh'('rl. tht-rt.'b), ensuring that the Mwl aNll ft'mains 
isolatN from the flo'H'ing water 'Hhile lhe croulng is 
trenched JUTing summer construction. (..(ppli,,·on,·s 11-1) 

Mitigation Musure WAlt Monitor CPUC Monitor construction Canals and ditches flOw rates 
Tun..-hc"ll crossings of direMs 'Hill on{)' Or."CUT if the ditch (On structioo and function are fully 
con he drit-d oul 01 least 15 dCl)'s fVior (0 constTl,'t.-tion. acth"ities rtestablished. 
(Arplkant's II·}) 

Mitigation Mt8surt ,,"'Ald MOnitor CPUC Monitor construction Canals and di!ch~s flow ratts 
Rustablish the bottoms and sides 0/ alllrt'n..-/R·d coostruction and function art fully 
crossings 01 do' canals and !liteMs 10 pre-corulTuclion acti\'ities rees13t>l i shed. 
int~grity, (Arplicanl's /I-I) 

Impact \VAl Mitigation Measure- \VAl Secure DOGGR DOGGR Issuance of pemlils by Compliance \\ith DOGGR 
Gas and produccd water Construel 01/ gaJ and di..(posalwt-tls 10 Dil ... s;on 0/0;1, pennit prior (0 OOGGR penn its and <ksigns. 

disposa/1fell paning Gas & Gt'oIhcrmal Regulation (DOGGR) standards and project appro\"al 

through/reslnnlUr case M);'/tS below the det?pt'sl/reshwa/a aquifers. and monitOr 

tones. (..(rrli.·ant's 11-6) toostrucliOil 
acth'ilies. 

Impac( WA4 Mitigation Musur'e- \vA4 Approve the CPUC CPUC re\'jew and Compliance with the SWPPP 
Storm M'afa ,unoff mCl)' A Storm Water Pollution I"£lwltion Plan (SIJ'PPP) SWppp pt'ior (0 RWQCB appro\"e ofLht SWPPP and no water quality impacts 
affecl Muter q ualily 0/ must he prcpaTed and implemented as a condition *:"/Ihe project appr()\'al, and c(lnstruction rrom construction run-orT. 
sw-fa...*e Muters. Gcnaal C0115lruction Actn'ilyStorm IJ'att"T Pumil. (H· file the Notitc of monitoring, 

J) (ntenr prior (0 

cQnsmJction, and 
monitor 
construction, 

Tabte 2, Page 4 California Public Utilities Commission 
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Impact Mitigation MonItoring Procroure Timing 

WATER (Continued) 
Impact WAS Mitigation Measure WAS Fite the Notice 
Di!charges o/hydrostatic Pri« to I~ dischurge o/hyarostalk' Us, Wtltu 10 the of Inrent prior to 
le.sl 'H\lttr may unIt in dTdiruge canals" safllp/u oJt~ kula must he colltx/eJ construction and 
pclenlial impa..-ts on and allll)ted 10 \'t'ri/y lhal it meets RIJ'QCB kula monitor 
lurbidityand quality oj quality slan&.uds fl.v the disdurgt'. (No AprliC'r.lni construction. 
slJr/oce waters. numbered measure) 

, AIR QUALITY 
Impact AQ I Mitigation Measure AQ I , Secure 
Stale and'« federal air The Proponent will worA: wich the AQ . .,D 10 design and Authorities prior 
quality slatJdards may he comlrue-Ilk pto}tft compOnI?nls. and If-m oblain an to ronstr'U<cion 
impodrJ by emLu;oru of If utho,;(y to ConstruCt and an If uthorit), to Operate /rom and operations. 
air polturanls during the • .fQMDjor the project. The design o/the {Voje..-l will resp«tiHly. 
constrllClion and op€ration incorporafe mitigation mtasures (SIKh OJ Besl AmilaM,' 
oJlhe Prol«l. Control T«hno/OfJ) 10 tnsur~ tnal AQJfD uqIi irements 

are met. Applicanl's Mitigation Measure A .11) ulitiz ing 
dry. IoU' NOx It~hno'og)'" ,,'ill sOlisfy the B.~CT critericl, 
BC.4QMD may uquiTtt a more stringent control 
u .... 1tnology in their Alitnorit),lo Con..r/rucl. Impoc.'1s 
dUling tons/ruclion 'Hill be minimiUd by Idilizing the 
Al'Pliconl"$ mitigation measures A-8 through A-II. III 
addition. the Propant'nt K'ill undala~e a I'ange oj 
mitigation measures 10 limil the puuucfion oJ/ugilil-e 
dust po", tonslruction o.:IMli('s (Al'l'litanJ $ A-I 
through A-J): 

• Al'ply Mutu 10 disturb('d areas as nte-e.uar), to 
udul-e elust w'wn whicle {roJ/IC' is ptes('nt eluring 
l'u't:OllSlruCiion through Usfor()tion. 

• CO\'('T open haullrucAs K ilh larps both on a,.lof! 
the WOT! jite. 

• Use pawel roadsf~ construction whici('s aCt't'SS 

to the ('orlstructiOIl I'ighl-ofway Mht'Tt?n?r 
poJJibk 

Table 2, Page S 

Monitoring 
R~ponsibility 

CPUC 
RWQCB 

CPUC 
Butte County 
AQMD 
RWQCB 

Reporling F. rrfctinnHS 
Ad h-i ty Criteria . 

Obtain GC'nC'ral Pennit Compliant(- with the SWPPP 
for Dewatering from and no water quality impacts 
RWQC8. from construction run-off. 

,- . 

Monitor and document Ce>mpJiante 'with SYlPPP 
(oostruction at'h'it)' for and toostruction dust is 
compliante ofthe minimiz~ to extent 
SWppp as pail Q( practkablc.. 
GC'neral ConslIUcli<>n MonitOr em ission and med 
Storm Water Pennia. or be below standards 
Secure Authorit), to rnscribed by AQMD. 
Construct and Authority 
IQ Operate from the 
AQ~fD_ 

California. Public Utilities Commission 
June 1997 
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Monitoring 
Impact Mitigation Monitoring Prottdute Timing Responsibility 

AIR QUALITY (Cobtinued) 

hnpatlAQ I Mitigation Measure AQ I (continued) 
(continued) • limill"t.'hiCle spt'~ds 10 20 mp" on rm{":I\'t~d 

cons/ruction (Kcess roods ari.1lhe constrJl(tiOl1 
tigllt.ofv.tI», Of os r,'quirt·J to (ontrel Jus,. 

• limit wilkIe S"'t-ds on JJ'esl Liberly Rood 10 )() 
mph an.! apply 'Kuler uglltarl)' to control dwi. 

• Remol'e any soil oj mild JqJCJJited hy 
cons1ruflion C'quipmenl on p.n~d roads n..·,u 1M 
egrtss fiom JJnpal'tJ areas, Of pto,.-/rk staMiud 
construction (ntrances fiom pa\'f:d toods. 

• Stabilize disturbed areas/ollowing the 
completion of (ohStrul-lion 

The ;ssuar",.-e of the Authority 10 Corutrul'l and At/tho";t)' 
10 O~rate do..'-t/ments 'K-iII he confirmation lhallh,t 
Projt:1." 'K ill not e.lt.'eM ar.)' state Of federal air q ualit)' 
sfri",.:Ia,d! 

ImpactAQ 2 Mitigation Measure AQ 2 Ouring proj«l CPUC 
The proc€S$;ng of odorizeJ Piping components all ~ Remote F (A-ilit)' 'Mill he design, DOT 
natural gas 'M"iIl f~s,,11 in maintained 10 minimize lealage" 0/ od«iud gas conslruclioo and 
the oJ« of nalural gas al. (.4ppliCanl'sA./j an..lA-16). Mosl piping tor.JI('clions operations. 
and in Ihe ;mmrdiofe aIIM/acilit)' will he .... -elJrJ. ifpossiMe (Applicant's A-
l"lcinityojlhe Remote /-I). f'afws.jtanges. and oIh€r piping C'Qmponents 'Mill 
FocilifySift. Od«it~d be subjecllo a qUlvta/y In.fJ't-"'Clion and AlainlelJtlfk.4 t? 

natural gas ;'i!I he tmitl£'d program 10 iJenti/),and/iT ll'aHng componmll 
from piping components (.4pp/icant's A·I)). II is anlkipa(rJ lha, no mote than 
$ucl. as \\J/ws andflanges 11m emerg~ncy b/owclo'Kn situations will occur C'o..'h 
(fugir;\'e emissiolU). and J'f!ar 01 lhe Remote Facilit)'. Use ojlhe ulicj,'enl Yo-ill 
discharge of gQJ through be minimiuJ through ,ouline mainfCl1IlfJl,"e allhe 
the telief l'enl during /adlity. In I~ ("ase of holh lhe fllgiti\'e emiuionJ and 
emergmc)' situations. (he rdie/wnl emissions, odotiud gas in 1M "fcinit)' of 

the emission source 'Kill be qufcl/y Jissipalt'd h)' C\'t'n 
lig'" 'Kin..h, and it ;s exp«leJ lhal odots .... m bt present 
only in 'he immediate "icini!)' oflhe Remote Focili!». 

Table 2. Page 6 

Reporting [tr«tinntss 
Atti"if)' Criteria 

• 

PeriOOic required rep('rts Gas odors around project 
submitt(d to DOT. f~atures are minimal and no 
Re"iew proj«l dc-signs publit cOOlplaints are 
as ne-cessary arid monitor r«eh'ed. 
cooshuclion to confirm 
implemenlation. 

California. Public Utilities Commission 
lune 1997 e 
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MonItoring 
Impatt MltigaUon Montfortng ProcfCIure Timing RHponsibility 

AIR.QUALm' (Contlnutd) 

Emtulons (rom A·8 Mo."litOr CPUC 

tonsh'uctlon nhltlu Bus lfOlAen.jrolPt I~ Rfmote- Fa"-;lity staging arru daily aClhities during 

and equipment to tht! pipeline M'l""! Sill" 10 minimize emusioltSpom coostruct ion. 
H'od£l's' wMdij. 

A·9 Monitor CPUC 
tn..'ou,age CclTpi>oIing among C'QnJtrucliol1 M'(.Vl('r$ acth'jties during 
through conliaclor hid JPt",;ijkaIiOlU nnd proJt ..... , construction. 
«i(nlalion training. 

A-tO Monitor CPUC 
feme whic/~~ wrd JOn C'()1tJ(rlJcIiOl1 at'lh-itiiS per tht acti· .. ities during 
manulaclurir~ r~'ommenJ~d mainlenatk'e $C"Mut~. or coosbUctiOO. . 
olle(lll annually thereafta . 

A-II MooitOr CPUC 
Install Mgh'fU$SIJ'~ inj«lo('S on all engiNJ /01' K'hich aclh'itits during 
the)' are amilable. construction. 

PoteaU.' gas ()don A .. 1S Ouring project CPUC 
(rom tugltin emls!loD5 I".,.·,ude lhe use oj ring-tight Joinl flanges with stare-oj- design, DOT 

the-arl gadel malerials bem~en the two flange fIXes ;11 toostnKtion and 
the design mid (OlUlrlJ(lion O/tM larger flanged ml\\>s operations. 
anJfillings. To ,he mat im Ilm e.tlt'nl po$Sibt~. M'l?td all 
smalll"Oh'es /0 the p~ 10 minimiU emwioltS from 
flanges and g(llM/J. 

A-16 During projecl CPUC 
Unl€!s ne\"~$sitau'd by sp.xljic c:kJign uqlliremenls. U!~ dtsign, 
d€'f:lrk Or comptesstd air auiomati\.' mIn? OciualOls on construction and 
th.?ptojecl. operations. 

Table 2, Page 1 

Reporting Efff'ttlnnHS 
Atth'ity Criteria 

Monitor and document Coostr\x:tion emissions are 
constnKli6n activity for minimized to, the extent 
cOmpliance with. praClica'>le. 
mitigatiOn measure. 

MooitN and document Construction emissions are 
coostruclion acth'ity (or minimized to the extent 
cOmrliante with practicable. 
mitigation measures. 

Mooilor and doCument Construction emissions are 
coosriuclion actMty (or minimized to the extent 
rompliaMe .\\ilh practicable. 
mitigation meaSures. 

MooitN and document Constructions emissions are 
CQnstruttion 3clh'ity (ot minimized to the exlenl 
C6mplt3Jlct with practicable. 
mItigation measures. 

Re,·iew project designs Gas odors around projed 
as necessary and inOnilOr features aft minimal and no 
C\.'\nstruclion to cQnfinn public complaints are 
implemenlatioo. recei\'N. 

Review project designs Gas ooors around project 
as n(cessaty and monitOr features re minimal and no 
CMStruct iOn. public complaints are 

receiwd. 

California Public U(irili~s CommissiOn 
June 1991 



Monitoring 
Impatt Mitigation Monitorlng P(ote-duTe Timing RtsponsibllUy 

TRANSPORTATION/CIRtul~A nON 
Il11patt TI Mitigation Mtasure- TI Awro\'eTMP ('PUC 
l«olitld traffic congt'Jlion To minimize ,he imp(~:ls oJ (OlUtrllClion 'ra/f1:C and rcior to proj«l Butte County 
in 1M immtdiate "kiniry oj potentia' ddm,lge 10 ('olm{)' roo.b. n 'GSI has pr~-part'J a apprQ\"a1. Sutter C(lunty 
1116 If'€-II PaJ S;u, Remote Ihl1lV~ttltion Uclnttgcmenll'ltl,\ 'K°hkh sels/OI"lh tM 
FodlifySitt. andthe {ol/o"Hing Mt"ll!l/res to be implemenlt."J (App/ho'd'l/'s T·' 
pipt'Une right-of .... U)' (oliid through T-6): 
0("("" during jJl"ojrd 
com (rlKliOll • Coordinale ,he liming anJ ,(Me U/(\'Iion /01" 

mowmt'nl oj h~l.1\)' t'quipmenl and Irll<'l/rajJk 011 

('0 Ii '1/)' roads "jlh the Bulle 0"..1 Slitta Count)' 
Road Dirarlments 10 minimize im['Ol.-ls. 

• Rq\lir an)' dcJmcJg~ to (oun~' toods and briJgt"s '" 
~h\1re roads ('alOud h)' pl'ojecl construction 
o.;/O°itii'.J. 

• CoordifJ,lte comtruclion ocfi'rities 'Kith count)' 
officials.lar,dO'li11t:'rJ and ti'.uUJ to minimiu 
distllp/ion 10 local traffIC anJ mowmml 0/ 
agriCflttkra' cquil'mmt. 

• Ohtt1J"n a'. [;n.:roo..'h'7lt'nt Penn il /rom 
Bulle County/or the pipdin.? conslrJl\'Uon 
o.:to·Wes ;.>1 the (oun/)' rO(k1 right-of'riU)~ 

• R~gutQlI)' maintain lhe gun~1 sli."~·e on 
Wt>s' Li/:>erly Road to (oun/)' sfartJurds 
during tonstructioll. 

• P,o\·Me buots in spoil piles. ,ro:.:h or pipe 
strings to a..YoOmmoJule fictJ OL("i'SS during 
('onsfrJl\'Uon. 

Table 2, Page 8 

Rfporting F.ffHtlnntss 
AtthoUy Crlfe-rla 

cruc, Butte and Sutter Coont)' rood 1(\OeI5 of scnke 
Count)' fniew and are n~ adHrstly aff~ted 
apprQ\'C' ofthe TMP and and Nunt)' roads ate 
monitor during Wumcd to rr~Ot.,s,trU(tion 
<oostructioo. quality. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
June 1991 
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Monitoring 
Impact MItigation MonUoring Ptoudur'e Tfmlng RtspOnsibility 

TRANSrORTATIONlCIRCULA TION (Continutd) 

Impacl Tl Mitigation Measure Tl R~~stJu(. Butte County 
H('~)' eqllipm~nt c()ulJ Cost-soot? wirh Burte Countl' f'ubI;..~ Worls V..,...ulm(nl bridge prior to 
tallse physical &Jm(lge to 10 lipgr.»e I~ M\';ght (fl['tXir)' 0/11w IIeslLiNrl), Road pad construction 
b,ldge ow, lklJing "ridge by rt .... ~OI'UI"J ... ling the bridge support S/11J('IUTe. at Remote 
wtt'rM. (.·fpplkllnl·s Tol) Facility Site. 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
linpacl BR I Mitigation Measure DR Ia Prt{oosh'uttion CPUC 
Project (;OlUt'lI\~tion could Be/ou starl 0/ ptOJt .... ~1 (;Ol1$lrIKIiOl1 in op[Voptiate surn)"s by a coro 
cause loss o/inJr."iJua!s 01 habitat clNcl1. aj1otislit:atly-/imt'd slln't)'/ol' pi€SUk'e of qualified USFWS 
pOpulations 0/ sf"tYial Ca!ifivnja hibiJcfaJ wilninth.! projt .... ·, imp.'Jc.·I lone slull ootanisl. 
status plant spt. .... ·i~J and be tonJuCled hy a qualifit'd rottlnisl. See Table 4 of 
JcgraJdrion or loss 0/ BRMoHP /0; locoliolU 10 be sun'(')'t'd of).} 
special habiM. prtx'onslrut~/ion Sll"'t)' Jcht'JurE". InJi\'iduall'lants and 

ctuslas fr:l.mliJini Juring the SUF\'t;")' shall be dt'tlrt)' 
marted and prQlt .... ·ud dllring cOlUtrutiion. Where 
indo'iJulll plants anJ dusters C'annal be fcasibly 
(1\'ohlt"&' () 1011), shalll>e m.:JJ~ o/the lolal/lumber ,obe 
JeJlro)'tv hy rrojc..~1 C'OI'Ulrudion. Plants 10 he temo\'tv 
may be e..TC'tnuUdwilh a slJ./fiC'lenl amount O/Iopsoilli> . ~l1$ure slA,,(,t?ssjul tel't'gda/ion. testn't'J. and re-planled 
in the same Io..-ation afta construction is C'omplftnl Or. 
seed ma), fte CollfXlCtlftom lhe remo\'t'd plants and 
uplanud ira/he same io..-ation alra construction is 
comp/e/t'J If;' is nOl fi.-tuiMe 10 re-p1ant in ,h.! same 
Io..-ation. the plants an..l'or set'Js sMIl be Iralup/ant(J 
or planttd in anol/zu appioptlate M"('tianJ un'gelation 
art'a of the projt"d. If it is nol po$sible 10 sah't1ge plant 
matuial/rom lhe plants 10 fte it"'mowtt 'hera California 
hibiscus St-t·J or clilfings slJcJ1I be (;oIlt'C:/~Jfr()m the 
MdT€sllo..-afiol110 t~ impr:Jo:tt-" OTt"'U. or rool~J planls 
sluTl ~ ol.>/(}illtufiOtn a n..-arh)· mmuy/ot" lhe 
u'wgt-tolion. Ira OIl),C(lU, the numbt-r 0/ planlings 
an.l'Q, Ira1t.tp/a.nlings sM1Ilot SIKh trut the numt.t-r of 

Table 2, Page 9 

Reporting ["«.innus 
Atthit)' Crittrla 

Ex«ule agreement \\ ith Bridge is recooslnKltd to 
Bulte CQunt)'. standard weight rating. 

Document and monitor Compliance oftht Biologica1 
surYeJs and a"oidance Resource Mitigation a.'1d 
during construction. Monitoring Plan (BRMMP). 

. 

California Pubric Utilities Commission 
June 1991 
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Monitoring 
Impact Mitigation Monitoring Pnxtdurt Timing RtsponJibility 

BIOLOGIC~L Rl:SOURCES (Continued) 

Impact DR 1 Cali/Ol"ni(J hiMs"u} "hIlts or ell/mps remaining aflu 
(continutd) monitNing /01 slI('('eSJ mull t.e at Ie-rul £'qual II) those 

umol'toJ hy tho! prOjt ..... ,. (No Applkanl tlumbertd 
mt·(1Skr~.) 

Mitigation Measure DR Ib Precoostl'U<:lion CPUC 
Be/Ne slar' 0/ pri)jt~l ('QnstrU('tio11" clayflat ah'ru suo·t}'s b)' a coro 
supporting poflJ'a';vnJ 01 Litlle mouse-tail shall he qualifitd usrws 
c/£"orly m<vAt"J by a quali/kJ bolaniJl as e.tdusion botanist. 
zones on ccmstruclion plans and shall be m.:uA£"d in the 
/MJ H i,h evange /a,,;jng. I>f01«I «tMaes will an.lid 
thue zones. (h'oApp/icanJ nl.iml-eftd mcruJl.te) 

Impact DR 1 Mi(igation Measure BR 2. Awro\'alof CPUC 
Pft>jrcl <oroiruction ("oufd B~fou ground dislu."ban.. .. e ocU"jtiej kgi':'" t~ Spt":ia!IY BRMMP prwr 10 COFO 
takJe lemp«af)' Resource MonitO' shall prt>\'iJe Workr tm'jronmental projttl appc6\'a'. usrws 
dt'g,o.htion Of I't"fMclf:-2nl Ttaining/OI all pro1ta worAus. The Sp«iafl), Resourte (ooduc-t 
loss olhubi/al/or GianI Monitor shall mat minim LlI7I qualifICations including 0 prttoostnKlion 
garter sn..lte and d~'g't'e in n..1lurol sciences, hi'O )"cus e.tp€rien..-e as an sUI'\'e)'s and 
Northwestern i'Cnd (uftle in..tpt"dN on pipdin€s. lno ... leJgeoj lunch an..I bore mOnitor 

('fossings, 'tI\·llan:.l issues and stcNM watn uq uirements. acth'itiu during 
and spt.-.:ijicafly aurhotjuJ by CDFGIUSFIfS lor Giani construction. 
garta male and ,\'orthH'esfcrn pOnd turtle. 'The training 
slul1 inc.-Iude discli$sions on sptYiai status sp«ie,S Idt:n-
tijkdrion. hclbittlt rt'quirelT!ents. miligt.ltion m(,afures, 
and l\'orla rt'_tpOnsibilities regarding the Giant garter 
JntIAe and Norlh'K~$tem pond Illrlt~ in rarlicular as well 
as 0I1k., sl'~iul J/otus sI'Y;e$ 'Kilhpolenlitll h) oc,:ur in 
the puJjt ..... , ar~ .. J (..fpp/h:anl S B-18. Rn'istJ) 

Table 2. Page 10 

Reporting Effe(tinftm 
Acthity Criln'. 

Documenl and monitor Compliance oftbe Biological 
surH)'S and a\'Qidance Resource Mlligation and 
during construction. Monitoring Plan lBRMMP). 

Re\'iew and appto"'t Compliance \\ ith tbe 
BRMMP. aM monitor BRMMP. 
and document 
precOnstruclioo and 
construction aClh'il), for 
compliance with the 
plan. 

California Public Ulilities Commission 
June 1991 



MonitorIng 
Impact MlUgallon Monitoring Pro(tdure Timing Responsibility 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (Continued) 
Impact BRl Mitigation Measure BR 2b App{O'ialof CPUC 
(continued) During springfield ptqwotion. pipt"lin~ cortidor s(rips BRMMPprior to, corG 

in ,;';e fields slull be dr it'J out M if}, Umpouu)' ch..~u pro jed arrro,'al. USFWS 
(JJrm) (0 I"~'enl Giani garta snates/rom using tht:m conduct 
Juring (Olulruction 1M cht .... ·U Mill ~e tt'mon·,J helOt~ pretonstruclion 
(kloNt 110 pren,"ntwage as Minta IJibcUJaclifa 6)' 1M surn)'s and 
snult'$, A qU(Jlijkd wildlife MoIogtsl Milh appopTiate monitor 
CDrG a'kl USFIJS sdenli/It.' ~·tmilJ shall monitor the aclh'jties during 
tt"monJ/o/the cht ..... u (0 €fUkre lhal no Nort'nwsfan consliuction. 
pond lurtles or Giani garfer S"..l,les ate 'alen or 
lrap~J (.,(pp/itanl'S B-l0, Rn'ued) 
Mitigation Mea5uI'e BR 2c Appron1of CPUC 
To avoid Jin-a impacls fo hat>ital o/the aquatic BRMMPprior to CDrO 
up/if,s. a Sruft/OT the pipeline shall k bored hent'arh proj«1 arrro\'a1. USFWS (OOdlKt pre((ln-
Ch.:l'olee Canal. the 8JJ Canal. and 01/ open Jitch.'s struclion sun'eys 
and chu~ls containing M'ata allhe lime 0/ and m6tlilor 
con..rlrU(lion. illJltt>d 0/ e.uOlufing Of"£n Irt'nc1u;.s al acti"itie~ during 
tht-se locotiolU. (App/iconts B-19, RO'iud) (oosliuctioo. 

Mitigation MU5ure BR 2d ArprO\'a' of CPUC 
lhe Em'vonmenlallmpc..-lOl" shall ~:'Itsure th.:J1 all MwA BRMMP prior to CDrG 
or~·tls. induding Jjtd~s ,hal are to be tren..·IJed/or Ihe ptoj«t appro\ta1, USFWS 
pfpt.."lin.? au dry'IN a minimum 0/ I j (on.sC'Clltn-e (hl)-S c(lnduct prtcon-
fflou sfarl of COlUtTIKlion. to arrow af!)' GianI garter struclioo surye)"s 
snales a chance 10 esca~. (Applicant's B-) I. B·16. and monifor 
Roised) acth'ities during 

coostructiOn. 

Table 2. Page 11 

Rfporling [(f«tinnfSS 
ActMty Criteria 

Rniew and approve Compliance with the 
BRMMP. and monitor BRMMP. 
and document 
pr«onstwclion and 
((Instruction acti\'ity for 
((\ffipli3nce with the 
ptan. 

. 

Rn'iew and appro\"e CompHance witl}lhe 
BRMMP. and monitor DRMMP. 
and document 
pr«onstruclion and 
cQnstruction acti\'ity for 
(OOlpliance with the 
plan. 
Relie\\" and appro\'e Compliance \\ith the 
BRMMP. and monitor BRMMP. 
and document 
pr«onstrucllon and 
((InstructiOn aClh'ity fN 
compliance \\ ith the 
plan. 

California Public Utilities Commissioo 
June 1991 

I 



Monitoring 
Impad Mitigation Montloring Procedure Timing Rtsponsibility 

BIOLOGICAL RESoURCES ~Continutd) 
Impact DR2 Mitigation Musure BR 2e Appro\'alof cruc 
(continued) Jf'ilhin ,hree &1)'S hi-Iou start 01 COlUtrU('lion in all)' ORMMP prior to. cora 

art'a, a qU(11ifit~(hf.ildlifo hiologist sh.Jf/ SUT\'t')' lhe project approu1, USFWS 
proj€'t.-t couiJ<N lot Giant gartcr sfhlAe and conduct 
North'H'tsfan pond turtlt. /fG;cmt garla sl'lllAt's ~ pre<onsttuctioo 
turtles are /01411<.{ the)' sll--.)1/ be umowd h)'a biologist suryeysand 
kith appropriate COFG al'lll USFJrS pt'rmitJ 10 sliitable m6nitOf 
habitat a ..... tT)·ftom the ploj«l. anti ll-itdli/e hlologists adivities during 
/rom COFG anti USFJrS shall be notified /f Q Jp«i/:c (onstruction. 
auth<Nizalion is gran!£'<i /0 aI/oK' a noll-~;mirtcd 
hJoiogist 10 reloCate Ihe repliles. do-..-umenlation o/sIIch 
a S~-.:i/IC authorization shall be pro'riJM to true i" 
oJ'I'onte oflhe SUiWj'.[Applk-onlS B-1l. 8·}5, Rn'iseJ) 
Mitigation Mea5ure BR 2f Appto\'al or CPuC 
During construction. a qualified 'Hildfi/e hioiOgisl shall BRMMP prior () corG 
monitor cOrIJiiuclion and shall chcd. all t?uom(ion pioj«1 appto\"al. USFWS 
ariOS anti opt?n Irall:hes each morning. at a minimum, cooduct 
10 efUtlre tha, no Norlhwt?,S{ern pond turltes ()I' Giant piecomtruclion 
garla srutes are laten or Irapped /fGiant gcula surnysand 
snale.s o¥ turtles are found. Ihe)' shall be umowd hy a moo\tOf 
hiologist 'Hilh al'P'opriate CDrG and USFIJ'S permits 3crh'iries during 
10 su;taMe habitat a'H'ay/rom the pioj€'ci, and M-ildli/e construe lion. 
hiologisls /rom CorG anti USFWS srull he fl()/iflt'd If a 
spt"cific authorization iJ gra'nttJ 10 oUow a non-
permiUN hlologisl to relocate the iepliles. 
documentation 0/ such a spt-.:ijic authOrization srull be 
pro\'iJM to CPliC i" CJ<AuIJc,-e o/IM SUT\'Q'. 

(Applil'an,'s 8-1-1, RniJtd) 

Table 2. Page 12 

• 

Reporting [««flnness 
Atth'ity Criteria 

Rn'iew and appro\'e COmpliance" ith the 
BRMMP. and monitor BRMMP. 
a.rld document 
preconstruclion and 
coostruclion aclh'it)' (Of 
(QI11p1iance \\ ith the 
plan, 

Re\'iew and arrro\'e CQl11pliance \\ ilh the 
BRMMP, and m60iror BRMMP. 
and document 
pt«onslruclioo and 
construction acth-ity (Of 
(omptian<e with tht 
plan. 

California Public Uriliries Commission 
June 1991 
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Monitoring 
Impact Mitigation Monltorfng Prottdure Timing Responsibility 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (Con tin utd} 

Impact BR2 Mitigation Measure BR 2g ApproVal of CPUC 
(tontinutd) Within two \i\'~'ls follou-ing com/rut'lion dislurban..-e at BRMMP rcior 16 coro 

a/v'dltch or caMI. 'h~ banll shall be ustored 10 projed appcon', USFWS 
origin.:JI contours using stocJ.pif£'d n-.:lI;w topsoil, 10 CQlldlKt 
puwnt /wmanfnl habit Ion for Giani garta s"a ..... prt'\.'OOslruclion 
(AppU..-an"s 8·} J. Rtl-iJt.fj surnysand 

monitor 
acli\'ilies during 
construcliOn_ 

Mitigation Measure BR 2h Approulof CPUC 
Opp«tll.nilio fot Kinl(', hil;taru.-ufo sites/or Giani BRMMP prior to coro 
garter snute shafik Cfea,('d allMl'.'e/l pil<.l by projtclarpro'-31. USFWS . 
imtalling a/our /001 high ham and in..-Qrp«c11ing conduct 
angul,v toeA: and ('.f;sting toncrt."le TuMle onto tk pct{Mslruc(ion 
lIonh{rJ<.:ing side ollhe hc,m. aJ <klai/€'d in lhe surn)-s and 
Bioiogic."al.4JStssmrnl, page )}. (..fpplk-on"s 8·}}, monitor 
RO-isd) ac,j,itks during 

(onslrUclioo_ 

Impad DR J Mitigation Measure BR Ja Approval of CPUC 
I'loj«1 construclion in Within 6Q da)-sl>e/ore slarl 0/ projt''c:1 tOlUrruclion. DRMMP priQr to coro 
occupi('J habitat ofspcdal appro{"iatcly·tim€'d sttrwysfor hrccding o..:ti',it)' or rroj«t approul, USFWS 
status hud $~'Clcs courd adiw tlt?SIS of$po.<;al status bird $~"(';es shall he tonducl 
cause disruptiofl of condlKttd in appropriate habitat ltilhin /()() It'd 01 all pr«onslruclion 
breeding and Ms/ing projtdarcus 0" mite laJiusfor Swaimofl's hiw,!). b)'a sur .. e)-s and 
(Jr:IMlies and loss 0/ a qualifi(d wildlife l>iologitl_ See Table" of BRM.HP, monitor 
)\'ar~ uproJuctiw effoll. page )), for prtyonslruflion sun);)' scht·Ju!c. actj,ities during 

(Arrficflnl'S 8·16. Ro-is~dj comtructioo. 

TaMe 2~ Page I J 

Reporting F.fftcthentu 
Acth-Uy Crittrfa 

Re,-iew and appto\-e Cl'mplian« with the 
BRMMP. and monitN ORMMP. 
anJdocumcnl 
pr«onslruction and 
construction acth-ilY ror 
compli3ncC' with the 
rbn-

Re,-iew and appro\-e Compliance with Ihe 
BRMMP. and mOnitN BRMMP. 
and document 
precoostrUction and 
(oostnKtiOn 3cth-ity for 
compliance with the 
pbn. 

Rniew and appro,-e CQrnrlilIlCe with the 
DRMMP. and monitor BRMMP. 
and document 
preconslruclioo and 
toostr'uction acth-ity (or 
compliance wilh the 
pbn. 

California rublk Utililies Commission 
June 1991 



Monitoring 
Impact 1\Iftigation Monitoring Protedure Timfng RrspOnsibilily 

BIOLOGICAL RF.sOU~CF..s (Continued) 

Impaci BRJ Mitigation Measure DR.3b Apptont o( CPUC 
(continued) If hrudfng a<lMry OT one « more dc/hoe nesls 01 BRMMP prior to coro 

s~dal slatus b~d species is du(o\'eTcd during the proj«t appronl, USFWS 
prt'(onstruclion sunv)"s. Mild/ife hiologislsftom cora coo duct 
and/or usnrs shall toe (onJU/lt'd, (1$ appr(){'Tialt>.!or pr«onstiuction 
modi/kation 01 conslrlH:lion let-hniques Ot (onstrU(lion surn)'s and 
scllM"'e to amid imp<A'llo the spt."Cies_ At minimum. mooitot 
slK'h ""-atiolJS shall be marlt.-d. {volet'(t-J anJ a\'olr..\:u activities during 
Njore alJd during COlUlruction ac/Mties trullate plO\-e ton struclion_ 
during the st'nJ;tiw reptoducUl"e period /fn«esslU)~ 
(onslruction )jill he tk/ayed in ,he immediate "leini/)' 
lintil ),oung h.:ri~ flrdgrd (App/kant's 8·1" 'noised). 

Mitigation Measure.BR 3(' Appto·.alof CPUC 
Ij soil conditioILJ are suf!iclrntly dT)' to support BRMMP prior 10 COfO 
equipment. habitats suppotting (ules and cknJe proj(-(t 2n":(lul. USfWS 
wge/arionthat M ill be impacted 6)' proj«l oclo-;ties 'liII condu" 
be mOMn ht/ou the start QI brt"'Cd'-ng uasoru lor pctconstruction 
Northern harrier and B/ocllern, to ptewnt thbe sur..-eys and 
s~des ftorn tWsling in the lmpa..-{ tone during monitor 
cons(ru.~(ion periods_ See TaMe 101 BRMA/P, page 1 J, acti'l,-ities during 
lOT tile arolda!k'e MinJOlU. (App/kant's B·18) coostruclioo. 

Impact BR4 Mitigation Measure BR 4a Surny shall be CPUC 
Project tons/ruclion could During the last half of March, a qualified Wildlife tooducted prior USFWS 
cause (emporOl)' duruption hiologist shall conduct a precoru(rUC"lion sunv)' olthe to construction. 
of Summer roosting (iT U't'sti;bert)' ROtu bridge/or special status bat sp«in If batspedes are 
maternil), C'OIonle.s 01 If no n"idente of batJ iJ found. tempOra,y Mnirrs shafl found. notify 
special status hal sPffies. be installed to pin-en{ hats /rom colonizing the hridge USFWS wildlife 
or f'€rmanent abandonment he/ore or during COnJrruclion_ /fhat s~cfes are found. biologist. 
of 011 aua h)' the Jp«in Mild/ife hlologists /rom USFlJS shall be notifiM and Do<umenl 

c()nsulted/or s~cific recommmdatiollJ. (No Applicant surn)'. 
nlLmb.ud measure) 

Table 2, Page 14 

Rrporting Err«tinllHS 
Actiliry Criteria 

Re\-jew and arrco\"C' Compll!flce with llIe 
RRMMP, and monitor BRMMP. 
and oo.clJmtnl 
pc«onstnKtioo and 
(onstruction atth-il)' for 
compliailce "ith the-
pb.n. 

Re\-iew and awc()\-e Compliance with llIe 
8RMMP, and monitor BRMMP. 
and docUOlcot 
pc«6nslruction and 
construction acti,,-ity fOl 
compliance with the 
plano 

Conducl precoostructioo Identir), presence or bat 
SUIHY for bats species. species roosting at the 
rouow USFWS "ildlife bridge-. Temp<:>rarily prenot 
biologist recommenda- bats from coloniZing bridge 
tions, ifbal species are before and during 
found. Ifnone are construelion. Monitor and 
found, installiemporar), dowmenl before and during 
barriers 10 preHnl bars ('onslrudion. 
from colonizing «fore 
or during construction. 

California Public Ulilities Commission 
_June 1991 

. 



Monitoring 
Impact, Mitigation MonItoring Prottdure Timing RHponsibllUy 

BIOLOGICAL R,ESOURCES (Contiilued) 

ImpadBRST . MiCigation Mtasurt DR ST. Approve (PUC 
Projttl constrUction tlill to minimize impa.:ts to Mu/~'r qllalit)' an..fwifJIife. \\~'MP prior 10 ACOE 
carde ternpOi'ai)' - - - ('onslrllClion CK'/n'jri('s il1 M'E'rlandJ wilt coil')(iJe nit" the ptoj«1 arrro\'al. USFWS 
duturbance ofw~tlanJ drinl perloJ ~ appuuimate/y intd-June through mId. mOnitOr and Coro . 
habitat, Potential changes AI/gust, (Arrlicant's Afc(uure B-1) document EPA 
to M"(Jler 9l/ali/yand _ c~p1ian(e 

ae.il),elk l\llufS. alteration during aM after 
of COmpositiM o/lI'E'IIanJ CQnstrUciioo . 
\-egelation. andcoufd Mitigation MeaJute DR STb Appro,:e CPUC 
substantially diminish or T9Cn'Cid additional indi-'ec:t H'('llarid irilpcJo.-U. the edges WMMP jlriOl 10 ACOE 
degrade imp«tCml Hildlife 0/ t9itsfrucli~n iighl-ofHll)' in toch otto shall be project appeO\'a), U5FWS 
habital. drurly ~Ia.td and sun'~'E'd in 01 a minimUM 0/100/001 monitor and cora 

inr"en'als be/ore slarl 0/ tcnslructicm in rhat aTt·cl, documtnt EPA 
(Applicants Measure B.>., Re\'isE'dj compliance 

during and after 
ton~tiu(tlon. 

Mitigation Measure DR STt ApPro\'e CPUC 
To f"nslire SHift habita' r,xol'tT)' in IempOTary' WMMP prior to ACOE 
disturban<-e aieas.~-egetario'; shall he cU,' 01 groJinJ project approva'. USFWS 
fel'E'l Mheiel-er pO$$ihl~. Itaring e:ds/ing rOOI systeMS monitOr and CDrO 
intoU (App/ican,·s Measure O-J) dOCument EPA 

compliance 
during and aner . 
coostrudlon, 

MitigatIon Me.Jure DR STd Appro\'t CPUC 
To minimize ripiirian Iret diflurrontc il1 oT€"aJ to be WMMP prior to ACOE 
lrenthed, Irei's shall be m'oid~d 'Kheie possiblt'. aM projtct 3pPrO\'a'. USfWS 
If.hae ulk1\·oldable. umomlojlh'(,S. !turnl's. anJ;OOI monitor and COFO 
systems Jhal/ be limited to lhe ort'Q dirt't.,tl), 0\\" ,he document EPA 
(rench. (AppliconJ's Measure 81. Re\'ised) cOO1pliance 

during and after 
construction. 

Table 2, Page IS 

Rtpotting 
A • i ttl n t)' 

Rniew and apProve. a 
WMMP and monitot and 
~ument t(lOlpliante 
during and after -
C\."'O slru clion, 

Re,iew and arrrO\'e a 
WMMP and monitOr and 
documtnt rompliante 
during and after 
toostru(:lion. 

Rnitw and appro\'t a 
\\'MMP and mooltOr and 
document compliance 
during and aftei 
constnx:tio". 

Rt\iew and apProVe a 
WMMP and mooitor and 
&'xument compliance 
during and after 
cooslrudion. 

, 
• 

Efrtttinllt$s 
Criftria 

CompHante with plan 
including mteting post _ 
wnstruuiQn success criteria 
within rtquired lime frames, 

Complia!l(c with plan .' 
induding m.eeling post 
coos~lioo SlKcess crileria 
.... ithin required lime framts. 

Coolpliance with plan 
intruding tneetingpOst 
cooslru(lioo ~uc(eSs c(lteria 
within required lime framt~. 

Cotnplian(t with plan 
including meeting post 
constTudi6n success criteria 
within required time framts. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
June 1991 



Monitoring 
Impact Mitigation Monitoring Pro(cdurc Timing Rupon$ibllit)' 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (Continued) 
Impact BR ST Mitigation Measure DR STe Awro\'t CPUC 
(continued) To emur.;' S'Ki/i "'(01).'1)' o/'HW1{Jndwg~/alion. 1/001 0/ WMMP rrior II) ACOE 

topsoil s",<111 k umol)'"d, s~gri'gat(\( arJ urlo.."C\I ojlu Pfoj«t arrco\'a'. USFWS 
construction, in 'Hl.·llan..l ort'as Jisfur""J II)' Iri"1I.·1!i'lg monitor and CDFG 
Th.,'se art'uS shalllhcn he ulurift,'J 10 OI"igintll c(Jnto!J.r. &..xumenl EPA 
and distcd to allow/or natural tewgt'lalion. cOOlptianct 
(..fw/it.·onl's }.ft'OJure 8$. 8-9, Rn;iuJ) during and aRer 

ronslnKlioo. 
Mitigation Mea$ure DR STf Awro\'C' CPUC 
To minimize compa..-tion and enhrJ'".-e rt .... ·ol).·I)· 0/ WMMP rriof 10 ACOE 
'K"f'lfanru. lihue salurat('d soils are ptcJ('nl ~ some project awro\·al. USFWS 
standing 'Hllta Tt'maim. 'HiJ('-triJ\'l. or balloon lire monitor and CDro 
COlUlru..-tion tquipmenl shall he ILS(,~ 01" nOlmal docU[llenl EPA 
cOlUlru..·tion ('quipmt'nl shall he opcralM off 0/ (ompliancC' 
It'mpOUJlY tim be, patb,l'uJabrk-att'cl cqufpmCnl JVds. during and aner 
~ gt'ote.tljf~ /abric owrlain ll'ith grar-elfill. SIKh construction. 
IcmpNOT)' ruJs. ijll.uJ. shall be umo\\-.! afia 
cons/rUt·lion. (..fpplkanl·s Aft'asufe 86.8-7) 
Mitigatlon Measure DR STg Appco\'C' CPUC 
To minimize li'i'liand ..It-gradation. clrunlJ.p o..-/nitit·s WMMP prior 10 ACOE 
shall ~e initiattv immtJiafel),/oIlo'K-ing 'r(,1"II.-h PfOj«t awroul. USFWS 
bad.filling, (..fpplican,·s M~'asure B6. B-1) monitor and coro 

documenl EPA 
compliance 
during and after 
coo slruclion, 

Mitigation l\h'asure DR 5Th Appco\"e CPUC 
To cnslJ.r~ I'amanenl tt."wg~'lation of JiJ'url;t~J 'H).'llllnd WMMP ('fior to ACOE 
and tipaTian art'as. rem~dial odion shaff he Idun (lfoj«t arrco\"al, USFWS 
'Khue ....... ' natural Tt?JIOI"otion has nOi sucussfull)' hegun mooitor and coro 
l1ilhin one growing s('ason, as juJgt.'(lb)' a qualifit·J documenl EPA 
\Il.'llllnd biologiJI, This O\'I;on may i",.-/"Je Tt'graJing, c(lffipliancC' 
lo(,JuJSing 'Kilh rutiw soil. and planting 0/ nalive during ~::.J after 
plugs. sC~'<ls. 01" saplings. as n~""·Cjs(1)·. ( • .frp/kanl's cOOSlru(li..lfl. 
Mt'asure 810. Tt.","U('Jj 

Tab1e 2, Page 16 

Reporting Eff«tinntss 
AttMty Crittria 

Rt\"iew and appro\"C' a C(lmptiantc with rlan 
WMMP and monitor and including meeting posl 
OOcumenl ((IOlpliance constnKli(ln success criteria 
during and after within requiroo time frames. 
c(lOslruclion. 

Rniew and appro\"e a Compliance with plan 
WMMP and rnooit()( and including meeting post 
documenl cQrnplill1ce construction success criteri~ 
during and after within required lime frames, 
con~truction. 

Re\"iew and appron a Compliance with plan 
WMMP and mooit()( and including meeting post 
&.xurnenl conipJill1ce COfIslnKtion success criteria 
during and after wilhin required time frames, 
construction. 

Re\"ie~\' and approw a COOlpliance wilh p1an 
WMMP and monitor and inc1uding meeting pOst 
document compliance construction success cri!eria 
during and aner \\ ithin requiroo lime frames. 
COl1slruclioo. 

Ca1ifcmia Publk Ulilities Commission 
_lune 1997 

. 



Monitoring 
Impact Mitigation Monitoring Ptoctdure Timing R~ponsibili t)' 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (Continued) . 

Impact DRST Mitigation Measure DR STi Arprow CPUC 
(continued) To minimize> Jistu'ron...-~ to ,ip.lritm wgotal;"..,. Juring WMM P J'fior to ACOE 

I'ipt'/ine c"Qfutru..-lio". ("ana'J. channt'ls anJ oJja... .. cnI projed appronl, USFWS 
Jftches that support rparlmJ w'gt'lalion shall he /:o-oud monitor and COFO 
ratha tru.'1 tra'll:ht.-J (Arr/kant s Mt·tUure 81 I) documenl EPA 

c-omplia.nte 
during and after 
ton slruclioo. 

Mitigation Musutf DR STj Appro\'( CPUC 
To m'oid od.ffl;orul indiu..-l wt.'lland irnpa..'IJ. ~_tisting WMMP J'ftor (0 ACOE 
road.s parallel 10 tht Hwl.ing strip sh.111 be wrJ/or J'foject apPronl, USFWS 
("oro/ruction o..'uu (Applil-Iln"s M.·tUIiU 8/1) monitor and cora 

document EPA 
compliante 
during and antr 
corutcuct ion. 

Mitigation Measure DR STk Appro,"e CPUC 
To CMllre thaI OI.y;Jmlor spills 'Kill not contaminate \\'MMPpiior to ACOE 
'KUrt" hodies ~ wt.·/!and(. all refueling and h.U:cUJoJ,U project arrro\"a', USFWS 
materials Jtorage shall be ustrkl€'d 10 amlJ /urlhc-, monitor and COFa 
'},.111 100 /t· .. -I/r()m the bcunJar;t's 0/ all M\·tla,kb. documenl EPA 
Slrt'tlmJ anJ &airug':J, « re/uding shall b.! limited 10 compliance 
dt?sigrutt'd dUtU proitylt'J with berm!. All h:uarJous during and aller 
mala ;als spills shall & .. ciCllnt'd up im mcJiatt'ly. construction. 
(..fpplil-f.1nI'S Mt't.Uure BJJ) 

Mitigation Measure DR S1'I Awron CPUC 
To ptel't'nl Jt'guhlalion o/Ilnaffi ...... led 'H\·tla"ds hy WMMP J'fior to ACOE 
o .... cidental inflow 0/ saturated spoil/rom atYa<cnllrefJ(:h project arr>cou'. USFWS 
fxcamfion. trt-llI.-hes sh-.J1l he deM'tlteud and sE'Jimmt monitor and COFa 
runicrs s1ull be insftltl£'J Q11li maintaint.'J t~""(hin the document EPA 
righr-of-'H'tT)', u,,"'·,.., ... ·, such p%llial t'.tisls" compliance 
(..fPl'licanl's },ft'asfJ.re BU, 8/J) during and after 

cooslcucti .. ){). 
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Reporting EfTectinnf'Ss 
Acth-ity Critula 

Rc\"icw arid approw a ComptiaJl("( with ptan 
WMMP and monitor and induding meeting post 
document tomplia.nc( conslruction success uileria 
during and after \\ithin required time frame-so 
construction. 

.. " . . ' . 

Rniew and appr(l\"e a Compliance \\ ith plan 
WMM P and monitOr and including meeling post 
document compliaJl("( cOnslruction sutce~s criteria 
during and after within requirtd lime (rames. 
construction. 

Rt'"icw and appro\"C' a Compliance \\ith pJan 
WMMP and monitOl and inc1udlng meeting pOst 
document complia.ncC' (ooslruction success criteria 
during and aner wit11in reqtlirtd time (rames. 
construction. 

Re\'iew and approve a Compliance "ith pJan 
WMMP and mooitor and inc1uding meeting post 
document compHance construction succcss criteria 
during and after within required lime frames. 
construction. 

California PubJic Ulililies Commission 
June 1991 
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Monitoring 
Impact Mitigation Monitoring PrOtroure Timing Rt$polisibility 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (C~ntlnutd) 

Impacl BR SP Mitigation Measure BR 5Pa Appro\'e plan, CPUC 
Proj«l construction 11H1 P('rma~nllft'lland loss sh<lll he (Ol1Jpinsaft'J h)' monitor and coro 
(aliSf p(Tmant'n1I(ljj 0/ imp.'cmmtlltion o/th~ AeOE anJ USFJJ'S·al'l"o",'J document USFWS . 
"'('(land Iklbit(lfs. lIetlands Milig<lfioll and M~mi(OIing Plan. U\';"St'J construction and EPA 

Jmluar)' 1997. 1 ~ d~'lail(l/ plan l"0l'iJt?S lor the post c(lf\s~li6fi ACOE 
/oIlov.ing ()"'·lio1lJ:(..fI'I'/h."'tlnl'S 8·]9, Rn'ut'J) miligalioo and 

eff«linnes$ 

• Cuation o/new 'Ml.,tlan:.h. tesul(ing in an owrall criteria. 
proj~ .... ·, /'k" inc.·uau. The incrt'aJt 'Ml:Ilan..J a..-rt'ase 
'MiIIla.e pla.,·e al ('X(r.1\ution S irt'S (" WeIland 
Crt'alion Sires ") I,], and 1. tefl'r to FiglUe 6. This 
Mill be oceoml'lisht.·J /:I). the umolul oj lip/and soi' 
/CI' the nev.· 11'('/1 JW and aI/owing tht sitts 10 rt'lwl 
loftcsh .... uter marsh {for a 101010//.91 (>I.·res). /n 
aJJition. a SMall amolml 0/ clayfla! haMrat and 
'Hl.'/land,'ripc1ri,ln scrub 'H ill be erta/~J on GOOJ~ 
/s/and Fe., be/CI'e and after o..-rtage jig .. rt?s Te/a 
10 TaMe 1·] o/the Hetlands Alitig<lrion and 
Monitoring Plan. The aJJitional 11l?tlands. afta 
comf't"lJaling/OT the (>I.'reage loss o/11'i1!an.ls at 
tho? If'dlPod Sire and 1M BriJdAC't."Css Road. 'MUi 
us,,!t in a lotal nt" incrru.se 0/Q.61 o..'re 0/ 
j"risJictional 'M'('tlands on the JJ'ilJ Goose C/"b 
prlyrt'rlj: 

• Installation 0/ haMra' £w-.anc. .. mt'nl mt""tlSurcs for 
GianI gaTta soote at G()(IJe Island and the Well 
PoJSi(e. 

Table 2, Page t 8 

Reporting EIY'«tlnnt$s 
Acth'Uy etltula 

Rn'iew and apPro\'e tlle Compliance with tlle 
BRMMP. including errecth'ene~$ criteria in the 
cQnstrutlion and post BRMMP . 
construction mOnitoring. 

t 

.. 

California Publk Utilities COmmission 
June 199'1 



Monitoring 
(mpatt Mitigation MonUortng Pro((,dure Timing. ReJpon,lbility 

BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES (Conthiutd) 

(rnpatt BR 6 Mitigation Measure DR 6 Approyat of CPUC 
~ p'0j«1 ma)' US 111, ill BauJ oncoortiin.Jlion and c-olUu(fation lifth BRMMP prior 10 COFO 
short-fum imp.xls 1o l~ ow~iate r~soll.,(eagenr..-;ts. the mitigation mt'llSures coos!ruclion and USFWS 
&tJe 01 some (lflUS of lhe IV' imr-xIBR J, 8R J1. andBR jp Mill reduce these monitor during 
(<<TidV' hy m;STaling bi,ds poUnriLll impa..'ls 10 an ilUignif;..·',l7lII~\'t'I, No constructioo, 
Juring ,he C'"(J/1SI,u.:lion ,ld.JifiCl/hll mitigation mitUliUS are nt"\'~S$(JI)', 
phase, 

Temporal)'lmpacls to 8-8 Appro\'e plan CPUC 
tn-Illnd, and riparian Initiate cleanup Ot"tMlit"S irnmediatt'i),/ollo'King Irt"no:h priOr to projeci ACOE 

areas AA-lfilling, approVal, USFWS 
monitOr and COFO 
document EPA 
compliance 
during and after 
tonsttuction, 

ENERGY AND ~INERAL RESOURCES 
None 

HAZARDS 

Impact HA 1 Mitigation Measure HA fa Submit pJanslo CPUC 
Po/tn/ial/or ~'doknta' The App/kanl Mill incOl'poit.lte into the C'OlUtruction lJid OOT prior 10 DOl 
e.(p/oJions olrutll.ral gas rt'quiremmls jV' complianCe Mil'" 100-ol and slate fire operation, BuNt Coun1y • 
rif't-1ini! and'ot- stOfas~ prCl"-lltion ug,,1atiolls, The Fir<l PrCl~n'ion Plan Mill Operational nre l>tpartment 
systems, Haiards ir;.-/IlJe prt')'C'nraliw mc-tUui€j. training. arJflf~ control requirements 
(15sociafea ..... it", kSe 01 and suppu.uion t'qJJipmenl. AdJilional delaih olthe determined b)' 

hazarJolJS subslanc.·~s Fire Prt,-en!ion Plan are pt'ol'idt"d in &ction 11.6 Q/l~ Butte County 
Juring constiuclion and PEA, The Fir~ Prt;l7ntion Plan mUJI he Tel'le'wtd and during building 
operation al'prort'd hy 1000'al and slare /ire officials, AU~ptanc.·e of permit review. 

the FiT~ Prewnlion Plan 1Jj' local and stare flft oJJkials , 

is CQlUiJt'ft-d 10 ~ Ot.it-qllate to dt'motUlra{e that 
CotUlflKtion imp:xls Ikn-e heen miligatt-J 10 
imignifican<."e_ 

Table 2, Page 19 

Rtpordng Efttttinnm 
Acth'ity Criteria 

Re\·iew and apPfo\'e the C(lffipliance with the 
BRMMP. monitor and BRMMP. 
document compliance 
during (ooslruction al'ld 
posl construction, 

Rc\'iew and apprQ\'e a CQmptiante with plan. 
Wetland Mitigation and including meeting post 
MonitOring Plan and ~onslruction success criteria 
monitor and document within required time frames. 
compliance during and 
after coostruction, 

CPUC, O()l'. and Butte Preparation and 
County Fire Department implementation of Operating 
rnit\\' and appr()ral of and Maintenance Plan, 
the plan, monitoring Damage Pre\'ention Pan and 
during construction and Emergemy Response Plan, 
operations, and a Firt Protection Plan, 

with required surrression 
equipment on-sitt'_ 

California Public Ulililies Commission 
lune 1991 
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Impact Mitigation Monitoring PrOtwure Timing 

HAZARDS (Continued) 

Impact HA I Mitigation Measure HA la (continuw) 
(continued) 1M • .frr/kant liilll"t'{'tlFeand imp/emenJ a" Opt'faling 

anJ .\fainten,m.,,-e Plan. a Dt.lmage Prt'l,\'ntiQn Plan, and 
an Cmugm.:y ReJpvme Nan. as Nquirt·J hy 1M /eJt'fal 
Dt'f'tlTtmenl of rtdnJporlalion {DOl} anr.llhe CPvc 
Gtllt'TIlIOrJt'r 1 J 1-£ ~"/ion 19).615) prior 10 
oj't.'raliom of the pro}t"o:I. The /atiliry lim nol be 
atlowt<J 10 opt'mle unless lhe Emerge1k')' ReJpoIlJe Plan 
is d-.'eme,IO\.'('tpiaMe and complete by local and slore 
fire officials. o'kcepla",.-e O/Ille Emergt;/k")' ReJponse 
Plan hy local and state flTe officials is consiJ(ud 
aJ'"quote 10 demonstrate thaI operalional imp(l(u h.n-e 
I.>t.~en mitigalM to insignificance. E:~tensire ftre 
J.'tcclion £qllipmcnl will N ;IU(olled 01 both the Wdl 
PaJ Sire and the Remote Fac.';lity Sile. The /ire (on/rol 
I(\-Imolog)' uSt'J at in/rOJ/ale and inlersldie natllral gtU 

comp,tJSor jlatiolU. lihich Of'Crate continuously allJigh 
pt£SJures. lim he fij~J atlhe /cXility. T~ proje.."' lim 
utilize ptown industr,. ((\"hnoIQgJ'/~ moniloring the 
saId), 0/ th~$e high pr~SSlire s),slt!ntS. and I~ J~'aling 
Kith It'OTst<ase conlingencirJ OJ lhey OIXlir. During 
normalopaaliolU. the Remote FotilitySite li'ilI he 
monilortoJ by gas. fire. and l'ibralion S£'nJoi"s which 'h"ill 
automatically JIM JOHn'~ /a ... ·;Ii/y ifunUJual 
condifiolU are J~ft.Yled 
Mitigation Measure HA Ib Submit plans to 
The Emergenc)' Rejpomt Plan/or lhe/adlil)~ rtquirM DOT prior 10 
by the DOT. li"ill/ur/her outline fire saId),. prcwntion. operation. 
and COli/ro/ systems allhe Rtmolt Fadlil)' (Applicant's Operational 
P-l). AJJirionalfire SlJpprcJsion t"quipmenl maybe requiremenls 
uquirt-d rmda the Bulfe Coutlly huilclin8 permit determined by 
pf(){'·t'SS. and will be p'o\'i~d I~ 'he /cxility. Bulte Count)' 

during building 
permit rniew. 

Tab1e 2, Page 20 

Monitoring 
Responsibility 

CPUC 
DOT 
Bulte County -
Fire Department 

Rt'porcing Eff«fh'rnt'ss 
Attility Crlterh, .. 

' ~ . . . .. .. 

CPUC (nic\\" and Preparation and 
apPro\'e the plan, implementation orO~rating 
mOnitor during and Malntena'l(e Plan, 
coostruction and Oamage Prnentioo Pan and 
operations. Emergency Response Plan, 

and a Fire Pwteclion Plan. 
with required suppression 
t"quiprnenlon-sile. 

California Public Ulilities Commission 
June 1991 -



Impact MitIgation Monitoring Procedure Timtng 

HAZARDS (Continued) 

ImpadHA I Mitigatton Measure HA It Submit plans 10 

(continutd) The hl"J!ing of h:uarJoUJ $ubsitln...·es during OOTpfior 10 

cOllsrrll\.·Uon and operation of the Pioject Hill be ~raliOn. 

managt·J in (k~(oid(ln(e willi hest management pioclkes Operatiooal 
cutlini'd in "1t* /r:J\:ility's S'~m'KUrt'T Pcltution requiremenls 
Plevenrlon Plan (SIf'i'PP). In oJJit;on. Q lIatardoU$ derennined by 
Materials Release Re.tpOnse Nan (I/MAAr) Hill be Butte CounlY 
/w'pIlrE'J. os ;tq u ired b)'tM Calif~nicl Health and during building 
Sajt'f)'Code(Appikanl's pol). The IIMRRP Hill 
Mt'nti/y the types of h..zzardous subslanl.;'es ailM /0I.'i/if)' 

pennit re\iew. 

sir~. the ty~s o/Hastes genaot('(/, sloiogeanJJi$posal 
I"OI.·/j(ei. ~mplo)'ee training. and emergenc),iispOlUe 
(Vo.:t;Jur~s in case of a spill ix It'lrase 0/ a hazardous 
substan...·E'. MNhanoi and HtUte oils stOl't'd til the Remote 
Focilir)'Silt will be ptocE'd inside jtCOnJell)' 

containment syslems 10 prewnllM potential u/east 0/ 
tht·u ma(afals. DUf! 10 IhI! rc1atiw'l)' small amount 0/ 
rumrJous substa~"es lhal Hill be stOl't."d anJ llsed 
JUTing ojl€ralions, the he.tf management piOl.·tices 10 he 
/oI/oX\'J Hill I-.elp elUliTe fhal hazardous suf,SlafKE'$ 'tI"iIl 
nOl hn-e a signijic(l1Il ififpa.:t on It ... ·t·plors in the PloJtcl 
area or else"~U'. 

Impact itA 2 Mitigation Measure HA l Appro\'al of the 
lIazardous Jubslan..'es Till! ptoj('C1 Kill meet strk' regl/fator)' require-mc'nls SWPPPand 
stott'tl and uSt·d Juring rt."garding the ptoltylion of human Ik-alth Juri'lg IIMRRP prior to 
construction onJ.otuation construction a/lei (\j'('.-alion OJtM system. Under the project appro\"al. 
ma), pusenl potential SWppp and HMRRP deJaiheJ abo\'t>. wardollS 
he-arth hazards. subslan..'es will be hanJftd in a soft manna 

(Arplic.·anl's pol). 

Table 2, Page 21 

l\Ioniforing 
Rrsponsibility 

CPUC 
OOT 
Butte County· 
Fire Oep3.rtmenl 

CPUC 
BuHt Count)' -
En\"LrQnmenta' 
Health 
RWQCB 

.f 

Rf'porting F.fffttiHntSS 
AClh"ity Ctltttia 

CPUC (n"iew and PreparatiOn and 
3rrcon' ofthe rbn, imp1ementation ~rOr<'raling 
monitOring during and Maintenance Plan, 
construction and Damage Pre,oentioo Pan and 
~rations. Emergeoc)' Response Plan, 

and a fire Proteclion Plan. 
with requiroo suwu$sioo 
equipment on·site. 

Re\iew, appro"al and Compliall(t \\ ilh the SWPPP 
filing with appropriate and IIMRRP. 
agencies as described in 
miligation measures 
WA" and itA Ie. . 

California Public Utilities Commission 
lune 1997 



Impart Mitigation Monitoring Pr()('rourt' Timing 

HAZARDS (Conttnutd) 

Impact HAJ Mitigation Measure HA J Appro\'at ofptan 
P;~linetQnslruclion The Propont.'nl )i-jJJ inc«porate into 1M constrUe/ion hid prior to pcoj«1 
through nonagricllltural s/,,'X'ijkation rt.·quiring ~()mpl;anc.-e M'ilh local (JnJ stale approval. 
aiM may pose Q Ihr~a' of life prel'fnlion ugufalions (Applican,·s pol). The Fife 
11ft (0 eJisting \'t.'gt'tation Ph"n:ntion 1'10" Mill itl\-Iude pTt ..... "tmfato'e meaJures. 

training. anJjue control and sUl'P'eJsion E'quipmenl. 
T1Iis pIon wifl uduce the pcIential impa.:1 o/flu MaTd 
10 e.tisting \-egdaliOn 10 an imignifltanl (n'd 
AMitional tft>lails o/the Fire Puwntion Plan are 
prolUed,'n &"',ion I ),~ ojlM PEA, 

NOISE 

Impact NO I Mitigation MeaSiiN- NO la Monitor 
The op€raliofU 01 the Re/~a5e hltn's and hlowtlo'Hn of the Rfmole Facilit)' cOnstruction 
Remote FOCilil)' Sile K-ill Sile will he toufM 10 lhe relief l'cnt allhe /rJ\;i/if)~ Hllich acti\'llies and 
crt'are liaise abo\'e the Mill he d~sigll(JfoprodliCeamadmum o/lS dRf of the (cnduct follow-
ambient noise (ewl 01 the properl)'line of any point in lime dl4ting Q blowJo'H n up noise 
slrt. In addition. twnt, O,her noise-producing ~quipmenl 01 the /cXiJif)~ measurements 
construclion and willing induding compreS$OT and gas '",hf~. Kill he IIoUsed once operationa1. 
aclil'iries )rill arso incr.;ase ilUideframe huilJjngs Milh signifICant sound i,lSl/{ation. 
noise l-n-els, In addition, rXoustkal en...·/osurn »"il1 l>e p/""'ed around 

all noiu-proJllc;ng cq uipmenl as nt·t·Jcd (App/kant s 
N-J). Based 6n these mCQnre!. noise from the 
operation a/the /"..-;Iil)' will N JissipaUd to the omMent 
noise le-I'd prior to teaching Ih~ /1t.·ar€Jt TtY€plor. The 
ambient noise lewl in the \'icinil), a/the Remote Foci/if)' 
Site,'s hcrv.'t."en apprO:Cimald), J6 JRf and 4) dB .. ; tM 
mitigation measures to lYe am..iala.en QIIIJe/a.,:ilil)· Hill 
UJuf, in no increase in this noise le\'l," allhe seruifo'e 
rty€plors in lheart"a, 

Table 2. Page 22 

Monitoring 
Responsibility 

CPUC 
Bulle Coon), • 
Fire Department 

CPUC 
Butte CQunly • 
Planning 

Reporting F.rt«tl\'tn~$S 
Atlh'ily CriterIa 

CPUC re\'iew and Plan is prepared and 
approH ofrbn. mooitw implemented . 

Re\'iewacoustical Actual QflC'rational noise 
d~)ign$. monitOr le\'e1s are below proposed 
coostructionacth-ities noise lents. or are 
and conducl noise surH)' subsequently rtductd (0 

once "perational. pccmit-M len1s. 

Californil Public Ulilities Commission 
June 1991 
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Impact Miligation Monitoring Procedure Timing 

NOISE (Continued) 

Impact NO I Mitigation Measure NO Ib Monitor 
(Continued) Pi~lin~ C()(lJ/ruClion CK1MUrs will N IimiteJ 10 construction 

ch)light hOUTS (..fpplkanl's N-I). Engln.:>s in uu Juring acth ities. 
com/Tucticm and drilling }till N prOf!€r/y muffirJ 
(AI'r'kants N-l). No signifk,t1nl noise imp.xl;s 
Illlticipatt-J from COlljlruc(ion Or drilling c'1t.·/il'itit'S. 
'H hic h 'H i 1IlJfili'ze Col u ipmt'nl thai proJlK'e noise In '('I 
ranges e'lu{lUfenlt<> agr;"-ullural eollAipmr:1I1. P('al. how 
noise lewllOT pipdine cons/ruction will nOl eXl"t.'c'J 8$ 
dB.4 on a short tam basis at (he nt'art'sl rt ...... rp{(X to Ik 
Well Pod Site. arM ",ill nol e.lct.'t'J 70,18.4 01 01/ iXhe-, 
tc"C~pI()fS in th.: art'a. P'-pdine cOltJrruction o-:Ii'dtf($ 
uill be wI)' short rom. and li ill not pmJuce a 
significant imp.xl. Impoels o/corutrlAlion and drilling 
(><:li\'iri~s upon nt'lIrh), ut"t'ptou "'ill /:oe IO'H,t;'t (han "ul 
of tht' pif"line corulruclion a.."IMties. 

Impart NO 1 Mitigallon Measure NO 2 Conducl follow" 
NQise /rom Nowt/Ol1 n Plc"ssure-rt;'/t'llJe wh-es and blo .... do ..... n althe RcmOle up noise 
ewnts or pressu""U!CllU FodlirySite ",ill toe routt'd 10 the ulitfwnt at the measurements 
m/ws can k as high tiS IcXi1il)~ 'Hhkh 'trill /:oe Jesignt'J 10 proJIJt'e a matimurn ooce operational. 
1)0 dB pa o...·caJion aru 0/75 dRf. Thudif/l't'nl ",ill k IfSlt'..! alta 
would he c-orui"kuJ S(\)'·'" imla1/..1fio1l 10 emure IIk}I Ih~ Will clln mUllhis nOise 
to (k"arby umiln-e limitation.. (.4pplkanl'S N-J) 
It'UptorS. 

PUBLIC SERVICES 

Impact PSI Mitigation Mtasure PSI Appco,ot lMP 
UseolhtYI\)'cquipmenll'" JrOS/ hu pUf'<1rt'J a TranJporlation .\lan'..1g.:mml Plan prior 10 proj«' 
(orurrlKliOff and li hieh Sfls /orlh measures 10 be implemented to ensure arrcoul. 
trarupOltation of pipe and ''''.11 ('ofUfing tranJporlalion dnJ c'1t.","ess rO<,kU are 
materials I'la), Cause UJtor(J or main/oint'J /0 pt«on.tlrucliorl conJilioltJ. 
signiftC'anl impacl on pllMic (Appli"(1n1 s T-l, RO'is('J) 
roads. 

Table 2, Page 21 

Monitoring 
Responsibility 

CPUC 
Butte Coonty -
Pllnning 

CPUC 
Butte Count)·" 
Planning 

CPUC 
Butte County 
Sutti.'r Coonly 

Rf'porting [nettinneS5 
Act" if)' Criteria 

Mooitor coostructioo Coostruclloo noise lents are 
acth ities. below proposed noist le\'ds., 

or are subsequently reduced 
to prescribed (e\'ds. 

, 

Rniewacoustical AauaJ operaliooal Mise 
designs and (x'lOduct le\,tls mttl (If art below 
no i St su rye)' ol1<'~ pwpostd noise lenis, Or are 
operational. subsequently reduted 10 

prescribed lewis. 

Butte and Sutter Count)· County rood 'nels of sto'ke 
re\"iew and aPf'Core or are not ad\'ersely am.'(fed 
the TMP and monitor and ('ounty roads are 
during CQnslJUc(ioo. relumed to r~tcoostruction 

quality. 

California Public Ulililies Commission 
Junt 1991 



Impact 

Impict USl 
Comlruclion o..'lil'irifs may 
('allft .slot", waler pollution 
ill hi ",,~,:gtaJalion 0/ Muta 
qIJOfil),. 

ConOid ,dth td5ting 
gll$ and eledrlc 
ladJitles 

Conni(C 1\ith eXIsting 
gas and eledric 
facilities 
(continued) 

Impact AEt 
Construction oflht? Remote 
FCJI;ililySile WQuld tontr(]Jt 
wirh the e.ljsling aesthetic 
chara..-tu oflht? 
surrQunding landscape and 
reslilt (ff aff odiwse 
aesthetic impact. 

Monitoring 
Mitigation Monitoring Prorrdure TimIng Rc-sponslbllity 

UTILITIES AND SE~VI~E ~Y~n:MS 

Mitigation Me-.surt US. 
»'GSI Jw prqwN a StorM Uale' Pollution Pit."l.(.nlion 
Plan (SlfPPP) to identif)' pOtenlirlf poIlwtanl SO~I"(tS. 
imrlt!mt"nl slotm Mutt"' pollution ptCl,,'nlion mt·as~;t's. 
an..lldc"nti,/)· mtWllUS 10 manage a!loKuMe st("111 lI't1U, 
discharg~s 10 €lUlire that 110 malaiais are discharged in 
quantitin IMI will MWSe1)' affi·(l qllalit)' o/rt'Cefring 
\-mias. (Appl;.:ant·s H-? RO'UfJ) 

E·l 
Install signs wwning £'quipmenl'-p.eraIOl"S of O\wht-(}J 
eleclrk {int'J. 

E·2 
CoorJinuft wirh pa& ~ to locate e."tisling gas pipi'fines 
and indllJ~ 1(~:aliOfIJ on design JraMingJ. 

Approval of the 
swppp prior to 
pcojetl apProval. 
file the NQlice of 
Intent prior 10 
(oostiUclioo. and 
mOnitor during 
toostruction. 

coonnn 
coordination 
prior to construc­
tion and monitor 
construction 
aclh·ities. 
Con finn 
cOOfdination 
prior to 
construction and 
monitOr 
conslruclion 
acti·.illes, 

AEStHETICS 

Mitigation Mra!ureAEI 
While Bulle Counl)' Joes not haw architN1IJrai 
uquirements 01" cl/ormat cksigl1 h .... ·lew prOC€u. efforts 
Mill he maJe 10 hlmJ /Voj«l!iXi/ilies M'ith the 
surrounding landsc(Jpt'. AlIlJuildings and abOl't"ground 
foarur~J Kill N painted oflal-finisll neutral color, Site 
lighHng lim be }-.oodt<J and diu'e:led IOlmrd tk intu;or 
oflhe sife. nht-u /twiNe. bUilding deJign 'trill emulate 

Approval (If the 
Visual 
Mitigation' 
Landscaping 
Pian prior 10 
coosf.ru<tioo. 

Tab1e 1, Page i4 

CPUC 
RWQCB 

CPUC 

CFUC 

CPUC 

Repor1ing 
Atlh'ity 

cruc tniew and 
apprO\'e ofthe SY.'PPP 
and (onstruction 
monitoring. 

Confinn rootdina!ion 
with PO&: E and 
installation (If signage 

Confiffil coordination 
"ilb PO&: E and 
installation (If signage, 

Re,-iew and appro\'e the 
VMIlP. 

EffedinntsS 
Crittr'a 

Compliante with lhe SWPPP 
and no waltr quality impacts 
ffCInlconstructioo run'off. 

No disruption (If ~n'ice 
during construction. 

No disruption of Stnke 
during (onslfuction. 

Remore FaCility Sile is 
screened (rom liew on all 
four sides. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
June 1997 
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Impacl Mitigation Monitoring Proctdurc-
Monitoring 

Timtng Responsibilif)' 

. AESTHETICS (Contlnut-d) 

ImpattAEI Mitigation Measure AEI (Continued) 
(Continued)' Ofh", agricultural huildings in '~ar,~cl and pi~ 

s('gm('nls and m/,,'s iJ1lhe R('mott F(II:iUty Site ",ill he 
install,,,' tm..lt-rgtolmJ (V in sltb-JII.!fiJt.'e '"l.7Urts .• 4 
lanr.bc{I['t·J l't.'Tim,'/a ",ill "uually SeT,Yn 1M sire on all 
10ll.r s id.-s and a bam 14i1/ hi" cOnJtrlh'I,',J on Ih.? sOllth 
J;..I~ along t~ rrud. Plant sf". .... -ies l4i11 in..-iuJe lall· 
8rOli"ing frus and shrubs. MIh-h of 1M lan.lsc{lpe 
con/aifh'r J10I.·1 ",ill k J-gallon size or lllTga 10 ,..,o\ld~ 
be-llt-' iniri.ll scraning and allow 1M Il!timale seTt. ... ·ning 
I'ro,-;J.-,J h)' matuu sf". .... -ies 10 o..",(,lIr soont'(o Spt'dfte 
planting plans and designs liill be coorJinate'd Mill! the 
I"0pal)' Olina and the Gray lruge managa 10 CIUIU£' 
lM5e materials prO\-i,J," M ildlife Of>pcHluniries M hile not 
adwrsely aj/t'(;ting I~ o..~O\.·enl,ke farming. Thue 
plans Mill k inc/ud.'J in a cit-tailed f'iJual Mitigation 
Pian. (AlP/kanls J'.J. Re-.-ueJ) "-

ImpadAE2 Mitigation Measure AEl Appro\'e of WitdGoo3e 
Construclion O/tM Wcll Sh-e I~ qualil)' O/Ihe hunting C-t['t·rit'rJc.·~ in 1M VM'l.P prior fo Club 
Pod Site wifl cantreul Hilh J urrolmdir:g arc"a is pUJi~'(lt("J on a Mlural ulling. romtruclion 
the surrounding natura' mitigatil. ... n is l"ilj>OSt'tlIO minimize l~ "uual puulk·e of 
art'a and tt'Juft in an the lI'e/l Pad Sire. Th£' I'iojt. .... ·' ol'Plicanl has entu("J 
adrerse anlhctil.' imp.xl. into on agrt'l?meni lliIh the If'iM Goose ClJlb to prepare 

a lantiuop£' plan 10 elimilJt1te pOtentia1l), intruso-e 
,·jews. This plan 'Hill pro\-M~ fiil' 1M COlUtrJKlion 0/ an 
earthen f'€rimclt't bam around the Well Pad Site 10 

("on..·tal 'A"('llht'ads and l"quipmel'll_ Naln~ '"('gelation 
HU/ 1!e plantt·J oIJ.rside and on lop of the bam 10 forIh.:, 
("olk-t'al tlk-/",-·ilily. Thtse plans MHI h£' indudeJ in a 
clt-tailed "'tua' Mitigation Plan. Emager".:}' site 
ligll/ing will foe hoor./t'J anr.l airet·/t·J IOH"l.1rJ the inlaicw 
oflksil':-_ With the imp!('mclllation o/ilk'se mitigation 
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Reporting Etr«tinntss 
Ac.h·iCy Critula 

Rniew and a.rpro\·al ot \\'ell Pad Sile is screened 
the VMILP from ,·iew. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
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Monitoring 
Impact Mitigation Monitoring ProC"tdure Timing Responsibility 

AES"THETICS (Condnutd) 

Impart AEl Mitigation Mtasurt AEl (Continued) 
(Continutd) M£\lS&irt's, the ,md Goose Club hu d<7lermintv lhat I~ 

fUS(nc.;'~ C'f'h.! H'dl P(M Sile ",'OulJ not upustlit a 
signf/kalll \';slltJI imf'\1l.'l to its memt>crs and 'H'oulJ not 
o..Awulyaffi·..., th..-ir hunting e:rpcrimce. (App/;canl's 
V.J, !\o;St'c.Q 

Pi~1ine construction \'·1 Approve pJan CPUC 
sur COfUu/enl wilh lh.! Biologkol RtsOlir .. ~e Mirtgution 0".1 prior to project 

Monitoring Plc.m, rt'P1o.."e $t't-d ~lSe inlorsoil along appro\'al and 
(,ipdint." Toute and allow oml'le wafu in area 10 f'l"omolt c6tlduct foUow. 
fUtural Tt. ..... 't·Sdatiol1, up re'fiew ptr 

plan, 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

ImpadeRI Mitigation Measure CRI Appro\'c Historic CPUC 
CQlUlrul.'tion oJthe JYojr..-t ,4l'CUv)o:e cft1te T~sowfe will be imrliminJ~-J. induJing Propertits ACOE 
cowM poImlk1f1), iml',>cllk ,he &LJC t:{f\mi'f>l I1Zt"'tuurt's Umcing. signogt'. dl'). Managen'ltnt SIIPO 
Chcro~ Carul. Lctaal A Ct 'lI5ln.'C"IiOl1 ft'l."hn;qUt"S such rujad-and-bore "ill N Plan (IIPMP) ACIIP 
Mltkh is eligible fiv listing kSt\llo oou ""}>t.'l.l!h existing eark)' /tullJreJ, and Mwl prior to peojec( 
M/heNRHP" aFtW will SI(1), Q miPlimltm of I j It'd mnl)'ftom the toe t:{ appro\'a1. 

~'can..l1 or Inw runllo (1\'Cfd oomaglng ,he st11J(iwt. monitor 
In o&.lili(ln. a Memorlln..llJm t:{ Agrt-emml 0111.1 as.sodaft\l acth'ities during 
Historic rT(>[~'rlks AfIlMgt-mt:td Plun h..u hoOm prt'(".Ut'J construction. 
ta cU..ire.5S $r-.'''V,,; duta Tt.,-Q\W)' iss lit'S Jor Ilis/Ofic an:.1 
pt"ihisloric.- UJOWWS should slJ\-h resouras be discown-d 
durlngcorutru..-lion. (Arr/kanls C-l through C-8. 
Rn'is(\/j 

Disturbance or G-5 Monitor CPUC 
sIgnificant Susr-."nJ kwl in ,he:" jmmt~diare art'O a'1d call a quafi/itV constructi6n 

paleOntological (Uf~ontologist to o.:lamine tht· apprtY"iare tTt'atm€nJ and aClivitits. 

i'Houn:'ts sahuge uquirt"m(.-nls if fUtronto/ogkol u.sources are 
dis(owuJ during Corul1"lKtiOlt 
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Reporting F.ftfcti\'fn~ 
AdMty CrUtrJa 

Rniew and appro\"e the Pipeline cQostlWtion scar 
ptan, re\'etelales in one season, 

Re\'iew and awco\"e the Compliance with the HPMP. 
IIPMP, execult a 
Memorandum of 
Agreement and monitor 
and document 
conshuction acch'ity (or 
plan compliance, 

Monitor construction, Significant paleontological 
resources are treated and 
sah"agtd ar.",,:oprialtly_ . 

California Public Uritities Commission 
e/une 1991 



(n'patl Mitigation Monitoring Procedure Timing 

RECREATION 

Impad RI Mitigation Measure RIa Enter into 
Ccm..clruaion of 11k" Th~ ptt'j«1 (ll'l'lifiml h..u tnlert"l1 into an oguemenl agreement prk."'l 
/IXi/mrs of tk JJ(oIl raJ Mit/, th..· Wild Goou Club to {Vt'['tVI/ 0 "l1um.1~ ptan to operations. 
Silt ct'ufti dt"f~e 1M 10 ~limifUle potentially inlrU5ire ,1t'M'. (NoAl'pJiciml Monitor 
quafityo/fM tfXft'OtiOfi nll.mb..~ft.·J mftUlift.·, sre Aeslhclks mitigaUon mcyuure aclh"itits during 
tVI€ri(-nce in the ..IE 1) construction. 
surrolm.!ing an'a. Mitigation Measure Rib Enter into 

Preclude corulru./ion during the /<.111 and winler hunting agreement prior 
$t'ason.$. (..fPl'lkan"s L-I) to operations. 

M~>oil6r 
acljyilies during 
construction. 

MitIgation Measurt Rtt Enler info 
A ,'oil! Ol/fJOOl" operational and mainlenan.."e OClll-ities agreement prior 
JlI.ring the Illinting SfaJon wrn'lI possible, (Applicant's . 10 operations. 
L-J) Monitor 

aclhities during 
coostrucli<.)n. 

ImpadRl Mitigation l\ltasure Rl Establish 
.111M R(mole FOf.-ilit)'Si!~, Pioject applicant 11'il1 compemate properl)' owners for p.l)ment melhod 
Jewfopmcnl afthe sire any 105$ o!;cwnue usultingfrom 1M reduction in , .. ilb property 
(<luates 10 loss of hunting I('(ue atr('age. ot the cost of relocating the au.l owners rrior to 
apP'o.timatd), 4 (/uel Mjnd Mind s('ats. (No Applicant numl>('uJ meaJure) construe tion. 
St"als. 
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MonUoring 
RHporblbllity 

CPUC 

CPUC 

CPUC 

CPUC 

Reporting [««.innus 
AtCh"Uy Criteria 

Documenl agreement Disturbance of hunting by 
MonitOr (onstnKlioo proJe<t operations is 
sdleduk and attiyities. minimized. 

R«reational hunting is no( 

pc~luded by proj«l 
construction . 

Document agreement. Disturbance of hunting by 
Monitor coosrcucrion proJ«l Operations is 
schedule and acth"ilies. minimized. 

Recreational hunting is not 
pr«fuded by proj«l 

. , cQnstruclion . -
Document agreement. Dislurbance of hunling by 
Monitor ConslJl){lion pcoj«Ioperations is 
schedule and aclh-ities. minimiled. 

Reueatiooat hunting is not 
pr«luded by projttl . 
constiuctioo. 

Pa}"mrntof Property owners 
c()lTlpensation to property compensated for reductk."lfl in 
owners. r(wnue. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
June 1991 



MonlCoriog Rtportlog EffedlnDm 
Impact Mitigation Monitoring Pr«fifurt - TimIng Rtsponslbility Atth-lty enttrlt. 

RECREATION (CO.dDUed) 

(mp.et RJ Mitlgalion Measure R3 PQsl nolices of CPUC Publish notiCe in the Impacts ort.'le shoo teem 
Te,,!poioi)' ftslrklion 01 AC(orJing (<J Gra)' lMge staff. ItU (lIthe fIShing a«tJS c03ddosure i Gridley Htrald. <losure ('f West Liberty 
plJIolk a«ess to ,he fIShing afta at the end 0/ Wesllibeity ROl>d is coocenlrated on Yittks in R~d is minimiled. 
area on Gril)' Uxige . wedends in the spting and/aJl. tominimiulhe adnnce in the 
prcptily. impai:ls to fhe/uhermen who ma)' MJsh to aue tAt arta. Gridley Herald. 

the closure 0/ Weslltl-.;:,ty 1<0-»/01 hriJge WOrlltiJI 
0«1d' mld·wed. eluring lhe SummeT whenfuhing we it 
IOK't?'sl. HOa"ft-eT. shOuld this worl not he completed 
during the ~\·el. fulling iiSt Q/the 0«(>$1 efta M'Ould he 
~~-luJMjIN OM weelend. To minlm;zt lhe impads 01 
tMs shorl·Urm dciswe. n<;liCts cft~ pending road 
closure M"ilI be pOjlfd in CAA'anC~ along the rood. al the 
Gr(i)' L¢dge HeoJqu(ulcn, and publulred in 1M GriJlC')' 
H("TaM netrspaper, 0' leas' 1\0\'0 M'tch iV/IN 101M 
dosur~. (No Applicant numbcud mcosure) . 
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I. LAND USE AND PLANNING. 

Ell n',onmfll,al sflling 

EN\,) RON.\1 ENTAL CIlr.C~ LIST 

I nitial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Pcoj~l 

The project area is located near the southwestern boundary of Butte County. This area of the County is 
rural and consists orman), large acreage rarms dedicated almost entirely to rice proouction. Wetlands in 
this area phwide waterfowl habitat. as well as oppOrtunities for hunting and other water-related 
recreation. The proposed gas pipeline right-or-way is currently used (or agriculture (41 percent) and 
resource management (29 percent). with the remaining 24 percent in existing public or prl\·ate rQadway. 
The Well Pad Site will be located on ma.naged wetlands for water(owl habitat. The Remote Site Facility 
is located in rice fields under private ownership. 

The entire project area is designated as ''Orchard'' or "field Crop" I~nd under the Butte Count)' General 
Plan. This designation allows as primary uses orchard and crop proouction. hunting and water-related 
recreation. with resource extraction and processing as secondary uses. Butte Count)' Zoning Ordinance 
designates the project a.rea 3S agriculture with a 40-acre minimum parcel size (A-40). 

Poltntially 
Significant 

POltnlially Unless wsThan 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Would the proposal: Impact Intorporaltd Impact Impact 

a) Connict with genetal plan designation or zoning? 0 0 0 • 
The proposed proj«l invoh'es development of a depleted 131-billion-cubic-foot underground natural gas 
reservoir (or use as gas storage. This is consistent with the Count)'s General Plan designation which 
allows resource extraction and processing as secondary uses. 

111e proposed proj«t will be regulated by the California Public Utilities Commission (cPUe) and maybe 
considered to be a public utility. The Subdh'ision Map Act (Government Code § 664i6.S) exempts 
conveyances ofland to pubJic utilities (r(lm minimum parcel size requirements. therefore. the acquisition 
of a 5-acre parcel for the Remote Site Facility is consistent with the zoning designation. The Butte 
Count)· Planning Department concurs with this interpretation. 

b) Connict with a.pplicable environmental plans or 
policies adopted by agencies with jurisdiction over 
the project? 

o o o • 

The proposed project would not conflict with applicable environmental plans or policies adopted by 
Butte Count)' or any other agencies with jurisdiction o\"er the project. Soils within the project area do 
not qualify as "prime'\ Class I or Class II. agricultural land. therefore. the projed will not conflict with 
the protection of agricultural and prime agricultural land as identified in the County General Plan. 

California Public Ulilities Commissioll 
June 1997 
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Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Proj~t 

c) Be incompatible with existing land use in the 0 0 0 • 
\'icinity? 

lbr proposed project will not be incompatible with existing land uses in the proj«t vicinity. Current 
land use in the vicinity is charatlerind by large-acteage fanus dedicate\l almost entirely to rke 
proooction. According to the Butte County General Plan, non-agricultural uses may be considered \ .. here 
buffers tail be incorporated into the design of the non-agricu lturat land use. Two acres will be retained 
as buffer area for the Remote Site Facility. 

d) Affect agricultural reSOurces or operations 0 • 0 0 
(e,g,. impacts to soils 01 farmlands, or impacts from 
incompatible land uses)? 

This includes the loss of crop production, potential atterationof field gradient, irrigation, and drainage. 
Settling of pipeline trench backfill could adversely effect field gradient. Operation of the Remote Site 
facility will permanently remove S actes-of il6n·prime agricultural_land (rom productiOn. The S actes 
required for the construction and operation of the Remote Site Facility will be either acquired through a 
purchase in fee or a long term fease. The permanent loss of agricultural prooucti,'ity for these S acres is 
not considered significant. 

Impact LUI 
C()nstruCtion of pipelinu in agricultural aTeas trU/ result in potmUal impacts to rice crop production 
on Jj acres. 

Mitigation Measure LUIa 
All pipdine construe-lion lim be compltled as one continuous construc/iOIl oc{i"ity between mid-June 
and mid-August, /998. In order to construct in/he rice fields during thil time frame. the construclion 
working strip will be iJofated /rom the adjaCent fields and no rice lSiII he planted This 'H'iII be 
accomplished by installing a new tempOrary rite check ']5 feet away from and parallel to /he field 
edge. Ins/allalion oj Ih~ temporary rice chuk will be fHrformed by tIlt rice farmers during their 
normal field preparation aclil'ities in Fehruary and },farcr'J, 1998. This will aI/ow the adjacent fields 10 
be flooded and planted. hut the isolated tonstruction working .strip lrill remain dry and unfarmtd when 
construction hegins in the summer. The temporary rice checM trill he remol'td after the fields have 
been drained in August oj 1998. "'/tu conj/ruclion, the field will ht ,sun-eyed and regraded (0 i{j 

pttconslruclion lel'el and contour. The farmer will he compensated for the crop loss and all costs 
(l$sociattd nith preparing the \forAing strip during field preparation, The /.IacAfili trench will he 
compacud and follow-up ,sun'eys will he conducted and finishing grading liill be completed by the 
Proponen/. if Ilcct.ssary. to ensure irrigation flows are not affi'ersely af/ecud. (Applicant',s i-I, 
Re,-;sedj 

Mitigation l'tleasure LUlb 
Pro\'ide hrt"ah in .spoil piles QT pipe strings to accommodate field acce.ss. (Applicant $ L-}) 

Mitigation Measure LUte 
BUT)' pipeline up to j fut oj cowr to allow dup ripping alld commonfitld actil'ilie.s. ru requested by 
farmers. (Applicant's L-J) 

Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce the impacts on agricultural resOurces along 
the pipeline- route (0 a less than significant level. 

California Public Ulililies Commission 
June 1991 
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Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Proje,' 

e) Disrupl or divide the physital arrangement or an 0 0 0 • 
established community (including a low-intorne or 
mirtOrity community)? ,'. 

, . - -

The proposed proj«l will \10\ divide (lr disrupt an established community_ There are three residcne-eS 
within one-half mile or the proposed project fadlities. AU of these residences. ate sing1e-family homes 
associated with the fanning'operations and/or ..... aterfowl management areas, A total often residences are 
within one-hatf mite of the propos:ed and alternative proj«t facilities. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
June 19iJ1 
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e II. I)O}l U 1 ... \ TION AND HOUSING. 

Enr;ronmel//(Il s£,Uir.g 

Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Project 

Butte County h.u a population of 20-',260 (January 1995) and IS predominantly tural, with the exception 
of the City of Chico and its surrounding dneJoped areas. The ("ounty experienced a population innease 
ofmNe than 25 (l(fcent between 198() and 1m. Population in the immediate proj~' area is "cry s~rse 
and is primaril)' associated \\ith agrkuTturat actl\'ities. No residences or business establishments w1l1 ~ 
displaced by the ph)j~l. 

Butte County's einplo)menl in 199-1 was 75,500 jobs. B~ause (ounty emplo)ment is hea\'ily inOuenced 
by the Cit)' of Chico, only 5 percent of ("ounty jobs are in agricutlure and 4 percent are in mining and 
construction. Butte County's 199-' awrage unemployment was 10.2 percent, with moderate seasonal 
\'ariation. Per capita income was $)2,083 in 1990. 

Butte County's hOUSing stock was approximately 76,000 in 1990, with a \'acanc)' rate 5.8 percent. 
Temporary hQusing within 40 miles of the proj~t consists of roughly 1793 hoteVmotel rooms. In 
addition to the a\'ailable motels, there are Se\'CraJ camping facilities with a total of approximately 402 
tampsites within commute distance ofthe proj~t area. 

WO}lld the proposal: 

a) Cumulath'ely exceed oOidal regional or local 
population projections? 

Poftntially 
Signifita nl 

Impact 

0 

Poftntially 
Significant 

Unltss 
Mitigation 

IncoipOultd 

tJ 

USS Than 
Significant No 

Impact Impact 

0 • 
'The tenlpOrar), ("onst.IiKtion workforce wiU-pcak at about 120 workers. The majority of the wOrkers 
hired (or project construction "'iII be from local areas, up to 70 mites out. Som~ nonlocal labor "ill be 
used onl)' for specialized skills not readily available loca1\y. No-ntoca' construction workers would peak 
at 39. Since non local workers will be in the area on I)' during project construction and would then move 
on to construction projects in other locations, no population increases would Occur. During operation 61' 
the project, up to ten workers will be tlired locally. therefore pOpulation will not exceed regional or local 
population proj~tions. 

b) Induce substantial gro\\1h in an area either dir~tly or 
indirectly (e.g" through prOjects in an undewtoped 
area or extension ofmajo( infrastructure)? 

o o o • 
The proposed project will not induce substantial short or long leoo gro\\1h in the area. During 
constructiOn and operations, the majority of workers will be hirtd locally, within commuting distance. 

There are no other p3SI, present, future projects in the area that tould result in cumulati\'C impaCts. The 
scare and nature of the proj(Xt is such that it will not result in an}' gro\\1h inducing eff~ts. No public 
infrastructure extensions (except telephone sef\'ice) arc needed, and few if any public services will be 
required. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
lune 1997 
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c) Displace histing housing, espcdall)' aOordabJe o 
housing? 

Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Project 

o o • 
Non-local workers are expccled to use hoteVmotel accommodations because of the relati~'ely short 
ronstruction periOd. ThercfQCc, no demand (ot permanent housing should ·OC.:~r. During tonstruction. 
the estimated maximum number of non-local workers is 34 (ot a .six \\'eek ~ri6d, Assuming ";orst-case 
scenario of one room per non-local worker during peak constnicti60.a (otal ()( 14 ooteVm6tet rooms will 
be needed for six \\'eeJ.:s. Ifworkers share tooms.or use rec~ational vchicle parks or (ampc'space~. (e\\;er 
hOteVrnotel rooms WQuld be n«ded than are estimated. TIlls demand represents less than 3 ~(cent of. 
the available rooms, tberdore the impact of the project on tiansient room accommodations v .. ilI nOt be 
significant. 

Population of the immediate projeCt area is ,'cry sparse and is primarily aSs6ciate-d ·with agricultural 
aeth-ilies. No residences O( business establishments will be displaced by the project. 

California Public Ulilitits Cornmlssion 
June 1991 
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III. GEOlOGIC PROBLEMS. 

Elrdronmfnlal stlling 

Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Proj~t 

The proposed proj~t is loc~ted in the Sacramento. Valle~' geornOrphlc province. whkh is generally a 
level a1lu\'ial plane underlain by both marine and a1lu\'lal sediments. Topography is very flat, with 
elevatiOnS ranging from 58 feel above sea level at the Well Pad Site. to approximately 67 feet at the 
Remote facility Site. Besides the Sut1er But1es, which are located scH-ral miles to. the southeast. there 
are no unique geologic C)f physical features in the immediate ptojetl area 

Would the proposal result in or eXpOse people to 
potential impacts involving: 

a) Fault rupture? 

Potentially 
Signifitant 

Impltt 

o 

Potentially 
Signinunt 

Unltss 
Mitigation 

I ncorporattd 

o 

Ltss Than 
Signifitant 

ImpaCt 

o 

- No 
Impact 

• 
fault rupture-or surface displacement is not likel)' (6 occur beneath the project facilities. As ittdicated in 
the PEA, the greatest potential fot seismic actMI)' is associated with the Willows Fault locat.ed 
apprOXimately 7.S miles southwest of the well pad site. Movement along this fault would likely not 
result in surface displacement beneath the project facilities. People Y.-ould not be expOsed to fault rupture 
as a result of the project. 

b) Seismic ground shaking? o o o • 
The ptoject will not induce seismic ground shaking. As stated aoo\-e the greattst potential for seismic 
activity is associated with the Willows Fault. The project should not contribute 10 potential mO\'ement 
along this fault. 

c) Seismic ground failure. including liquefaction? 0 • 0 0 

Material used to construct the equipment pads at the Well Pad Site will be coming (rom nearby habitat 
impro\'ement projetts. This material may be water logged aM full of organic material making it 
susceptible to seismic induced liquefaction ifit is not placed as engineered fill. 

Impad GPI 
Seismidy induced liquefaction could be associated with soils used to construct equipment pads. 

Mitigadon Measure GPla 
Conduct geiJlechnfcal lesting oj Well Pod Site and Remote Facilit)' Site and incorporate appropriate 
design cOnJidaolions. (Applicon"s G-I) 

Mitigation Measure GPlb _ 
Tile plocemmt ()f fill material jar the ccnstruction of equipment pads must conJorm 10 the Uniform 
Bui/ding Code SeismiC ZQne Criteria_ The design and placement-oj soil Jar equipment pads must be 
certified by a Slate Certified ProJess;onal Engillur. (Applicanl's G-l. Rn;sed) 

This will reduce impacts to less than significant. 

d) Seiche. tsunami. or volcanic hazard? o o o • 
Seiches, tsunamis and \'okani¢ hazards will not occur as a result of the project. 

California Public Utilities Commission 
June 1991 
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Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Pfojett 

e) tandsHdes or mudflows? o o o • 
The surrounding topography is flat and therefore not susteptibre to) landslides or mudflows. 

f) Erosion, ~hanges ira topography (If unstable soil 0 • 0 [J 
conditions from excavation, grading, or fiu-? 

Material used (0 ("(Instruct the equipment pads will come from nearby habitat improvel'nent proj«ts. 
This material may be water logged and full of organic material making it susceptible to selsmic induced 
liquefaction. Construction activities will atSQ disturb agricultural soils and cause compaction of soil. 

Impact GPl 
The high cia)' and organiC contenl oj these soils could risult i1J a Izigh Uquid Umit mating "Itm $uhjul ((1 

liquefaction if/hey are nOI p/aud as rngineeridjill. 

Mitigation Measurt GP2 . _ _ 
The p/aceininl of /ill material/or Ihe consinxlion of ~qulpminl pad$. must conform to the Uniform 
Building Code Sfismic Zone C,:Utria. Th~ design and placement ojlhe soil for~qllipmtnt pod$. must he 
arlijied by a State· Certi/itd Professional Engineer. This k-il/ reduce impaell() a len than significant 
lew/. (No Applicant numbered measure) 

Impact GP.l 
Disturbance of agricultural soil and compaction of soil structure, 

MitigatioD Measure GP'} . 
Restore soil profiles and compactioll to pruonstruclion conditions folloWing construction. (Applicant's 

~ e 
Impact GP4 
Potential erosion oj disturbed soils /rom eoru/ruction acl'\'ities. 

Mitigation Measure Gr", .. .. . 
Pupar~ and implemenl a Genual Coru/luclion Storm Water Pdmit ..... ith a Storrll Water Pollution 
Prnenlioll Plan (SfJ'PPP) and incorporate Btst Management Proctices. (Applicant's G.,,) 

This will reduce impa~ts to less than significanl. 

g} Subsidence of the land? o o o • 
Land subsidence will not result from the proj«:t actlvities. 

h) Explnsi\'c soils? o o o • 
The proj«:l facilities are not subj«:t to expansive soil. 

i) Unique geotogic or physical features? o o o • 
The proj~t does not expose people to impacts from unique geologic or ph}'sicaJ features. 
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IV. WATER. 

Em';ronmentaf 5elling 

Butte Creek is located approximately O,S mile west of the prbj«t area, nowing south,\'ard te) the 
Sacramento Rinr. The creek's head\\'aters begin a\ eJeY81ions of S.OOO to 6.000 feel in the Jones\'ille 
Basin portion of the Siena Nenda mountains in the northeast (omer of BuUe County. The primary 
contributor (0 Butte Creek's flow is , .. inter rain. while sno\\melt also c;ontributes to' additional flow. In 
addition. PG&E imports water into the Butte Creek basin from the West branch of the feather Rh'er by 
part of its h)'dr6el«tric generation system, Numerous diversion dams north oqhe proj«t area regulate 
Butte Creek. The Butte Creek basi~ is a multipurpose waterway. pro\'iding flood coplrol v .. ith le,;ee 
systems. water supply Con\'e)'8nte for irrigation and waterfowl, agricultural drainage. and fisheries . 
habitat. Cherokee Canal is a multi-purpose wate""a), paraUel to the southern access coad to the Well Pad 
Site. The access road crosses o\'er the canal neal the location of the Wild Goose Club_ 

Would the proposal result in: 

a) Changes in absorption tates. drainage patterns. or the 
cate and amount of surface runofl? 

PotC'ntiaUy 
Significant 

Impacl 

0 

Pottntially 
Sjg~i~tanl 

Unlm 
Mitigation . 

lo(orpor'ated 

0 

111e project \"'iII not change absOrption rates, drainage patterns or surface run off. 

b) Exposure ofpeopJe or property to water retated 
hazards such as flooding? 

o • 

Less Ttian 
Sign~fttanl 

Impact 

0 

o 

Impacl WAI . . , 
The Well Pad Site is locattd In aflooc/ zone and/ac.-ilifies may he subjecllo ptriodic inundation. 

Mitigation Measure \VAI 
DeJign aI/facilities althe Well Pod SUe to withstand puiodic inwzclation and rt'Ceil'e an Industrial. 
Acti\'ityStorm Waler Permit/or projut operalionJ. (Applicant $ H·jj 

c) Discharge into surface waters or other alteration of 
surface water quality (e.g .• temperature. dis4001\'ed 
oxygen or turbidity)? 

o • o 

No 
Impact 

• 

a 

Placement of rock fill material along the edges or Cherokee Canal tot tht new bridge will result in 
temporary min6r turbidity_ Bore pits and pipeline trenches will enc()Unter shallow groundwater and will 
require dewatering. This water will be filtered and discharged to the ground surface away (roni the work 
area which without adequate precautions could discharge back into the canals. 

ImpadWA2 
Construction oj pipelines at criJssing.s may cause potential dis{UTbanc~ and illcr~ase Ilubidil)' oj waleis 
ill ditches and canals. 

Mitigation ·Measure \\'Ala . 
Boft crossing where 'he 'K'Ofei body ;s 100 wide fo" cull'trls 01' trenching iJ otheTK';u not feasible. 
(Applicant's H-I) 
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Mitigation Measure WAlb 

Initial Stud), 
Wild Goose Gas S10rage Proj«'t 

Tunchtd ("f(I.Jsjngs may be use,1 ""here water is lilel)' 10 be preStll' if a cu/wr' is im/(ltled in the ditch 
across the foil width oj the construclion tight-o/Wf/)' 1fhilt isolating the \forling sirip during tar/),­
springfield puparation. Use sand bogs 10 seal around Ihe ends oj Ihi' culwrt, Ihaeb)' ensuring thallhe 
lforA-area 'umairu isolated ./rom 1M flowing wala lihile the croS$ing ;5 trmched during SlimmiT 

corutruclion. (Applicant's H-1J 

Mitigation Measure WAlt 
Trenched ("fosJings of ditches will ollly oo."ur if Ihe ditch can be dried oul at/east Jj clays prior 10 
torutruction. (Applicant's H-J) 

Mitigation Mtasure WAld 
Rustablish the bottoms (md sides of all trenched cro$sings of dr)' tanals aild ditches 10 pre-construction 
integrity. (Applicant's H-4) 

ImpaCt \\'..\3 
Gro and pioductd water disposallwll may pass through freshwater zonn 

Mitigation Measure \VAl 
Construel all gas and diSpOsal l'o'flls to D;\';sioll 0/ Oil, Gas & Geothermal Regulation (DOGGRJ 
Mandards and cau wells helow the dupestjrtshwaler oquiftYs. (Applicant $ H-6) 

ImpactWA4 
Storm waftr runoff may affett water quality oj sur/au waters. 

Mitigation Measuie '\'A4 
A Storm Waltr Pollution Pre"enlion Plan (SWPPP) musl be prepaud and implemt'nled as a condition 'of 
the General Construction ACIi"ityStorm Water Permit. tH-7) 

Impact WAS 
Discharge,s 0/ h)droslatic lest water may result in potential impacls on turbidit)' and quality of sur/ace 
waters. 

Mitigation Measure WAS 
Prior 10 Iht discharge oj hydrostatic tesl water 10 Ih~ drainage canals. samples of the waler must be 
co/lecud and analyzed to wri/y Ihal it meets RWQCB wafu qualif)' standards for the discharge. (No 
Applicant numbered measure) 

These measures will reduce impacts on surface water (0 less than signi ficant. 

d) Changes in the amount of surface watet in any water 
bod)"l 

Th<' rtoj~t willllot aff~t an)' surfate water bodies in the area. 
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e) Changes in cur'rtnls. or the course of direction of 0 0 0 • 
water mo\'Cmenls? 

The projeCt will not change currents or the direCtion ofwatcr mO\'tments. SOme minor changes in (low 
patterns rna)' OCtut in smaU agritultura1 irrigation and drainage (anal~ b)' pipeline Iren~hin8 acti\'ities .. 
Howeyer. these changes are to be of short duration and will ha\'e negligible irnpacts, 

f) Change in the quantit), 'of ground ""aters. either [] 0 0 • 
through dirett additions or witbdrawals. or through 
interception of an aqu ifet by cuts 6rexcA\,ations. or 
through substantia 1 loss of gtouOdwater oXbarge 
capability? . . 

Theprojett ~'ill not impact gr~undWater in t~e ,area: Water Jnjec~i6n of saline pr~oced \\'ater Yo'iII be 
into the gas storage. reseivoif. is part Of n6mal opetatiol'ls.~sarid~ of feet betow the producing 
freshwater ~quiters. Trt~-ch!ng atth'ities' .... ill be ~haU6\\: and, \\ill not int~rc~pt aliy producing ground 
water aquifers. Any 16S$ in gfQuhd";~teri«harge capability as Il result -of the equipment pads ",ill be . 
negligible due to. the small footprint Ofthe,se pads. ReinJedion ofproouced water back to a suitable deep 
aquifer is a common practice subject to pennitting by the Division of Oil and Gas & Geotbermal 
Resources (DOGGR). _ . 

g) Altered directio.n or rate of flow of groundwater? o o o 
The project ",ill ~6t aff~l the groundwater aquifers through additions or withdrawals and therefore "'ill 
not alter groundwater flow dirtttions, 

h) Impacts to groundwater quality? o o o 

• 

• 
The project \\ill not aff~, gi6u.ndJ\·ater, aquifers either through additions or ",:ithdrawals and, thetefore, 
will not alter groundwater quality 'c~nditions, The water inje(tion weUs will be constructed 56 that the 
producing groundwater aquifers will cased off to ensure tbat the prOduced saline wattr is injected 
thousands of teel below fresh\\;ater. These construction details are included in the Di\'ision of Oil and 
Gas & Geothermal Resources in)~tion well 'application, 

i) Substantial reduclio.n in the amount of groundwater 
other-vise ayaiJable for public ,",'atec supplits? 

o o o • 
The project witl not affect gtoundwater aquifers either through additions or withdrawals and therefore 
will not alter the groundwater supplies. 
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v. AIR QUALITY. 

Enrironmfnlal Selling 

Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Proj~t 

The proposed proj~t is located in the NQrtbtm Sacramento Valle}, Air Basin (NSVAB). The SOUthern 
portion bfthe Sacramento Va He} .. which ind~es the metropolitan -area of ~acramento. is also part of the 
~me ph}'sical basin. but has been separated from the NSVAB for air quality planning purposes ~ause 
of the generall), higher pOllution 1eHls arid greater number Of SOur~es in the sOUthern part of the basin. 
The northern part of the basin re<:eh'es pollution transported n6tth from the Sacramento rnetr~litan 
area. and is often subje<:too to innrsioo layers that generate ele\'ated le,'els of ambient air pollution. 

The NSVAB is designated aSa non-attainm-ent area. (or (ederal and state ozone Ambient Air QuaJlt)' 
Standards (AAQ~)t .and(or the state standard tot pa~ku1ale matter less than 10 mk~ns(PMIO), All 
othet pollutants fot which there are AAQSare in attaitm\ent Qr unclassified in the NVSAB. Infrequent 
exctedances Q( the ozMe 'and PM 10 sfandatd$ have-been recorded in the NVSAB area oyer the past five 
),ea1s. at monitor locations in the genera' area of the Project. . 

In the ptoj«t· area, the Butte Coun~i Air Quality Management District (AQMD) ·is tt~p6nsible (or the 
regulation and control of air emission sOurces, TheAQMD has ad6pled regulations and rules toward this 
end, InCluding pemit requ iremenls fot new "stationary SQuctes" of air emissions. 

Air emissioos assOciated ~·ith the construction and operation Of the pt6jt\:~ate discussed in detail in 
S~tion 4 of the PEA. Maximum emissions estimates are provided in Tables 4-2 (construction), and 
Tables 4-$ through 4-7 (operation). 

Would the proposal: 

Potentially 
Significanl 

Impact 

Poten tia 11)' 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

UssThan 
Signifttlnt 

Impact 
No 

Impatt 

a) Violate- all)' ait quality standard Or contribute (0 ali 0 • 0 0 
existing or projected air quality Violation? 

Impact AQ I. . _ . 
Slate and/o; federal air qualil)'siandatds miry be impacted by emissions of air pol/utants during 
construction arid optration of the Project. wing thresholds in BCAQMD regulations and IndireCt Source 
Re\'iew Guidelines as significance criteria, 

Mitigation Measure AQ 1 , 
The Proponen,li'ill work with tile AQ.\fD to design and coru/-ruci the project componmts. and .... iII 
obtain an Authority to Clms/rlkl and an Authority to Operate jroi1Jlhe AQMD for the projecl, The 
design of the projeCt willll1(ol'pOiale m;tlgatlon meCUUU$ (such as Best AraUahle Control technotog)~ 
to ensure thai AQMD requirements are mil, Applicant's mitigation meiisure A·I1. utilizing dry; low­
NOx .technOlogy, will satisfy the B • .fCT criteria. BCAQ.\{D may requir~ a more stringent control 
leclmi:JIogy in their Authority Ii) Constrod, ImpaCts during corutrutlion will be minimized by utilizing 
the Applicant s mitigation measures ..l-8 through A·I I. In addition, the Proponent will underlaJ.e a 
range of mitigation measures to limit the production oj jugitil-e dwt /rom construction aclfritits 
(Applicant's A·ltluough 14-7): 

• Apply water 10 disturb areas as iua$$Qr), to teduce dust \\·hrn ,'ehic1e traffic is present Jurblg 
precolJslruclion through resto;ation. 

• Cowr opm haullruels ~'iil1 tarps both on and off tht \i·or! $it~ . 
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• Ust pawd Toods for comtruclion "ihidiS ~Ct'$.j to lhe cOn$(ruclio1J righI-of-weT), nht'ulw 
/'OsJi1>le, 

• limit whfdt spuds to 10 mph on W1pal"('d constrlKliOll OCCtSS rOOr.u and lhe C01lJlrucliolllighl. 
oj-way. or (IS TC'q';i{~(IIO control dust. 

• Limit whlde speeru en Weslliberl), Road 10 20 mph and apply Waler ugularl)' 10 control dusl. 

• Remove all)' soil or mud deposited by construclion equipment" 011 pa\"fd T(}(JI.U Ilear Ih£> egress 
from unpawd auas, or provide slabilizt'd construclion tnfranf,,'es from paved roadJ. 

• . Stabilize disturbed aUas following the completion oj cotutruclioll. 

The issuance oJthe AUlhority to Cons,,"ue, and Authorii)' to Operate Jocummls will he conJirmalion ,hal 
Ihe Ptojetlwill not excud any slate or federal air quality standards. 

b) Expose sensitive teceptorst6 pollutants? o o o • 
The closest sensiti\·e t~eptor to the. Project sites (a residence) is approximately 4.S00 (eet away from the 
emission sources, a.nd wiIJ not be affected by the emissions. By me-eting s!ate and federal air qU11ity and 
emission standards, the project will not expose sensith·e receptors t6 poJiutants. 

c) Alter air movement, moisture, Or temperature. or 
cause a.nychange in climate? 

o o o • 
The ait emissions from this Proje.;:t are not of the magnitude that will affect air mo\'ement. moisture, 
temperature. or cause any thange in climate. 

d) Create objectionab1e odors? O. 0 0 

ImpadAQl 
The processing of odOTiud natufal gru will N!sult ill 'he odor of natural gas aI, and in the imm~diate 
"icinily of the Remo/t> Facilit)' Sile. OdOliud natural gas ",'ill be emitttdfrom piping compontlJls such 
as ml,-es and flanges (fugiti,'e emb.sions), and discharge oj gm through the relief ,'enl during emergency 
situations. . 

Midgation Mtasure AQ i . '. . . 
Piping component.s 01 the Remott> Facilif)' ..... ilI he maintained 10 minimize Itakage of odoriud gas 
(Applicanl'$ A-/5 and A-16) . . Most piping connections al Ihe Jacili,>' It'ilI he li'elde,/' if possihle 
(Applicimt~ A-U). Val"es, flarigu, and o/}!er piplilg (Ompontnls will be subjul to a quarluly 
Inspection and }.(ainui,am:e program 10 iJenlif)' andfi:c Itoling components (Applicants A·JJ)~ II is 
anticipated lhal no mOTi Ihan two emergency hlowdoli71 situations .... ilI occur each )'(ar al the Remote 
Facility. Use oJI"~ relirf l't'nl will be minimized through routine maintenance althe facilil)~ In lire case 
oj bolh the /ugiti\'~ en/i.u/om and the ulir/ \'ent emissions, cdoriud gas in the "icinit), of Ihe emission 
source will he quickly dissipated hye\'tm light ',ind!, and it is e:(peeled Ihal odor.s .... ilI he present only in 
the immediate \·;dnil)· of the Remote Facifjl)~ 

These measures will reduce odor il}lpacts to les.s than significant. 
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VI. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION, 

Em'ironmmtal selling 

Initial Study 
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Sewral state higbways and local roads pro\'ide access to the pro jed area. East of the Sacramento Rinr 
the primary access to the project is \'ia State Route 99 through Gridley and the Gridley.Colusa Higbway. 
Access to the Well Pad Site is from the south via North Butte Road and the private rt."lad to and through 
the Wild Goose Club area. 

Currently, the Colusa Highway. Pennington Road. and West Uberty Road have a "Level A" uvel of 
Service as Percent of Capacity rating. le\'el A represents free flow and indicates that only 60 percent or 
tess of the Colusa Highwa)'s traffic volume capacity is currently being utilized. The other toads in the 
proj«t area also do not experience significant traffic congestion. West Uberty Road is usually used by 
farmers accessing their fields, the caretaker at the duck club and fishermen using the road to ac(~ss the 
83) Canal. The existing bridge o\'er the Belding Lateral (See Figure 2) has weight restrictions of 12 tons 
per vehicle, 20 tons per semi-trailer combination, and 2i tons per truck and full trailer. 

Poltntially 
Significant 

PottntiaUy Unltss uss Than 
Signifiunt Miligation Significant No 

Would the proposal result in: Impul Incorporartd Impate Impad 

a) Increased vehicle trips or traffic congestion? 0 • 0 0 
During con!.h:uction when maximum emplo)ment reaches approximately 120 workers, primary traffic 
flow to and from the project area wi1J result from daily (onstruction employee commuter trips. 
Secondaf); trame flow will be generated by trucks deJivering pipe and other equipment to the Remote 
Facility Site and Well Pad Site. Aprroximately 260 huck trips ate anticipated for the delivery of 
construclion materials and supplies during the course Of construction. Pipeline construction along West 
liberty Road \,'m create minor delays of several minutes while construction equipment moves aside to 
allow traffic to pass. 

Heavy equipment could cause some physical damage to county roads and bridges. The bridge on West 
liberty Road o\'er the Belding Lateral has weight restrictions prescribed by the California Department of 
Transportation. Construction (rame exceeding these restrictions may damage the bridge structure. 

During operatiOn, up to 10 employees will be stationed at the Remote Facility Site to operate and 
maintain the facilities, with only fi"e emplo)'ees on duty at any time, The additional commuter traffic 
associated with these employees is not considered a significant impact. 

ImpattTl 
lAxaliud traffic congt'StiOll i" Ihe immediate \'icinily o/Ih? Well Pad Site. Remo/e Facility Site, and Ihe 
pipeline right-ol-way couM occur (luring project construction. 

Mitigation Measure Tl 
To minimiu Ihe impacls 0/ construction traffic and potential damage to counly road,f, IJ'GSI has 
prepareda Tramportatioll Management Pia". which sets/orlh the/ollou-ing mellJUriS 10 be implemented 
(Applicants T .. J Illtol/gll T-6): 

• Coordinate Ihe liming and route selection for mOl'emenl 0/ heat)' equipment and truck 
traffic Oil county roads with lite Butte and Sillier County Road Departments to millimiu 
impacts. 
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• Rtpair ml)' dclmag~ /0 CCUIII)' roads and bridgeJ or primlt roads c(luud by project 
com/rucliOll aflil'WeJ. 

• Coordinate cOl1$tructioll oclirilitJ .fith COllllt)' officials, lando'H71trs and ItJUtS 10 
minimize disrupliolllO local/raffic and mOl'i'ment of agricultural equipm,""t. 

• OMaill all Encroachment Permit from Bulle Count)' for Ihi" pipd;ll~ com/mclion 
aclil'ititJ in lhe county road righI-vI-way. 

• Regularly maintain thi" grawl sur/ace 011 WeJt liherty Road 10 county .standards during 
cons truclion. 

• Prol'ide buah in spoil piles, tunch or pipe strings to accommodate field a,~a$j during 
cons/ruclion. 

Through implementatiOn of Tramporlalion Managemenl Plan and close coordination with the Butte and 
Sutter County Road Departments, pOtential construction traffic and foad impacts on the lightly trave~ed 
County roads and agricultural roads would not be considered significant. 

ImpaclTl 
Hem)' equipmenl could cause physical damage to bridge Ol'tr Belding lafrral. 

Mitigation Measure 1'2 
Cost-share .1·il}, Bulle County Public Works Diparlment to upgrade the weight copacil)' of the West 
liberty Road IIridge by rUons/iucling the bridge supporl strut/ute. (Applicant s T-7) 

The county estimates it will take it.s cre\\'s approximately one week to Complete this work, during Yo'hich 
time the road will be dosed to traffic. Aff~ted property owners on West Liberty Road will be provided 
access around the construction site during bridge construction. 

b) Hazards to safety from design features (e,g., sharp 
curves or dangerous inters«lions) or in~ompatlble 
uses (e.g. t farm equipment)? 

a a o • 
The project does not include any transportation e'ements that may result in hazards from safet), design 
features. Use of fann equipment on existing roads is "Cf)' common during spring field preparation and 
during late summer rice harvest Construction activities. as scheduled. will avoid these use periods to the 
greatest extent possible. 

c) Inadequate emergenc}' access or access to nearby o o o • uses? 

There will be little, if an}" interference with emergency ser\'ice providers. Construction win be in areas 
of 'ow population and uncongesltd traffic. A portion o( West Libert)' Road \"'ilI be used for construction, 
all other count)' roads will not be crossed by the project. Access to a1l residences near the proj~t will be 
maintained at all times. . 
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e d) Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? 0 0 0 • 

Parking for construction empJOyees \\ill be proyided at the staging area at the Remote Facility Site. 
Once the proj«t is operational, sufficient employee parking \\ill be proyided at the Remote Facility Site. 

e) H3..Zacds or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? o o o • 
Thert is little pedestrian or bicyde use in the area. and the project will not create an)' hazards of barriers 
to these acth'ities_ 

f) ConfliCts with adopted policies suppOrting altemiltiye 0 
transpOrtation (e.g.~ bus turnouts, bicycle'racks)? 

The project is consistent with cOUilty-viide transportation Policies. 

g) Rail. waterborrte (lr air traffic impacts? 

The project will not affect rail, waterb6me Or air traffic. 
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e \'11. mOI.OGlcAt. RI::"<iOURCF.S. 

Enrironmwral.selting 

The primary land uses in tb~ imrllediate proje\:t area arc irrigateJ agricultural "wet" grains such as rice 
and milicI, and managed wetlands for waterfowl, with open water areas. riparian borders, and limited 
inclusions of unmanaged wetlands. The wetlands are of sewrat types. Upland habitat is relatiwly 
sc-arc-e in the arca. and main 1)' occurs on le\"e~ wads or structure pads. or as infrequent areas of noo. 
nati\'e annual grassland. 

All habitat types within the project boundaries are discussed in detail with associated ptant and wildlife 
sp«ies information in Section S of the PEA. and in th~ Preliminary Weiland DeHneation. figure Sol of 
the PEA shows the land uses and habitat t)pes crossed by the project Habitat acreages are presented in 
Table 5·2. 

Activities oftbe proposed project that could affect biological resources include: 

• Construction of a well pad in managed wetland and riparian habitat 
• On·site removal of soil from three upland sites thai will be converted to wetland. 
• On-site removal of soil from Goose Island that is currently a wetland. 
• Installation of a new bridge o\"er Cherokee Canal in managed wetland and riparian habitat. 
• Construction of a new aCcess toad through managed wetland and riparian habitat. 
• InstaJlatiOn of (our mires of 18·inch-diameleJ pipeline. where the route traverses. through both 

managed wetland and agricultural land. 
• Upgrade of an existing bridge on West Libert)· Road onr an irrigation canal. 

Two special status plant sp«ies and seventeen special status wildlife spedes are known to occur or have 
potential to OCcur in habitat affected by proposed project activities. Refer to Figure I of the 8i010gica1 
Resources Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (BRMMP), attached, for locations of seosith'e species 
identified during sur\"eys and historical sighting locations, and to Table I of the BRMMP for additional 
speti31 status species that could occur In the project area. 

The California Public Utilities Commission staff participated in and directed an independent review of 
the Applicant's biological evaluation. [)etemlination of significant biological impacts and the 
progressive development of mitigation measures was conducted by the COrum ission staff and consu 1tants 
in close consultation with and under the guidance of appropriate resource agencies. including the Arm)' 
Corps of Engineers, the En,"ironmental Protection Agency. the US Fish and Wildlife Sen."ice. and the 
California Dtpartment of Fish and Game. 

WouM the proposal result in impacts to: 

Poftolially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Signifiunt 

Unltss 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

uss Than 
Signifiunl 

Impact 
No 

Impacl 

3) Endangered. threatened, or rare species or their 0 • 0 0 
habitats (including but not limited to plants. fish, 
insects. animats. and birds)? 

The following species (state or federally listed. as well as olher special sfatus species) wefe deletmined 
to h3.\Oe potential spring and summet habilal present at the sileo and therefore rna)' be aff«ted b)' the 
proposed project acti\'ities during construction. These effects would be significant unless proposed 
mitigation is incorporated. 
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Spt"dal StatUI Plant! 
• California hibistus 
• Uttle mouse-taU 

Ntslini Birds 
• White-faced ibIS 
• Black tern 
• Swainson's hawk 
• Northern harrier 

, ' 

• • 

• Western yellow-billed cuckoo 
• Tricolored blackbird 

Initial Study 
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Aquati(' RtptiftJ 
• Northwestern pond lurtle 
• Giant garter snake 

Roosting BOis , 
• Pale Tov.n,send's big-eaied bat 
• Pacific western big-eared bat 
• Small·footed m},otis 
• Long~eal'td m),otis 
• Fringed myolis 
• Long-legged m)'Otis 
• Yuma m)'otis 

Note: Two spedal status fish'sp«ies. spring ruil Chinook salmon. and Sacramento splittail. 
have potential habitat in the project area but it has been deteonined that they would not be 
affected by the project. 

DR! Special Statas Plants 

Two SpeCial status spedes are kno\\n to be present in tht project area. Catifomia hibiscus, and Li"te 
mouse-tail. 

Impact DR 1 
Projecl tonstruL"tion could ('ause loss oj individuals or populations of special slatus plant species and 
J~groJation or 10JS o/special habitat. 

MidgatioD Measure BR fa , 
Before slarl of project tons/ruction in appropriate habitat orea.f. a jloristically.Umed sun·ty jor 
presence of California hibiscus within the projecl impact zone shall be conducted by a qualified 
botanist. See Table ., oj BRMAIP lor locations to be sUTwyed and prtcOhilruction su;wy schtdule. 
Indil'idual plants and clusters identifitd during 'he survey shall be clearly marked and protttted during 
construction. Where indil'idual planls and clusters ('annol be jeOJ;bly avoided, a tally shall be made oj 
the lotal number to be dtstro)"td by projUI construction. Plants 10 be remowd may be e:icQm/td with a 
sufficient amount of topsoil 10 ensure successful Tel'egeration, reserwd~ and ie-planUd in lhe same 
loca/ion after construction is completed Or. sud may be collected from the remo)'ed plants and 
replanted in the same location afttr construction is tom pIe ted. If ills not feasible 10 re·planl in Ihe same 
location, the plants andlor suds shall he Iranspfanltd or planted in anothu appropriate wetland 
rel'ege/olion area of 'h~ project. If it ;s not pOssible 10 sail-age plant malerlal./ronJ the pfanlSliJ be 
remo\-ed. thm California hibiscus sud or tullings shall be cblleeted /rom Iht nearest location to the 
impacted areas, or rooted plants shall he oblaiMd/rom a nearhynurstr),jor the re,'ege/alion. In any 
case, the number oJplanling$ andlo1' transpfanlings shall be such Ihallhe number of California hibiscus 
plants or clumps remaining after monitoring for suc,,-e$S must b£> a/least equal/o thou removed by the 
projecl, (No Applicant numbered measure.) 

Mhigation Measure BR lb. ..... 
Be/ore Jlarl of project conslru(lton. c1dyjlal areas supporting populalib1lS oj Liule m(Juse~/aii shall be .. 
clearly marked by a qualified botanist as exclUJ;on zones on tons/ruction plans and shall be marked in 
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th~ fitld with orangt> fmcing. Proju-I oclirilies wU/ m'oM th\"se lonn (No Applicanl lIumbu-t'd 
measure.) 

BR) AquatiC' Rt>ptiles 

Suitable habitat (or Cwo spedal status aquatic reptiles is present in the project area; Giant garter snake
i 

and Northwestern pond turtle, The turtle is kno\\n to be present. 

Impact BR 2 
ProjfCt construction could COUSt Umporar)' degradation or pamantntloss oj habitat for Giani garler 
snake and Norlhwe stern pond 11iT/lt. 

Mitigation Measure DR 2a 
Be/ort ground dislurbance ocli\'ilits begi", the S~clalty Resource Monitor shall pro\'ide WorA-er 
Em'ironmental Training JOT all PTojtc/lfoTkers. 1ht> Spuialty ReJouru /I{onitiJr shall metl minimum 
qualifications includliig a degru in natural scimceJ, two )Wlrs e.tpt'''rience oJ an ;ns~ctiJr 011 pipelines, 
hlO'H'fedge oj trenth and bOre crossings. weiland issues and slorm water r.:>quirements. and sptci/itaUy 
authoriud hy CDFG/USFWS lor Gitml garter snake and Northwestern pond lurllt. The training shall, 
include dlsCUJs;ons Oil speCial stalu.s sptcies ;dentijicatitm. habital rtquiremenls. mitigation meaJUres. 
and worAu Tisponsibililies ugarding 1M GianI garter snakt and Norlh .... estern pond lurlle in particular 
as well as other special status species Wilh pctentiat 10 occur ill the project area. (Applicant's 8-18. 
Rt\';sed) 

Mitigation Measure BR ib 
During springfield preparation. pipeline corridor strips in rice fields shall be dried oul with temporary 
checks (dams) 10 prtwnt GianI garler snakE'S /rom wing Ihem during conslfuclioJl. The checks }fill be 
umo\'ed hi/ore October J 10 prei'enl usage as winter hibernacula hy Ihl snales. if qualified Wildlife 
biologist wilh appropriate CDro and USFWS sciml!/ic pumils shall monitor the umoml 0/ chuks to 
ensure lhal no Norllnwstern pond lurlles or Giant garler slUlles are ,alen or trapped. (Applicant's B· 
iO, Rnisrd) 

Mitigation Mtasure DR ic 
To m'oid direcl impacts to habitat oj the aquatic replifts. a shaft for the pipeline shall he houd hemat1, 
Cherokee Canal. Ihe 8JJ Canal. and all open difches and channels containing water al.lhe lime of 
cons/TuLlio", insuad oj exc(1'1'Oting open trenches allhue localions. (Applicant's B-/9, Rel';sedj 

Mitigation Measure BR id 
TIle Em'ironmentaf buptclor shall ensure Ihal all work artas, including ditches Ihalore to he lrenched 

for Ih~ pipeline, art dry/or a minimum oj Jj consecufi\'~ days he/ore slarl oj cons/ruction. to allow an)' 
Giant garler snakes a chance to escape. (Applicant's B-21. B-26, Re\'isedj 

Mitigation Mtasure DR ie 
Within/hue days be/ore start oj ~ollslruclion in an)' areo, a qualified Wildlife biologist 'shall sun'ty the 
project corridor for GianI gorier ,male and NorlhwtsUm pond lurlle. JjGianl garltr 'snakes or lurtles 
are foUnd. the)' shall bl remo\'ed hy a hiologist with appropriate CDFG and USFWS permits to suitable 
habital away /rom the projtcl. and wildlife hiologists /rom CDFG and USFWS shall be notified If a 
specific authorization ;s granttd (0 0110..... a nOll-permilled biologist to relocate the reptiles. 
documenlation oj such a spu!/ie authorizarion shall be provided to CPUC in admnce oj/he 
sun-ty,(Appliean",S B-21. B-15, Rnised) " 
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Mitigation Mtasurt BR ~r . e 
Dwing construction, a qu()lijird wildlife hiologisl shall monitor construction and shall ched all 
t.tcCTt'alion art~ and Opell trenches toch morn1ng. al a minimum. 10 (murf Ihat no NorlhK'tstem pond 
lurlles or Giani garler ,snales are ,alen or trapptd IjG/anl garter .snales or turlles are found. IIJe)' shall 
he removed h)' a blolog;sI wilh appropriate CDFG and USFIf'S permits 10 sui/able habitC11 a .... Y1)·fronJ 
the projul. and Wildlife biologists from CDFG and USFWS shall he nOlified. Jj a lfai\'ir is granted 10 
alloK' a non·pirmilltd h!ologist 10 relocate Ihe upliles. documentation of such waiwr shall be pro"jded 
10 CPUC in ad\unce of Ihe sun'e)'. (Applicant's D·14. Rel'iSiclj 

Mitigation Musun DR 2g 
Within Iwo wuls/of/owIng conslruction dislurbance at an)' ditch or canal. Ih~ banks .shall be restored 1'0 
original (cm/oW's wing stockpiled na/il'e lops 0 iI. 10 prel'enl permanent habit loss lor GianI garla 
snake. (Applicant's 8·1 J. Rt\';seaj 

Midgation Measure DR 2b . . 
Opporlwdties lor winter hibernacula silts for GianI garliT snaIl' shall he created 01 the well pad bj' 
installing a/ouT JOOI high berm and incorpOrating angular rock and existing conctete rubble onto Ihe 
nonh1acing side of the berm, ru d~tailed in Ihe Biological Assessment o/the PEA. page J). (Applicant's 
D·}7, Rel'istd) 

BR j Nesting Birds 

Se\'era' speda1 status bird sp«ies ha\'e potenlial summer foraging, cover, and nesting habitat in the 
project area. They include White·faced ibis. Black tern, SwainsQn's hawk. Northern harrier, Wtstern 
yellow-billed cuckoo, and Trico1ored blackbird, 

Impact DRJ 
Project coru/ruction in t><.y:upied habital of special status bird .species could cause disruption oj hreeding 
and nfsting aclil'ities and loss oj a ),tar's reproduclil'e efftJrl, 

Mitigation Measure DR Ja . 
Within 60 days be/ore starl of projetl corulruction, appropriately-limed sun'eys for hreeding aclil'it)' or 
active nests 0/ special.status bird species shall be tonducled in appropriate habitat 'K'ithin 100 /ut of all 
project areas (~ mile radius lor $H'a;nson ~ mnd). by a qualified wildlife biologist, Set Table 4 of 
BR}.IA/P, page 13, for pretonstruclion SIlT\'e)' schedule. (Applicant $ B·16, Rel:ised) 

Mitigation Measure DR 3b 
If brttding acti\'ify or one or more actil't nesls of special sla/us bird species is discovered during the 
preconstruclion sllrwys, Wildlife biologists from CDFG and/or USFH'S. shall he consulted. ru 
appropriate./or modification of construction techniques or (omtruclion schet/ufe to m'oid impact 10 Ihe 
species. At minimum, such locations shall he marked, pro/eeltd and av(}icIed be/ore and during 
con~ltU(lion acli\'ilies lhallale place during the stns;,;,'e rtproduclil'e period. q necessary, construction 
u'ill he delayed in Ihe immediate ,";clnif)' until young hare fledged (Applicant's D· J 7. Te\'ued). 

Mitigation Measure DR J~ 
1/ soil conditions are sufficientl)' dry to support equipment. habitats supporting lufes and dmse 
wgelalion thaI ..... ilI be impOctid b)' project actil'iries will he mown hefore ihe start oj bteeding seasons 
for Norlhern harriir and Black tern, 10 prel'elll l/tne .species /rom nesting ;,; the "mpatt zone during 
construction periods. See Table" 0/ BRMAIP, page 1 J. for the a\'Oidance windo ..... s. (Applicant'.s B·18) 
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Several sp«ial status bat sp«ies hne potential foraging habitat in the proJ«t area and potentIal summer 
roosting habitat under the West U~rt)' Rood bridge. These sp«ies include Pale Townsend's big.eared 
NI. Pacific western big-eare-d bal, Sma1l footed myotis, Long-tared myotis, fringed m),otis, tOilg­
legg«1 m),Qtis, and Yuma myotis. 

ImpaCI DR 4 . 
Projrcl conslrul."IiOh CQuld caust tempOrar), djsruplion of summer Toosling or maternity colonies of 
s~cial status hal species, or permanent abandanment oj an area h)' the species. 

Midgation Measure DR 4a . . . 
DlITing the lrut half 0/ March. a qualified Wildlife biologist shall conduC'I a precollslruCtNm SUn-f)' oflhe 
Wei/libert)' ROOc/ hridge lor special status hat sptcies .. Ij no el'idenceo/ hats Is jound. tempOrary 
harriers shall he installed 10 PUW'" bals from col,?nizing Ihe bridge hejou of during construction. If 
hal species are jOlOJd. ""Udli/e bIologists /rom USFWS shall he notified and consulted JOT $~cifit 
ruommendalionJ. (1\'0 Applicant numbered meruure) 

b) tocally designated sp«ies (e.g., heritage (tees)? 0 0 0 • 
No locally designated species 6«ur in the project area. 

c) L6caUy designated natural con'ununities (e.g., oak 0 0 0 • forest, coastal habitat, etc.)? 

Nolocall)' deSignated natural communities occur in the ptoje{t area. 

d) Wetland habitat (e.g., marsh, riparian, and vernal 0 • 0 0 
pool)? 

nR 5 Wetlands 

The project aiea suppOrts several wetland habitat types induding (reshwater marsh, wet meadow, . 
riparian habitat, and clay flats; as well as open \\'ater habitats. Project acth·ilies cOuld cause temporary 
disturbance Or pennanent loss of wetlands. These effects would be a significant impact without 
appropriate mitigation. (Refer 10 JJ'~/'and Mitigation and Monitoring Plan, Rev 1197) See Figures 6 and 
1. . 

Construction of the proposed lprojed will cause approximately 17.6 acres of temporary wetland 
disturbance: 

Insta1Jation ofpipeHne 

Soil excavation from Goose Island 
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5.05 acres freshwater Marsh 

3.54 acres Wet Meadow 

17.59 acres TempOrary DIsturbance 
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Construction of the proposed pcoJ«t will also cause approximately 1.6 acres of penn anent weiland loss: e 
Construction of wen pad 

Installation or new bridge and access road 
1.21 acres freshwater Marsh 

0.12 acres Freshwater Marsh 

0.2) -aCres Wet Meado ..... 

1.56 acres Permanent u.ss 
Impad DR Sf - _ _ 
Projetl ~onilru(lion wil' cauSe tempOrary dislll1'hancebJ wetland habitat, potential changes 10 waler 
quality and aesthe/ic \YzlueJ. aflerotfon 0/ compoJitiCm of wetland \,egetation. and could .substantially 
diminuh or degrade imporlanl )liild/ife habitat. 

Mitig.ti()~ Meas~ure BR sT. > - _, _ _ _ _ ' 

To minimize impaCts /0 )f'oter quality and .... ild/if~.tonstrucIiOi1 oc'f"'ilies in .... e.tlands li-ill coincide with 
the dries' period - approximately mid-June through mid-August. (Applican"s Measure B-1) 
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Figure 6. Well Pad ond Wetland Creot~obHot Enhancement Sites 
(USGS Sonborn Stough. 1973-) 
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Mitigation Mtasure BR SIb 

Initia' Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage rroj~' 

To Ul'O/d ()(Uilional illdirt;·ct weiland impaCis. 'he edges of (onJlruclioll righl-o}lt\T}';" each arc'a sllall 
"e clt'arl), siaied and sun't')'id i" 01 a minimum of 100 foot inten'\lls "tfore s'llrl of comlru.,·IiOIJ in Ihal 
area. (App1i('alll'.s A/rasure B-2, Rnised) 

Mitigation Measure BR STe-
To ensure swift h.lbilat UCO\'tr)' in Umporm)' disturbance art'as. wgelat;olJ s1klll be cut at ground lewl 
whuil'fT possible. learing f:tisling rOOI sysltmJ inla .. ·', (Applicant $ .\It'a.wr,' B.J) 

Mitigation Measure BR 5Td 
To minimiu tipariall tret diJlurbance ill arem 10 be IrillchNI. trets shall be- Ul'Oided where possible. 
and nhue unal'Oidable. umolY'll of frus. slumps. and rool s)'J/mlS shall he- limited 10 the area directly 
owr 'he trench. (Applicanl's Measure BI. Rfl'i5ed) 

Mitigation Measure DR STt 
To ensure swift Tlco.wry of wetland wgilillion. J /oot of topsoil shall be umowd. segregated. and 
uplaced after censtruction. in lfftland areas disturbed b)' lrenching, Thue auas shall ,hen he Tllumed 
to original ten lour. and disced 10 allow/or natural Tt,'egilalion (Applicant's Measure 85. 8-9. Re\'iudj 

Miligation Measure DR 5TC 
To minimize compaction and (nhanee TlCOl'try' of lWllands, where salurated soils art prisent or SOrtli 

.JIanding imler remains, wide-Irack or balloon tir~ (onslruction (quipment shall he fLUd, or normal 
construclion equipment shatl he operaltd off of temporary' timber pads. prefabricated tqllipmenl pads. or 
geo/ex/ife fabric overlain wilh grm'el fill, Such tempaTelf), pads. if wed. shall be remow'd after 
construction, (Applicant's Measure B6. B-7) 

Mitigation Measure BR STg 
To minimiu wetland degradation. cleanup ac-ti"ilies shall be initiated immedialfly /ollowing Irinch 
backfilling, (Applicant's A{easure B6. B-7) 

Mitigation Measure DR 5Th 
To ensure permanent revegetation oj diJlurbed w'tlland and riparian areas. umedial aclion shall he 
talen whert\'iT natural reMoralioll has no/ sucussjully begwl \fithi" one gro\fing season, as judged b), a 
qualified weiland hiologis/. This action may include ugrading. topdressing Wilh l1ali .. e soil, and 
planting of lla(iw plugs. lteds. or .saplings. as necessary, (Applicant's Aleasure Bl0. u\'iud) 

Mitigation Measure DR STi 
To minimizt dis/urbana to riparian ,'egelation during p~line construction. tallals, channels and 
adjacent ditches that .supporl riparian ,'egelation shall he hored ralher lhan Irencht'd (Applicant $ 
A/easure BI I) 

Mitigation Measure BR 5Tj 
To m'oid additional indirt!cI WeN/and impat."/s. ~,l:islillg roods parol/ello the worHng strip shall be uu(i 
for construclio" acuss, (Applicant's Measure 812) 

Mitigation Measure DR 5Tk 
To ensure Ihat McMentol spills h"ill not (onlamillalt waler hodies or .... etlands. all re/uding and 
hazardous mdltriafs storage shall he rt!slric/ed 10 areos filr/her than 100 liel /rom Ihe houndaries of all 
u~/lal1ds. streams and drainages. or refueling shall he limittd to deSignated areas proltcud wilh herms, 
All hazardous materials spills shall be tleaned up immediattiy. (Applicant's Measure BIJ) 
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Mitigillon Measure BR STI . 
To puwnl degradation oj unaJluttd ..... etlands by O('cidmlal inflow of salurattd spoil fri)l1J a-.:ljaanl 
lunch txc(1\,olf"on. Irenthis shall he deH'altuJ and sediment Mrriers shall he installed and mainlainc-d 
14ilhin 1M right·of ..... a)'. whererer Juchpotmlial (xis/s. (Appliranls .l/uuurt" 811. B15) 

Impact BR5P 
Projut conslruclion will cauJe permanenlloss of weiland habitats. 

Permanent impacts to wetlands include loss of 1.56 acres of (resh\\ater marsh/wet meadow habitat as a 
result of cOnstruction ()f the Well Pad Site and the access road and bridge. Mitigatioil in the form of 
weiland compensation and habitat enhancement is required under S«tion 40-1 of the Clean Water At., as 
a condition of the Section 404 pennit. 

Mitigation Measure BR SPa 
Permanel1/l4'tlland loss shall he compensaltd by implementation oj the ACOE and USFIJ'S-appfowd 
Wetlands Miligalion and Monitoring Plan. iel'iud January 1997. Th~ dttailed plan prol'ides lor tlte 

loiloydngatlions:(App!icon,'s B.29, Rel';udj 

• Creation oj new l{'('llahds. ,esulling in an overall projrcl nel incuaJf>. TM incrtaJ~ 1I flland 
acreage will/ake plate 01 txccil'a!ion -sifes ("Weiland Creation Sites''J 1,1. and J, refu to F;gur~ 
J. This \i'il/ be occomplished by the removlll of upland soilJor the new lI'('J/ pad and aI/owing the 
sifes to ft"ertto fresh ..... ater marsh (/or a lo/al of 1.9/ aaes). In addition. a small amoJmt of cia)' 
flat habitat and weiland/riparian strub 'M'i11 he ttt"ateJ on GOou Island For be/ote and after 
acreage JigUres refer to rable i·1 oj Ihe Wetfands Mitigation and Monitoring Plan. The a 
additional ..... ellands. a/ttr compensating lor the acuage loJS oj wetlands al the Well Pod Site 9-
and the Bride/Access Road. ..... iII result in a total ntl increase of 0.61 Of."U oj jurisdiclional 
Mwlands on the Wild GooJe Club properly. 

• In.sfallation of habitat enhancement measures for GianI garter snake at Goose Island and tM 
Well Pad Site. 

e) Wildlife dispersal Or migration conidors? o • o o 
The proj«t area is within the northern Sacramento Valley. a part of the Pacific FI)'Way. \\hkh serns as 
a \'ery impOrtant migration torridor for waterfowl. 

Impact BR6 
The project may result in shorl·term impacts to the use of some areas 0/ Ihe corridor by migra/ing birds 
during Ihe comiruclion phase. 

Mitigation Mtasure BR 6 
Based on coordination and consultation .... ith appropriate resource agtncits. the mitigation measurts lor 
impact DR J .BR .sf. and BR .s .... i11 ,educt these potential impacts to 01' ituignijica1l' lew/. No 
additional mitigation Measurt"s au necessary. 
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The Butte County General Plan Land Use Element provides policies on enelgy resources, including a 
poUc)' to encourage the development of natural gas fields and to promOte consecntion of energ)' 
resources. 

Would the proposal: 

PoltnUally 
Significant 

Impact 

Poltntially 
Significant ' 

UntHs 
Mitigation 

IntorpOrat~ 

less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Imparl 

a) Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans? 0 0 0 • 

The pr~je~l as pr6p6sed is consistent Yo·jth the County Genetal Planenetgy pOtides which encourage 
development of natural, gas fields and promote conservation' of natutal resoluees. The l.994 Califom}a 
Energy Plan does not include an}' eiletgy conscn'ation policies applicable 10 the projt(:t. The project will 
minimize energyconsumplion to the greatest extent possible in the design of the compressor engines and 
in an buildings at the Remote Facility Site. 

b) Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and 
inefficient manner? 

o o o • 
~' . 

The project \Viii colisume natural gas ,as cOmpressOr fuel. The cOOlpressOr engines will incOrp6rate best 
available control technology that will reduee fuel usage and air emissions. 

c) Result, in the toss of a\'Aiiability ora kn6\\TI mineral 
resource that would be otfuture \'alue to. the region 
and the residents ofthe State? 

o 

There are no kn6"TI r~o\'erabJe mineral resources in the pr6j~t area. 
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Elm'rollmen/al Sellillg 

Initial Study 
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Natural gas transport and storage safety issues are regulated by the US Departme-nt of TranspOrtation 
(DOl) under 49 CFR Parts 191. )92. and 199. and by the California Public Utilities Commission 
General Order 112·£. These regulations outline reporting requirements. pipeline ('Qostruction materials 
and design standards. corrosion prot~liQn. (esting requirements. and other areas of safety, Under DOT 
regulations (40 efR Part 192). pipelines are required (0 have written Operating. maintenance, and 
emergency response plans, These requirements are discussed in SN'lion 12 of the PEA. 

Would the proposal invohe: 

a) A risk ofacddental explosion or release (lfhazatdous 
substances (including. but nOllimited to: oit. 
pesticides. chemicals. or radiation)? 

POI~nti.lIy 

Significant 
Impact 

0 

rot~nli8ny 

Significant 
Unlts! 

Mitigation 
fnC:Qtpouttd 

• 

L~s Than 
Signifitant No 

Impart linpact 

a 0 

Natural gas pipeline and storage sysfems ha\'e the (X)tenlial for accidental explosion. due (0 human error 
I)f equipment malfunction. In addition. hazardous substances will be used during the construction phase 
ofthe project. and also during operations of the s),stern. 

ImpadHA t 
Po(enliaJ lor OCcidental explosions 0/ natural gas pipeline andlor storage s)'Stems, J/azards lUsocialed 
with USE' oj hazardous substances during com/ruction and operation. 

Mitigation Measure HA la 
The Applicant will incorporate into the comtruction hid reqlliremenls jor compliance ""itll 1Oc."at and 
stale fire pret'ention regulatiollS. The Fire Prel'enl;on PlaJlli"il1 include prewnla!i\'e measures, training, 
andJire control and suppuHf(m equipment, Additional dflails oflhe Fire Prerenli(m Plan are pro\'ided 
in Set/ion J i,6 oflhe PEA. The Fire Prevention Plan hllLSl be ul'ie""ed and appro\'ed by local and .state 
Jire officials. Acceptance oj I/;e Fire Prel'efl/ion Plan hy local and slate Jire ohicials is c01l5idert'd to b~ 
adequate 10 demom/rale thai c01lS(rucl;oll impacts have hun mitigated to insignificance. 

The Applicant 'Hill prepare and implemenl an Operating and Maintenance Plan, a Damage Prel"tmtioll 
Plan. and an Emergency Rl?sponse Plan. lU required h),the /ederal Department ojrramporlatioll (DOl) 
and Ihe CPUC General Order J 12·£ (Sedion J92,615) prior 10 operations of the projut, The facility 
will nol be allowed 10 operate ImleJS Ihe Emergency Response Plall i5 deemed acceptable and complete 
hy local and slate fire official5. Acapfanc~ oJ Ihe Emergency Response Plan by local and stale fire 
officials is comiderc.-d adequate to demonstrate Ihal operational impatls /un'e heell miligatrd to 
ilUigni/icallce, E\:{emi\'e fire dt,tulion equipment will be ins/aUea 01 both the Well Pad Site and lite 
Remote Facility Sileo Tile Jirecontrol lec1ll1ologl' uud ill intrastale and inletslale natural gas 
compressor staff OilS, 'h'hitll operate conlinuoUJ/}' at high pressures, will he used a/ Ihe jacilit),. The 
projetluiJIlJliliu prol"t?1l industry lechnologl'/or monitoring the safely oj these high pressure systems, 
and /01' dealing wilh wouI·cart> contingencies as Ihey occur. During normal operations, the Remote 
Facility Site will be monitored hy gas. fire. and "ihra/ioll .sensors which will automatically shut doull the 
facility if unusual conditions are delected 

Midgation Measure HA lb . 
TIt~ Emergency Rtsponse Plan /01' the jacilil)~ r~quired by ihe /JOT, will furthtr Oil/line fire 5afe6~ 
prerenlion. and cOIl/ro/systems a/ the Remote FaCility (Applicant ~ p • .f), Additional fire .suppressio" 
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equipment maybe requirt'd under '"t' 8111/,· Count)' /lui/cling pamil prouJS. aflduU/ he prol'idid/or Iht' e 
lacilil)~ 

Mitig.tioD Measure HA U 
The handling of "aZardo~ sU~JtanC'es during ('otlSlrfl(,'lion and operlltion oflhe" Project wUihe manag.-d 
in acco.rdante with hest.management ptoclito o~/lintd in the facility's StormK'tl/er Pollution Prel'ention 
Plan (Slf'rpp). In addition. a lIaz(Udous Alatena/s Rele(1Je ke$ponse Plan (IIMRRP) will he pUpatid. 
as required by the California Health and Softly Cooe (Applicant's P-2). The HMkRP will identif), the> 
I)piJo/ hazardous" substances allhe /adlil)' site, 1M Iypes of'Kmlts genu,lted, storage and disposal 
practices. emplo)'~e /raining. and emergency ftspotlSe procedures in true of t1 spill or release of a 
hazardous subsfantt. Alethanol ClJJd wasle oils slored al the Remote Focilil)' Silewi/l ht'placed illSidt' 
secondar), containment s),stemJ 10 ptel'ent the pOlential release oj ~h!Je malerials. Due 10 Ihe relalivel), 
small amount of hazardous subslantes Ihal will be !Iored and used during operations, the hesl 
m.an,!~emen.t practites 10 he fC!lIo .... ed ~'i11 help ensure that hazardous subslances will nol hCll'e a 
slgn{ficanllmpact Oil receptors In Ihe Project oreo or elsewhere. 

b) POSSIble interference with an einergency response 0 0 0 • 
plan or emergency e\'acuatton plan? . 

The project will integrate its emergenc}' response plans v.ith other plans in the area. and will not interfere 
with eXisting plans. 

c) The creation of an)' health hatard or potential health 
hawd? • o o 

The construCtiOn and operation or the project may create a potential health hazatd. due lathe types of 
hazardous substances to be stored and used. and the natural gas product being handled. 

ImpadHA 2 " "" 
Hazardous slibstan(es stored and used during tons/ruction and operation rna)' preunl polential health 
hazards. 

MitlgatioD Measure HA 2 
The projeC'l will meet strict regulatoT>, requirements regarding the plottelion 6/ human health during 
construe-lion and operation 0/ the system. Under the SWPPP and IlHRRP described abuve, hazardous 
suhstances H'ill he handled in a safe manner (Applicant's P-l). 

These controls will ensure that potential impacts to human health will be insignificant. 

d) Exposure of people to existing SOurces ofpotentl31 
health hazards? 

There ate no known existing health hazards in the ptoj«:l area. 

a o o • 

e) Increased fire hazard in areas with flammable brush. 0 • 0 0 
grass, Or ttees? 

The construction of the pipelines for the project is a polential fire hazard for existing trees, shrubs. and 
other vegetation. 

Impact HAl 
Pipeline construction through nonagricultural areas may pose a threal of fire to e.listing wgelatioll. 

Mitigation Measure HA l ." " ". . " 
The Proponent will incorporate {nlo the ionslrudion htd sptcijicali<m reqUiring the tgn/raclo,." (0 
prepare a Fire Pfuent;on Plan, incompliance .... ith local and slale fire p,.el'tntion fegulatiol1J 
(Applicant's p .. J)." This ptan 'Will include pitl'enla/;ve measures. trailiing. and /ire control and" 
suppressi!>n equipment. The Fire Prewntion Plan 'Will reduce the potential impact oj /ire hazard If) 
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~.lisling "l~gil(ltion 10 (til illS igllijieon I Ie wi. Additional clt'tails of Iht' Firi Pre\'i'nlion Plan are proridid 
ill Stelion /J.6 ojlhi' PEA. 
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x. NOISE. 

Etl\,;ronmt?lllal selling 

Initial Study 
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Butte County ('urr(ntly use. the Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise Environments table 
(sh(mn as Figure 11·1 in the PEA) as the r~al noise compatibility standard. This standard has been 
adopted from the California General Plan Guidelines. published by the Governor's Ofilce of Planning 
and Research. Noise le\'Cls in Bune County art also regulated by the county's General Plan Noise 
Element~ completed in 1985. 

Three residences are located within one-half mile 6fthe proposed pipeline rbute and fad lit)' sites. Use of 
the area surrounding the Remote Facility Site. lJIe prima.), source of noise during project operation. IS 
agricultural to the north. and managed wetlands of the Grey Lodge State Wildlife Management Area to 
the south. 

The ambient -noise levels at the Well Pad Site and the Remote Facitity Site,ra-nge from 36 dBA to 42 
dBA. with maximum leHls of apprOXimately 65 dBA during unusual events (such as automobile noi~e 
from nearb)' roadways). The measured arnbier'lt ~jse Je\'cls at ,these site are presented in the PEA. 
Tables 11- t and 11-2. Anticipated noise levels from pipeline constructiOn activities range fronl 89 dBA 
at SO (eet distance from source to receptor, to 51 dBA at a range of 2.000 teet. Mitigated noise le\'els 
from operations at the Well Pad Site and the Remote facility Site are riot anticipated to exceed 75 dBA 
at the facilit), ptoperty line. or to exceed a S dBA increase at an)' sensitive receptor in the area. 

Would the proposal rcsult in: 

a) Increases in existing noise le\'tls? 

Impad NO 1 

}>ottntially 
Signifiunt 

Impad 

a 

Polen tia 11)' 
Sign tfita nl 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

• 

Less Than 
Signifiunt 

Impact 

o 

No 
Impact 

The operations althe RfinO/t FacilitySile trill create noise abore (he ambient noise le\~1 allhe JiU: In 
addition. construction and drilling aclil'itieJ lfill also intrerue noise lewis. 

Mitigation Measure NO la , . 
Release m/l'es and h!olfdown af Ihe Remote Facilit),Site will he TOuted 10 the uliefwnt all"elacilil)~ 
nllie" will he designed to produce a maTimum of 7$ dBA, allhe properl)' line at any point in lime during 
a blolidown e\-ml. Otha lIoise-prOducing equipment at tbe facilil)'. including tom pressor and gas 
tu,bin~. will he howed inside frame hUilding.l with significant sound insulation. In addition. acoustical 
enclosures 'lim be placed around all noise-producing equipmenl OJ nuded (Applicant s N-l). Based on 
these measures. l10iu fro,!' the operation of Ihe facility will he dissipated to the amhienl noise /e\'el prior 
to reaching the nearest Ncep/or. The ambienlnoist le,-el in the \'icinity oj the Remote Facility Site ;s 
between approximately 36 dBA and 41 dB A; the mitigatio1l meaJUTes to be undertake1; allhe facility will 
UJu{t in 110 ;ncreafe in this noise lel'e/ allhe setlSitil't uceplors in the areo. 

Mitigation Measure NO Ib .' . . 
P~line constrllction attil'ilies MHI be limited (0 daylight hours (Applicants N·l). Engines in use 
during conslrUflion and drilling will he properly mufj1edlApplicanl s N-l). No significant noise impact 
;5 anticipated /rom com/ructio" or drilling ocli'rWes, which will utilize equipmenl Ihal ptoduc~ noise 
lerel rOl1ge,s ~qui\'a!enl Ii} agricuftural equipment. PeaA hour noise le,'(/ for pipelill~construc:lionwill 
nOl t:tceed 85 dBA 011 0 short term basis althe ne.aresl reup/ot 10 the Well Pad Site, and will no/ e:cued 
70 dBA 01 all other uUptcrs in (he area. Pipeline c<instruc/ion acli~·jlits will he WI)I short /trm.' and 
will nol produce " significanl impact, Impacts oj ttmJtruclion and drilling actirities UPOIl nearh), 
reuplots will be lower Ihan lhal oflhe pipeline tons/ruction aclil'itifS_ 
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a) Exposure of people (0 $(\'ece noise le\'els? o 

Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage ProJ«t 

• D o 
Construc.ion and operaliQt1s at the Remote facility Site will create noise Inels that, without mitigation, 
would be tonsidertd scnct to nearby sensitive f«"eptors, 
Impact NO 2 
Noue /rem blo'K'do'Kll el'tnts or pressuu·release m/\'(s car. be as high as 120 dB per occasion and 
'H'Quld he tonsidered se"eu 10 nearhy Sfnsilil'e rueptors., . 

Mitigation Mtasurt NO 1 . . ... ' . ._'. _. _ . 
PU$sUre·Teltase\·ah'ts.-and h/o'K'do'Kn allhe Remote Foeility Sile will he Touttd 10 Ihf relief \'enl allhe 
Jacilil)~ k'hich .. 'ill he~designed 10 produce a matimum of 75 dBA, The feUe/"tnl Yo'il/ he lej/td after 
inslallation (0 emW't tha'the wnl can nieetlhis.noise limitatIon, These miligation measures , .. ill tedu(e 
noise impacls to a Itl'il of;mlgnificance (Applicant's N.J) 
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Xl. PUBLIC SERVICES. 

£m"vonmmtlll silting 

Initial Study 
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The Butte CQunty Fire l>ep.lltmenl pro\'ides the primary prot~tion to the county's unincorporated areas. 
The nearest station is located in Gridley. approximatel), 6 miles east of the proj«1 area and an engine is 
located al the Gray Lodge Wildlife Area headquarters. approximately I.S miles south of the proposed 
Remote Facility Site. The Butte County Fire I>epartment has the n~ess.at)· equipment and expertise to 
suppress a natural gas fire. Butte Count)' pOlice ptot«tion is headquartered in Oroville with substations 
in Biggs. Chico and Magalia. and sef\'es all of unincorporated Butte Count)'. Currently. Butte County 
has 80 deputies. 

BuUe County presently operates 10 elementary school districts. 2 high schoo) districts. 4 unified school 
districts and the Butte Community CQUege District. Butte Count)' public school districtstequire school 
irnpact fees of $0.30 per square foot (or tlew commerdal or industrial development. This fee will app)' 
to the (Qmpressor and office buildings at the Remote Facility Site. and \\ill be paid prior to issuance of 
the building permits by tlle county Development Sen'ices Department. 

Would the proposal have an e(f«t upon. or iesuH in a 
need (or new or alteted government sef\'ices in any of the 
following areas: 

a) Fire protection? 

Pofrntially 
Significant 

Impact 

o 

Pole-nUally 
Significant 

Un'tss 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

o 

Lris Than 
Significant 

Impact 

o 

Nil 
Impact 

• 
CQnstruction activities will have little. if any. e(f«t On the need for fire prott(tion sen'ices. Local 
onidats will be consulted prior to construction to review the adequacy Of current county per-capila 
emergency services. During operation, tile proj~l nil) emplo)' up to ten penn anent employees. The 
Butte Count)' Fire IRpartmcnt already has the capability and experience to provide emergency response 
if a fire 6r other emergency requiring aSSistance b«aust oftlle natural gas well and pipelines throughout 
Butte County. In cases of emergency. respOnse time is expected to be WI)' short due to the experience of 
the response personnel and the fire engine located at Gray LOOge. 

b} Police prot«:tion? o o • 
Construction activities will ha\'e tittle. if an)'~ eff~t on the need for police protection sen'ices. Local 
oHicials will be consulted prior to construction to review the adequacy Qf current county per-capita 
emergency 5ef\'ices. During operation. the proj~t will employ up to ten pennanent employees. There 
will be littte or no impact on the demand for local police 5elYlces. 

c) Schools? o o o • 
Local schools should not be impacted because most of the non-local workers will be a1 the work site for 
less than six months. It is assumed that non-local workers \,"iII not bring children of school age with 
them. The permanent siaff of len wiJI be r«roited locally if possible and is not likel)' to increase local 
school enrollment. 
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d) Maintenance ofpubJic fadtitics, including roads? o 

Initial Study 
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• o . o 
Physical damage to county roads and bridges may be caustd by hea\")· equipment. Senral of these roads 
and bridges were constructed to standards established many ),'ears ago. ConsequentJ)', use of these roads 
by trucks hauling hea\")' equipment and compress6r components rna)' damage road surfaces. road base 
and bridges. 

ImpatlPSI " 
Use of hun), equipment for cOnJfruCiion and transpOrtation oj pipe and mattrials may C'aU$e significant 
impact on public roads. . 

Mitig_tiOb Mea:sure PSI, . , . . .,,' , " , " '" , 
WGSI has prepared a Transportation AlanagemcIJI Plan which :Jelslorln measUT~i 10 be iinplemented 10 
ensure that existing transporlation and otten tiXi<h, are restored Qr main(ained to preC'orulruCticm 
conditions. Implementation of the measures preunled in the TranspOrtation Alanagemehl Plan' will 
redUCe construction ulaled impacts on C'OW1ty roads to a less Ihan slgnificanllel'el_ (Applitant".s T .. '), 
Reri$(dj 

e) Other go\'etnmental sen-ices? o o o • 
The proj«t or the shOrt tenn empJoyees required for tonsttuction acth'ities will not require or affect 
other Count)' services. 
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XII. UTILITIES ANIl SERVICE SYSTEMS. 

Em';ronmmlal.stUi"g 

Initial Study 
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PO&E cunently SefyeS the pwje(t area with ele(tridty and natural gas. The Wild Goose (ollC('tor line 
present)' operates as a natural gas distribution line along a portion of West liberty Road. EI~lric 
distribution lines arc located immediately adjacenl 10 the two proposed above ground facilities. Pacific 
Bell pro\'ides phone ser .. ices in the proje(t area, The Remote Site facility will have its O\\TI independent 
well to ptovide potable water for domestic use and station opi'rations. 

In Bu"e County, the Neal Road Landfill is the central colle(lion and diSpOsal site for the (Ount)', The 
county opects this site to have suOldent capacity for another I S years of operation. Solid waste from 
the projC('t will be collected b)'one of three licensed haulers that transport solid waste 10 the Ord Ranch 
Transfer Station in Gridley, 

Would the proposal result in a need for new systems QC 

supplies. or substantial alterations to the folkming 
utilities: 

a) Power Of natural gas? 

Potentially 
SignifiC'lnt 

Impact 

o 

roltntiaU)' 
Signlriunl 

Un1tss 
Mitigation 

InC'orpor'ltd 

o 

Less Than 
Significant 

tmplC'l 

• 

No 
Impact 

o 
Utilities present in t!"le proje(t area consists of an overhead electriC distribution line and an underground 
gas distribution pipeline. Proje(1 construction could inad\'ertently contact these facilities. resulting in 
scrvice interruptions. PO& E will be consulted with during construction 10 identify utility locations in the 
field and on construction drawings. so no sen'ice disruptions should occur_ 

During operations. electric sen'ice to the Remote Facility Site will be provided from the existing 
distribution line. PO&E has indicated this line cunently has available capacity to serve the maximum 
anlicipated instantaneous electrical load. An electric di~tribulion line is also located immediately 
adjacent to the Well Pad Site for monitoring equipment and site lighting. 

Natural-gas-fueled engines will be used during operation functions. since fuel is readily available. 
economical and clean burning. While the project will consume natural gas as a (uel, the compressor 
engines will incorporate state-of-the-art eftlcienc), designs that will reduce uSage and air emiSSions. 

The project itself will have a beneficial impact on peak and base period demands for natural gas by core 
customers of gas in the Sacramento area. The projeci has the flexibility to store gas during surplus 
periods and rdease gas during shortages. thereby maximizing the eftlcienc)' of the existing systems. It is 
acknOwledged that injection of large volumes during the summer m()~ths will be concurrent with 
significant use by some noncore natural gas customers in the area (principally agricultural customers)~ 
howevet, the project will not affect gas flow to these noncore customers, and will have no significant 
impact on these operations. 

b) Communications systclils? 0 0 0 • 

The project would requite telephone sen'ice at the Remote facilil), Site from the existing telephone 
circuits. Pacific Bell's nearest phone sel'\'ice required 10 meet project needs is along Pennington Road, 
one mite east of the Remote facilit), Site. This one mile extension would be installed either on existing 
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PG&: E power poles or would be plowed underground along the south side of the rood adjacent to the e 
PG&E power Ime. No adnrse impacts are anticipated. 

c) local ()J regional water treatment or distribution o 
facilities? 

o o • 
The Remote Facility Site will have its O\\TI inde~ndent well to pro\'ide potable water for domestic use 
and station operations. No new water treatment or distribution extensions \\ill be required for the 
projed. 

d) Sewer or septic tanks? o o o • 
The Remote facilit), Site will have its own independent septic tank and leach field. and win not require 
the extension of sewer se .... ,ice to the site. 

e) Storm water drainage? o • o o 
Sionn water drainage "ill flow into existing natural water courses or into agricultural drainage canals. 

Impad USl 
Comlruclion OCtil'itit s may caw£' storm walfr pOllution and degradation of 'H'altT q ualil)·. 

Mitigation Measure USl '" 
WGSI has prepared 0 Storm Water Pollution Puwnlion Plan (SWPPP) to identify po/ential pollutant 
sOUrc£'s, implemen/ storm \mftr pollu/i()N pre,'mtion mtasUT£'s. and identify measur£',S 10 manage e 
ollowabl£' storm waltr discharg£'s to ensure thai IIQ materials are tiischargc-d in quanliti£'s thai will 
Ot"h·tTstlyofltci qualit)'ojuceirillg waters. (Applican"s 11-7, Rtl'is£,dj 

Implementation of measures in the SWPPP would roooce impact to less than significant leyels. 

f) Solid waste diSpOsal? o o o • 
Approximately 200 pounds per week of nonhazardous waste would be generated during construction. 
Minimal amounts of solid waste \,'ouM be generated during operations at the Remote Facility Site. All 
wastes would be coJlecled b)' a licensed solid waste disposal company. 

g) local or regional water supplies? o 
The Remote Facilit)' Site would have its O\\TI domestic water suppl)', 
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XIII. ArsrHETICS. 

Ern';ronmentalstlling 

The proj«l is located in a rural setting dominat~ by natural-appearing ,,;etlarid arus and agricultural 
lands. The "is,ual setting of th~ area propOsed fot the Remote fadlity Sites is characterized b}' open, 
agricultural Jat)(;1$ (primaril)' rke fields) 10 the east. north and west To the' south is the Gray lodge 
Wildlife Management area with taU trees, riparian ,'egelatioo and natutal appearing \\'etrand areas. As is 
typical in this agriCultural area. \'iews are expansin'. broken by the occasional farmhouse and 
outbuildings or riparian cmidors. 

" " 

The exisling \'isual se"ing of the Well Pad Si~e is characterized by "natural-awe3J1ng managed wetlands 
On the nQnh. west and ,south, ~'ith wOQded ripari~ vegetation enclosing Butte Cree).: approximately I 
rolfe to the west. The riparian cofridot otthe Cher(\k~e Canal forms the east edge of the Well Pad Site. 
and a" rna intenan~e garage is located just across the drainage channel to the north of the site. The Sutter 
Buttes dominate the visual baclgrouild toward the southeast 

The pipeline will cross through wet'and~ riparian corridors and fanned lands. The visual character of the 
pipeline route is similar to the Remote Facility Site. . "" 

Potentially 
Significant 

PottntiaJly Unless U!s Than 
Signlfkul Mitigation Sign i fita n t No 

Would the propOsal: Impact" IntorpOraltd Impact Impact 

a) Affect a scenic "isla or scenic highway? a a Q • 
There are no slide or 'ocall)' designated scenic roads or \'istas in the project area. 

b) Ha\'e a dem6nstrable negative aesthetic efrett? o • o o 
Construction of the equipment and stru~tures associated with the Remote facility Site would include a 
30-foot·high compressor building. The 'n'e\\' facility would introduce a utilit),lindustrial feature in the 
tural setting \\hich would hllve anegati\'e aesthetic impact. 

Thel.S acre Well Pa4 Sit~ Yo"ould include wellh~ds, small separators and a 20-foo(-lall radio antennae. 
Th~ Wild Goose Club considers its land to be visually sensitive. ~ their natural appearance contributes 
significantly to the hunting ex~rience." The Well Pad Site would have a potenliaHy signIficant impact 
without the imp1ementation of the miligation measures presented below. 

The ~Iearlng ~nd grading tequir:ed prior to installing the fJipeHne will be notiCeable in \'egetated areas. 
Impacts due to th~clearing 6f"cgetati6n will persist to varying degrees based on the type of\'eg~tation 
traversed. " The route traverses. wetland areas and crops where the. temporary visual evidence will 
generally occur through only one growing season. This short period is possibJe due to the practice of 
replacing the topsoil (seed baSe) foUoYiing construction, the presence of ample water in the wetlands. and 
the vigorous gro\\1hthat is typical of herbaceous wetlands \'egelation. c<msequentty, this short-teno 
\'isual effect is not considered significant. 

Impate AEI " '",. " " ". 
Construction bjtM Remot~ Facility Site would contrast with the e.d$ling aeslhetic charO(tu 0/ th~ 
surrounding iandJtape and result in an lk;h'irse aesthetic impact. " 
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Mitigation MU5ureAEI e 
While Butte County does nol h.:n'e ar,'hittclural uquirt'nu'ntf or a/ormal design ririe»' pr«ess. elfOllS 
Hill be made 10 Mend proje~I filCilities 'with Ihe slUrowlding landsC'op.. All /lui/dings and aoo\'eground 
IUI/uTis \'till be pa;nt~d aflat-jinish nfurral ('olor. Site li'ghting ",ill he hoodid and dirUled 10lt'llr(/ the 
inlnior of 1M site. lJ'heu /elUiMe. hui/diliS design · .... ilI emulate oJha agricultural buUdings ill the area 
and p~ s~gmen's and m/l't's ill the Remote Fac.·i!iI)'SU,· will be instal/ttl undiTground or it, sub.sur/ace 
,·aulls. A lamucapid ptrimt'/er will \'lsuaU)' scum the site on all/our Jidt's and a berm will be 
('onslru('/~d on the south side along the road. Plant spt.'c;es will includt' lall·growing ITies and shrubs. 
Much of/he landscape ('ontainu stock will he j.gallOIl siu or larger 10 pro\';de btlter initial screening 
and allow the ultimate screening prol'idfd b)' mature spuitJ 10 O«UT sooner. S~''''ifi(' planting plans 
and designs will be coordinated ..... it" Ihe propaty OU71er and the Gray LiJdge manager to ensure th~st 
materials pro\'ide wildlife OpportlOlilit's while 11M odrerstiy afficting Ihe adjacent rice fiuming. These 
plans will be included in a detailed J'isuaI4\fiti..~alion Plan. (Applicant'$ V·J. Rn;sedj 

With the implementation of these mitigation measures. the \'isual imp.'!ct of the Remote Facility Site will 
be less than significant. 

ImpattAE2 
Construction of the Well Pod Sile will contrast wilh thl? surrounding natural art'a and resull in an 
adl'fTSe anlhelic impact. 

Mitigation Measure Ati 
Since the quality of the hlOlling experience I;J the surrolOlding area is predico/~d on a natural selling. 
mitigaaoll is proposed /0 minimiu the \'isual presence of the Well Pad Site. The project applica." has 
enlered inlo an agreement 'with Ihe Wild Goose Club to prepare a landscape plan to eliminate potentiall), 
Intrusi\'(' ,'it'H'5. this plall will prol'ide Jor the construction of 011 earlhen perimeUr herM around the ' e 
IJ'€II Pad Site 10 (ollcea! wt'llheads and equipment. Nati\~ wgelalion "'ill be planted outside and OIJ lop 
oj the berm to further conceal the facility. These plans will be included ;n a drtailed Visual Afiligation 
Plan. Emergmc), site lighling Mill he hooded and directed towtlTilthe interior oj the site. Wilh the 
implementation of these mitigation measures, the Wild GooJe Club has de/ermined thaI the presence of 
the Well Pad Site would nol upri.fmt a significant \';sual impaCI 10 its members and would not adrer.sel), 
alfectlheir hlOlling experience. (Applicant:S 1'·1. Re\';sedj 

With implementation of these mitigation measures visual impact of the Well Pad Site will be less than 
significant. 

c) Create light or glare? o o o • 
Currently light and glare is minimal in the pro jed area due to its rural character. Except for occasional 
passing vehicles and local residences. few man·made light sources are present in the area where 
pennanent aboveground structures will be located. All lighting at both sites will be hooded and directed 
toward the interior of the sites, minimizing the efft\:ts of tight and glare to nearby residences. 
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Em'ironmtnlal selling 

Initi31 Study 
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The proposed project is l.xalcd within the Sacramento VaUey t-.etween t?!e Southern Cascade Range and 
the Sierra Ne\'ada apptoximatel), So miles nOrth of , he Cityo( Sacramento in Butte CQunt)'. The Sutter 
Buttes. a n6table gooJogkaVgeographkai landmark that rises from the Sacramento Valley floor. are 
'ocated se·veral mites southeast ofthe project. 

The area. is part of the northern S,acramento Valley, an area \\itb a long histol)' of human occupation 
from 10.000 B.C. to the present. This regiOn includes \'~tle)' floor and 3SSl.."'ICiated wetlands and riverine 
se"ings and foothill areas. The etological lones of the proj«t area provided a favorable environment 
during the prehistoric period. wit?! both rh'erine and upland resources available 10 the nati\'e pOpulation. 

Nath'e American groups that may ha\'e. used ttie project area ~upied a s,>«ific home territol)' \\ith 
several mOre or less permanent ·~ettlements. They a.lso o«upied a larger number of seasonal campsites 
for an annual round of subsistence activities. whkh focused On gathering plants and hunting animals .. 

During the Hispanic Period. \'astl~d grants, rangtng in size from 11,000 to ~6.()OO acres, were located 
(or the most part.along the Sacramento and Feather rh'ers to the east. west and north of the project area. 
The propOsed project area was not within a rancho. Following the Mexican War of 1846 to 1848, 
California was ceded to the United States. 

In the American PeriOd; primary themes in the area's development include agriculture. reclamation. 
irrigation. hunting, and \\ildli(e management, with secondary motifs of mining. transportation and 
urbanism. . 

Would the proPoSal: 

a) Disturb paleontological resources? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Pottnttally 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

(ntorpor.ttd 

o 

UssTban 
Significant 

Impact 

• 

No 
Impact 

o 
The project arta contains channel Of basin allu\'ial deposits whicht)pkally have ,'ery low sensitivity (or 
significant pate6ntorogical reSOUrces. '. shOuld paleontological resources be discovered during' project 
excavation. woTk Will be stopped in the immediate area and a qua1ified paleontologist will be caned to 
determined the appropriate treatment. 

b) Disturb archaeological resources? o o • o 
A record search of the proj~t area undertaken as part of the cultUral resources asSessment indicated that tt6 
prehistoric Or historic resourceS wete kno\\TI to. be located ,\\ithin the area. Inl~nsh'e field surveys of the 
project area did not locate significant prehistork arcbaeological resources. Mitigation measures are in place 
to address diScoveries during cOnstruCtion. Areas nOt subject to previous archaeological surny \\ill be 
monitored by an archaeQlogist during construction. 
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Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Proj~t 

c) Aff«t historical resources? O. 0 " 0 

A field sur."c), o(the project area identified 5e\"eral historic stnKturt'S and features in the area. One historic 
property. the Cherokee Canal. Lateral A, Was recorded and identified as potenlially eligible (or listing On the 
National Register (If Historic Places (NRHP) as a contributing element to the historic districVJandscape 
COmprising Reclamation District 8)) and the Sutter-Butte Canal Co. Water System. 

ImpacteRI 
Construction O/Ihe project could potential,>' impacl lhe Cherokee C(D1al, lateral A which i.J eligible for 
IiJling on lilt NRHP. 

Mitigation Measure CRt. . . . _ 
A,'()idanct of Ihe resoruce ~:ifI he implemented. Including lhe use of passi\'e ineasW'iS (fmcing. signage. 
etc.). Construction techniques such asjocJ;:01Jd-bbte "rill.be "lSed 10 bOre beneath existing tanal/ealUres, 
and work artaswill slO)' ~,min;mum oj IS ltet awayjromlhe loe of anytanal.or lewe banA 10 Crt'Oid 
damaging Ihe stiucrrue. In Oddilion. a MeflJOl"andum of Agreement and aSsOCiated HiJloric Properties 
Management Plan has been pt~pared to address specific aala TtCO\'eI)' issues lor historic and prehistoric 
re$OJIT~es should sUch resoW'ces be discol'tred during construdion. (Applicant $- C-J through C-8. Rnisedj 

d) Ha\'e the potential (0 cause a physical change which 
would affect unique ethnic cultural \'alues? 

o o • o 

A review of ex~sting literature and rerords did oot indicAte the pfeselke of areas of unique cultural value, or 
religious or sacred areas within the irrime4iate project \-icinit)'. Thtte are nO ko(nm sites within 6t adjacent 
to the project area l1lat would qualify for listing 6n the National Register as traditionaVcultural properties .. 

e) Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the 
potential impact area? . 

o o • o 
. . 

A review of existing literature and records did not indIcate the pres.eoce of areas ofuntque cultural value. or 
religious Or sacred areas within the immediate projet:t vfdnity_ There are no known sites y,ithin or adjacent 
to 1M project area that would qualify for listing on the National Register as ttaditionaL'cultural properties_ 
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XV. RECREATION 

Em'irollnltnlal selling 

lnithl Stud), 
Wild Goose Gas Storage ProJ~l 

The Caliromi~ Department of Fish and Game manages the Gray looge Wildlife Management Area. just 
south of the RemOte Facility Site and the Upper BuHe Basin Waterfo\"l Management area north (\f the 
proj«t in the Butte Sink, Jl:1ese areas provide Wildlife \'iewin~ opportunities and hunling as part of their 
primal)' fimction of waterfowl and habitat management. Pm'a,le-governmental (ooperali\'e programs 
pro\'ide r«reational hunting for waterfowl and upland game birds (pheasant) oil sOme of the private 
lands in the project ,·jcinity, and many property o\\ners lease their rke fields to hunters during the fallow 
fa)) and winter months. Duck hunting Season typically starts in mid-October and ends by the end or 
January. Phtasant season is usually one month long, bt-ginning in early- to mid-November. There are no 
loca'. state or federal recrealion areas in the project vicinity. A s,maU undeveloped parcel of Gray lodge 
property is located along the 833 Canal at the end of West Libert)' Road. This informal site is used 
occasionally by fishermen, primarily on the weekends. 

Would the propOsal: 

a) Increase the demand for neighborhood ot regional 
parks Ot other recreational faCilities? 

Poftntially 
Signifitlnl 

Impact 

0 

Pottntilll)" 
Signirttant 

Unltss 
MItigation 

IncorpOrated 

0 

LessTbu 
Signifiunt No 

Impact Impact 

0 • 
The constructiOn aild operation of the proj«l-c'reates no need for an increase of neighborhOOd 6r regional 
parks or other r«reational facilities. 

b) Affed existing recrealional opportunities? o • o o 
The managed waterfowl areAs and'rice fields in the project area are currently used (or t«reatiOnal 
hunting fot ducks and pheasant. Project cOnstructiOn has been Si:heduled to 8\'oid duck hunting seAson 
and will not impact rtcr~lional hunting. Construction and operation of the Well Pad Site wilJ remo"e 
I.S acres 6frecreational hunting land al the Wild Goose Club. The Well Pad Site is at the vel)' northeast 
cOmer of Club property and not in an area that is actively hunted. Periodic \'isitation of the Well Pad 
Site by operational personnel during duck hunting season wil1 only ~cur during non-hunting afternoon 
hours. The loss of I.S acres ofrecteational hunting land at this site is not significant. 

The Wild Goose club considers its land to be \'isually sensitive, as their natural appearance c6ntributes 
to the hunting experience. Since the quality Of the hunting experience in the surrounding area is 
predicated on a natural setting, construction of the facilities within the Wild Goose Club could impact the 
hunting experience. 

De\'elopment of the Remote Fadlity Site "till remove S acres (rom recreational hunting opportunilies. 
Hunting opportunity associated " .. ith a two person duck blind just north Of the proposed Remote Facility 
Site may be displaced by the presence of the facility. 

Impact Rl 
COllstruction of the facilities ollhe Wtll Pad Site could decrease Ihe qualityoflhe reat'arion ex~rience 
in/he .surrounding area. 
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Mitigation Measure Ria 

Initiat Study 
Wild Goo~e Gas Storage Proj«t 

The projea opplicant !ku entered info WI agrumm/lfilh Ihe Wild GOOst Club 10 pupare a lalld$ca",~ 
plan to eliminate poll?nlial/y inlwsil't" "ieH'. (No Applicont numbeud mf(uurc~, ue Anthc'/ics mitigotioll 
mrasure AE 1) 

Mitigation Measure Rib 
Preclude construction during Ihe fall and winta hunting ,uosons. (Applicant's L-I) 

Mitigation Musun RIc- . 
.4l'O;d outdoor oprrational and maintenance aclil'ilies dUring the hWlting S£(1$on when possible. 
(Applican"s L-5) 

Implementation of these measures wouJd reduce this reereation impact to a less than significantle\'el. 

ImpatllU 
Allhe Remote FadlitySile, development oj Ihe s;le equates 10 loss oj approximately -I Juclt blind seals. 

Mitigation Measure R2 
Projtct applicant will compensate properly o .... 71iTsjor any loss ojrel't'nue resul1ingfrom the reduction 
in hunting leose acreage, or the cost oj relocating the duclt blind seals. (No Applicant numbered 
measure) 

The proposed pipeline rQute wiJI be within the county right-of-way on West Liberty Road and the bridge 
cr<t~5ing Belding Lateral will be reconstructed, but property ()\\ller and emergency vehicle a~ess along 
this tood will be maintained at all times during tonstruction. Minor deJays of se\'eral minutes may be 
experienced white pipeline construction equipment mo\'es aside to allow (raffic to pass. Public access to 
the fishing actess area on Gray lodge propcrl)' adjacenl to the 833 Canal at the end of West Liberty 
Road will be closed during the week to 10 days required to reconstruct the bridge. Mitigation measures 
proposed in the Transportation Management Plan will reduce this impact to an insignificant level. 

Impac:( R3 
Temporary reslriction of public acce,5Slo the fishing area on Gray ledge properly. 

Mitigation Measure R3 
According 10 aray Lodge .sIal/. use Of Ihe fishing access area 01 the end of West liberly Road is 
concentrated 011 weekends ill the spring and fall. To minimize Ihe impacts to the fishermen lr/w may 
.... ish 10 use Ihe areo. ll,e closure of Wesl Libtrly Rood/or hridge work will occur mid-w-eek during the 
summer whenjishing use is lowest. Howel'er, should thiJ \fork not be compleltd during the week. fishing 
use oJlhe ac~ejS area would be precluded/o,. one wedend To minimize Ihe impacts oJlhis shorl.term 
closure, no/ius oftlte pending road closure 'Hill be poslc'd in advance along Ihe road. allhe Gray lodge 
Headquarters, and puhlished in Ihe Gridley Haald newspaper, alleast two weeks prior 10 the closure. 
(No Applicant numbered measure) 

With implementation ofthese measures, the Gray Lodge concurs that recreational use ohhis site will not 
be significantly impacted. 
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Initial Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage p(oje-,I 

e XVI. MANDATOR)' FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

. . 
• . 

a) Does the proj~t have the potential to degrade the 
quatit)· of the cm'ir';nmenl. substantiaJly reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildfi(e spedes, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining le\'els, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
reduce the number orrestrkt the range of a rate Or 
endangered plant or animal. or eliminate impOrtant 
examples of the major periods ofCali(omia history Or 
prehistol)'? 

POltnli.lly 
Significant 

Impact 

b 

Pottnti.lly 
Signiflunt 

UnltSs uss Tban 
Miligalion Significant No 

(ncorporattd ImpatC ImpUI 

• 0 0 

During the Initial Study it was determined that. without mitigation. the ptoject has the potential to 
cause biological degradalion. habitat reduction, and threats to sp«ial status species. The California 
Public Utititie-s Commission staffparlicipated in and directed an independent re\'iew of the AppJicanl~S 
biological e\'aluatlon. Detennination of significant bioJogkal impacts and the progressive 
de\'elopment ofmitigatiofi measures was conducted in close consultation wJih and under the guidance 
of appropriate resOurce agencies. including the Arm)' Corps of Engineers. the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the US fish and Wildlife Sen'ice. and the California Department of Fish and 
Game. IncorporatiOn of the mitigatiOn and monitoring measures as part of the proj~t reduces the 
potential biological impacts to a In'eI of insignificaoce. See Section VII. Biological Resourcts. No 
important examples of California ptehistory were identified in the project area, as the result of a 
cultural reSources assessment consisting of a record search and intensi\'e field sur.'eys. In addition, 
the nature of the deposits in the ptoject area suggest a low sensllivity for significant paleontological 
resources. Cootingenc)' measures are in place should any evidence of paleontological or cultural 
resources arc found during excavation, 

b) Does the project ha\'e the potential to achieve 
short-term. to the disad\'antage oflong-leim, 
en\'ironmental goals? 

c) Does the project have impacts that are indiYidually 
limited. bUI cumulatively considerable? eCumulati\'cl), 
considerable" means that the incremental effeds of a 
project are considerable \ .. ~en Viewed, in connection 
with the effects Of past proJects, the effects of other 
current projects. and the effcds of probable future 
projects,) 

o 

o 

o • o 

a • o 

Contacts with the planning departments of Butte, Colusa, and Sutter Counties did not identify any 
past, current, pending, or probable future projt(ts that would result in curnulati\'e impacts when taken 
together with the Wild Goose Gas Storage Project and its possible future expansion, See "Possible 
Future Plans" in the Negatlve Declaration and the response to comment 2U. 

d) Does the project have tnvii6itmental effects which will 0 0 • 0 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 
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F.n\"ronmenlal Factors Polentially Affected 

'nitbl Study 
Wild Goose Gas Storage Project 

l11e environmental factors checked below would be potentially affecled by this proje(t. in\'ol\'ing at least 
Cone impact that is a "Potentially Significanllmpac'" as indicated by the ~h«ktis' On the (oHowing pages. 

• land Use and Planning • TranspOrtation'Circulation • Public SePo'ices 
a Population and Housing • Biological Resources • Utilities and Service S)'stem~ 

• GeOlogical Problems 0 Energy and Mineral Resources • Aesthetics 

• Water • Hazards • Cultural Resources 

• Air Quality • Noise • Recreation 

• Mandatory Findings of Signifkance 

DtCermlaatioD 

On the basis ohMs initial e',aluatiOn: 

I find th~\ although the proposed project could ha\'ea significant effed on the enviionment. there will 
not be it significant e.f'rect in this case becaustthetnitigation measures deScribed on an attached sheet 
ha'e "en added to the pro't. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION \\'iIl be prepared. 

;'). .. ~t~ If" 
Signature' Date 
Douglas M. Long, Manager 
Dedsion-Making Support Branch 
Energy Division 
California Public Utllllies Commission 
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e nOCUMENTPRErARERS 

• Bruce Kaneshiro. Project Manager 
California Public UCilities Conunission 

ENTRJ:<, Inc. 
260) Fait Oaks Blvd., Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA 9-1864-4932 
9161923-J097 

• Ja)' Abbott. Project Manager 
ENTRlX. Inc. 

• Brenda Peters, Social Sciences Group Cootdinator 

• Doug Kennedy, Physical Sciences Group Coordinator 

• Joan Dufl1eld, Biological Sciences Group Coordinator 

• Dan Tonney, Ph.D., Air QuatitylNoise 

• Teresa Fung, Land Use 

• Martin Ostendorf, Geologic Problems, \Vater 

• Ted Winfield. Wetlands 

• Debbie Martin, biota biological consulting, Biological Resources 

• \\,illian\ Self. \Villiam Self Associates, Cultural Re-sources 

• Richard McCann, MCubed. Energy, PUrpOse and Need 

PERSONS AND/OR AGENCIES CONSULTED 

1. Dean Cockshutt. WGSI 

2. Ernie Ralston, Essex Envirofilllental 

3. Essex Environmental staff and suoconsultants 

4. Ginger FOOge, US Amy Corps of Engineers 

S. Jason Davis. endangered species biologist, US Fish and Witdlife Service 

6. June De\\'ees, endangered species biologist. US Fish and Wildlife Service 

7. Monica Parisis, \\itdllfe biologist, California Department ofFish and Game 

8. Joe) Medlin. US Fish and Wildlife Sen'ice 

9. Jim Snowden, California Department ofFish and Game 

10. Robert Hat>el, Division orOil l Gas and Geothennal Resources 
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ATTACHl\1ENT A 

\Vild Goose Gas Storage Project 
Draft Negative DeclarationlInitial Study Comment Log 

Correspondence Number of 
Commenler Number COn'l111ents 

INDI\'Ji1VALS, ORGANIZATIONS, & BUSINESSES 

Pacific Gas & Electric Company I 1 

Mid-Vallcy Building and Construction Trades Council, the 
2 Plumbers and Pipefitters UnionJ Local 228, and the Plumbers 46 

and Steamfitters Union, local 342 

The Roseville Land Oevelopment Association 

STATE AGENCIES 

Department of Conservation 
Division oron, Gas, and Geothermal Resources 

LOCAL AGENCIES 

Butte Count)' Air Quality Management District 

PROJECT ApPLICANT 

\Vild Goose Gas Storage, Inc. 

3 20 

4 2 

5 2 

6 7 

California Public Utilities Commission 
June 1997 



Cotrfspondentt No. t 

A 

F5<!.!St!<: 
5.:: .. :;IXtV.( :-=­
·'i~·l »:: 
~:MCj! .1)~r) t::I 

..... \.:,..0",.-

8rFA..X(US) 10)·22«1 
A!SD JW:.I> Dw\u)' 

April 29, 1991 

8NCt Kanes.'l!ro. Project ML'lagt( 
Ellerg:y Dhi.~ 

f ~ l:. ,~~' 
~, r-,'(~~ c~ t.=1.~ 

CaliCQ.-nia PuNic Utilitits C«nm!s...<ion 
SOS VL"I Ntss A '·tnut. F~ FJo,:.r 
~anfiancis(().C'A ~.I(ll 

(~.)onln 
U;><1~! 11lf<. 

Itt: u..-nrntnts (10. Neg,ti\ t Dcdaratioo L'ld Initial &'Ud1 in A.96-{\3-OSS, 
Appli(loo!l of Wild Goose S\Xlgt Inc. (0( CFCN to construct I ,as 
ste>.'"Ige (tt'jt<:t in Bu«c Ct'UrIt)' 

lku M,. Ka.neshiIO: 

b rt~ to tht "NotiCe o( PuNi<a\ion of I Ntgltht Declaratloo," d.!ed March 21, 
1991, PKific Oas and El«rrk C«npany (POc.lE) pro\idcs the (cUo .... ing.limittd 
CC'fF.mtnts II) «"'CTtCi .... hal PO&E k&\t$ to t-e. (actual t[tor i!lw Initial StI.>dy. 

0,,- rage 59 oCIllt bilia) Study, tht (otlo .... ing bllguagt Iwt.ao: 

~ proj«l itstlh,l1l .... ,·t I ~!)(fldaJ impactCIJ peal. lnd ~ 
ptriod demands (I( l'-1l'JRI,aS. By storina SI! c!uring surplus 
periods and rdusing it during sOOrta&U,1he proj«l will malt tbt 
uisting sys~m$ Jr..o;t tff"~knl 

Allhoogb this stalement mil ~ tnJt as I gcnml J"CCPO$iu.:II\ it is jnc~. in ~ s;«iflC 
CL.~ cfthe loUJ transmission S)strm Stliillg the Wild Goose ('Cojttl. 

tn P~ Oot o( Wild Goose's CPCN pro«edir."v v.rtJd Goose argued that its 
"count(f~)"diul· U$t (If PO&:E's SXf1mtnto Valley LocaJ Transmission S)"sttm 

P AI , Nc~ 6. 1 m. ~lrin, tonfcml(t .. \!Its pct<ffiflll,. Itoe ISS~ adrnw,lS'nlh1: 'l_ 
jv!Jt Wlriat<d lilt ~t'Cte&>,1n1o ~ (tHC Tr. »:2' 10 U.) nue Oot tOOtCnltd ctrWa DOll· 
er..irOIUK..">taJ is.sucl, k1cM"1tl, c05I. RfI'OOSibilQ" foe fuUt nn!mlsricG I)stn\ ~I M<:rml) 10 
ICrocun..">dar~ ~tioe t'lw~' \\Jl& (;oose fleuRy. HurkI"" nase ~ Iool pfKe ilft 
fclloll) 10 and II; dIC case _as IVblnlft~ (or &ci51coa 011 M,"" ••• 1991. T~ aM I~ibit 
c~tiolll)en", nfu 10 I!Ie t\idcll<t in~ d ...... ' N fr","",*,> ~ 

A lbe Initia1 Study has been rnisN 10 reOlXllhis comment. 
See re\ised Section XIf(a). 



Conespondtnc~ No. I (condudt'd) 

BnX-c K ... ~". rtOj«1 Manlier 
AS'rilN, '991 
Pale ;, 

(SVLTS) 10 tnMp«\,lS 10 iu (Kilil)' -QUJd l>eaefit the SVLTS.fu$1as the lnitill Study 
I~!Y su"ests.: As POAE uplatned.. t.o .... -net. WikS 00* ..... iil in rlr;{ be wing lJ!e 
SVL TS r(l( its IU injecrionopenlionl dwin,lhe tummtr -.t \be samt time PO&:E's 
IIOnC«C NS1OtneI1 (principally apicult\.nl~) will be plttin, bea...y &maMS «.I 
lhe S VL!S. (fr. 79;4-11.) Motto",Ct. WtJ4 <loose', summer lnJeccion \'Ohlmts will ~ 
Lea limes &reat~' ~ lhe load ofck Iqn1 end-use C\l$tomtT prtstndy sm·ed from \."-e 
SVLTS, U)int up \0 Il per«Dtol\he NTtct.maximum eapacity oflt~ 167 
(fr. IU:tI-14. Exhibit 16, P. 1) .owbkh1be \\'ild <loose (acility .... ill directly int~t· 
c~l poaE "iU Ilso incur .&£6ocaI opentioNJ aod IodmWstnrivt c~sts m 
disr1ttin, Unt 400 'U ",itl\ las from V..1d Oo6se durin, periods ohintu peak 
&rnaM. (E~ II, po )-6. Ms. IH Tbereron, PO&E&.J.e.s DO( «tit\'t that 1M 
\\IId Goose projt\."t ",ill rule its tx\stioa Ioul tn.!'lSmi$$;OO system rnoct dJkitDl. 

As $Wed aboyc, PO&:E males !be (Q(e,oin, tomrneDb soTct)' 10 coned ~b.al i« (,(reci' U 
is I (.chId tnot In I!It lnitill SrJdy, .00 tnasts that lhis trrcr will iIo( f'CtjvdKt I'O&:E', 
posi&n ill ~ ODe ««tmln, tt'st ~"\QSibllit)' (<< tum traru.m:ssion S)5!cm 
\JPSra&s. PO&:Edoes bOtbelityt lhat~orlhls tooe shou1d chanle lltt ·Ltss 
ThIn Sian.: (kill' Imrar;t" tondusioa (of Section XII (a) of the Initial Study. "hkh 
arfl(lI1on ra&e s9c:'rlhat~~l 

Vt'Y~) $!. -
EoWARD'. 



Correspondence No.2 

.... ::" ... , -.:-., 
1La .... ~ ..... t.""' 

.... 'n'-u.:)-:.!'Q 
......-::. ... .".~t· .. 
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ADAUS • II'.O.\D\illl 
....... QI ......... ~ ....... 

.. ,,~ .. f> ... , v .• 
'\:1 ....... ""u t<>,.-\.\ .. ". .... t.l,1i'I""~ 
'~1" ..... ,.. -;.a.:o.. C" ~ 

e. .• 

Apdt n, un 

YU. nupau 

!T~' llr.uMro 
hojec\ Man.ge;~ 
£r.uCft Ohblo:\ 
C'11fo~nl. PYbl10 ~tl1itl •• c¢~t,ston 
SC5 Vl~ ~IS' Avanu. 
s.~ Ft~nol$¢O. CA '.102·'~'1 

.-""1 ........ 

t4.~"'.'~ 
..~.- ... 

t·'·l ..... M. 

'I' vila ¢oost , .. storage IA.',-01-05a\, COWIlntlon. 
x.ga,ly. Dtglaratlaallnlllil St~~ 

~~r !<C. ICalluhll"ot 

Thl tollov1n9 ~t. «- t~. 1I000.tlvo tJeclln\loD al\;j 
Inltl'l &t041 (cOll.ctlTlly. Jegatlve O.el.r.tlo~) pr.p.r~ tor 
t~e \li14 ,Cool' ~. atOUi_ prollCt (-'roj.ct.-) .... su'MIH.a 0., 
tMUt of the Mid-Viner lIuUd iii ari<I eo.,.t.nJotlon nad .. 
Council. t~. pluabtr •• ~ ~iplt'tt.t. Valon t LOc,l J2'1 Iftd \hI 
pl~t' a/IIJ Sh_Utttu l1rIlOA. 1.00<:11 lU a.Ad lb. 1M vl4a.al 
»6~rs of lb ... o~'bliltions (oOlleetlvlly. 'the unlonae •• 

I. t"U.OOQCrlOJl 

AUtr a Ul.¢t'OUqb &1I.&lr'" of the nleV1.u~ doouHll." anoS 
addu froa ~belr .~rt., u,. ",IOl1s bay. Conell1d~ t!lat t!le 
.'1,t\VI OI¢lazatlon ~ nOt coaply ~lth the r$qUlt ... nts of 
CEQA, 1M that an tn"lronear.Ul hpae~ Jt6port ,-ErR') aua\ be 

• !'he <5~nt.e rl"lllle<! Include tbe Proponlnt't 
Ell\'JroflMatd "'luAeat UI4 UIMJaln'tS tI1.t.~o ,a,o.·), l~e 
.ppl(eatloa .~ 1'.1*\44 .atarill. ~baltted to the Q.$. Aiay' 
COrf& Of ~1h .. r. in c»ruIeQt!OIl with the S 404 vtUaDd. peralt 
rroct,a, the '~llcatloft tot .8 luthorlty to Con.truet .uh.ltt~ 
to tht !utt. County Air Qullity ~In.~'.~nt blstrlct,_ .. ~ lba 
!Jtte County Genaral ,14n. 

0 ........ --.... -



COtu'spondtnC'e No. i (continued) 

pre~red. I~ su., the Meg.tlve Declaratton tall. to properly 
d.rlne Ue proj~t to incl1J4e tht 'tttI~lc of the aot10n (w-aonly 
referred to ae ·pl.c ... all~·)f t.ll1 to provide a411.,t6 
analysis or l&ct~al baela to Igpport Ite conolulions that all 
lap.ctl ba~e ~ alt1vate4 to lcalqnlflcance, &Ad t.pr6p«r1I 
aaterl abl1y.ls an4 altlgatlon ot .evarll potentiallr IIgnlt cant 
I_pacts. fbl.e flave ~e the Ne9atlve D,elatation 6gally 
In .. 4~.te Qnder C;l1Q~f aM l~p.bll of ellpporUn9 a tir.4ln9 of 
no signifIcant '-paet. - _ 

-Thb CQ:lCl\lalOn. b abo .uppo~t-414 by \be elqlet"t analyata of 
ThO .... Relel eM Or. itaran "'d .... n.of I'boMs Rd4 ",.Oehtee. l 
11M l,lU· and envlr6nMnlal conS\J1UD9 Un. Mr. )teld ahd Dr. 
welss-.n conCluded that the Project, .. ~r.ntly 4.fln$d by the 
~11e.nt, vlll have signifIcant, unaltlgate4 e~y'iOnaental 
lapacts In. the UI .. of au qual ty. blol09lcel nlou.x-e .. , 
veUaM., nolae t public bNlth aDd .. tatYI and ~e.tvY u.... When 
rro~erly c!etiJIea to 1nclu4e the ·~ol. (If the aot16nt· the 
ProJ.~ viii have addltloaal .lgnilitaatt un.ltI9at~ lapacts. 
DltaUed comment. an pre.s.nt.4 boIlov ana in the co.aent. of xr. 
1!..14 and Dr • .. ' .... al .tt .. ched .. Edllbit A to t.ht. latter. 
t~elr Te.UDeS ate aleo attach'&. 

"e also intend. to pr"'nt. the •• h.ues at t.1le .YldenUary 
bearing to be ileld ()h the Ph ... Jt (and~OnMntal' ls.u'." 
U. AJr na wtI'7 .. ,utPED ~ PUotn l'lm ~'e 

.IG.IFIc..r. ~rtO~t~ ~ 

A. (,~A I!.equu .. an Ill. Wbenavu there Ie .. -,alr 
~VU-ent· that the Project .ay have. Sl9nJfle.nt 
Envttoumental Il~ect, 

• Acalnlatratlve Lav Jud9Q Gude sUtM at Ule HoY. f t 19.6 fceheaclng Conterenee that a o~.-day hearln9 would bo he d 
If the Co __ ission d6cldld to prepace a Megattve Declaration tor 
Ule rcojeet. It the Cozulul(ln decides to prep.n an tlR for the 
Pro'ect, no hearing vould be n.ceseary at tbl. tl ••• 

A 
CEQA Section 21080{c) and (d) requires that tlie read agency males it 
detenninaliQn regarding the e:<istelKt of substantial nidence of em-irOnment.!1 
efrecls ba~d upon the \\hole record before the agency. Not aU matters in the 
((cord (an be considered substantial (videnct; CEQA specifically exctudu. ((If 
example "argument.- "5p«ulalion," "unsubstantiated opinion or nanatin." Or 
"e .. -ide-nce \\hkh is clearly erroneous Of rn3ccurate" CEQA. Section 21080(e). 
CEQA also spedfically includes among what can be "subslantial evidence" 
"facts, reasonable assumptions predicated upon facts, and expert opinion 
supported by lacts." Id. 

for purposes of establishing the existence of "substantiat e ... idence of significant 
efreci on the em'ironmenl." argument on the legal effect of facts includN in a 
stalement of "upert opinion" is not "sut;.slanlial e"'iJence". nor is opinion that 
ulies on speculation QI conjecture. likewise. not all facts or opinions are of 
equal \'alidity or significance. U{C)onflicling assertions do not ipso facIo rise to 
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,'4)1 QIlaU !otabUal c.rd.As tCaM,U¢l)1 Ict:. v. ('lty bi 
8nclnft •• (1994) 2' cal.App.tth '591, '602 I)S cal.~ptr.2d tJ~).' 

c~ detln •• lubstantlal evldenee Cor puipo •• a of the fair 
Argument standard to Ir~ludt -tact., reasonable •• ~tlOns 
predicated ~pon flcta, and erpert opinion sUppOrted by faetl.­
(5 210'OCo).) Thl. avldence need only ~a reasonable and 
credible, ant doubts re9ardl~ the e~ld.net aQat be resolved In 
tavor ~t • I ndihq ot aignlflcanct. (StAAl.leue AQdUbo~. )5 
C.i.App.tth at pp. 151-1,i.) ruxtharaore, tbe fact that ~. 
re~ord .ay tont.ln·con~aTY evidence that the project vould nOt 
re,ult In clgnlflcant effects doe. not cb&nie the lead ageheY's 
obligation to.prepare,an .IR. 

It there vu tub.tu.till eYI~enct that the prOpOsed proJeot 
alght have a algnlUeant envirollBtntd iapact, .vldebCe to 
tha cont.n,ry Ie not .utflol.nt t6 suppOrt a dtolelon to 
dl.pen.e vlth preparatl03 ot a~ 11. and adopt a neqatlv. 
d~olU-aUOQI ~u.ae It COUld be ' talrly ~, that the 
project _l9ht bave a alqnltlcant onylto~lal t.ptct,-
(rr and. 01 ••• $tnet v. cJty, bi .'yw'aid (1t10) 106 
~al.App.'d t ••• lobi II'S cal.P.ptr. 514)1 orO ,lno, ~2' 
Cat.App.3d at pp. "1-'82.) 

As .. ntloned above, a attliated n~attva d.~lar.tlon t. 
penttted en1)' vb",", nTidOrLI W the protect prior to rele ... ot 
the propOsed n.q.tlve daalaratlon tor FQbilo review vould avoid 
or .1tlgat. the ettect. to a point ~er. cl,.rly no alinlflcant 
.'feets ~uld OCcur. (I 21157.5(')(2)1 14 ~.e.R. S 15070(b)Cl,., 
LIke any otber n6gltlve 4101aratlon, a .ltlgated neqatl~ 
de::lar.tlol\ _y be used only vhe.n -,tIber. It no aubate.ntlal 
e~ldenc. b6fore the a,ency that the projeot a~ revl.~ .. y have a 
slgnlfleant effoct on.the envl~onm~t.· (It e.e.R. 5 
15010lb)(2).) It thare II anx aubetantlal .vldan¢e ~tth. 
project a. prOposed or reviled aay bave a 8i9n1tlcant .fteot. an 
EIR .l1st be prepar.a. Is 21010(0) (J), (d}.) 

As notG-II above, CE<tl _pecUled}y atate. tbat -axpert 
opinion suppbrted by f.et.- cOnstltu\ •• subatantial evlde~.. (5 
Jl010(1).) Tb. attacbed oplnlone of Mr, Reld and Dr. _eles.an 
thus oonatltute .ubatent1al evlde~ acC¢rdlcq to the .t.tutory 
definition. Aeoordlnq to the cOUrt,deal.tons in StanI.lau. 
AudaboD, and rrfoMS 01 .~. S~t, the exhtence. 6t contrary 
opinion eannot SUPPOrt a daol.lon to rely on a Nt9.tl~a 
D.ola~.tlon. In addttlon, tbe ~A Guldellnes clearly etate, 
-If there ls • dlsaqree.ent betveen axperta over the aignificance 
of an ettect on the environment, the leed Iqenot 6bal1 t~.at the 
.ffect •• sl9n1f1eant and Ihlll prepare an EIR. (CEQA 
Culdellne. S 1506'(h)42) ( .. p~a.la added).) Because there Is 

A (Continued) 

substantial 'fair argument' (\'idtn«," Citizen Action To Saw All Studmls \', 
Thornley (1st Disl. 1990), 222 e21 App,3d 148. 15S-56. Accordingly. the 
CEQA Guid~1ines in l~ subsection relied upOn in p.ut by the COOl menter, in 
fact suggest detenninath'e weight t-e gh'(n to tht uhtence of a cooflict ~lween 
upert opinions ooh' in "marginal cases," i.C',. \\here. unlike here, it is nol dear 
\\ hethu there is substantial c\'idcn<e tha.t a projed m~y .1'1 lye a significant effect 
on the en\'ironment. Guidelines. Section I S()6.1(h), - -' 

In this matte-r. the CPUC has concludtd thai. based on the "hole record befoce 
it. there is no substantial c\'idence befOle it that the project, as revised. may hne 
a significant effect on the environment. Spedfie (e-sponses ro the points raised 
in the opinions of cOmmenlu'$ eXpfrts are deah with in ~uc-t(eding s«lions of 
this resPonse, and the responses indicate that there are not"marginal cases" of a 
conflict between expert opinions. 
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A't sub$ttntlll evidence that ~~. Project Day ~~v. a .linlfl~ant 
~l~pact, l~ £lR eust be prepared. 

B 

B. The Project ••• ~rrently ~fln'~t has Slqnlflcant, 
VQlIltlqtliUd "Rich. . 

the ~~.tive Oeol'tltlo~ Identifies 40 potentlally 
sl9n1flctnt lapactt 61 tbe 'eoj,ct. (M~.D'O., Yable I., Of tha 
IS rt50arce ar ••• analy,aa. 1) had at 1 ••• t on. petentlallY 
119nlUuht bp'ct.(K~.O'c., p. 't.) 'th. N.gaUn DeQhra.Uon 
ccncludt4 that all or tb, •• lapactl would be .ltI9at,d to 
lnslgnttlcahCO and, lhu., no EIR ~al required. ~ow.~'r. Hr. R,ld 

. and Ot'. "da~n tonclud,4 that:. ,ven f~r the Proj.ct •• 
currently a.fl"ed In tha Kegatlva 6eelaTatloa. th ... ,ltl9ltloo 
&,.,urts ~ould not r~uceall lapaet. to· In.19n1fleance. Thu., 
the ·talr .rguaent· tact f6r preparlnq an EIR ha. been met. A 
su..ny of theae ekpert tln41ngs b provld..s balov. 

1. Alx aualltl 

Aocotdlnq to the C~ ~uld.lln'8,· the vlolatlOo of any 
aabient air quality etandard, or aubetantl.l contribution to an 
exictl~ air qua11ty viola~lon. la • preau.ptlTely .Ivnltlcant 
bpact under CEQ'" (~CddeUn •• , Appen41X ~(ll).) . 

The .eqative Declaratlon lcknowledq.s that the air ba.tn I. 
non·llttalllMnt tor oaorr.e an~ r.rtlculate uthr (PK .. ), and. that 
th. Project .. y ezacarbat. th • probie.. (Ke9.OeO.t p. 3$.) 
Kov8ver, \he W*9ative o.clllration ralle. alaoat ent rely on the 
per.1tt1n9 proc ••• at the.8Ytte (ountl Air Quality KenaqeDlnt 
blstrlct C-AQKD-, to .ltli'te tha Prolect'a potentially 
slqnlfleut air q\lallq. ~obl -The luUlnee 01 the Aut~r1ty 
to Con,tnlot allIS AUthOrltJ tq Operate dOcuaIUlt. will be . 
conflraatt6n that th' Pro let vlll Dot ~ce.d .ny .tat. or 
f~eral air quallty $tandarda.- (Naq.Cec., p. 'f.) 

After reviewing the pertillent documentl. Or. Wel8s.an and 
Kr. Retd conolude<1 tb&t the AQkO pentt prOCM. will iI2l. alUq.h 
lh. FroJ,cl'a air I~cla to InsI9nlflcane •• 

. a. failure to Identify All Eal,slon, er . Or. Velsl.an lnd.Y~. R,ld Identified leveral eat,.lons that 
vlre root Included In the AQKo an.ly.la, 1nol~dln9 -bloYdovn· 
.. ls.lons tro. prea.ure r,ll.f venta (EX. A, pp. 4-5), end 

1'116 C2QA euldeUnu are tound in flUe 14 ot the 
c.ltfornla Code of ~equl.tlona. 

B See respo..:'Inse 10 (Qmment lAI ~Iow. 

e See response (0 (omm~nl 2AA below. 
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~
IS$lO~S troa oqulp.ont u •• d to In,ect the ~$~lon ga. o~.r a , 

to 1) .onth perl04. (t(, A, pp. 5-5., tlth'r of th,., 'OU~Qe8t 
by th .... lv •• , aar caus, tha vlolatlon of an al~ quallt1 
standArd. ~hl~h II • elinlflcant lapact undlr CIQA. 

b. p.llur. to AI"" ij'xtwua cally Eal.slon. 

tbe. doci.llllnt. abo hll to provl~. a cO.prehlnslv, anuyti, 
of Ml(~awl 4ally •• bdone. lEX. A, p', 6'l . Kut.u. daUy 
eal .. lont .,. an tnt •• l put or dtteialn "9 ","thot' the 
Project'. b~ct. au IlqnUlcant because olone and PK.. (nOn­
.attathalnt po\hhnu) have U-hOl,\r .Undardl. nUll the 
Neqatlvo.o.elaratloa d~.,not properly .ubetantl,t, tl clata 
that there ~Ill b4 no unaltlgated .lqnlfltant alr quality I~aotl 
Cretl thl Project. -' 

Pallure ~o Id.ntlfy SlanIficanc. stOndords 

In order t6 dtttraina Vbotbor • froj~t" ~ottar. 
·slgnlfl~a~t,' ont .uet daflnt tht .t.nd~ of sl9QltleanOt. Aa 
Dr. wol.~.ft and Kr. Ke1d explain, tht larv.r AQKDs la the statt 
t.a~ •• etabll,bed CEQA thr~holds of 31~olflcanct ~lY.lent to 
th~ ealsslon. level Yblch trlqq~ tb. us. of &eat Avallablt 
ContrOl l'~hnolO9Y ,-BACT-) OD _lsdotl sourc... Thu.., a1tbo1J9h 
tht Butte County AQ!U> hat not ha..s tht opportunity to e.stablhb 
'19~ltlean~e standards tor CrQA purpOse', Vt can lOok to \bell' 
BACT thr.abolds tor vulda.nee. ~Ex. At p. " tee AQHD ~~l' 4)0., 

UsI"g thl A~Dre BACT th.r .. hol~ ... slCJT\\Ucanet .tandard., 
~r. Weissman end Hr. Reid conclQd.d that the FroJt~t, •• 
• ltlqated t vould t~c.td the .t&ndar4s tor both ~ox .nd reaotlve 
or9an1c CoJlpounds (-]tOG-I. (Ile. A. p. 1.) 80th NOli! and ROO art 
otone procursor. (&utto county AQKD RUl •• 10). a pollutant for 
vhlch the air b,.l~ It atr •• a, cl •• slfled non-attaln»,nt. !bUt, 
ev.n vlth tb. ~lleaDt'. proposed .ltlgatl6n. tht Projlct ylll 
$tlll ba~t •• 19nlfleant air q~allty t.pact. 

d.. lfooco;apl lane. yUh BACI' RWdu!W)lS 

Dr. wei .... n and Itr. Relel tbOrC)C9bly bUlle.! tht . 
Appllcut', dO<:UJltntaUOn r~uiSll\9 ",bat eonat tut .. the 
approprlatt BACT tor tJle ProJtot. !'ht bsue, in a nll.hheU, Val 
yhlthor a.lectlvt catalytlo reduction (-SCR-) or drY lov-~Ox 
coabustors should bo d..-d. BAC'I'. (EX. At pp. 1-1., 

Even thOu~h seR 11 olearly th • .ott .tfectlv. ttchnolQ91 tor 
wltlqatlni ~ eat •• IOn. fCO.9.a~povered OOaprt.cort, tht 
Applicant raj_Qt. th13 option a. Int.~.lblo. (_x. A, pp. 1-•• ) 
Or. WeiSSEl1l aNI Hr. Reid concluded that the AppUcant'l 

o See r~Sf"-.'lnse to comment 2AA below. 

E See response to comment 2AE below. 

F See rtsponse to comment 2 AF below. 
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te.ltbilltr analyale Ve •• eye~.ly rl.vt4 and dId not IUppott the 
det.raln&t on or Inta..lbility. (EX, A. p. I.) With ~~ara to 
the "Ia of altctdc-poverecS OOapcqsou, \/bleb hi'" no HOx 
•• ll.lon, at all, the Applicant auaaarl y dt .. I,.ea tbl. 
alteraatlve a. too axpenslvo ~lthout p~ovtdtn9 an approp~tlte 
'/'lalrds. (ll'. A, p ••• ) 

liMn. uUUalhlJ tbe BACT tbrt..sbQld as the ata!'>dard of 
slqnlflcanc., tha Prolect wOQld cau .. I .Iqftltlea~t unaltI9't~ 
l&pact under CeQA. 

e. [Jllvr. to DltCUl1 ProJact" Contrlbytlon to 
-- Y.lolaUgDl or AIr OUUlt:t ShDd'rd' 

. A. Fievl~.lr dle~~I~ed, • pro'~t ha. a p~ .. uaptlv.\, 
e19~lflt.nt lapact under CEQA It It ~Ill .contrlbute 
'~b&t.ntlal\1 to an exl.tlnq or ro160.te4 atr quality violatIon.' 
(c£Q~ GUIde! n .. , '.fi; • .Jh: 4(lll' in tht. caM, ther. la IJ\ 
exlstlnq violation of Ilr ~l tr .tan4atd2, •• l.ldene.4 br tht 
rt910n'. dulg-natic.n as IleA-atta !Dent fer OIOM ancS !"a •• 
Hov.v~. Dr ••• l •••• n and Mr ... 14 vert unable ~o find ~ 
anallsis of tbl. I.p_et 1ft the fEA, Kegatlv. Otol.retlon, or air 
per. t app\tcltlo~ ~ft~.. t~. At pp. 10-11., rbUl, the 
NeqfUve Oeclara.Uon CVlGOt lupport itt ooftOivslon that the 
Fiol.et '01111 not have. slgftlflc.nt l'Paet lA thl. ar.a; 
esplcla\iy In light of thl P~'ect" hlqb IAl •• lon. of olone 
pre~r.or.. (Ex. A, p. 11.) 

t. rallu'l to ott,et P~ojtct t.ls,lOos 

closeiy t.i.t~ to tho t.ttur. to dlacusa thl Project" 
QOntrlbutlol\ to non-.tul~t .tanducb In tbe air be.1n I. the 
Appllu~t'l '-Uuu to ·ott .. t- PrOjeot atl ... lons. Accord.1n<J to 
the AQl'U) nl •• , any"." .<Nro. Ul.t .. it. & nQn-Itt.alM*Elt 
pOllutant or Ita pr.~.6r •• Qat ·oft •• t- tba.e e.I •• lOns vlth . 
[ed~ctlon. t~o. .. 1.tih9 .. l,.len '~CI'. (AQKD ~i •• )0.) ror 
~laple, the nov .oure. CLn pcreh&l, eats. Ion ~e~~ction crtcSlta 
trom other .~rce4. (~QKD Rute 4'1.) 

I'lle 'nalysh c0n4u<:t~ by Dr. vell .. an aCId Kr. Rddi 
demon.~.t •• that the Pro,.ct viii trl~.r the AQMD'. oft •• t 
uq"Jirement tor: OlOne. (£Jr. A, pp. ,-t., HoV .... er. the "W1iclht 
dou not intend to provtolsotr.eu. !'b. t.Uure to ~11 vith 
thIs rul. tonatltat •• the feilure to coaply vith an .dopted 
environ-ental plan or 90". under Appendix 0 of the ClQA 
auld_lin... (~CUI4.1ln.l, AppendIx 0(.)., Renee, I~ la • 
rr •• uaptlvtly 8l9nlfleant tap.et und~r C~QA. 

I:Vtn If the AQ~..D valve. th. otteet -l'equlreaoent. tor: U!. 

G Sec- response to commtn12AI below. 

H See response (0 c(lmmtnt 2AG below. 
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L
rro,ect, tho taot vlll t •• aln th~t. undar C~A •. th6 Proiect vill H e>c:ace .. bUfl tb& buln' COlona pOllution. 'rhus, the. COlDIlsslon 
~hould lndepend~htl~ as.esa vhether1 under CeQA, tbe Ap~lloant 
should be required to offset th~e m~Qta as a metbod of 
.ltiqatlr~ this iapact to below the level of significance. 

J 

q. Inadequate ruel Cbaraetaxi,atlon 

The flt6t probl~ Or. Nel,sman and Hr. Reld·ldentICi~ vas 
the faIlure \0 accurately cbaracterll& th6 fuel to be u.ed by 
Project equip •• nt. (EX. A, ~. ;-4.) In the ~lt application 
5ubalttod to the A~KD, the Applicant .alnta1na that thls fuel 
vill be ·plpelin. ~allty· and provIde. a tuel characterIsation 
{or typIcal pipelIne quality q.s. Hovev ... , ~h. luel &ot~'llY 
used by tb. Projeot equipeant vlll be a .ixture of pIpelIne 
quality ga. and 'natIv.- rav 918 eroa tho WIld GOOse ~as Field 
that ha. neVer been r.Ulled to r.move bpudthe such &S sulfur 
And nltrOClon. Th ••• bpurlU •• could lncna •• the level tit 
0Ione·precut,o~8 f~oa proJ.ct &qUip.tnt and, perhaps, also tro~ 
equ lp:ent used by tbe AppUea.nt'. w.to .. n. (EX. A, p. 4.) . 

Without a¢¢U~.te tuel d&t~, it I. -nat po •• tble to accurately 
identify the Project's .. betons, nor to deteralne \'bother the 
proposed eals.IOns cOntrol t.~~noloqy vlll altlgate Protect 
itlpacts to In8iqnUlcUle.. The 'fIR sboule! conhin a lull 
char&cte~i&ation or the actual-ruel to be used bt th$ Project 
eq-Jip:!!ent. 

2. Endangered and Etnsltly. Spiel., 

The Nlqatlve ceclaration identifies 11 sensitive specie, 
that the Project has the pO~entl.l to lapact. rhi~ Includes 2 
plaht epeel •• , a specie.·ot reptile,. , bird specie" and 1 bat 
speoles. One of the Impacted reptile. -- the 9lant garter sna~e 
-- Is a f.d~rally li.ted endangered speel, •• 

SaSed on tbelr t'evlev of the blo\6qlcal inCoraatlOn 
~&qardlnq th~ Pt'ojectte lapact. to sensitive speol •• , Dr. 
\leiss.an and Mr. Reid conoluded that the l'l"oposed .1tlqatlon 
~easures VQuld not ~cduce the Project's i.pacta to 
inslgniticance. (EX. A, Pl" 11-1).) 

a. Inadequate Mitigation (Qr Gilnt GlXter snake 
and NorthYes\ fond 'rUrt le ImpaOta 

• 

In their comment letter. Dr. W.l •• aan and Mr •. ~eId explain 
vhy th. altlgatlon .. asures for l~aot8 to the 9iant qartar enake 
and northve.t pOnd turth do n6t provIde ad~ate assuranc. that 
the~e species witl not .utter bar.. (Ex. A, pp. 12-1)., In eu., 

See nsponse 10 comment 2Z ~low_ 

J See response to commenl2AL below_ 
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t'ro Welent" and Mr. Reid exPress lJu~tantlal doubt about th& 
Applicant's ablllt.y t6' (1) prevent ~ ... ep$01e, tro. antodog 
construction area, ~bere they couldb. harata, (1) l60lte all of 
lhe eecreUve enakos and turtles and t'eaove thea fro. the 
~onst~ctl~n &on"an4 ('l r •• tore their habitat, ~blcb iequlrOtl 
dtnse V"9'U.UVe cover, v thin bo ",oaks. (Ex. A,. p. U.) 

As.a federally li.t,d en4&n9~ed epeel •• , any activity that 
Ulla, hans ... , or. ()\huvl .. M-ta.e tVen .. t1n9h g,lant garter 
snake h a. violation of federal hi..,. (42 U.S.C. S 1S)2 (U) 
(definItiOn Of -tako-).) eased on the oonolusloas Of Dr. 
"elsslilln and Hr. Reid, ~-.re b a droD9 posdblHty that & 
-h),e;- undu- tbo Endallgex-M ~i ... A:ct vill occur. 

b. $ptcyla\lyt Mltlgatioo tot Bat aRtOle, 
or. W.1snan'. and )Cr. Reid'. prlaary orlt1cl .. _.of the 

p~opO •• 4 altlgatlon lor bat apeai.. i. t~t It proylde. nO 
~ld~. tor aVOicUh9 i~ot. to bah. (EX, A, p. U.) It 
&lepiV t"eqolte. the Applicant to cOnsult wIth the U.S. Flah , 
wildlife s.nlc. it bats u. to\lnd. ftia piOpo .. l do •• not 
u.ute that ~c"h to tbea •• pe-Ol .. o.n or ..,111 be alt19'-ted. 
Hence, the ~e9atlve Dealaratton'. conolualona that iap'cts to 
s~,slti~. b6~ ~1&s vill be .1tl~.te4 to lnalgDlticanc. are 
vlthout found.tlon. (IX, A, p. 1).) . 

o. No A'IYTIDC' that !.n'ltiy. Plant Mitigation 
Hill be EfCoct1yO 

~e attlgation me.sure lor .en.itive pl~nt5 1. to undertake 
l ~lant .urvey prior to construction and avoId dl.turbence 6t 
these area.. AOOOtding to Dr. W.i.acsn ao4 ~. Reid, thIs 
altigation vill n~t be t •• clbl$ if the plants are In the 
constructIon lone. (IX. A. p. II.) ThUS, there 1. cOnsiderable 
uncertainty r~.rdln9 the effectlvenes. ot this altlgatlon 
.easure, and Ineufficlent evidence to support the H6iative 
DOolatatlon'. conolusion that these iapacts viii be jjtIqated to 
InalqnU Ltance. 

3. WIlUands 

The Project viti disrupt over 1~ a¢res Of vetlands. 
(Neg.Cec., p. 45., Rovev~r, the Applicant "8e~t. that there 
vlll be 11.' aot8.8 Qf -tuporant disturbanc.," .nci only 1.56 
acres of ·~.nt 10ee.- (IbId.) 

Aex-ordlng to Dr, tfel ... aan a.ncI Hr. ReId, it Is pre.ature to 
cOM1Ude that the 11.6 acrt. vlll lIel'ely autter tCliporary 
dI5tu~b&nC.. (EX. A, pp. 13-1'.) fbi. aseessaent cannot b. aad • • -.. 

See response to commenl2AL below. 

K 

L See respon$e (0 c(lmmenl2AK below. 

Set res(X)ose to comment 2AM below. 

M 
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faqe ~ 

U
.ntll til.. dhtud:6d aCTugG has T~&lncd ita fORU- vetlaN 

functions and v.l~e~ by. amonq Qtber things, beco.lnq 
.. engetated. (IbId.) tn Dr. Md ... an t • And Hr. Reid'. opinion, 
there Is no assurance that this l"eatoratlon viii be eUOCO$stul 
~n~l hence, nO •• sui_nee that theae lzpacte ~111 b. nltlgated to 
Ins 9nlflc~ca. (Ibtd.) 

4. H2h. 

Several a~et. of the Pro'ect ~lll ganer.t~ nol... The 
Project's .o.t significant nol •• l~.ote viii ~oae fro. 
lntaralttent activltles such •• pr6s.ut6 relief valve and 
pipelln •. -blowdovns.- These·ar •• udden .v.n~ that vlll produce 
.xceedln~ly high nOise In an ~th~ls. qalet area. (Ex. A, pp. 
1(-15., . 

the p~ and Kegatlve Qeola~atlon downplay the Project'e 
r~ls. lap*et. bY oiai~ln9 th.S& noise eour~es vill be adequately 
aUffled and that no nearby sensitive receptors Yould b. affected. 
Or. Wal.s.an and Hr. Reid dlsag~ee ~ltb both at these assertiOns. 
([~. A, rp. It-15., 

Or. Welss.an and Mr. Reid pOint out th~t the PEA Ut •• an 
Incorrect .. thad of •• ~surln9 nols& fro. the •• types Of eouzces. 
Inst&ad of tOcuslnq on the aln91e-eyent nol •• , e. would be 
appropriate lor these ~ouree., tbs PBA d!eeuu" the AYangl 
dally no166 leval atter .lt19at1on. (lX. A. pp. 14-1$.) Even It 
this va. at.ply a oletlcal error in tbe PEA, Dr. Wel ••• an and Kr. 
Reid have .edoua doubt. About the AppllcanV. ablllty to red'Jee 
the noIse Iro. the~e evant. trOD 120 to )5 deol~.ls (-dSK). (EX, 

t p. 15.) 

D 
D •• Weleeaan and Hr. Reid also cOntacted b.oloq.st. at the 

Grey Lod9- WaterfoWl Kanaqament Area.' (EX. A, ~. lS.) They 
eXrr~$ed ~nc.rn t~t loud noises froD the frolect could 
frlqhtan vAterfowl u.ing th_ ret~~., causing thea to relocate to 
nearby areas vbere they vould be axpoaed to huntera. (EX. A, p. 
5.) 

Th9 Butte. County c.n.ral plan tdantlt.e. the croy LQdqe 
Watertovl Mana9ea~nt Are. kS • -quiet are.,- t •••• a nall.­
sensitive ar.a. (Butte COunty Gene~Al Pltn (1996)t Noise 
Blee~nt. 119. NO-l and p. NO-10.) 8Thasa sensitive rec.pto~. 
need adtquats quiet to COnduct their activ.tl ••• • (rd. at p. ~O-
10.) SUbjecting tho r.fuqe to loud nol~o. vo~ld ~U9 cre~te , 
-(c)onfllet ~ith adopted envlronm6nta\ plans and goal. of the 
~Q .. unlty Vbere It la lOC&t&d('I. a pre.uaptlvaly .lqnlticant 
i_pact undQr CEQA. (CEQA GUide In •• , Appendix G(a)), 

N Set response to (omment 2AN bt1ow. 

o See response to comment 2AO below. 

P Ste response to comment iAO below. 
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S. PUbll¢ He.ltb • SAfetv 

. A natural gas facIlity pr$5ente ab obvioas fire risk. Yet, 
In.te.4 of provldln9 a true rl&k e •••• cm&Qt, tb$ Applicant a.~. 
us to rely on Ita de.lre to prot~t It. worker., the P~llcl .nd 
Its financIal lnVestetnt tor 68$Urance that the •• impact, w 11 be 
adolUately alttgated. (PEA, p. 12·$.) But even with the host ot 
IntQntlohs. aeeldents bappen. 

In Dr. Wei ••• an an~ Hr. Reid'. opinion, a risk analyel~ of 
the aaxlaua vore\: cue eunt shOUld have ~n c:6nducte4. (£)c. A, 
pp. 16-11.) Ontl1 thls occurs, there cannot ~. an .¢CUtat. 
~~s.sca.nt of thl. pOtentially .19nltleant lwpa¢t. (EX. A, p. 
n.) 

6. £new tlu 

According to ~ C!QA Guldelin •• , a Project h •• a 
pre6uaptlvely significant l~ot If It vll\ ·('JncOura~. 
acUvltha vblcb 'ruult 1n the u.e ot la~. '_¢'U;lite ot f'Jel. 
VAter, or Inergv • • • (Orl tul.a fUel, vater, or energy In a 
v~&tetul aanntr. • ; •• (C~A Culdellnes, Appendllt d(n),. (0).) 

the N.;atlve oecl.tatIon eonoludos that the ProjbCt vilt not 
Us, non·renevabl. r •• ource, in a va.t.tul and Ineftloient manner. 
This conclu,lon is ba •• d on th& project" u •• ol natUral 9as •• a 
co~pre550r tu~l, and the clai. that the ¢bapr ... or engines vilt 
usa BACI to re4ue. tuel u •• ga. (Neq.DIO., p. 51.) Rovaver, 
ba.e~ on their calculatlon~, Or. W.la •• an and Hr. Raid concluded 
that the Project could lndeed haVe & .1qnltJeant I~paet In this 
arel. (Ex. A, pp. 11-1'., !hie pOtentially s19hlfloant 1mpact 
should be evaluated -1n en BlR • 

. 
1. " C.ol6qYIS611s 

tb& Ne9atlve Declaration stateBthat th6r$ Is nO possible 
I.pact a&&ool&tld vith land lubal4.nca or eXpansive lolla. 
(Keg,Ceo., p. 30.) rbis I, Ineonsi.tent vlth tha FaA, in which 
the ~pplleant state. that it viii porfora soli borlng~ to 
deteralna require.ebts for _1tlgatlnq ~18k8 fro. 11~ef.otI6nl 
subsld~co# and expansive so11a In the aiea. (FlA, p. &5-1.) 
It also I. inoon.i.tent vlth the Butte eounty General Plan. 

4 With respeot to liquefaction .&soolated vIth the 
placement of engineered till at veil p~d sitest the Negative 
DeclarAtion sta\es that qe6tacbnical testing viii be conducted. 
(N.q.DeO., p. 29.) 

·e 

Q llte Initi.l1 Stlldy has been re\'iseJ 10 reOtct this ((lmment. 
Set re"ised Section IX(a). Mitigation Measure .fA la. 

. . . 

R See response 10 (omment 2AR below. 

S The Bulte CQunty General Plan states thai Nch site must be 
judgtd on site·s.~dfic conditions with respect 10 $ubsidtnct'. 
The Wild Goose Gas Storage Project will inject cushion gas 
into the subsurface reser,"oir. and win not deplete gas fnds 
~Iow current coodiliQns. lltere(orc. subsidence due (0 gas 
depleti(ln \\ ill not result 
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a. tahnUAl Sub:ildencQ bDact 

The Cso@tal Plan {dentltl •• tbe Wild 000&. ca. Flold •• a 
patential subaidence area. (Cenerel ~lan, Ilg. 8·"1 The polley 
tor deUlll9 ... Uh this potenthl Imp,&,l:t 19 to -(rJequ n 
In~e.tlgatlon of su~sldence pOtentIal 1ft review Of ptopOsed 
withdrawal. Ptesent tlndlnqs In environmental rAvl.~ •••• -
(rd •• S6fety I~pl~~ntatlon FOlley 5.1, p. 5-13.) 

. 
, Tbe failure ~o co~plr with tbi. Ceneral plan pOlley, 

con~titut.s a conflict vi h'an adopted snvl~ona.ntal p\~n er 
goa\, a pte.uaptlV,ly 81gnlflcaht iaplet under CEQA. (ClQA 
Guidelln~, Ap~~lx Q(a).) .. , . 

b. Possible lapAetA (tim EXRlIndY$ $0113 

tho Pto'~t &It. 1. also In an area Identified l~ the 
GenetaIPlan •• having a -bigh- P9tentl.~ tot expansive soils, 
(General ~lanl FIQ. 8-).) ~n8iv •• olt. Shrink an4 ewell vlth 
changes ,In ao nure Contant ~ can cau.a .nan.tv. daui* t.o 
strueO!rM. (14., p. S-1). !'be l.pl-=enUtlon 1IN_l1re lor 
project. In .Xplnsl~e 8011s aTe .. i. to -require altlqltion 
Doasures tor l.~$ davelop8ents and .. 'or facllitle. ~ben tber. 
I. & pOt$ntial tot significant da.aq •• - (Ed., satety 
l~lamantatlon Measure '.1, p. s-l4.) 

tha fallut. to ...... thi. potentiailt slqnltleant l~pact 
tor this ~lor faoility and evaluate the need tor .iligation 
conflicts v th the Gentral Plan and. thua. ta & presUmptively 
significant I~lct undtr CEQA. (CtQA GUideline_I ~ppendlx G(a).) 

III. 7 •• II. IWn ~~U na "'01.£ tRo"lC't" lJU'AC'i1 

A. The Project Definition and lapaol Acce.s_ant hal Bttn 
ImproD.rly tl~ittd to the InitiO) lbl.t ot 06veI6~ 

Any analysis 01 the environ-tntal up.eta ot a project, 
~hetber In an Inltlll .tQdy or an EIR, dtpend. on an aOCU%at~ and 
co=plete de.criptlon of the prOject. (COunty 01 fnyo r. CJty 0/ 
Lo. Angele. (1917, 71 C.l'~FP. 34 liS. I~) ll)~ Cal.Rptr. 39'1 
(-~n accurate, stable and finlta proj.et d&&erlption 1. the .lno 
qua non of an lntor-attv. and l~ally sufticlent £lR,-); cIty 61 
S&ntee v. county 01 San DI.9~ (1949) alt cal.App.3d. 141. (261 
cal.Fptr. 3(0), Rural £and GWP.or. AI$ocJatLo~ ~, LodJ CIty 
councJl (1983) lU cat.App.ld. lOUt 1014-1015 tlU Cal.Rp'lr. 325 
)I sMltlego County ".t.r DJ.-tdct v. ('()Unty o/.orange (19811.111 
cal.App.3d ,18, aa,·.,O (17l C&l.Rptr. 402)., If tha de.cr ption 
of the project Is Inaccurate or lncoapl.ta, the initial study Or 

T 

u 

The facilities will be dtsigned. as rtquired by local otJinances 
and the Uniform Building Code (0 preHnt such impacts. The 
coostructioo dtsign and p1acement of soil (or these pads must 
be certified by Stale Certified Pcofessional Engineer. This 
engineering design is a requirement or thelotal building 
department, otherwise a buiMing permit can not be obtained. 

lhe Negath'e Declaration has t-een rt't'istd to) refl«t this 
(Omment. &e the new (it It. "Possible Future Plans." en page 
19. The applicant (or tMs pcojtcl has openly staled the­
possibility. dependent on future enngy needs and othtr 
(cooomic (oosideratioM. that the- prOPOStJ proj«1 considertJ 
In this Mitigated Neg3th'e Dtdaration could be the first phue 
in a multi·phase expansion o(the use of the storage facility 10 
its full capacity. The applicant has located its oil·site and off­
site faCilities so as to accommodate such an expansion. should 
iloccur. lIowewr, the pcojed in this application «msisls ora 
stand·aTone. economically fe~sible (I~ration (Of the storage 
and provision of natural gas to users. i.e.. the continued 
operation (If this PH)j«t is not dependent on any further 
expansion of the gas stOiage ope-rations. In addition. future 
expansion or modifkati(\fl of the site WQuTd re-quire a new 
CEQA re"iew process to the exlent that a discretional)' ~nnit 
frorna public agency is required. 
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EIR ~anbOt be le9al11 ad~'t.. (cEQA ~ld.1lbee S 15051(4)(1), 
<::1trlatvu:4 Hl1Jlstl'Y v. $Upulor Court (lfU) 1 .. ¢al.Iopp.1<S 110, 
ltl (),. c.\.~ptr. IS8" COUnt, 01 ZDYO, 11 cal,lpp.3d at p. 
lU., 

A cruel.l coapon.~t 01 an ae~t.t. Fro'~t d~lFtlon ,. 
that it lnt;l~. the l!.ll.Uu p~)e¢t. CEQ" broaUl' det1nu the 
·pro,.et- wlch wst be ~"'loat..s ae 'tb. "bole o( IU\ actlOft, 
Vhlcb.ha. a poten~lal for r •• ultl~ iG • pbyeleal ~,nq. l~ tbe 
.nvironaent, directly or u1t1a&tel, ••• ~. (Cltl.~ Aa.'Q TOT 
S.n.Jble Oevelopaent V. County ot ICrO (It.5) 171 ea1.App.)~ 151, 
1'5 (211 ¢.l.Rpt~. '9l11 CZQA 4u14tl ne8 S lS)7&(.).) 

£uly In d.\'elop.~t of csQ.t. bv, tb. ~a1Uomt. SupJ:ue 
CQ.urt "t&blh:h~ th.~ it Ie -the ...mate of tIQA that 
~nvl1'or ... nt&l eon.14~uUon. ·450 tlet beeo.e INbeerqe4 by dIOpplnq 
.. large project Into · .. nr littl' ~.·-"Cb vltb a .lnlaa' 
pOtenttal tipact on the *hyl1'Qnaen\--vb'~ cuaulatlvely "r h_v. 
dfsutt'OUs OOn.iMl'J~nc ... • (Josung v .. £Ocal At;ettcy FOrMUOQ. 

. C\:I.'4 01 V~tvra County (1115) U Cal.)d lU, 2U-U( ($U ".-24 
IOU. Itt Cal.Filtt'. 2U, 11)11 aCcOnf

j 
city 01 A,QUex:h \to clty ol 

J>lttcl!utg (UU) U1 C.l,1pP.'d un 2U tal,Jrpb-. S~'JI Rurd 
£&Ad Owner. ~.'n v. Lodl CI~ Councl (1")) 14) Cal.App,)4 to) 
(Ita Cal,~tr. 3UI.) . 

-A publlo 'qt.Jlcy b not pe:rwltt~ to hbdlvl~ ••• lz)qle 
pto,.et Into .... ller lndlrldl1&l .wr-pro,ect.. In ord~ to .. volrl 
tb~ rUpOndblllty ot C6MldQ-ln9 ~ en.troa..ntal bpact: ot .U\. 
project ... ~o1e,· (OrlAcf. A. .. 'Q V • .8Oald bt sul*l'Vl.o.n 
(It,,) 112 Cal.App.,a 1145, 1111 (221 cal.Rptr, "'1" ~, $&A 
"oaiU'" ~pto.r v. Ccunty.OI 5tal11.jlau. (liU) U ~ .App.tth 11). 
11'-}'4 ('2 cal.~tr.Z4 104.) It Ie -(01n1y ~ ~ a~at. 
vle~ ~f the ptoj.ct: .. y affected outsiders ahd'publlc decl'lon­
.ake~. balanQethe propos.l', ~.tlt. a9.1nat its ehYl~ona.n~l 
cost •••• • (County ot Inyo y. cIty 01 £01 ~J .. (t911) 71 
Cal,App.3d It', 1t) ll'9 Cal.aptr. "61' sacllav>COvntr wat.r 
bfstrlct v. County 01 Or~ 118 Cel.App.l4 Ill, .,0 (11' 
Cal.Rptr. '02).) , 

tbe danver ot plet .... l t'e.,1ev of 5 lug. piohot la that 
there .ay never be • cogpr,h,nllyt conat~~iatlon 01 the entire 
project's lapaet~. (CIty oL sante. v. County of San ol.go (1'1~) 
~14 ~'1.App.14 14)., 1.52 (2C1 cal.kptr. 3(0, 141), cltlzlns 
Asstn, 112 CIl.App.ld at p. 1" (211 ¢al.~ptr. at p. tOI).) ibis 
ls.~.t vill OO¢Ur It tbe (~I •• lon tall. to contld.r the 
.nvlrQna$n\al l~.ct ••• aoolatad "lth u.e of the .ntlJ:a wi14 
Goose gaa field for ·8\01'89. actlyltl~. 

Even vhen a ~~o'ect applicant I.ek, '.pazat. par.!~ tor 

u (Continued) 

CEQA dots not require the agent)' to engage in $~ubtion 
about possible future actions. but onty to assure to the extent 
practical and reasonable that the re((\ld presents a full picture 
of the pOtential dT«ts 0( the project. The rec«d On this 
matter as a whole dearly {enects appropriate consideration of 
Ihe possibility of future ex:pansi6n, the Mitigated Negath'e 
DeciMation explicitly discusses the applicant's txpansion 
intentions. It also identifies and generally discuss..es the areas 
where such expansion would potentially affect tbe stope or 
the pce~nl pcojec~ spedfically the Well Pad Site. the Remote 
radlity'Sile. aIr impacts and the size and a pOssible PO&:E 
intecconneclion pipeline, Any future expansion. howerer 
"reasonably foreseeable'" is n6t a "reMonably fOl'esetaMe 
cQOscquencc" of the initial project. which IS an tconomkaUy 
\'bble. stand, alone project. future expansion. white possible • 
is dependent on unkOO\\n ecooOmtc factOrS, and taJ (rom the 
certainty suuesttd by the commeoler. If it is assumed in this 
c\'aluatioo that Mure expansion wouM take pla~e, assessment 
now of its scope and its methOd of implemtntation •• in 
particular the size and I~ation of its pipeline ••. would 
in ... ·oh·e considerable speculation and provide nothing ofvaJue 
to the c\'aluation of pOtential effe,ts by the current proj«1 on 
the envirOnment 

The CEQA Guidelines upticit)y slate thaI such consideration 
of potentiat cumulati\'e effects should be "guided by the 
slandacds of practicality and reasooab1cness," Guidelines, 
Sc(lion ISI3O{b). It is nol reasonable to hp«l detailed and 
useful information abOut the potential en"ironmeOtaJ eiTe<:ts 
of a future faCility whose scope is uncertain and \\hicb will be 
subject to em"ironmental review in its own tigM. See TRlP v. 
City Coun...·i/ of San Jose (6th Disl 1988), 200 CaJAppJd 
611. 681. cited with appro\'31 in Sa-..·ulmenlo Old City 
Association v, City Coun.:i1 ofSacromellio (3d DiSl.l99I). 229 
CaJ.App.3d IOJ I. 
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different steg •• of • proJe¢tt CtQ~ do.a not paralt pl.~t.eal 
~evlev. ·t~e tara 'project· 4oe~ not .~an oach eep~r.te 
goverhatntal approval,- (ClQ~ Guideline,S 15111(c)., -Tb. term 
·~roJ.ce' rtters to tho Ubdarltlng actJvlty and not the . 
~on.r,. .... nta1 appcovd proc.u. (OrInda .us·o, 111 Cal.App.)4 at:. 
pp. Ul1-UU, quoUnq •• turd RUOU1'C'e$ 1>6(.:1S' CouDcJl v. 
Aletta XttJoaa! ~r,. (lilt) SI cal.App.)4 "9, ." [1'1 
t&l.~tl'. 1711 (opbuls b)' cOurt}.) thu., \:be eoa .... ton .u9t. 
...... ~ u'Ih-cnaentll bpects of the enth. Project ~, ..,.n 
If It latond. to cOMl1ct .M1tlonal envkonuntal ~evle'l cf th. 
exp.t1s1on lrt the futura. VlthO\1t an evaluation of all ~neht.e 
of tht Proje~. itelth(!r ~ public Mt' the c03ahelOll vll1 know 
its true bpact.. . 

In- t.arol ICd9'ht~ hpro ...... nt Alt'n 01 SaG ,cAnCu.CI> V •. 
R.g.~tr ot the Unlv. 01 C&JJlornJa (It.,) 41 Cal.,& 11'1 431 (35) 
ctl.Rpu. 416), the Cditotnh SUpr ... COUrthela that an U1\ 
Rllst lU'Ialyu tbt ahvlrona .. :IUI elltets of a f~tur. expansion 
".teret 

(I) 

(a) 

it I. a r.asonably forese •• bt. ~onsequanc. of the 
initial ~roJ.ctJ and 
tha (~tur. expanaloQ ~r action vl11.be slqoLfleant In 
that it vili 11k.lr ch~. the acOpe or natura of lha 
Inlthl project or Its envlronuntal eUects. . 

In this caeo. there can be no doubt tbat tutura .rpar.llon of 
storag_ ~atlons intQ the entire 9" flald I. reasonably 
torl.e.able, Ihd thet this expansion viii chanq. the scop. of th~ 
Project .~ its environmental etfects. 

8. Expande4 OpeUtlOll& u. • .... coMbly FoUst.able' and. 
lm.t e. Ana h'l;td In the EIB! 

It I, 6vldent that tutuie eXpan5lon toto the ~ntlr.-~a8 
field Is ie.aon,bly for ..... bl.. r,be ~l!c.nt h •• aoqulred tha 
und~ .torage rlgbts tor the entlr. qaa flald. (Keq.Deo., 
p. 1.) The Applicant bas also acquired k19hts to a4dltlOhal 
a~r.age .urcOUndlnq bOth the Vell Pad and Reaote Faoility sit •• 
t6 U ••• faoilltles "11 ~ exp6nd&d to suppOrt optraUon of the 
entire fl.ld. (P~t pp. i-il, 1·1., 10-2, KOi.Dao •• pp. 7. t.) 
Tbo Appllclht k.ftz. to C¢nftructlo~ of faoilltlea at thaI. ,lte. 
as -initial .lte develOpDent' in the PEA. (,,~,~. 1-11, 2-1t, 
10-l.) 

Th. Pto,ee~ Is reputedly ketene<S to as the -CUrTlnt' phase 
ot ~b&t vitl ultla&tely be a aQeb lerqtr project. (Wt9.cec., p. 
7.1 This -initial de.'i'elOpMnt pbue- b only lnteMtd to .... t . 
·eurr~nt storag .. n.eds.' (PIA, p. 2-11, N~.Oeo., p. '1 I •• a)$O 

U (Continued) 

The California Supreme Court (e~nized in lowel Heights 
Improwmenl Ass n \', Regenls ojlhe Uniw:uity oICoti/ornio. 
41 Cat. 3d )16 that theft (an be a tension under CEQA 
bet\ntn (equirrng public consideration of environmental 
effects at the earliest reasonable date to a\'oid whalt\·er. and 
requiring en\·irorur.ental (eview at a stage where if is 
muningless and ftsults in wastdul expenditure of resources. 

The CQurt in laurel Heights held LlJat coosideration of 
potential effects (rom a future expansion requires that 

a. it is a reasOnably foreseeable consequence of the 
initial project; and 
b. the future expansion or action will be significant 
in that it willlike\y cbange the scOpe or nature ohM 
initial pro jed or its environmental effecls. 

ne Court (urthei observed thai criteria would be (act specific, 
and that it was nOt dictating the degree or M$eSsmenl of the 
dfeets of any future action. which would be dependent 00 
"?tat was reasonable under the particular circumstances. 

Applying these criteria ill thai case. the Court held that tlle 
appliCant in lAurel Heights hlld improptrly limited the scope 
of its review 10 the potenlial effecls or the initial projtc1. 
"here the txransion of tllat projed was acknowledged, tuny 
planned and, mdted. imminent. .. 1:'1 other ~ircumslanC~$. (ourts 
ha\'c upheld agency findmgs agamst assertions of 
"pkctmealing" where the tertainty of future aclion and CHn 
of future c crects exceeded that present hue. E.g" Socramento 
Old Ci()' AssocIation \'. Ci()' COlind/ 01 Sacramento (3d 
Dist.J99I). 2i9 CatApp.ld 1011 (EIR upheld despite ab$ence 
of discussiOn of cumulath'e impacts where project WQuld 
admittedly have substanlia) impacts and where appropriate 
milj~ation of those impacts. beyond the listing of $ti'tn 
poSSIble activities. was left to the future. Assessment of 
(umulative impacts of the [Jliligati<ln mtasurtS would be 
specu1Jrh'e); 1.0 Oil. Int. v. Ci()' oltos Angell'S (2d Disl. 
1983). 196 Cal.App.3d 22} (delail on potenlial pipdine routes 
and specific impacts (or tach route (00 sp«utalh'( and 
absence did not render OOcumenl insufficient). 
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PEA, p. 1-6 (-ror tho etorage deaand idtntitied in the near t~ra 
, ••• -), N~.D&C., p. 6.) -As aar~et conditions ~arrant. 
expansion at th6 project a5Y he i~le~entOd in multlpl~ 
additlonal phases.- (FEAt p. 2-)1.) CleatlYt this Application 
I. cerely tbe 'ir&t step Ln a aulti-pha •• proJoct, and expansion 
of operations to the tield's full capacity Is reasonably 
for •••• abl •• 

'It\ue faots are analoqous to thOSA in fihJban v. Bc)ard ot 
su~rvl'or$ (1919) 88 Cal.App.3d 391, 414-415 1151 Cal.Rptr. 
966) •. Whit-an involved the issuance of a ~era t tor &h 
exploratory oil ~ 98. ~.11._ The tlR stated that, It the well 
wa6·6~6ces.ful, prOducl5 would be tran.ported trom the site by 
pipeline. ~b. court found ths E1R d.fici.nt tor taillnq to 
analy£. the pi~linel 

The record l:l9fore us rat heb \:hat. the connruotion of 
~ pipeline "' ... trOll the ~ibn1n9. vlt.hln the 
oonte.platJon of (the Applicant) shOuld its veIl prove 
productive. Although adalttedly Qontingent on the 
hlPpening ot certain ~~r.nc ••• the ~ip.ltn. va., 
n~verthele ••• pa~t ot (the Applicant.'s) overall plan 
tor th~ project and could bave been discus~ed In the 
EIR.ln at lelst qenerat ter.e. Even It the vell and 
pipeline v.r6 vie"&(! •• parts of a ·!lhased project,. 
GUidelin.s section 150'~ (nov section 15165) called for 
the pr.~ration of a .Ingle ZIR coverinq the ·ultimata 
project.- (IbJd.) 

To eXplain Its tallure to analy£e and .1tigate the Cull 
project bpaote. the H~lI.t1v. Ottohutlon reliu on the 
Applicant' •••• erti6n that it -he. no i.a.onably tot •••• able 
plans toaxpand the proJect.- (Neq.Deo., p. 19.) This reliance 
16 inappropriate 1n l1qht of tha above rapr •• entations. 
MoreOver. the Neqatlve Declaration apparently defines -reasonably 
tor •••• able· .a any activIty beyond tbe year 2000. (Neg.Deo., p. 
19 caTha propOsed project scope Is based on the reaaonably 
toresee~l. ptoject~d qaa .tora~. n •• ~. up to the year 2000. d ).) 

Thlc detinition ~s unduly re.trictlve, particularly vben one 
con.idara that the prolect wiil not be on-llna unt 1 1908. It 
a16~ is lnconai8t~t v tb the tact •• 

The ErR need not pr@diot th~ preoise enVironmental .ffect~ 
or the expanaion. the tact that praolaiOn ie not possible does· 
not 1ustify an Agency's failure to analyze the i_paots or an 
antioipated &kpan.lon. (LaUi$l Heights, 47 cal,3d at p. 39&­
)99.) Instead, it ·~ust uaO ite ~t efforts to tlrid out and 
disclos. all that It rea.onably ean.- (rd. at p. 399.) fhe 
Appileant has already had a bioloqioal curvey report prepared lor _ e 

v See response 10 COt-nmenl 2U. 
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\I ~e full ~toJ.ct. (PEA, p. 5-20, n. 1.) 

w 

x 

c. The project haa NUmerous Oth.~ Significant Impacts Wh~ 
froperlY Pelloid to Include tho Whole Pr01ect. 

Tbe PEA taol~ty acknowledges that tull operatIon ot the qa. 
field vlli creato additional envltonatnt41 lapacts. 

tn order to tu1lr utilize the stor~9. c.pa6lt~of the 
fleid. &~ditlona V.Ils •• y ba ~l\led at the Well Pad 
~lt' and the project VQuid ".,d to .ith~ ¢~nn6Ct to 
PG'E's backbone 9a. tt~ns.lssJon pipeline. (Line. cOO 
and.cOI, west·of Interct.t6 5 near 061~Va~ In Colusa 
county or e.tabllsh a second connection to PG'~'s ga. 
tt.ns.l$~lQn .y.t~ elsewhere In the qln.cal ai&a. 
Additional eoapt ••• or. and plp1n~ at lbe Ramote 
Facility Site would also ba required to handle ahY 
.i9nl tlcant increase in capacity. (pp. 2-)7 to 3&.) 

Sea also p. 5-10,n. 1 (full OpQratlon viiI re~i~e • 2(-al1e 
p1pellne), p. 10-2 (expanSion of well pad facl11tle& froa 1.5 to 
8.$ acre3, with up to )0 Veils). 

~~en properly defined to lnolude Cull operation of the 9as 
fleld, Or. Welssaan and Hr. Reld identified nu.arous other 
potentially eignlfic~t Lapacts of the Project that ~ere ~t 
anal~ted or altlgated In the Negatlv. D~laratlon (EX. A, pp. 
18-20.) Thue liIolu4e tha followlngl 

• 
, 
• 
• • • • 

potential disturbance of an additional a91 acree ot 
land, whlcb cOUld t •• p6rarily or po~nQntly dlcturb 
wetlands eDd aqrlcultural uses 
apploxlaately twice the proJeoted air e.isslons 
additional lap act. to endAnglrod and sensitive ~p.ole. 
and thei~ habitat 
~& noise .ourC~8 
ihcreas&4 energy consumptiOn 
greater transPortation iapacts (short- and lon9-tara) 
pos$lble aesthetic lapact. 

All of the&. ImpaQte shculd be aseessed in an SIR pre~red for 
projeot. 

IV. ~ XI~10AtlOH XKA£VRl8 ~. ~RQPxaLY DEF£aaaD 

~o relr on a altigated nl9atlv. dealaration tor a project 
with sIgDlf can~ I.pacts, tht ait19&tlon .eas~es ~U6t -aVOid the 
~ttects or ~itiqltA tbe .ffeets to a pOint Vhere clearly no 
significant effect on tho environment viii cccur.- (5 

w 
The ptojC-(t scope, as defined in the Mitigated Nc-gath'e 
Dedaratioo. is based on cunent market and economic 
conditions for gas storage needs lip 10 the year 2000. Because 
the Wild Goose Project is the fllst indepoO~e.nt gas storage 
phwidc-t in California. future demand projedions tor such 
StrYice is speculath·e and uncert~in. WGSI has indicated the 
project will be economically \·iable as curiently wnfigured. 
and has n6 reasonably foreseeable plans 10 expand the project 
Therefore. the project as defined in the Negalhe Dtd3.lalion 
does constifute the ·whole projec.". 

The current project is a scaled dOwn version of a largu project 
by a diff'eJent project sponsor (Muse, StenciJ, Inc.) originally 
envisioned in 1993 and subsequently abandoned. WGSJ has 
indicattd the project will be economically viable as turrently 
configured and has no foreseeable plans 10 go forth \\ith a 
larger project such as the (lnt described in the footnote (In 

page 5-20 ohhe PEA. 

X Set response to comment 2A T below. 
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nUl. $(a) (2).) 

It 1, not enouq~ to assart that cattaln alttqltloh ~asur •• 
.19ht bt ~vallabl. and eff.ctlv&, the Ne9atlvI D~l.ratlon .ust 
"lvaluate th. feaslbilltr of .itlqatton. (KIngs ~Dty 'ara 
euroa~ v. Banford (It90 '~l cal.App.3d 't2, 117-128 (210 
CI1.~t~. 650, "1)., An eq.nrn.ay not ~.lY on altiqatlon 
~easur •• of uncertain f.'slbil1 or &rtect1Vtnes8 (xJD9- County 
Fara Burea~ v. cJty of Hanford ( ~~O) 221 cal.App.3d '92, lal-l~a 
(210 cal.~ptt. 650). or deter con.ldecatlon of alt19ltlon 
.easur~s to l'ter atudl... (SundStroa v. county ot Hendoclno 
(198a) zoa cal.App.ld 296, 106-08 (~48 Cal.Nptr. )52)., 

InSUndstro~, the ltad agency condItiOned Its appro~al of 
the project bn the post-approval preparation ot • hydrological 
6tudy evaluatinq tbo ptojeot's potential i~acts Qn d6vnslope 
pto~rtl.$. this study ~¢uld allow agenoy ttalf to develop 
speoltlo altl9&tlon _ea6ure,. The couxt concluded that, becius. 
the sUccess Of th& Rltlqatlon was uncertain. the 1 •• 4 a9~noy 
could not hlve aade a t..s6nabt. flhdin9.tbat .11 pOtential . 
lepact. had been altl~.ted below • l~v.l of .l~ficance. (202 
Cal.App.ld at pp. 306-306.) The court also toun4 this d&ferral 
to vlollt. several of cEQA'. fundamental policies1 

By defatrlnq ~nvl~onm.ntal asc&ssaent to A futla8 
date. the .:oridiUona "un cOunter to that pOlicy of CE4A 
Vblch ~equlre. enVlionm~ntal ~.vlev at the earlle.t 
t.,.lbl& stage in the planninq prcoes.. • •• A st~dy 
CO~lloted anet apprOVal ot a projt¢t 'tIlll luvltably 
have a dia1nished lnfluence on d.oi,lon mak1n9. EV6n 
If the .t~dy Is .~'&Ct to adainl.trative approval, it 
is analoqoue to the sort of pe.t boo rationalization ot 
agency actione that.h .. been t'epe.tedl.y conduned In 
declsions construing CEQA. (olution,s) 

It t. ~186 char th.t the cOnditions i~ri,perly 
del-9at~ the OO~r.t,l, leqal re8p6n~lbl1Ity to assess 
.nvlro~ntbl imp4¢t by dl~octin9 tb& a~pllc.nt himself 
to condLlct the hydrol~lcal atudla. sub,ect to the 
.p~roval at th~ p~annl~ coaal •• 1on .taft. 

" t " 

PiMUl' th. u ... peialt clrcuavenh the prOVisions or 
C£(aA 90Yet'n nq ~O: FOce .. of envlrona6ntd l'evitv •••• 
By auely r!!quirlD9 tb. 8dalnlatraUv. apptoval. of tbe 
hydroloqlcal studt •• , th~ u .. ~e~lt provides no el.llar 
9'larantee of an adeq\late inquiry into envlr<>riJlMtd eUects. 

~An EIR or n.gatlv6 deolaratlon, moreover, ara subject t~ 
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revlev by the publlo and lnter~~ted agenol~. (oltatlona) 
rbl_ requlre •• nt Of 'public an~ agancy revlev' has beln . 
cllhd 'tho strofll:j .. t A.,\J.unc:e of U,e adequacy of t~e £lR.' 
(IbId.) 

A. O~. Weissaan and MT. Rdd explain In t.belr oo-en\5, laallY 
ot the .ltlqatlon .~asure. In th$ N~atlve o.claratlon are not 
truQ .tt19Itlona. Ratber, tbey d.r~ iDpaot studl~ and 
.ltl~atlon to.& future tta., 6~~14. th$ .¢Op. Of th. CEQA reviev 
process. ,EX. A, FP. 20-~1.) aenc., th. Ne9atlv. O&olarltlon 
does not do.ona~at. that all 819nlf cant Proj.ot impacts have 
baln altlqlted -to. point where ole~ly no .19nlflcant .ff.at on 
thl·envlronaent viii oCcur.- ($ 21151.5(&)(2).) 

Y. C05CL0810M' 

As tha above discussIon ana tb. attaOhe4 letter froll Hr. 
Reid an4 Dr. MelssaAri duonstnt., the Vioj.ot. ha ... vera} 
potentlall1 elgDlflcant, ~ltlq.te~ lapacta wbether the pro'act 
is d6flhed •• th. cur~ent propoeat, or th6 ultl .. te eXplnslon to 
the entlr6 cz-. tlel4. nU't the K~atlv. o.olaxaUon cannot 
Ger-....... wets tor approv n9 the Frohct und.r CrQA. An EIR 
shou14 be prepUed to provide th(l C6mlisslon and the public "lth 
lull lntoraatlon about tbese lc~ct., and to ensure that, vhere 
feasible, the lcpact. are Dltlgat,a to Insl~itlcance ~tor. & 
deolslon 11 .ado whether to approve the Project. 

thank ~'O\l lor the opportunity to submlt c01ullents on this 
I'rojaot. 

tRzbh 
Attach.ant 

Very truly yOUrs, 

~6~'-A~M 
\'hollies R. !.dalta 
Hare D. Joseph 
Lle.nne ~eynolds 
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Ms. UlarM Reyndds 
Matns & 8rQe:tweft 
65' Oa!ewa), ~eow.nf. Sub 00() 
Soo';h Sat .. f"rllllclseo. CA 94QeO 

J.pd 2$, 1997 

RE: Revt •• of prcpoMd Negative Dodaratlon and PropOntnft 
Env!n>nmtntar Aheumenl '0( Y1Ud 000.. Qu St<>~ Pn:lleet. 
Butt. Co\riy. CaNtotriL 

Dear Ms. ~eyfdds: 

AI t¢vr i~ .".. havt r~ Ihe ~ ~ ... Oeclar'a'6on and 
$~.klg dOCumerit for Ihe Wid GOose Gel Stortg& Prqecl Aoc¢.-d!og 10 the 
Ne9~' O9drtatiOn.(p. t) fl. PtCitct wvt o6c\.py up to 12 dlllnc:t undergOU'ld 
t'Orovs lock "res«Y'OU" of, former undergOl.rid l'Ia!lXal OIS e:,ld INl ere cepeble of 
hok:to) 137 billoO t\JNc feet Q( r'Ia!I.n gal. The prefect wli ~. tot 80 1Il111on 
s!.r.dard coole feet pet dtJ'( Of &rn ~ seMct WId Wi! malntain I ~ 
deslgl'l $'..Irf8c6 ~ of 2.@ p~g. In S\Il\ W& ti/id 1hat 

(I) ThtI ",~ect WIiJ f1ave. 'Ig'lir.c .. trpacts on Il'\e enWOM',et\\ that WY'\Ot ~ 
m'ljgaled 10 below a tlYesh<l1d of ~ hough fl' ~ementalIon 0( all 
feasbfa rn.'tige!on meASul'eS. A IJI EJft shoIJd b. prepared. 

(2) Th& ~e'lmPac:lS cfthe Io(af proJec( N' not fddress.ed. 

(JJ MMt of ~ r'nIIJg3lSoOs ... tI. N~ Oedl!l"ll.6on ere not trot rnrtSgdons bI.A 
ere defenelslo Mure .Wes. 

(.() TM ,,<'lie of the p.'OJt¢t t~ pasfal11&$p<ln~itA.1ot b ~5cari ~ 
c'feds.. The pwpose of CE()A Is b ~ the! prqects of INs scat \.I'lderOO 
~op..rsf' pt.bIIo ~ 10 \hat all po(endeltf sr~ effects NY. been 
~entihd. 

0.1 ~~ .. ,td eotIYTtents 1oIJow. 

- t 
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DETAILED eOWIIIIEHTS 

1. Slgnltl¢anl "'PKb: Ill' FtoiKt lIIfII hlvt "!Pfkard IlI'fI~ 0" III, 
tnvSrOl'lmtnl ItIat eaMOt be inN,.tM 10 btlow • unthokS 01 ~Ikan¢t 
throU9h ~ impttmentatlon «1dM\w..t mltSgdon mMSloRet. 

eased on Appendb: a of I'lt CEOA QJdeIInes, fI8 ~ '" proIect YriI (It 
~d: 

,.1 

• ~1IIr Iffect I'" 6t endangered speQes cJ ~ Of pbrt Of 
the Nb'tIII or "e S/>e<ks: . 

• ~ flbt~ fl4 ~ nc:Qe ........ for IdloIring ~ 
, CreIU • ~If p.t,IIe hNlt\ hIzIrd Ot tr.ooM fit ...... ~ Of 

dsPOMl or iriIIWia v.Nch ~ • hazard II) ~; Of . 
, ~ ai\ tr'nbfenlw ~ ~ Of ~ ~stzw1titI'i 10 ~ 
~«Pcq~.~~ 

The ml"OaWi tnMSIJ" h ". Neg .... Oedaration w11 not nidgmw Vlese ~ 10 
~~ lhereftu. fl' proitd does not "*,-.Ile leIt:I N .now if to ~ • 
applOi'ed Wi4l ¢Nt • N~ o.cJarlllkn AM EIR ~ b, prepWed. 

a. Nt Oualily 

Tht WI .. ~ ~t'lQ fle ~ Neg ..... OetWaGclO ~"ft 
~ 1hat pcoitct = tT1>ed1 ....... b6ef'I tritlgdtd ., '1SIgI at. lOt. The 
error stem, tom \1M of ... lie Wamdon .nd h!prCpet ~ of Butte 
CoJi:I."V /ok ~ MaI.agemert d,~ ('aCAOMO) nJea. Tht dlief dt&Jerdes •• 
n V>e IoIIowi1g ,.,. .. : 
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l!s.lIUr.t!l 1I1)'!:::¥s - ~1 21. 1997 ,. , 

e~"t I.q:US fie 8CAOMO Wesho!d. kC' BACT and ~setI YWhkh ilgr-..a1. f'Ie\ead 
&geo.iC)' ~ U ffl~.kln Uldet «:OA Is ~ 

Tht tono~ 66tnmtnts <bw 01'\ ~ prv.4dtd ., flt HdIZ $1JJdy 
~ ... ~ V.ardl '~7, flt PlCIpOIlti t. EtrWonrn .... ~ (PEA) dtlt6 ~sl 
199,. I(Id ~ ~ fQt ~ t:) ~ (AAC) 10 8C.I.Of,() dIIe<t 
~ 1~ Tht cSocumeits lISt h terms VOO ~. erqario~). 
ROQ ~ ~ g .. , a-ld ROO (rHc'J\ra orgltllc ~.) esHI'IWy 
h!~. We ~ 10 I.IM ell ttnns ., Itta CXlt\a! n 'ldich fle'/ .. c:bd. 
flease 111$0 note IhaI dIa50ns 01 cot'~ II60nI ~ refet 10 fit propor6on CI\ • 
~ Of. ~ basis, h::IceIed by • y 6t • .". aI'IIer N ~ n.. 25 
wmt m ... 2$ pats '* m1lloO by YObn, L')d 3 %w mNt'll 3 p.-cwt by weigfi. 
6ec!use dh ~ md~ ... ~ d fit oa-ou. ~ ~,.,. 
~ eM~~ usu./!'j direr .. 

w.1"de flaIlhe Prop¢('lert', posftkn Is Nt flt corrent proikt appIics~1 
tals trtder • CpUC d.oslor'llNl ~ merbt QU .... ~ec:b art fie( r.QUred 
10 s.'low "M 10 obtain a C~ c« I\bk Heoessl!y and CoovIri~· ~a fla 
Cf\.'C's ~ flern.a.bt deddo' 1eouorirv U1det 0tdsJ0n $3.tlQ:.oI' Is val"d.. fit 
faIIo.n d "", ftOP6t\ri 10 ~ IN ~ ~ lot. nMd ~., 1ht 
&red eppIea&ln,... dtritd b ¢f'UC ttaIf.et:eN 10 much Wonn~ ~ 
11. ~. end ~ f'rDPO'ed. }J of l1e ~ ... ~ PEA Co ecooon-k 
Weasbllty d a.lt$'I\.~·es (I.Q. seA. NOlc. rto:lJdSoc\ Ind eI~ ~ 
(()fr~eslCO) n ~t!lnfl!led. The IOClPt (1("" project Is masked by 

Y "QJ.SNon', ""* rs Itt ..".., cyd. cI g-. tftefon end wllrd .walt. a w,car Y"I 
[ 

hcanp!et. It'd COnhcI~ 8$:SU"Ilp1ont fItl wedel ~ haoi9 bttn made deer 
h • nNd It!owtng. YINlIt fa IPIT\OI.ri d Gat 10 be'!Jed up In .,. baM CIt 

M4 h • ~ YMr1 WIIhoI.A flll WoonaiOf\ fle f.'l'titCt', env\"cImlerbi 
tI"1~S Is ctocm.d to ~ "acSequala. 

z 

Thes. (Q'M'Anb Iocm ~ely ~ R~ 0r;aM Cases (OOG) N\d ~ 
e:.ides ~ boll cI wNell wrud t>. ~ h "''VI qv~ by Ihe PfC(~ .-.d 
txJI;h ~....tM ~ ~ to (!found Ie'ItI Oloot ('1mc>IJ1. TN &.It!e Cori'f erN 
Is it r~a!!airmn for Olone and ktfote fie ~ mJ$l crtrkeIIV ~ fie 
~ect! t'f Vty prc\~ ~ beceuse d C'lt iii.,)' ti~ \-nped on fir 
qua.litf. 

1) lneomplell dwatterizallon ollh, r: I",", gat" ",'$0<1 as fuel 01 
,. .... ,d chJring bfowdown. 

n. ~c(ed~. leceiYinQ 'plplJli-l' ~ nd.nI gas too1 fie FG.&E 
trab.sm~ system. ~ fl. gas Jet ~ 1mb a dep!!!ed nat.nl g!S 
reid, w ",~ar trdet period, (1( tigh dM"laM. The lull for II~ ... Is fl' 
same re..1tiI1 Q4.S bd1g handed by !he tacJlt)'. Becausa Q( 1M ,.~. ti~ fToftlVt 
c!eo1"'IMCf. p~ for ~ -=fvltfes. rod flllarOe direct releases d..Wq 
t~ ~. cIIaraccerlz.rioo or h ns!a1I ga .. ai'$cel1o e*ala!Jon t'f Ii' 
enisstor,J,. 

Y Ste response 10 commenl3M. 

Z llIe txisling gas in the depTtled reser.oir will not be a significant conlributioo 
10 the bulk composition of the natural gas passed through the reser·.-oir during 
operation. As currently proposed, gas til power the compressor will tome 
directly (rom tlle PG&E pipe during reser.-oir filling ~ralions. and from the 
resecyoir during withdrawal. The nature of the process is such that any txisting 
gas cumntty in the reser .... oir "ill be highly diluted in the gas withdrawn, and 
the dilution will increase as the field is operated 3S any existing gas is depleted. 
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AA 

"-1lhrft R~ -1f.1 iI. IXl ,.t 

~e;i .; W~ ~~en It Is Mt dw ,.._ fl. PG&E ei'I81)'sis a;¢Mt,) f'" 
Ca."I&5en t/u ~""'Io M ~ed ~ fl. \Wd OOO)Se oas ,~e protect. The 
L".&\'Sls s.~ 5how • rte:s~ fange or V11lI,,;et foe ~ a"!d YOO foe tt.e actva/..,eI 
Iob$u~ 

Tht ena.'ysls shocJd llis.) foG«« " e!'fe(;t or t' .. "e.!i\ .. gM n 1h t fiea 
A.\ ... .¢oQ.\ ~e vas ~Id Is t¢.'1VIlerciaJfy ~ed,. flt leU 5tiI tonbIi1t r.w Nflxtl.' 
~&$" n .. pr~1 of \itcOOn eM m"""'WIIl \1'0"1 ffSUIIln rOOrog of~· a:'icS 
'0&'.1.'.- ~ai CO f'lat fit fuel k~ ltorage wtI tt eUerentl"i CQt\$1Jl\Je1'll tom ~ 
Nlel"lI'Ie~. The PeA 8I"'od MO ~ ~ tla:i'. .. qaS h \'ague aNi disl'nlsslv. 
lefml. S!.aGog on"l ~ ".Seld II .«(- Md C'181 eddieotlaZ odor& .... WO\,I:j t. added 
10 ~Q fat dluCkn 

The fll!t.. .. gas wi] enter fl. fu" strewn eutn<!alt U"lhe!8d - t:J&t ~ a."Id 
..... alerwI'J te tfo'nQ';td. The YOG oontenl"''''1 ~.'Ignikenfy Nt/ltl fW'I" 0398 
~'" c:l!e~ h \'It Me fof 'p\*M' 9U- ~~. bekIw. Ihe \'CX) 8Tl1ssfOiu 
tOOl b:owdown lire qu'te ~ The tm<I$Iont (Qdd te ~ted bl erry 
&S:;!i;jonal hydrocarbons tom ",.h.· ~eis. ' 

MO eak::lJarIonI rot U"'.e r~~oc tin ctaw on ~ eot.r'ces lor YOO Md 
BTEXcQOStluents. The fst or ~ (befort r... , ... ) emIsUons showt 5$.214 
bs YOC MIch II ~ 0$ "..., or IN lobi ~ hlu!ona. nw. ~ Il!l 1M 
~ tom~ 1oeaJ~'~«IMlJp8-tl rnki ~ 
008&e III fKX:l ~ tQm ~ ne1I.nI OM feIIet WId canOOI1on.. • 

The eIJect of,,1dw QII CI:XId altar ~ ntet tOm ~ect lIeI we rid 
«'\M ':10 IIIfItt Qht rwIIIa1 ~u ~ ~ oat tom Vttd GooN. UN 01 
NM'el Oas 81 • W Is '-"Wlded 10 ~. m!i(~ meent or ~ \00 ~ • 
~ ~ Q8$ hu .v.n m~ Iighet YOC coottrlt, fis cCufd sJQdI~""" 
al'I~ emissbu In the at ~.n Of el~ h CaliforrJa. 

2) Qmlulon of a<JUI'c:M ~ to \he eltistkn' ~~, 
plltkufarf)' for 111. lIIaxh~ dIy. IlMeI und.r-npOrtfng 
prol'ct emlJSJons rot "'t CE~ I!ldyll." 

The SCAOMO tJas J*m11ioO .. ~ kit s~ ~ Md r~rl . 
errlulons calo.ta:!onl Jot ~& lQJCes.. ceaA. I".owwtr, r~es flaI III $OU"'C(lC 

h roWdtd ~ delennnhg $Jg.~~ It'd iTl'ect. 

The ANJ address" a"Id N PEA reports ~ tNe& SOl6ees: tht ¢ompcdSOt, 
~ .. rebo~et.11"4 the beck~ ~or. The emlsIJanI.elhown h PfA Tables 406 
\,~ H (p" 4-15). The ana.'ysII cim'ts tlTJs.sioot tom nlhni gu b~'l'\I b 
roo.Ain. w emergency ~ tmluJ~ ttlrn employee. 'erke. end 
1I"~n!er.anc ..... flk:l.Ae(hvel, ~ ~ gas emlssront tom vatvNll"od fltlQM. 
trId emissIonI tan cvsI'iOil gas ~ 

. t) Nlb.nJ Ii" blCWdoWll 

A B r: "'aiCl' equpnect maintenance cam« bt doot VotMn tiled ~ g~ U'lder 
rfI$S1X'. ~ fao"Ity can d~u 111 Of'''lting eqr.Jpment by e1Iow\1O I 

Z (Continued) 

AA 

Coosuhants ((>{ the Applicant slate that "hcn the 835 field was opelating in the 
p.lsl,lht gas met PG&E's quality standards and was inlroouctd dirwly into its 
system" Thc{cf('(t, lh existing gas wi\! (onstitute a I"ltgtigible (ontriootion 10 
Ihe bulk (ompOsitioo, it is of suOlcieot quality 10 remo\'e any conctm regarding 
its use" 

The Butte County Air Quality Management District (BCAQMD) is currently 
re.iewing the application for Authority to Construci (AC) the projeci. and they 
hJ.,'e (trtined the applkation compkle for their re.ie\\'_' They did not txpress 
COIlC'(m regarding the composition oflhe existing gas in the depkted resen'oir. 

The comment utilius the following items to calculate a ma.xLmum d!ily 
emission: 1) the three pkces of equipment included in the AC to BCAQMO~ 2) 
two \'enls used for emergency or maintenance blowdown; and 3) emissions from 
indirect sources. Based on the signHicanct criteria established b)" the 
BCAQMD. it is nOl appropriate 10 use this method, The methods used by the 
BCAQMD are described in the following paragraphs. 

According to the BCAQMD 1996·1991 dran document (aprro\'td by 
BCAQMD 6n March 30. 1991) entitled Indirect Source Rn"ieK' Guidelines, 
direct and indirect sources are not to be combined in an emissions calcutation 10 
delennine significance under CEQA. The Guidelines slate that emissions (rom 
stationary sources (thai is, the three pieces of equipment included in the AC) are 
accounteJ for in the permiuing process. and that indirecl sources, are accounted 
for separatdy and compared to their own significance criteria. 
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"'s. tb-.:".t I\I'jUtltis - ~ n. 1 ~1 t. $ AS 
te'east Qf na!IIil19U to tM a!m6sphtre,. W'Ied "b1owdown', ~ rt'" vents lot 
NO'frdoon ere ~uded h the Me be¢ause fie bfo'I\-dowt\ '$ * nocmal part CIt 
Clpet8.'floI'Is end Is.sted onder 'prcxe$t equipment' In Me pego 1·2. . 

The Me 00'\0'\$ \ht ter~ \'ri lr¢m TeNo ~1 (p. ~-~). but attad'.6$ hll'"ld 
~a.\i6n$ ~ page B-14 \flat $hOws ROO \0 be .u.S bltvenl lot a 25() Mel release. 
ThOSe ~ art bMed ()!l a slrqtlabOralOty $8I1ipIe thai shows O.3SS %wol 
d OM as AOO. Nat!v9 93$ Of other ~ed Jo¢6I gas' $Ou"<:eS COlld t tise the 
ROO em!ssioOs tJ'f a lactoc of Ittl 6t m«t.. nis atoovrt or ROO wW4 slgn'fiel:t"Of 
tnetease proJ«1 ~act On OtOf'lt, 

b) C\.l,hton Gu '~ecUon 

The mOst ~ om~ionls eirJ C(;IO$ldtretion or the $ta.1~ phas.e 0( AC 
operitlon M ~ In PEA Stct.ion 2.2 field OperatiOn ~. t-2). "'e ~ 
eapao1t or 1he r~ '$ ~ top one-tWd 10 ~s 0( ..... totaI~. To 
'tach oper"~ C<IIidMons, fle ba$. gas « "cust\k:(\' nMds 10 be kitcted &tl The 
pt~ect $tal1-<JP phase Is 6 to t2 mann uslnQ a 'l8fll)6t8IY ~ poMble 
neh.nl-(jU f..Jeled rErlei ~~ (PEA p. 2..s). 

The PEA and Me omit. 81?1 MtIy$!s of the em1ufont tom pceI$Cl start-up. 
Assvning th8l ". ~ ~ d ~ Is 14 eel (PEA p. 2-2), .". CU$h\c:)(\ 
must be b~ 1 8tf Crt the W'OIWng ~ Is ~ 0( total) ()f 28 8d Cf wakhg 
cape001y1t 1/3 or 1oW). Thete b gas left h N field, but no Wmnatton Is prO't'ided 
on its vol.lrne. p.teuure Cot ~'\ 10 ~ cusNon. Usi"Ig fltle.rgec ts1Smate. 28 
8cI,l wood tab 12 mooflt. 24-hOc.n pet ~ to lnJe.::t ate. rat, of 18.1 MMcf P"! 
day. TN, rale 1$ I1most u moXh as N eo MMdJ4t 0( lUI profect operation pllass. 
$0 ,,";e ~on equTpmec( wotI.i Mtd \0 be smlar. 

The PEA shows the NOx Mlls$.tons from fl. perrr.tneri c6rt1pf&s$Ct to ~ a:"I 
average of $,~ fbt'hl Ot 167.7$ bld'f wi'h a maxtnu-n NOlc .meust <Xlt'IC«I!ration d 
2S pPmv. The re!a.tJvefv low 25 ppnw lor hxtIneJ ~~ caW,1fc ~ I, dted 
as new 10 !he rna.1<eI place.. Ao06<'~ t:) fle MO. 'Gas turi*l$$ wl\h C:on~~ 
combustOrs us!nQ dilf'.Js1on lame eOmbu~ t~ have NOx ecrJssf«Ls 
f'jplW)' telw .... 100 end ~ pPmv"- (AAC P 6-11). MO TIb.,. 4-1 shows tM 
c;urent fudeniI NEM'Source Ferlormsri<:e Stand81d to tt ,e!) ppmI. 1hus, the 
t$.~a:y CQmpr~ may have ~ emlS$kln9 ,.'99 3$ mudl as 8 tin" tighci' 
V1¥1lhe ~ennanent (,nib. 

No lnfotmaGon Is pt\'Mdec:l en the ~ ". rental ~<r as 10 *6 
cc emTssk"lS. Wit Is CapaNe ()( kitlC1Sr9 dost'" eo MMdI6( Md hM oooveo~ 
etnissOOs faies,lt WOlId emit trxJgttJ 1.300 pounds of N<N pet dsy and 231lons 
CiCf U;e 12 rne.otl cusnoo ~&Ction ph4.Se. Ttis level t,f NOx WOUld be a 3.4'" 
lnaease h NOx eml$$kxu In Bvttt ~ and wood be a ~O( hlpact. wen Jot a 
sOc &0 twelve moo" p«iod. The em1ssJoos 8S$ocl81ed WI'Vl C'USlion lIiecdoo shoUd 

111e (mi$sion$ from the blowoowo \'tnts should not be adJeJ to emhsioos from 
the operating equipment, b«ause they cannot emil at the same time_ BCAQMO 
indicates that the)- willlikdy follow this approach in their rc\'iew. In the tnnt 
of a mainttnanc-t btowdown, consultants for the Applicant state thai all gas·ftreJ 
equipment is manually shut down and lagged out prior to the blowdown, In the 
(,'cnl of an emergency ,'cnt. ~Qnsuhants for the Applicant Slate that block nlns 
automatically sh!Jl off the fuel suWty 16 the operating equipment and prerent 

"emissions from both i)'pes of source_ tc is anticipattd thaI n6 mOlt than two 
emergency blowoown situations will occur each )'ear allhe remote facility. 

Consullants for the Applicant slate Ihal an application for AC will be submitted 
(0 the BCAQMD for the operatiOn or L~e temporary (ompress(lr. The 
compressor \\"outd be equi~d with BACT. either by utilizing 3 low·NO. 
burner, Of a rtciprocaling engine equipped with BACT. In lither ca$t, 
BCAQMD wou1d rt\'iew the application in accordan(e with their 'regulations, 
guidelines. and thtir Air Quality Attainment Plan (0 ensure thai the increased 
emissions will not ad,"ersely affect local air quality. CClnsultants for the 
Applicant also state that the Applicant mil)' instatl the pennanent cornpressor 
flIst, and utilize it for injedion of cushion gas_ In this case, BCAQMD already 
has certified the AC to be complde (or purposes of their analysis, 
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lb.lhw fIIr-~l-¥t n. ml , .. 
L w ~ts$N by lh. CECA ana'y$is- ' 

'ni'SiilSIicn Is p,-oposed 
The erM.s0r0t ar. dN.1y ,~ar( ar4 no 

r--- ) 0 tty I:daI C I III I.I'ft t Inlnl ons 
11'. PEA end fit tiUI Stvdy IoQk at W"nJII enilSlonl, W 

ern1$$lot\S. fQt ~ ~ IS PMl 0 d'I24-hc:u' standards. 
tm~" ~ ~ an4 Cl\dalto ....... '.Jallog ~ tit 
d be s9ilcanl FOf ~ IUCh as NOx end ROO wtkh rHtt 
r.v" oz~ flt cna:Ortun dF/ ~oos .,.. I1e most ~ 
potential ~Id. 

1M 8CAOMO rtQl,ldons rchct ~ ~ lPp(esling fie 
In terms Ql dd)' eI .i:J:sIMI rates.. Iht f'EA IYeiIo dlet N ecAQMO 
'hi ~ crl ~ 4·t? W ~ Qltlits W'rf dscussioO d 09 
~ 'M'.I. the ~ rNrJ ~ to perm't teCh piece of 
slparalef'J. ". CE6A ... ~ .,.,.. ~ 10 ~ ".em op 
at fle ~.wv ~ rat .. 

. Tht ~ ~ lor S¢ml aO..rQM lit shown ... 'lit NiJ 
~t Is not hclmd h fit CEll\. W'IIIIPt. Em M MO TiNe S·'. 
s¢t.xoet we ~ and none art 'lIT"Ined. vmo M\8I: ~ 
blIowir.g ~es In ~ IWt'¢adllQ CEOA emlssJont 
ROQ. 

Emtnlont $urnn\lry WuSmUlll OIr (1bI;'c5ay) - USlSring MO 
~ce Ntrogen RewIYe 

¢ddH «9t"rc OttH 

G.&tr~~6r 187.& 32.4 
GJ¢cl R.boifet &.met 2.7 .3 

Otycot StII Vert H •• 
Back-tp 0-.• atot 48 13 
ReUelVri 0 43.S 

rad'ilyt~ 'l'l 'l'l 

fugiwt ~oos 'l'l 11 
Tob! 221.90+ to.OO ... 

If fl. Itart-\.lp ~ IIcri$tlons and Ifle ~ ROO cons 
is kldvded,. ~'I erriuklns ~ be truch ~. 

'---

AD Rtsponse 2AA aOOH explains that dirt,( emISSIons (rom emergency or 
maintenance blowdown should not be added to those (rom 6perating equipment 
in order to delemline maximum daily emissions, since both cannol occur at the 
same lime. Informal consultation with the BCAQMD (onfinns thai this is the 
approac~ Illey utilize in their environmental. review •.. The Initial Study 
detennintd that BACT would be required as mitigation (or dire,t project air 
emissions. Direct emissions were t"t'atualed in the dettmlination that BACT is 
required. 

Similarly, nCAQMD guidelines specify lIlat indirect emissiOnS should be 
considered separah~l)' (rom pOint source emissions, and tompartd 10 
significan<e criteria in their document Indifed Source Reo'lew Guidelines. 
Based UPOil the Inilial Study, mitigation measures (ontrolling PMIt during 
(Instruction (see AQt) wert incQf]Xlraled in con(onnanct with the Guidelines. 
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3) OmTuTon 01 ant 'tllldlr~ (I' Ilgr\Jtiean¢' .. I br either the 
rttd 'g~C)', flt e¢AQNO, Ct toy ott!« 'pplubl, lOUtl. 

H IW OJIl'lr)' Menasemenl Ob~ tit ~ p~ Cortd Ois~ must 
&$!tSt "'II ~ ~'tompled .... CEQ..\ b«oft penrilt can ~ I.,ved. ~ 
~ al~ t~ COOt."Iler( ()t\ trM"QtYnEIIl!t!I doCunents p..N$hed by Se&o:t 
agen&es 10 ~ OOITl>Iiante wJh d:~ pokJu and QOII.. To aSsYs11o¢a1led 
agMd .... ,..,..,&1 dl$P;(s have (X,INs1'-oeo:S QUder~ lot deCermnng ~ • pciett 
m-t hIve • S*,~ elr qua;ty eIIecl ... flt SoW.. Coast. e.y In, Il'Id 
$cur.lIt'lO V~ ~t\ctl. fl' Cf:QA sJgl iIaI'lOe lYe$hdd Jot • proftCt as a ....td. 
is se« at h lame fweI ~ dlsb1tt U$8I 10 ~ eACT en • permit Ion\. 

tht Q di$bictt NY, biken lis ltlPtoech because fin Is • nah.nI 
r~p bttween Iho BACT ~ Ind .". CfQA 1Igritcti.e. ~: b«1\ 
need b bt set 10 ftICtlId, ~ .-NIl proJects. W Wh sf',O(Jd eddrtts prefects 
Mic;hco..ld ~~ \0 air ~~ ... ~M-.:-(..-..s II'Id 
....ticfll ne4 ~ "hIIy mlgamd. WQtJ4 ~ l11e ~ etfort to ettah Mlblert 
a!r qo.Jally ttrrderds. 

1M BII~ COU"J)' AQMi) BACT ~ It 60 pound. '* dW( Jot NOx a."'od 50 
~ pow ut k;It ROO. .I.o::onf1Og 10 Hormatb\ In ", AAJ), the profed. &I 
~a!td. WOIJd tlXCMd boch ~ 

1If.1"9 !he sam. bg:e as used Jot most Qf flt stili ... ~ flt'Md 
Goo$e prqect d..-1y ~~ CEOA slgri&ell'lOllot ~ of ." En-.1tc«z1lNaJ 
~ Repat. \'N'I "lm"SgatJon as IlO'tt' ctfnd..". prqect 'W'OI..Cd be kuld by 
most lead ageoci .. to hav, an tr~, edverse ~ct 00 fIlr qu8IiIy. 

') F~'Jur. II) 'FP'r BMf. AvaI,bf, Ceotroll'ttfnOlogy (&ACT) 
.m dbd .. 1nt BACT .. InfMSlbh band on Incomplete and 
fatlll)' na$Clri~ 

AJ Ii ~\1ctI arl responl~' Jot ~ M'tf., •... :l"/.W!dardt. 001 t*!he 
mes! ~ ~ Is fI' dttkts perml ~ kit salSoOary $OiXt'tS 1M b 
l!b~itJ 10 WnPote enissfOilS (:Or'I!rd 1ec:MoI0VI 01'1 hew $OUreM. Fot 11M sC)U'cet 
above. ~d errissklns Jevd. ". di:M;t reqtJre Best AvWbfe CQriroi 
T~(aACT). 

The MO to 11. B¢AOMO ippcwr ... me tecmoIogflll Fa' NO:c r~ m 
dlsrnk$el all W Wt low NOx-. Ck .. ,'t, N molt ~ NO. ~ is Stf8dive 
Cata1yEcfteo:l.don t~ 11M flit rl~J.od is w'del)'uS9d. SCR ~ wi proier;\ 
errJssioos by as fTlU<h as 80%. ~ seA. proJect eaiss!¢(II are not ~a!ed to 
~~~ 

The Pttlponer( reiects SCA 00 two~: ~abi'~ to • ".f.blt !oed 
erd C'Os1. Helm ts ~ by valid da. 

The; prot;~ with load vriIIiOO It h rn~ fie .~ ... fle 
cmlytic \rlt and n ~ 1M prep« Im'T'Q'Iialow,.,.. The dIIctJrr ~ SCf't 
~$$$Ot Is dl.td (AN:) p. C·2). n.r. Is M ~ dab thew 11'1111 ,he 

AE 

AF 

The signift(3.nce crituia are as rollows: 1) stationary sourCfS: BCAQMO ruIn 
and regublions. including the pennit (AC) re· .. iew process in \\hie,.. the need rOf 
()fTsets or BACT is a~sessed; i) indir«t sources: BCAQMD document entilJeJ 
Indirect SQurce Re\'{ew G'IIitle1i~J establishes emission innnlOl)' procedure and 
significance criteria. In light or BCAQMD's procedures, it i~ not relevant to 
app1y significance uileria from other air districts (Los Angeles, San Francisco, 
and Sacramento). Consu1talion with 8CAQMD (onfim15 this detmninalioo. 

The BCAQMO will require BACT. but the tn>e or control technology is not 
known at this lime. The BCAQMD is cunen\l)' re"'iewing the Applicant's AC. 
and is detennining the appropriate BACT 10 apply. AccQlding to district 
regulations, they must require the most stringenl demonstrated contro1 as BACT. 
un!ess llle measure is either infeasible. or will not dTecth'ely achie\'e reductioos. 
Blsed upon the review conducted to complete the Initia1 Stud)" the dry. low­
NOx technology wa$ detennined to meet the BACT criteria. The was requited 
in the mitigation measures. According 10 consultation with the BCAQMO, they 
are considering. among other lh ings, sel«th'e catal) tic reduction, electrilication. 
and dry, row-NO~ redtnology. 



AF 

COtl'fspondenrt No.2 (conlinued) 

,.' 
S!."I'l1 PfOb1tm woUd ~ 10 Wid Goot •. see b t p..No ~ WId Clper1I!S a 
~ faQ'1l!y dote 10 b utan me! C«W IOd ttcVee ·on· ~ Tht Inlet 
fl(eS$t.le 11M demtM WOIJ~ tit ~ 10 luc!uaIt wr.g CM dIY. 'MId 000K (14\ 
..,. C'tltt J1W ts bCUd on. rMIIl ~nt ttmQft tern krvntdic.1oad ~ 
alld setv91 • ~\'Itd orovP 0( non..eore uterS. VtWlOIA. data to ~ b 
QOrler{-c.'\ tle PropoIIeI't <:ernot ~ Its dlfm fItI flt WIlt ~dng 
ptOblems see ~ ~ apply. 

Simi!fI11. f\t <lOstd_ ~ to M' ecAQMo .. ~ atod 
~fI biased Iow1fd refecdOn. .Tht CO$\ data ••. sc.I~ CCif\ tOm •• 1'IUIDtr L.rit 
Wld ~ en C'tfI( ~.~ flAy htI otft,·c;O$t nfmat.l, ~ 10 
$350,0)) Pet yNI bf • 'nHhill ~ot. wff16vt ~ f\i ~ netd CIt the 
7.(!rtt S'91 sNIt Iiree6J ~ to ~ ftl ~ 

TMPt:A~flt~O(el~~~(P£AC>. ($-12 
I). b.A si"nIIaIf1 ~ flt op6oO <i\ ... b.w Of ~ ~ pt.-619 a valid 
1lNiysis... lht \1M Of eI~ clOnpeuOis WOcJd ~ ~ fit project. 
mi\ot NOx. emls.sbl ~ and ~ bMg .. ~ ~ b Ifll. basin. 
The test of ophllon Is d~mtd to W much Np.b er~, W eissutnitoO 
~ 8VIIIabll ... lot ~ 1M tIaUII (lu, ~ ~hafy 
teJo.JaBont ~ ~. ~ IIftd. v.tlIIt «1. WIXI4 not ~ • prqed 
pr~ Ie) Ignoil C6st ~ N CPOO sh6c.Id b, pn;Mc1ed wftIa mort 
$\II<:ied b*st ~ ~ch 10 nje<;:t en ~ ~ opckn wtich WOIJd 
eunMes ~ Of tt. proieet, ~ f!t:t NOx tmrsskl($. 

5) faJture 10 ~dtM$ otft;l!t for pro~ct tmlsslOM at ttqulm by 
iMBCAQMO. 

Vv1w, ~ ~ be redJc:ed by ccx'1!ld ~ t.IQw. ~ 
toI\'rt:iV Brn}. ii, ecAQMO c:en teqlJr. dstk'oO ~ .~ to btlbated to 
(lCfstt tit " ..... erittlons from ~. ttew fW~ 8CAQW) AlAe 430 A2 IIIfM dlIt fle 
"r..M $heI prt"Mt lot 00 net tlcAase ~ tmlJ$fonI ... torn nevr Oi m6dit1td stdoNuy 
sOu~ vdich·1ITit. or t'Iwe 'Itt p¢lenfeJ Io.mt. 2S tons pw ~«In<irw d..-.y 
non-att~ ~ oc 1Is~· 1ha'Mld Goose proJecthu N~" 
Io·~ 30.8 Ions d NO. (PEA 4-9) wtlell is I ~$ot to ozone and ., Ihen.m 
sOOIect 10 flit n.ie. 

. Th9 ~.ct. pot~ 10 ~ lot »Ox Is ~ "'an h 2s \01'1 per yeet ~ 
HfaNshtd by 1M Butt. CO\riy AOMO. ~ N ~ seeIr.s I ptrrnlt 
~ IiritinQ einJeI ~ 10 fl •. 25 IOn Im\ flit re-t nee b. ~ 
does not le<:tnk:IIIt)' meet fl. OIstkb d.*onllion 01 poter-del to em\ and ~ not 
6o:S<h$$ \M poIendIf ~ ~ d fie r~ng 25 Ions of NOx f18I fle 
profect may .. 'til Wo .. ~Mlent e:r bllSln. 

the MO does not prcMd, rOt t\rnIlall'l't NOt m¢rIltOfong. On Me p~ 4-1. 
fie FrOpoOaot propOs" • 'lmltafon based 00 ~~ .. TNs p~ 
CQidtkln Wi! not b. surrda'lt because • do$t noI cIIrecdV monnoc Ill. poIIb.'Il of 
~ttl\ • WII allow actuel t.\OI( ernIssi<:ns 10 toUi'lefy rise above fle 25 ptJnN used 
10 c:akUale enitsJans. 

AG The comment quotes th~ PEA and states that the facilit), has the polrnlial to rmit 
30.9 tons pet )·t31 (and hence be wnsidtrrd a major source requiring offsets). 
bul that it will be limited to. be below 2S tOns ptr )'tM (and hence nol be a major 
source) by Ptnnit and monitoring. Consullation with BCAQMO indkates thaI 
they accrpl and ha\'e applied the concept of limiting emissions by permit, and 
will likely mtmitor cQmpliance througb a combination of measuring furl use and 
periookatly perfonning source tesls/stack measurrment. This monitoring can 
provide a conservative measure, bastd on the assumptions corwerting (uet use to 
stack emissions. This issue \\ ill be res61wd by llle ItrolS of the AC issued by 
BCAQMD. 



Correspondenct No.1 (continued) 

V •. lhw 1t.")"diI .......... fl. 1m,. t 

El'$'I 'f)f IN) ednb fulllIlrtAJ!It NOll ~ons vnI ~ 25 pymv 
cMilg IowtY poMIt ~ we $·IC). The AN; ()~ .. WIOOct guut\"ltee. W 
Nglocts .... ~ 01'1 IN ~". 1M \'ttIdof WtIS ttquMlerJ 1')' ..,. 
f'roponert 10 ~ a ~ee O'fllf en <'9~ IWlgt of wx. to 100% to.~ tAN:I 
p. M,lne 2). W fle \'endcx Crii gvlfWll ... cmt a76% to 100<J(.1lI:l(le. O1ven N 
\'1rialM 1oa~ cht by fit Prop¢c'ler.t as • tMtOn rd 10 use SCi\ Ihe 2$ PPl?i 
~~M IMf he( app~ 10 acbI Coodi'4oi\s. Nc.U flallht \lend« Qutttnt .. " b­
ut ~ NO¥ ~...tim r. ~ Nfl fle 4.9G" ~ used h the PfA 
(Table 4")' 

11'1 faC\ M ~na penrlts tl8'le bMn issued lot .. "drt low NO.- urlt I\al 
h~ ... e ~s wmv as alm't. The "'oj .... f'Sp(!~. ~ect Isttd h M.C Tlblt 5·2 has 
bten cencefed Illd fl" 2$ wmv lnil wu r.tv. p!O'Oen \0 M ~le « 
erl~ce~. 

n .. 6¢AOMO de/'net the pcojects ~ to tin1l M .. dl11f buts IOd t*' 
6tt.~ 10 ~ Qt ~ lrritallont On .. dIitt balls. 9CAOMO rut .... 10 
(New Sou-ce Re'd~ s...-"W\ O. Odr~oOl ~ flat 

"Pctentfallo tmIt rneu. ,,'It maxinlm dIRt Cf/{'tIdt1 of III emi$lloo 
urillO enit. ~ <ild .. b physJcaf WId op"""" da!I.,-.. Mt 
phytlC:III « ~ frritaZSon en Ilt ~ ~ of fl. trlt to em' 
.. jXlIvtInC. h<:i.dng pdUion tIontroI eq"~ 11M i~ In 
hOI.n ef ~«1IISoo or en Ilt I;'pt of tmrut tA ItlCetW CCIr'!ItlU$Itd. 
I1ored. (It ~ sMlI be t;seIed at .. pM of VlO deeJg.n on,! V !he 
fini!dOl"l ¢( flelfltct. ~ have M ~ ~ f' hoorpcta1ed 
\'110 fit t.ppGeabl. Pt:mit as an ~ I'«lTIll concf.~' 
~added) 

FIX ~J ttUOf\ "eUM cf IfIIt'nU!!l perm\ eep b not ... c:ornp!anC. wilh \he 
(Xstlct"s own ~afons tnd Is net en ad~ bals tor awidnO N reqWtmri 
lor ce,ets. PoOJ$:n .pmes lex ozcoe oca.w CIC) bad * qvalIIy days and fle 
ecAOMO empf1_ <In d41y IIrriSlions It 1Ippf~ For \he p-cJect 10 meet !Ile 25 
1oI\\"Mr r.-nllalon In ~ a:xa.sanc. Wilh [l(nkt 1\oi$S. l'ft<l<Jd have 10 ffr4lO$ ... 
tm.) 011 dalty tmssJcns. 

~ 
flI»'!y, ht croA tMJy~ lJlV$.l toot allhe p<..rpo$G cI ~set:s Atd de!.fmln& 

'WI-fl.ether tht1'J ere to bet Ncessa'y. 0Ift ecs "..e .. 'MY lot V-.. ttir dstict 10 pro.'fde f« 
a """ net muse h b~h trr:ss.~.s Iran • rnaior SOu'Ce.. Even' rm1!ed to 25 b'l$ 
refye«, flo Cf'OC ~ MOOs 10 b.Vtino fle eduaI i'npact of .,.lnctease h c~ 
(su di$Msion below) and ~Men1f <:eterrnh$II" appropr.-!elo r9qUre a1r 
e.TIssloos d.,~ 81 fusible ITifJgation ~ a ~ hlpe...'1 Ul"tder ttOA. 

AH See respons.e fo comment JAG aoon. 



Corrcspondtnte No.2 (continued) 

AI 

Us.Ul~,.~- ..... n.l~l .. to 

6) Oml"iOf'l of tJ'IIf dltcuaetOt\ of tht COfl~ of V!t profoct 
to mtAdonl oIlM ambient aIr quaI!y ltand8tdt. 

PeA $~ 4.t h IJt 0ueIty Is ~dod 'P«enl1al ~ct, of"t ~ed 
Pr~ecr. 1lW$ ~ ~s s.~ laN,. d em$$lo(d, 1M «<"ota?n. abI~ no 
&"W(sis of i'nplct en erN>!enl U QlJ&Jty Ot 11:. n<naltalNnent 0( lit ~rt 
slNlda.-ds n ~e elr bash .. 

Thl M.e ikew's.e hM a seaioi'l emlJod IJ( 0Je1it)' mpacts Mod~ I,I.N) 
S~on e). but f1ls leeton ';$0 proytdes ebsoMe.')' no &sIIeUmert of ~ ~ 
po5utar1a ~ tI But:eCcu-..'Y ¢l flt Not1h s.~o VfI,rt. The 
'~'QI'I pmertS • Urcie SCREEN an~ of N02 ~ tOm. flt 
~t$SCt Sladr. t*fng 10 II'It N02 anbIent flit qo..eJiJy stt."\dard There Is 1"00 
modeInQ ~ ozone cSesplte Ihe ~ Mn'.enee Mich act1IIts flaI ~ Is 
teqiked fer NOx ~ III • preo.rsor Jot <It ON, Yrfic:h Is c;Wsi.1ed as non­
attatm1erc In .". prttf~ ...... ~ p. $.1). 

Gr.nted, e'ICpk:il cn6deJ"W'Ig of t>fean61 t<lnd:x/lOn 10 ozone Is ~8:IC" bt...t 
lI'Ie ~ 1M .. fit ~ h ~ f€A arid IMMd $tJdt c-ompettly 5gnc::.rt 
wen lhe """~en«dYe nlllllor-"Hp betwMn ~ ptOfect NOx. am ROQ 
emssiMt rnd flt Oi:One ~ ~etn In flt bfsll\. Tht cIsO.mIon leek. 
w .... ec:wnpwtson of proftcC tmiSsIons· at • pertent of bam tlvtnlaY (u ~ lot 
conmdon). l.Addng Itrf anaIy$iI. .,. Cf'\)() WV\ct CO/'tSJdet fle ~ of fle 
~ects at quaIty tnplcb 10 beldeqvtl •. 

EY4n .,. d!rt<:C po/Vkll ph.rne a.Wjtis done for NO~ Impects Is sCIriy. The 
model ~-'ope' • .,0 reIa'IIonsrfp lot boll ~ and rebel .. which shows far 
I,ss Wlerert poII!JWIl diVJM lot 1M reboil .. , IleA ~ Mt; newt P'~ Ihe 
~ed grOU1d ~on ~~, $OU'C8. 

The dSQ..lSSJon of Oon,\'Utfon arrlWona Is sim!~ short d actJaI ~ect 
M$~smert despite flt "reedy NglI ~ erriniont ir\ fit bMh There lie 
\V'j Ntjl projeclU PMI ~ ~ tan fie ~ect; N rerjoo excted. L'lt ttstl 
2tro..x fMIO sta'Idard IS" 10 m 0( the ime.' GIven fis h~ ~ WYe\ 
""'.$ hal( IOn d PMtO per' ~ (PEA TaNe 4-2) toni ~ muSt be ~twtd as 
iKe7y SO cavse 6i (()(ltrIbute 10 a ~aJon of"'e .l8!. &'T1bIent air quaIRt '!8ndNd. 

FW'III1y, fle elr n-.pact ana!)<$!s I, oblvlous to l1e roll of metaorolOQ'/ n 
U$essJrg ~ qualiIy ~act There I. no lri"od rose, there Is nO ~sion of 
pre.a.TOO ""Ms .. ~ 11; no ~ d fl. reletionslip d dknate, me{eocciogy 
Md valley land \JSe 10 ... , air .. kIl,bls 0( fle bash. The W!JaI Study fa.C:s 10 
r~. flat tle reD:ltnl1eJ receptor. .... usullll)' down;oMd of fle ~ II'Kf lie 
li.l\ely ~ flt hlpected mort f1an ,.,. ttII!,tc.I ..... Q. t~ ~$td to eo:!ap( fle 
SCRfEN model "*'" to atv'oi.YI ~ The hlCl&ct CO rNfdwCJal reeeplorl may 
bto underDfeod by as ~ ... facto( of ....... 

• nr. it -"onoI oe • "'"'"""''' '''I<J<I< ";ISI' I _m IIho .. I~. 4..a 10....po. _ 
Sl.,~.· t. • ,.. to tQ{61IoCo1....,t. ... _iOI06C.. 01 .. ~ ..... 161 cor 60 '--

AI The BCAQMD hM formulated an Air Quality Attatnment Plan 10 plo\'ide 
measure~ 10 be imp1ementtd in (\Cder 10 achie\'e compliance \\ ilh ozone 
standards. In that ptan, and resulting regulations and guidelines. BCAQMD 
establishes proceduf(.$ to t\'atuat¢ new and existing sources of ozone pI«urS(lfS, 
and mitigalion measures 10 be applitd to those sourcts. These threshQld \'alues 
serfe as significance crileria in the CEQA process. With the signiftcance 
deltnninalion based on an emissions in"entol)' or screening-level model, the 
more &lailed mOdel re(Qrnmended in the comment is not necesS3l)'. By 
compl)'ing with these regu1a.tions and guidelines. the Applicant's projed \\iII 
nollead t6 violations of ambitnt air quality standMds. 

The Initial Study took into aC(Qunt the emissions in\'C'nlory to &tt{flline lhJI 
OACTwould be required to miligate the potenlially significant impact of point· 
sourct air emissions. Other mitigation mtasures wert pro\'ided (or indirect 
sources rebled 16 construction impacts. BCAQMO h~ submitttd a (Ommtol 
letter (ConespQndence No. S) that concurs with the rtquited mitigation 
measures. 
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AI 

AJ 

t..-,. lhw R,)'Idc!s - ~ U. 1 HI ,. U 

G,\len .,. pWCily 0( ~ IW"ILW'. C'ltft I, M "'"WIj a teed ~ CO\Id 
t<;oWjt V"..eI ~ Nd b+eo rn~ 10 ~gnH'~ To ~ C>OI'ItrIry. floe 
rr~"Ivde of jlrqtd embs~. IOd fl. tllttlA6f po« ... qMtf c;l fit ~ 
rtg.'on lor Clone WId PMtO ".JQgt$\.tIId an anaIyll. Vo'O'.Jd show .. aJgrikarc. 
l.mV!igated hlpact. 

1) OmlssJon ()( "'. Pf~baNo eumul.U .... lmp'<:t of expllnslQt\ 01 
tht prc~llo tht qtOl~C&I t~ett)' of Ih' g .. neld ~ • 
IIbly cfoubl1ng of ,m}"font. 

. The fE.. .. and .. Jflll StvrJt dewitle lhe ht pha$t Of • ~e prcfec:t. 
The ~ phase 'MXId UM Me of .... tarow O~ Uflb " • IDld ~ U 
feoo«de<i. \rits.. RAie 8ICp1Nb'l of eN letd ~ inof. 1\&, dQf..blt cepadty, WId 
oorre~ ernl$sJOOs. Tli.1s deMy & ~ i!brI" ~ In1*:l 

The CEoAII'IelyN mutt 8$se9S N 6.m.IeIfvt U ~ of ~ 
dev"~ nn..,.. taMc;.t be ~., '~IIItvt' ~ 1he 
h'ormalJon Is t1IIdI'f ~ er1d Ns ~ been d ... tfoptcJ by h ~ as 
pert of Jts econorrk fea3lblJIy ItJeftt. The In'tiaI Stud» dlimllhall b1her . 
d .... e!~er(te not ~ tot.....tlof'. W Igoone ~ Prq>oOen(. g~ 
aM rnri~ 1fI.d .. ~ • lWger bTner P'Oled. The 191» WId 000.. 
prqtd was Pot .latget , .... eI of g. MI"w'Ico .m reqUred a ~.f.Ir'dl (:Ojn.efon to 
ro&E 1nt_40¢{~1 and had ~hed Jetg .. ~ end~ 
cap&dtf (P£A p. S~ ~}. l1'oeI ai\llyslslhr:Md t. ~ to shOw ~ liklllf 
f\eld step k'I PtCfee( developmenllnd ~ • 

Etri$.$knt .. ~ to da!y capadty, because of fl' tcppmert 
r..ooed Io'-'ect nj ~ 9as. ~ C8pedry WOI.Id h:i'M:M ~ 
~"NOt ~ons to erOr.ild 390 p(uids ptt dill Md ~ !he mll16mt.om 
lrOJaI ~endallQ (MIt eO tOnS ~ yt •. The 8!eIy «xp«iiSlon of I'l. PttiKt cal. 
Into ~ d"'Ie ~ of lel)Yog on I 25 10tVyw NOx cap. II Merna ~ fl' 
~~ C>I fle til!aI Study Is 10 desabe a project ~st below regdldor'y 1Y'eshoI'ds.. 

b: Sloigogteal Resource. 

A K ') s.nstuve Plant sp.c:fes 'mpldt Not Yldgaltd 10 
rmrgnlflcanc. 

. The ~cts 10 ra .. t pt!lnb are rl¢t /Titlg1ded by 1tla poposed rr~ 
p"~r,. ClOI1StnJdIoo Coo.Ad ~ ~ ~ Mf .... speeW Nb.II ptanlaptdes J 
t.'1ev are dug up dI..Mg c::Onm..IcrJan of fl. ~ Wld w.a Pfd srte. (p. 5-20~. 
For exempt. MltIgdons SA lalh'tlUgh BR lb $tide 1'1111: ~ M'8'it Jet 
C~oml. MXscut end Rtf fI'IQuM tal WI b. oon6uciIId pcb IQ ..... st.t elf 
~lnK:tb'I WId f1IIIltitj ~ d. flt plMb b.rd 00inQ h IYN'ey1 wil ba 
marked and 8'tddtcf d\.rfnO ~ . Hawwet, W". panS ~ are 
~ h .,. zen. ( •. ~" 7S feet wide) 10 be graded ¢t 0Ch«witt cbIubed For 
eq.fipnert slaQilng, plpdInt ~~ oc bote "'COW8on, l wi not bt potStitlo 
8'-o'dd fle populations of"" p~ dlrng ~ n-.efot., ~ mllgaGon 
mMSUre \IWtI bt hfectivt to ~ "e sWted Irr1*l 

AJ S~e (e~pome tQ (ommen' 2AS. 

AK 
The comments slaled thai impacts 10 (are plants, specifically the California 
hibiscus and little mouse tail, are not miligated by the proposed mitigation. 
Although neither little moose lail nor California hibiscus is a slate or tederally 
lisled species. a<kquate mitigation measures are in platt. Linle mouse tail has 
ntremely rtstricth'e habitat requirements (soils) that are \"try unCommon in the 
projed area. These soil locatiOnS and existing populations are already known 
and will be marked and a,"oided. California hibiscus, by cOntrasl. is commOn in 
the projeci area and i. may not t--e (e-MiMe to avoid all mdi\"idual plants Or 
crumps. Infoima1 COnsultation with CDra has ltd 10 more spedficily in 
Mitigation Measure DR I a by includi!lg the sj>«ies in the wel'and re-\'egetafion 
areas at a 1.2: I ratio. 
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2) Impa~. 10 tt\dtn~er.d and Olhet .pl"'l1 llatat ~kI!f. not 
m1tS;at.d 10 lns~;rVfIcane-t 

Ifrllactt to) h gill'll g __ s.-w.. N'ld tel« sped" s!II'us ~ ..... not 
~.J3Ie'V tritJg8l.,., to t:tIQw ~ ~ c( ~ 1ht 9 ..... 0--~ 
Wilt Nstm:a..'Y'''aw.!)r ~ In ~ ~ Md ~ or f;t mafot rtw.1 
tltho ~ II1d Sen Jo6qlJrI VdeyI. The f}'1af RlJt: o.I~ tf 
Tlnlfened StP.Js ~ !hi Oia.-t Cart. $Nk. {5e m 540:53) ~et 20, 1m kuld 
ltIal1ht gi'" Qa'tW ~ wu I1YMtene~ because: (1) 1M I/lec:iM wu tbser-t t:m 
~ area wiIh ~ S\JIaHe haNII (2) ~ tOme P1l ;.w InIM ' 
popua:ions ll-... pnisted llliow ~,....ets kl8(tl!k:ial....caM I.$$QQC" 
w\lh ~ Md .00d cCm-oI ~ m&.~ d I'lt alten<S weeandI are rt¢Vt 
llyl'a!eoed ~ uben ~opm ..... Cl ~ pcaetic:e$ ~ ~ J\ab;1eI w:h 
as .. ~atioo remowI elOI'IO e.w ~ TIlt 011f11: {I"'", 1t'IAk' ~ tom 
Pfe-da1'.otl by ~ bUt tOg$. ~ h l'I8!er managem«1l f;aJ rtdvct 
l\'e'and, m p<i$OOnq 01 prffi redutfion tom use c:f~. 

~!ICU 1o~"'" ~ snw ~ ~ed to bt rrilSgal.ed by J.AIC-gaton 
PJeasu-. BR2 (Sft 2& ~ BR ~). Mlfgatfon Mte.S1.n 8A 2b stlt" flit 6..mg 
spmg hfd ~ ~er.,. c<rMot sbfps ki ke ~ .. bot dMd OI.A l'r."tI 
19l1\POf~ thecb SO ~ il'1rC Q~ sNl<" t'Om utltJO thWr\ d..J'r.g 
('OIis~ ThIs ineaslse wi! no( en'6r8\' ~ C-.. glll'tllt lOPes tar'I usI'lQ h 
ti'~ b~ gl.,-c glrtal' snake. caiI UN fl. cNcks ~ tot~. 
lora~tr9 WId d""ptfW, end ~ b .... Io:tlowrn to nver over 200 ~ upm ttr.m. 
the lhOrel"'r'lt d SUTvner hlbltal ~ d Saaarn4llW: NaPomet Bn;, Habitat 
Coi\$eM-liO/1 PfIn. Nwernbet I~. ~...ay. flt. g&rtet ~ P1r/ $til \l$t 
thest ((lOidot ItI1pI WId chocks ~ ~ kl ~oo. V N sroakes cb 
\Ae N5t t~ chec:ks rot tatldnO. fit bate, unvegetatecl toIJ w!f expo$l the."l'I 
10 &ddi>~ p.Wako tom leptOri.ld bWs su:;h as ~ and M9"-

Ll.ewts., Millga60n M.,...,. ~d (TabI.~. p. 11). 'fttlkh stalts!hal eII.,,~ 
arus, hcbIng ~ I..at 8f. 10 be _~ f<:x ". pip4Ir.ne. eet dri foe & 
rrfnblull or 15 ~ dl')'l bttQ(1 flllt*t d ~ 10 allow gietlt ;lrter 
so3ktS 10 ~. wtI not pr9't'trt fl_ SMket tCI(TI ushgltl(lm Or C:rossing tJem I 
lP".ey lire h pn:!iItlll"1)' to ofl ... wet,,~ ~. '*- ate holes 0( a-1'Ioces" 
the ~~ ~c:heI."hettlht ~ can ~ (Q'itf. 

Mi~OoI'I Me&u'e 6R 2e (TaNe ~ p. 11) sta1et ~ai 'I'ofItin w..... dl)" befott 
~"d t¢nS!:UC!5on kI ttI't'J .rN, • Qualfttd wtdIif. blckJQtst thd $\.ivf'i 1M prqtcC 
C«ridot Jot tj;trI. o-ter snekes aM notfhrmlern pond hMtJM ~ ~ q hi. 
ate kK;o<j 10 ..... 1alt. haI:lbI avrq torn Ihe pqed. ~ BR 21 (TaNt 2. p. ") 
S'.sIes Ih8t duMO 6ort1tlJcCion • quaJil\e4 Widtfe bldogist wi! ~ ~ 
and dleck all e:a:~ erees aM open ~ Hdl fTltImlng to remove any Qh!nt 
9Met soMes ot~tn\ poM ~ IO~' ~ ~ tom fl. 
ClOr\slnJdial saa. In precf~ l wi net ~ ~ tot ew-tII\ a h'4l'I ~ed 
blologist to End ~eit snake end p¢(ld b'ie pt prfar 13 oonstucfon beoauSelhe 
etimal$ are secsri.~ tide kl «:tWICe, under lO<:ks etc,) I()d ert dlI'bJt ~ .. t .• 
.... iI r.ol bt p¢$.IibIe 10 ~tl't bold ~ to lIIfler or tlese spedeS IfYwilIha 
\"l'.pterr.~ of lTlM3l.Ke BR 2d I!I'Id BR 21; tltrliort. ~. po$Sibmty d a lak .. of 
Mdan;ered speties sIiII ~~, 

AL 
. 

To rce\'cnt signif!(ant impacts to the giant garter snake and the nOrthwestern 
pond turtle, mitigaliC'n measures BR2a .. BRih were de\'tt~d in cOnjunction 
",ith USfWS endangered species biologists during informal COnsultation. 
Prot«ttns snakes from natural prwalion is not a goal of the [ndangertd Species 
Act. fn regard (0 the Nt spedes. fidd $urnys ha,'e already been conducted in 
the appropriate season, under guidance from the California Department of fish 
and Game. lIle California Department of Transportation. and appropriate 
auth(l(ization from the Butte Couoty Public Works Department. No bats Or bal 
sign (rom previous )'ears was det«{ed. A tempOrary barrier was in$talled On the 
West Liberty Road Bridgt 10 pre\"ent colonization by bats dudog construtlion 
and it is being maintained. The barrier will be removed after construction to 
allow any potential t-at cQlonization. These measures will be effecth'e in 
reducing potential impacts to insignificance. 
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"~lllJQn M~' 8..!\ 2Q (felll. 2, p. 'a) \til" Nt YMin t1fo wW;s 
~ing ~ d!s~ at .". dldI CIt ~"1&1. tle bIrN shall b,1'tIIb'td 
to Oc'lgnal oontOU"lI.:;nQ stodo:p!ed ii .... 1op$¢I1o ~ ~ h~ loss 
b rJri gartet sr.ua. Thls muue ","not be ~ h mtc:mO Qiri ga,w 
$.~.ek. Nbbl bteauM #le t~ habbC must b, \'~ wfIh dtnM tdQt 
\'ege'l:.~ I~ ~ CO¥tt Jot VI,.,..." \'HI ~ COniOl,ud ben ~ 
adJleent to wttet rMf toe 0C(#j~ 1.111<1 by I)t ...... 'does nee ~ fIItn 
~ ~I ~1I'f 0QVtf to ~ fIeI'l'I t1X'Il ptedlllb\. 

Midgdon Mewn BR 4a (r1N. 2. p. 13) ttaleS "If. ~ tit Iat hllo' 
"''''ch" a qWfild wIdIh ~ w!I Cc5c'Iduct ~ .~ (:If Wtet 
U>trtt RokS bMgo Ir;t apec;w AIIuI btl tpeda. U tift bel JP.tdes ... bnS, flat 
wMlfs blobgtsta from USfWS wi " ~ for tPeciIO nICICIITVTItIldlllSonl. ml 
~rion mMan ~ tom fit otltt bIc:II~ m..ant h hi. dolt net 
~.tTy ~ i'JdWl6t lot ~ flt ~ n. prorm. to ~ wkh 
USFWS tidogisZs II not • ~1Ib'I11'1'Iftn .,a """" hi ,was not ~ • 
p.b\ to COmt ~ wtIh leastie ~t to ~ fl' ~.a beta.. T1it ~ to 
fle ~ flit llpeciIIlIat.:t batt wft ~Id wttti V1e ~ ~ 
area 1ha! tit ~ c:I '" ~ reptec«nrl CQI.Id be ~ McS ~". 

Co Wetfanda - Dl:sUr.(tio1'l bet1¥Mn "pInnanlnt" Mel ttmponry letptds 
unproven. 

The ~ NeglilM OtcilrtJb't fnds (p. 48) '* ~ c:I". 
SJfqlOsed~.a 'WI caM ippr6mudtlr IU Ii¢r'M cI , •• rp¢rWy' WIICtnS 
dWtertt. h:JucIng fl' ~ ofe &ae$d~mnh lot ~ 
cf r-.o plpelWlt. Ir'Id 5,05 ~ 0( .Wi .... n'Illnh and 3.M .cree cf wet mbedow 
I:Om soil ~ tOll\ G06M bland tot ~'d flt wtI ped W'\CS b«m. In 
~ ItIere are pn:temd to bt '.54 aatI or ~ 'MI'4ancJ loss (1.33 acres 
of t~alet mAr5h end 023 -.::ret of wet ~ M IQ III lot ~ 01 fll 
wei pad and nstandOl\ d ... neo.r bridge m aoc:esI road. 

The ~ bett¥eerllerrportItV W'Id perrnan.rt 10M cI ",eI!Mds b 
~ beceus.. ~ to tht N~ o«:tlidotl ~ '" IITI¢I..nl cI 
Welta."ld eIIeded by ~ Is mOte ".,. II *net tlt ~ hi \'III ~ 
pemtMeney MId. ThJ.s.. fI, l1abftat tealorab'l ...... hQt ~. !he net 
IIlI()o.ri d \II.'ef1W1d ~ ~Id by fll pof«' Ci:XJd " tn6re If*' 10 ~. 
rlI!het fWt I1e I U ICAS sta!ed i'l1tIt Neglim ~ N prq.ct 'IfOr.Ad hw.-e 
• t1.bs\dlll)' ~ tnpt.tt tIan wad. a'Id ~ amc.ut cI c:Qrnpensatoiy 
m.lfgztb'\wo-.Jd tot ~QINhr. the ~ ~~.., eM 
petmanllri lI'e&nd lou M:Sul'IIe Nt by Ii:JIIooIMO ", Pfti(ocdl 0UIIhMt h !hi 
W.dInd ~on end Mol i'!ao" IV PlII\ f1.I ..., cIIUt:Itd cSi.Iir9 ~ wi 
ltoovet fit M ~ ~ nMe ~ hid ~ wiItin OM ~ IeIr!OI\ 
orr~ ~W11 be t.bI'I ~ ......... 8R6'g}. . . 

Thf p\'"dptI meens \0 rttb't ". vreeandl ... N Mlvag. tA·. loot d IDp$oI 
Jot repllICeI1lri .tter ~ and the ~ to ~ coi11DI.r. wIIh dIsct'Q 
(Mtlgadon MteNe 8R sri). ~. n ~~ 6~ dIM 17.8 
acres ct dbtisbanot e1Wd not be 11*f' \M1II auch 6nt as ". ~h WId \'ftIC 

e 

AM 

In the Butte Sink area. uplands 3rc a limiting (actor. not ,,"etl&lds. tt tales 
significantly mOre effort to keep land dry than t6 allow it 10 become or (e\'trt to 
wetland. llle purpose of miligaliorl monitoring and the provision of remedi!l 
measures is to ensure the su('cess of the mitigation. The fact that potentia) 
(emedial measures are part of the mitigation plan is an additional iMUJanee. nt>l 
a liabitity. Thert h~s been no doubt raised by the Anny Corps of Engineers 6t 
an)' agency wetlands bi61ogislswho have visited the site that the disturbed areas 
are likely (6 reto\'e( within one growing sea..~n. as the)' are part of a managed 
wetland and are surrounded by wetlands. 



Corr<'spondtnC't' No.2 (conlinutd) 

AM 

AN 

!.!s.ttanr .. ~ - Apt H. I9!(Il ,. It 

IT.~ NY. bet!l ptor.'tn to bt compI~ ~td 10 flelr bro ... ~ 1M 
\ .. \Ie$. Tht ~ or .... remtd'«IQn me ..... (eA 5Th).. "I'Itk:tll-dJdH 
f~ top.::hsslng wifl na!!vt 101, end ~,~ Qf neev. ~s, teedI. (It 
upr~s,l\N. t«TYnerdeNe, tnplies f'IeI ~ weer NhnJ rwt(j~ al!empt" 
u~t!ylo tle~, . 

A$ ttat.d .00. .. lI"ldec It1t dlsc\.$sloh d Ill9 Cl.mJeltvt ~Id:t Qf ". M 
f"titct. 'I\e u.tssmert d Ictal ~ 10 ~ and oflet llabltab ,llU3l tMe k1lo 
ecCQU'\l \'11 ~~ V\at ~ be a."'oct~" by fl. exp&-\~ioo d lhil va.. s!onl91 10 
to;. U ~ or 1M lareS. 

d. No:" 

1) ~. ImpKl ...... ment~" WfOl\g mtthQ<folO9Y (\...dn 01 
dSA vt. SRmelhodolO9T.) 

The Nogali~. ~ $!If.es IW 1101,. Irom 'N&M ~"""eS IfId blowdawn 
at hi Remote Fedti" ~ ~ • ~ ,0Ul4 of .. m.x:f'I lILt 120 dS 
s:-« «t~ L'ld WOI.Id be ~ Sf't' .... b neerbV Mt'ISifie receptors. Neetty 
sensifvt ~ hcIIJ.d. ~ Gt~ ~ WatedQwI M~ liM. knmecbIely 
Idl:&cen 10 til ~ ltd .....n (~ -.Itt,,, ~ I 10 1!-\ rieuf fie rem:;te 
F~ Sle. tmgdcn M8M~ NO ,-1'Jdet 1tI&l "rei ..... VIfvtt and tiowdoWtl fit 
fI6 Remota FactIry sa. wU b. r6lAtd ~ fie RIft wrt II fle JadfIy. ~....m be 
~ b ~ _ ~ of 7$ dM,0 ~.Ihis 15 /'IQt(()(\$btri wW\ N 
tn:~a:lon Id«ll!!ltd h N PEA. aid ~ not be feasIbf.. • 

11-.$ PEA (p. 11-8) RIles cMt .... ~ rer..... ~.rId WeiInt _ 
bI~ c::.. ~ 0Vei 120 dB each ttnl • vef'to. rtf .... end lI\Il ~ 
~er ~ fl. sudden ~ ..-.rb or lhe ()m$urt tel...,., can b. 
hlm;flJ to wikJift as Well as h.rnw 'I'tif1h 3260 led of IlIt valve. The radius of 
~ect i'cm "'*" \Tp.IsM ~ ~ btl ~ by arnospheric ('()(I(j1SoO$. 
LM h1ptIm noMs treate a Ngher levll of ennov.ne.lhM ~ n¢iM lev •. " 
The rEA slllles f\IlI ~ regr,lekQ ¥rill be ~ b uod«vOlrrd. yUtl 0( 

(O'we.'Vd Wl~ WI ~ alCIo~ If fllit nobt f.....t will exceed 7S dB.'. ldn II t'.e 
~ tftl ,...,.. ItId thai 'blowcmrn 'I'riI b4 routed 10' ~ rtiel vent. wNdl. Wi! be 
~tsJ.yoed 10 ~'Ced rio f'I'IOCtlNlr'l 7S deA°, The PEA is de!lc*st fot not stm'IO 
",t..l1et t .. 120 (\8', ~ IS • s~ $\."eClg1l 0( $OfT" refecenoe distance 
tom \'le IOtfte ~ulily 50 f&eI)- Wthc-A ~$ H<lf!na'5on. Ills nd po,$lbfslO 
"~etf'll.1'l8 hew fle $OUld 1owI'oIr'il a!ltrutle be!viHn \h. soo..roe. ~. pc'operty me. 
~t~ . , 

lli, m~gation Is e5$entel!y meerins,1ess OOc8US1 !he letm "75 daA ldn° 
d6ScrilleS • 24-hour 8't'~. I6uld leva I\et I, l'r'tI'~ed Jot more W:rv1f.te nol5e eI 
rirTA. Ylt& tho notse 0( fle JQD.He (eOef n:ves end Nowdowt'Ils short-tenn 
h1plJs1ve 6t 0*'01& ev«(0 notse.. Si-lgf. e\'tfi ool:M ~ MVtn blO)'~ 
&.mg ~e rnrval ""*' • 0CIC\n, W has YfIit ~. effect on !he 2.4-h()uf 8't'et'eQ$ 
(lOise. Na"Nt IN PEA rlOC tN H~\'e Oedc.aon delQt)e, h<lw hquendy (Iimet 
fet d¥i 01 pet )"tS) releues torn PB!SuI'e "'$Me ~erves and pIpeFt'Ie ~ 
... iI ocw, nor how long eao;;h ~ willast (ag, hoIor fl'\S1)' Ci"bAes). ThI 
Igurt (1 t -3) h h P£A Ihc;.wt-.g nobe ()O(iQu-s II'Olnd fle Aemoe;$ F d!y Sb II 

AN 

• • 

The PEA and Negath'e Declaration apprCopfiately utilizeJ the dBA scale to 
establish project impacts and sp«ify mitigation for the pressure-relid \'al\'(s, 
the sourc(s of the impulsh'e. loud noise. Howe\'er. the (omment applies the 
Ldn scale used (oe the regulatOrs to the pttssure relief vain's, The routing of 
blowdo\\n and pressure release valves to a sound-controlled \'ent slack is a 
cOmmon practke in the oil and gas industry; Mise tooleol engineering in 
general at compressor stations and oil and gas production facilities is welt 
denloped and dfec(i\'e. The contours wele produced for operatiOnal noise and 
appropriately applied the Un scale. The lOud (12() dB) noise from the pressure 
reliehah-es are anticipated 10 be a rare ennl. occurring less than two timu per 
year. 
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AO 

AP 

10'$0 h:(I(l'~ ~'Id l":'I~lea:inO btca:.'St. shows nolse ettOOlJetion tOrn • 1OlI~ 
pr~ 1$ dM t.dn , .... f;Mt flt conIQo.n foe h~eout or 1ln9't.....m 
no<$t hertl. 

t·1S 

. s:ne. ~ ~ri iIoi$e ~ In 1M vkO'tt ef .... nemo .. FACR.)' Sao .. 
C\.·lulr~ 'Ittt qUe( (3$ t) 42 ~ •• KIund tOl..t¢t ~ 75 elBA It tl9 ~ 
Ine WOIl4 be • mtiOt I'IQbe ~. ~" to .,. CClnI\tit nolee of tlf5e en • 
he-yon WI adJacent r~ neighborhood. 

If wNI hi PEA rttJlIt meard is he C'1e *9$ .... 1"1. nclM ~ It.:h . 
OCW.~ of IlbttkMn (If ~,.,.. willIot .c..d 7S dB -,,~ •• 
«Nt. i tIetIdt 10 dtrlfy .. poti. Howwet •• " not d.w h<lw Itt rdIe tcm 
~lowWMl tOIbd to fl. ,..., \'tri can be ~ mn I ~ de II) 7$ dB. 1hI 
p-raM ,,~ to ~ t.o mort fMn Ie dSA.' dots not ~ filii HI fa 
'~e,. nOt ~ .". PEA;, I!am. t (p. 't-6) flat ~ Atef vent wiI be letd tit*' 
aft. ~1IIab't \0 ...... \Nt ldote not ~ lis feoter estIbIlh feuIlIIt. 

2) Loud noI", t<Md Jmp~ .... tef1owt 

The Rarnc:tt f~ S!l$1l~ adj ...... to 1M at., ~ Wt.ferft!rM 
Ma.~ AM. ~ Is ~ en. til .,. mOst ~, Wtrll'lowl J\.II)ItItI 
n fl' $aCtamer1I() v*" by fle ,tat, 1M fedmI ~~. TM rtfuge b 
~ I'IIilbl lot dueIcI" 0 ..... $WIllI. t.McI'I. trIneII •• ~. ~ 
Wl4 ~ ITIIttY'f of ~ .e alsO ~ iI** (M LOrna. coro. ptr&. 
00cM\) Q.rog fte b.r41Q ~ the ~.1ou4 hdfIt tom,..,. Wves 
:rid ~ CouJrj ~e 4' walriNd In d0H4.teI en N r~ end ~ 

. f'o&mlo~. 

. tu"G blologl~ tan Ihe ~ ·WIClhd Ihelt cOnctm Ilfl. tdM tOO\ .... 
gas 1\oreQt t&cil!fet ~ ~ w..,.... tTJn\ fatminQ tq,Jpmeri h fle 
8tH. SVCh • crop dusInO _mil The rd:M 01. Cnlp ~ aIrtrd ~ 
'WI:Ud be ab6tA 70 dM. The nciM ~ •. ~ ~ alCll.nd d 121) d8 lit 
50 '"' WO\Id aderuatt " ~ e dB lor uC:h ~ cfdlUr'l¢ .. \IIticn 
wWd m..n flat !he sOI:rd Yo'OUd tHch to d811'~ til ~ 2'~ .. tom 
CI. $6uu. nus."" eOu'Id I.vel III N boInd.,y Of v. Gnr lbd;tI refuge wcUd 
b, WUIly u'dr'nHsI-.-d tom N sculd JMlIi the ~ (La. .:II pi"'" loud. 
Mid\ as fI, PEA WQt (p. 1 I.e}. Is ~Je 10.,. tOU"d tOm • d .... 
b;:<rnofve ~« • CQlmterdll let du\-g tIboH). Ind ,..." all d .. <n; 
lodg$ r"-'iIt ~ bt ~ b)' I¢I.i'd louder Nn 70 dS. Of bJder INri 
~ crClp dJsfnQ equpmert mils. tIgrI~ ~ flit has oct ~ 
~ to be ~ bym ........ ~Ced tltolN preface. 

3) Noll. ~eb from ~~ of c~hron gu not analynd 

tl'Ie iiedlon tf fl' CI..ISNoo gas hit It ~ to ~ fle;- hid 
y,'tld.:J "'" ¢on1:t~ !hat WOIJd ~ &ddIdonaI holM ~ OVItt. 
perIOd d ~t~ mooN. ¥INch Is • S1.bstWICII period Cf 6ne (PI:A pp. 2·2.net 2-6). 
The ~ are te,pONry ~t4 urits wr.+kh \l1li not tI. tncfoHIf In 
lOUld .. t!~ WI~ lheretln" flt noise oIlleM ~essc .. CQI.M bt 
It.l;>stantar.y Ioudef No 1M pennanel1t COfI\PCII$$(U flll ... iI ~ uted duIt'I9 

AO 

AP 

Projed mitigation meaSure NO. I ttquires the reduction of Ihe .20 dB Mise 
down to 15 dBA. The 2Mlysis of the 120 dB noise included in the comment is 
therefore not rele·.ant. fur\henn6ft, the oC('urrenc-e of this noise source is 
anticipated to be rart, occurring less than two limes ~r )·ear. 

The noise coosequence!> of the possibfe use of 3 renlal compressor for cushion 
gas injectioa is addressed on p. I )·1 of the PEA, \\herein the Applicant slates 
that the unit will ~ equipped \\ith sufficient noise attenuation to enSUre 
exc-essh't noise is not prOduced. Consultants (ot the Awlkant state that the 
permanenl c<-mpressol may be installed first and need (or cushion gas injection; 
the impacts of the permanent compressor have already been addressed. 
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lis. lqn,. ~s - AtiI n. 1991 ,.IS 

o.~ 'iedo.'\ O)'eceions • ... .tich WiI tJe i'l$1dt bUiJdog$. 

TN, sra.1~ (OOIpCe$sfoo noise $04SC$ was not rduded In lh& N\8!'jsls 
pre-serte<f h ei-.hec tM PEA Oll1'le Negalive oedlVatioI\. The envirormM!8I 
dOcurnenlatiol'\ must be lrriSed 10 define !he Weositv end duration d the nol$e 
prodl.;~ by ~ eus-JiM 9~ k\t¢tlOn tomptesson, end to ~d this notse Io"e 
o'.het 00154 SOU'ces tom the proIe<:11h8t WiJ "a op~ ~ 10 proo.1de 
a pictuce 0( ~e noI$9 00-.-.0 Ile evshlon ~as ~tion pGOod. Add!iOOeJ 
cMigsOOn must also be propo$ed 10 de!~ ~ec th!s hl>&ct can be teduced 
1o).a Ie$$~~~ level.. 

t. PublJc &lfety (nrt, reI .... of hutrdout mltertaJ,) 

The PEA dlspeom ""';11'1 Ihe mue or operatrooal ftres at nim..n! gas storaQ$ AQ 
h~i\'e-s wi" tM blri.et .lalement that: "st~ provfdert wWt 10 protect not Orly 
wOOIers and ~ pubGc. bo.A thail sub~ kw8Stm6rilas wei. PG&E's Mcoot\t1d 
fs13."'Id gas stOraQe faeelti suffered a !it h 11m. Wth coO$demJous Inspection 
prac{~, n P~ ••• War 8V9r( at WId Goose In C(I('lskjeced Nt;Iiy lriil<erys. (p.12-
S. Pt:A). . 

nis stalemec"i Is nOt a subst;Melot. l$8lMaJys1s of ftre risk. Since the 
r.&h.uJ gas storage llefd, ~~ tra."\smJssfon Md COmptessfon systems eJI hCW)(Je 
m~e gas, a~e Ihalls bOIl'8fMleHe Md expk)sfve u'ldet etdDSed 
C'¢l'Idi:klns, ~ ls an Wletel1t risk assodaled with gM leakage resuthg frtom faiMe 
(I( \'~,1s parts of the system.. MltigaU'on~. HA 1. RIles that "dtrhg normal 
~ere.!ioO$, 11'16 Remote faQlily $119 wfI be rnorocted by g~ life. and ~ 
senso.-s w/'ich Yrii ~e \'enI:I1a1Son. spdtidet sysl9mS, tltd/ot n'1a!t • tyStem shut· 
dovm. as lPPfopOate. The W8J Pad SIte '1'111 bt eQlJpped wifl erMtgeney sflvtdooo.m 
"a.Yes, n:;lJd"ng a tnastet emergency st-ddown varve 00 fle maln ppeDne. to cut 011 
tl! eow 01911:1 tom fie W9S '" C&Sa of cert!h oondilkm. sooh as fire or aoddec'QJ 
release! 

fo $~ tl'l. ~ of ~oo to a. 1$$$ ~ sigoi5oSrt kNel, ~ PEA 
a-ld the NogaJNe Oedata~oo shoU4 ~ a d~ at.a7ysb oIlfle m8:.'ldrnl.m w~l' 
case evtfll (e·o· 'aiMe of the etnetQeocy gas IhJtdowri $y$tI!J(TI). lOe risk aM"iSs 
shedd ~e a lealitJc seeoano 01 811 Mri or (las leeka!le tom a wen or the 
p'pellne In flG event tl'lal tl'le shutdown S)T,em mel~ed. The rtsk ena.?ysfs 
shovt.;J liSt real data tom O'.hel fao1iliM- whec'e such events had 0¢CU'l'-ed to pttdIcl 
Ile 6.s1McG tOm 1M oas leld and olher fadlItIes thai C6IAd be subjected 10 fire« 
e.q>!o-sioo Ulde( such • $Cen6rio, takhg ~o &cOOU1t .me 01 '(eat (dey \'eOela!ioo), 
"'-'ElI)1:e. and meteorology. Once we haye fle resUts« 1M risk anelysls wtldl tFies 
a Cfe-jbfe pred"doo dlhe prob~lity, fcequenty and ~ of 1M worst 
(~$e c«vrrence. ""-«e can b& a \'arld assessment 01 v.hdher 01 not the ~ as 
$~~at"t The risk a-1aJysls should liS() address VUt protlabilffy, frequency, and 
cons~ of fess« (b1A more p(obable) acddert events usfng actuMef del" 
torn 61'\et si'nlar fedfife.s. 

See response to C(lmmen12Q. 
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I.b..lbw I!rJftQifs -~ n, 1m 
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l Enttgy 

CEOA Ai>-.~f'ldx Q Slalt$ ,..at eIcess.\'e Of W8$~ \.1$' of tofItV/ ~ 
('I(lmla."!y bt tonsldtt1d s!go!~art. High p..-qecl II1r eml$$lor. to3Qw torn Ngh ~ei 
~kn ~ CEQA .~ ~ & dttJIled CQnSfdarm.; of flOI:trr;l 
1M, "elritial StWt disn"hset 11. s~ect ~!he Proponen's a$S~ I118t fit 
Pfqect II In ~ beneI!t btc«JSt b ~ Is to met! reM demand po1ods. 

Considerit'lO ~ ePuC'. COMl s)Q$1lloo h Oed$lon 93-Q2.Q13 tw 00 
~~ of ~ bt sIlcMT\ 1M ~ foe ~. Pf'OIed IIlolel)' flt 
fr0p6~~ bv$iI'IMt ~ly. The....., S1udy eM millet no I$'e$~n of fl. 
pote.'\~ benefit to fl. StaI,', enerVI 1l4>P1y b~" 1M Cf'UO .... s rtC«vtd no 
Wormakln 0( fl. act\JIii ~ng 0( fl. Profoct h 1hts regard. 

. Non. 01 N doromenls ofer. W!y~ ~ of en«i)' ~ 0( 

Ill'tl!le ........ ~ fl • ..,~ of en.vr usagoe, Howtvtt, MI use t*I\ b. 
do<Mtd tom PEA Table 4-<4 II"Id ohr~. The ~ 'I'fWd Operala • 
to!!! of 2910 JloI.n (ir(tction cydt 0( 21&0 ~ .&jed 16 720 tl«n tblI'Ig 
wl1hc:frawa,). W~........ge hMttlll 1M AJaI vaNe, the 2810 hoIlr's 'w'QI.Id c:cnsune 
some 223.' MMSCF d netI.nJ Qat. Th' tabol« wc.M !.1M IU MMscf. with 
b1o:M~rt ~ bMgs In &mull IJI&qI 'I) lI(Jp'o"!I~ 2-40 MJh<:t 

lN$ vob'ne d vas 1$ eQuiva!rilO the IMUIII ~ Of 4,r:ixJ hOmes. 
N\d ~ be ciIrr.lssed as ~ 'INs nmial gllls~.ed as • 
pNBSl6c er'Itrg'f mt, because b frlt pupoM Is to Cycle Qat ~ !he ~ 
thts parasJtlo eO«W Io$S Is on ~ 0.'* of C" 0( .... gu pcoceaed.' 

NIhnJ Q&l ts tIOt • reneweble enerw~. The Cf\JC must eoo:.amIn& 
wtMti a.-rr nM.1arQt st:e!. use ofllllu'eI ~as alii lM'f tudJd, hi ltd 
magolludt of loss '- • "wutef\A U$6 of f!JiI«gf.' • ~ ~ nil gas use Is 
not a ~eI s~11bAai\ of onllonn of fo;$I W lot anofW. l h tCINIUIT'pfoo oC oas 
"111 ~ h ..... been avaIIalllt rot ofler~. ~ Pr¢pOn6li ~ haS 
busi~, ~ 10 0aS ~ n Canada Ihsl are remo\e tan ~, mllf1let 
~ til gas to mri:et 11:. ~ ~ plriodl 01 ~ demand II not .... IMI. 
tlhg as ~ fII'IIiJTVI. . 

~ston 01 .... t«ied to U safe ¢peral!or. woUd sfmRarty hCnu. en .. gy 
v~ EslaN'lSlYnert 01 f'le eurd phase CIWI C'OnS'Ii'tlJ •• b'\Q term COnmI'\-nent 0( 
t-dgl1Jl&IV/ ~on. 

. Tht WtlIII S'IJ.Jdoi Ign:nl a SeooM "peel or f:f1<:fg( \,1M ... fle Htabfs1'wll8fil or 
Iht CUS1loo ou. ~ ~ ~. h Ih& OOIIYTlefis 6c\ air qva.'lI)' mp~, the 
CtMIon ~as n~ to ~ opntlon co..Id bs &!I mJCh as 2& ad of gu.. 
m. 'fcbnt Yr1I be p1eoeed h 1h6 lefd rot a'I nd9tenni1a1t P«iod. lI'd the pctiecC Is 
ll:andor1ed. Ythlllh1 Oed eotJd '*' be rteoveced. ~ ~ fl. \'Ol.om8, fl. 
sou-ce. Ifld the ooncurert derr.and for GU cb'ng eusNot'I ti~ Iht Cf'UO 

• The .. ~~. d ~ II 1Id.IIIIII.cI ~ '" PE.\ W ca." be tI....d 10 be 1\ ....... d. t 
ed!o' 8d t>...s on •• ~ ~ d eo tNEC1Jdo.,.n:S". t1;1O ~ d 'i"*"'-

AR The pc6j«t seeks 10 rooU(t the gas supply limilatk~s during. re-rkxls of rc-ak 
demand. This enug)' benefit more than offsets the minor gas (QOsumption of !he 
pcoj«l infraslnKture. There are certain (>(riods of the )'ear \\hen natural gas is 
locally scarce··usuaUy during the \\intertime and during hot summer da)s \\lIto 
e1«tJkity demand is highesl. During these per)ods. natural gas pekts in(fease to 
rdl«t its scarcity \'alue. Storage is a means of mitigating this ~arcity. Using 
natural gas for inj«"tion \,heo prkes are low and natural gas is local1y abundant is 
simply a ((lst of mO\'ing gas supplies (rom ooe rc-riod to another \\hen supplies are 
more scarce. lllUs. the Proj«1 uses natural gas during an abundant periOd 16 
coose-n't gaS for periods \\hen it is scarcC'. This meshts precisely with the goal of 
eM3Jl(ing availability of noo-renewable resoorces \\ hen lhese resources are most 
valuable. 
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.. 11 

~"¥)()t ~eferrrl'lt ~allh. startw ~$e WO\J!j not tn."f!t5dt inpacc et'1tIfW S'..{'9l!os 
in the sf.ale.. 

~ $1&citney a!$O bea.-s Oc\ the (hoiC$ Q{ tumM, Wtd ~ f'la!!.ralQU"" 
Of'PO.sed ~ t1eetncan,' ~rtd (()'TflCe$$vrs.. ~ b Ihe PEA rW'¥ti 3S% of 
flit $~ale'$ e!tcttiC8J energy Is Joss! f,;el bUed (oahrill Qas). a")(J flt ba!anct Is 
Nde~. hyOO). tl¢. Shiftioo ~ .... 500 10 eI~ WQI..4d po$s>bl)' t:>e mort f:net'i'/ 
elk~ M'd woUd potentia/tt list fest fout '-let eM ~e reo~eb~. fe'SOOJr~. 

Eooeo eoe~f.r.g lhe PropoMnf, use d na-v" g~ 1..11')1s. thtrt (, no ~sal 
of \\ile:het 11, \JIi\s flft er'Ittgy t.ffciMl There ~ers to be no prQVl$~ Iof held 
r~.eq or ,*.dent use of th& UN-tt ,maust. The Me 11&1" fld l"uIbl1. a41&iJS1 
.... ':/J.tj be ~ at 907 ~ ftV.t; 0-2). 1Nt heal w.Jd be \J$ed proo:b:tl.tIt. 
~y Jot pro¢$$, heal to svt:~. ~ $¢me Q( til" ~ cebOler op&ra:!on Una. 
Mi enefgy u~ ~d a1SO '~'Ce Q polIut:.on h fl. b8!ln 

2. The ImpKtt ~ 111. lolal proJe<:\ Ite not addte»ed. 

The NeosWt [)edllfalion desc:OO~ • proieo::t wt1kh "wilt ubhe ~efi 
50% of N .tI~ kUl SfOttQe ~ (p, 7 Neg. o.e) ... ~ "'N Wei fled s.~. ~ 
toosist tIC 'oS ~ 'i'otiin an $ $~ kast hid. 1M rema!nlog 'I ~ "". be 
avdsbJe shou$d ptqect ~eMiOl'\ tv., ocwr" (p. 1 Neg. Dee..). ~ N~1Ifvt 
Oedalstlon I1ateS lP- IQ) Nt fle ~ PrtCe<:\ ~ ta bued on h r~ 
bneN!:le pn:feded g.u ~Qrtgot needs t.9 to tM)'9« 2@. yti,...-ns 10 be • 
M""OV$~ shoc1l1M ~ plami1g hOrizon oonsldeMg flit fl. pn:fed wil not 
be OI'Ih ~ 19r9El. The stalemert ~ tr. NeQaIIvt ~ krpIIM that fIIY 
~as $!Crag. ~ IheIt go ~ fl' ttvr.edlats short term rMf htoIvt 
expa.n.slon d Ihe pcq~ be)'OOd fl' fvsl phUe. 

h addtlor\ P!ecemeaJ'109 c( ~02ect pr,rpo, .. 'y UI'ld«siatM \'1. ~act d the fu! 
Pf~eo;;t end glvet a fafst ~ of fl. Jovel 01 116 potential sfgoificat« of 1M 
Pf~~""acts. ~c:ts of ~ ... ,,-e. eotueI proi~ WOt.Id b. rr.udt QrM!et"en 
f1s ~e.cts sts!~. end ~ iden:ifled AS s.st '11M ~1CMt «<:4d 11M beoomt 
s7lof.Cart. 

The PEA rr.akM r.re«fOCe 10 fl' typu Qf ad<i~ ~entI Chd WQI.Id 
be n~eded shOUd ~ p;qed be bpended. The PEA slll!es (0. ~-37) under S~ 
2.9 fuue ~ flat: 

"" «det 10 UJt 1JUlle ahe s\OragQ c:ap~ c:{ !he ~, 
eddittcN.J w4li1s fnZj' be drl1ed el t1t W" Pad Sit, m tn. 
protect wcdd o&ed b eiflct Ccmect fa FOles ~. 
gas ~ ppefnes (lnes 40) tIM 401) W$$t of 
llUrstate S o~ Oe{ENaI\ h C¢.'IJN. C«rlty. Of esW:>bh Il 
UOOfId ~ 10 PO&.E's g&t ~ssl¢c'l plpefna 
system et~ h IN ~aJ. ~ Adcllional 
compressors and pPir</el fl' Remo«, FaCllity 51. WOlld 
e1~ be r&QIJhd 10 handte My ~ ~ase h 
C4p&ity.t 

AS See resPI--mse 16 cc-mmenl$ au and 2W 



Corru(londence No.} (continued) 

AS 

"tl.~In'lli~-¥1~a.l~l ,.It 

The PEA does not (¢n!eil\ lrtf descrlp'Jon 01 maps shc.W.ng ~ ~. (1f l"ttSt 
pperll'l~ ~/I~ and .ne wIdtJ\ clll-t ~-of.\'te.y f$QIJred to ~ hm. 
e.as~ on a ~e on p. 5-20 of Ihe PEA detc:rti1g alarg« ~ p."'CfXIted In 
,~ ~ ~ tom the, wea.pad snelo -West 0( 1-5 tiNt -~ In Cohm. 
~t-( WQU!d reql1rt 2" m."e$ of 3O-II'dl wme, Of e Iim.e$ ~elengfl QC fle 4-m1. 
P:~II'l' betw~!he wen ped slI., L'lCI fie R8I1lQtt Fateii)' $11, t1el Yre$ .dch$$ed ., 
~"t NeQaWe 0ed1W'doO. ThuS. flt ~ (It exp«1sk1o prc(ect wodd have 
po! ..... faDy .t least e Imec ". ~ 0( ~ shortef-leml ~ TheM ~ 
were not sWed In ~ Nega!Nt Oedara:lioO. By nOt tOnsJdll{\1g C1e ~ of fle 
"''1 ~oltt\ .... NegatJve 0ed ....... C('I ~ ninhizM flt ~ of fie ~ec:l 

The ~alSoOs of Q1Is d~ ate hi! a revtM of tht ~.,. proJect 
INJSl k'dJde Ihe ~ of.fle ecJdibiaJ pIpeIInts. ~ .1tI. WeI P*I $lie. 
~&$S(n ind ~ .. Itt, Remote fadJaV sat at part of 11, total ptoftcl 
Based on .,. 1ISSes:smert tot the ptqed ~ as .limed h fie PEA end 
Negalive Oedllfation. 1 b leasone.ble 10 Wet tNt Ihe explll'ldtd fltOIect WOIJd i'np Ict 
the fo!!Qw'ng: 

(1) a Iarg(lt .ta 0( wede.'Id tlllbbllhan ata!ed. The pfpeln. Jot ..... 1m phast 
cllf1e prtljed WII kr9a.::t ~ Ia'tt cf ~ (p. 45) A:J(1 ~ \I¥Of.Jd 
PfObeNf iequre. -..Ida' pfp'" rJght-d-wsy fur1 It-.. I$' pipeline prop6Md 
Jot fl. fest phaw prq9Ct II fit r'ght-d-way rtq\Jred wwt too rHtwfdt.. 24-
~ p?pei"ne WOIJd cJstt.rb ~t acm of land ~ conftucfon. ms 
dbUbrre are. touJd ~ ~ ~ei1181 ~--ts to til"'. 
wetfand h~ 0( ~"aI ~ The extent aM nahn olile 
WnpkU 10 each haN!a:,01and use..",. must be assHUd; 

{2l more endangered lpe<:ieo hab1at than sta!ed, tI\dlot 1Iddl~ spedal 
S\ar",J-I sp«fflll. The 1itN.! mpar::ted by .,... expanded PfCled. ~ 
WJ1d atred. hllibbllO( fle same apeda! ttafoS species as 1M ~eI pcqed. « 
could tlfect edcfl1iMal ~ Tht ~ ~ Jot h StctioI\ , 
proCess tooSt ~ lM apedes end ~ 0( fleir ~ find poten&I 
'take' !hill c6lJd reNt tom ~ of b U t-roJ~ hdud.1g the 
addiIkIt\aI p~~ end expllllskln 01 ~ well ped ~ remote site facilllfM 
O'I"W l~e WtJaI prcied; -

(3J auf. fI19C'8 Mise (Ng'ler 1n!et"$1y. 1000er period or time); 

(4) oonsune more ert«W. 

. (5) prodJca ~ aK emlssfoos fl.M stated. The air cpltt ¢OIMleris above 
ilde8lt that Vle fir emissions of fie ruI profoct codd be dotble f)OM d lM 
hM2i pr~ecI;, 

(6') affect ~ c:uIUal r~M; 

(1) MYe teinpofary and Joog-term ~tVlSp0d8tion impacts greatet~., " ... rN211 
pro{&cI; and 

." ........ 



AS 

AT 

Correspondence No.2 (C'ontinuC'd) 

(e) p.WvCe a~eUo knpacl$ tom t'l,jpmtfi hl mat ~ed edd'trooe1 
vitwm Crt seos."iJvt \ievll"og Joee.t!oos su:::h as s.."'enio ~ays.. 

the MVi"6o--;ne:ltal assessment of 11. ~ Pftiect most ~s f1e Imp&.."'b of 
"'e loW Pl'ojtcl ~ me~, must tl6. ... bt k\-mdaled \0 6dd!'e-$$ "'. U 
p.'~ect ~ and reflected ... V'Ie J..rlsd'"tctJooei We!lstlds U$8$SITlert eM 
""t?ation and M:ritomg PI!n., 

3. D.r.rr.J Of mnrgatlon. Many or the mltJgluon. In the ~'\M Otetaretf6tl 
.r. not true mhlgltklnt lxit I~ dtf.n.b to Mur. stud!eI. 

Tho ~ mMgaSons Isted below do ~ S&'toif'i Ythalfl. mitigation 
acmny Is, btl. defet m.~ \0 • MJrt ttJdt Of pfa\. ThIs dot$ not sl'l¢w flll fl. 
mitiQ!too Is feasl:1le Of wOlid be elfect.\'e h ~ ",.Impact \0 bdow. 
thre~of~ 

• ~ tMt.surt GP1 a: "Coodvct geol~ testng of welt ptd $;1e 
a.'ld RemOte flCilt)' Site end hcorpOra!e approprlale desJgrl consrdera.!ioos." 

En¢ug1l hl'Ormaoon shOu\d be eva1I8bie du1ng tM etrkOrvn~ r ...... ew 
proc$SS to \1"-"$ \hal the Iqu~on a."Id Slbsidenc. ~ 8l~' p;cfed 
s1le wII not post hazards 10 fle profed , 

• fwlJtj<)3tkXI M*I,I'I QP.c: "i\epNe end h1plemed a ¢et-ae1 C«Is~ 
Slorm Wal~ Pent'll With a ~m Wat .. Po/M<ln Prtven!ion PlM (S'M'PP) and 
~ponde Best M~gemeot pra~.s..' 

The envi"Oo".meoW documec:U~Qrl shooIcJ SdenlitJ.,.,hat t);>cs d 
Il'l$8:SUfeS and BMPs 'MIl bt effect .... n r~ ftoslon!l'ld seonWo!etkx\ 
ktlpstU tom t(II'\$\"\.lC1fon. 

• ~ MH$\I"t w.. 'a: "The ~~ WiI prepare end lmpierr!S1t M 
Opera~ 8f'Id Mllinltn1!nC:8 P\zn" • Dwnego Prevention PlIII\ Ind an 
Eme.-oency Aesp6o$o Pk¥l, as teqlJrtd bV !tie federal OOT. The ~ wi1 
~a!' infO fl.e oOnsfrudfon t-Jd req.Kements for OO(1'lf'fIance wfth JoesI 
and $l8le ire Pl'wention reguati0<\9. Th$ Fiel Preveo!iM nen Will k1dude 
pre.....altvt ~e .. trahng. and fn ClOrWt( ~ equ¥nerL 
Ad&tlona! details d ~ F"n Preven&!o PIM are r:«rMed., Sectioc\ 12.8 d 
the PEA' 

'" tact. Secdoli 12.6 of Vle PEA does not ~e tIt1'f ~ detels 
except a few standard Best Mantoemert ~, and renec.tes Ihet "8 
c:oondor wli d>rrit an. PreveriSoo Ptan The '~enta1 docwntri 
shor.M Jdantify Ih$ M sPechm d fr1 prevnon end wppces:sIoo mee.svres 
flat wIIl1llVl to be lnCorp6raled h'tO V\I prqtc(" mil to show flilit Is 
'$e.sibfelo r~ rre risk 10 .1~.fwKJgri1!cent ~ect If foese IT\EIt$U"eS 
ke Ic;) be In oompn ance vrlIh JoeaI and stat, lit codes. !tIen tM meu.ns 
sho'.IId be stated to sh¢w flow thev re&<:( ()(l(11pfat'lOlJ with the ~o cod, 
c:ondlfoos. 

AT 
The environm(lll31 review of the ploj«l hlS not defmed asseSSm(oi of 
potential dfws; it has analyzed the potentially significant UnpaCls and hlS 

required the appropriate mitigation to r(Juce impacts to a less·thm-signlficant 
le,·d. No future studies afe required (0 «()mpkte a defennination Qr impacts. 
"A condition requiring comptian<e with (n\'irONn(ntal regulations is a common 
and reasonable mitigation measure," Gentryv. Cityo/Munieta (11h Dis/. 1995). 
J6 Cal.App,-Ilh JJS9. J9J-91. quoting SJmdslrol7l v. County of Mendocino (lSI 
Dill. 1985). tot CaUpp.Jd 196. J08. A des('ription of the rh),sical 
imprtm(otation of the mitigation. howerer. has been deterred in certain cases 
where it is appropril!e. A deferral of the techniques or implementatioo or 
mitigation measures is appropriate "hen a ploj«t propOn(nt must satisfy 
measurable perfonnlnce standards (It (rite ria thai, if mel, \\ ill ensure the 
avoidance of any significant effects Mitigation measures (JPla, GN, JlAla, 
tlA te. and IIAl will be prepared in accordance with appropriate focal. slate 
and'or federal (ooes and regulations, and will be reviewed by CPUC and'or 
appcoplia!e agencies. The Mitigation Monitoring Plan will ensure the 
altainment ofthese mrasures. 



Cortespondence No.1 (conrinurd) 

AT 

p. t1 

• Y!tis:t!ion MH$iI. HA t~: Ifhe Emorgth.."'Y A~ P*\ let Ile fIdIry, 
rtQ.i.re<J by fI' OOT, 'MI Utww OI.odne fl. safety. ~ WId ¢CIntrcI 
t)"lttmS 6l fl, ~. Facilty. AdcttroI'Iel h ~ tqO!pmri rnt:)' t. 
rtQllred under l1e &.J!lt ~ bu1dinO penn'l fo"OC"'" 11M ~ ~ pttr'Mtd 
1ct'~Iao~.· 

Tho lame rooT'l1lorts eppJy .. ~ HA f e eboorf. 

• ~ "~MUt H., ty. "ThO ~ of haUIdoI.;s ~DnCeI do..ri"lo 
~OC'\ tIld eperaf.Qi\ d ~ Prqect l'iI b$ mtl'laoed k'I 8C«lC~III'I¢. wfth 
bS$tmar~~ 0'A'Ied" fl. r.~s St~p~ 
Pr ..... i6:n Ran (S'M'f'i'). b edcfb'\. .. Hutl~' MlQrteb P ..... 
Re$pOO$t PIlii'! (HWW') wtI be pt~ Q req..,nj hV.~ Cll1Jofria HIMith 
&"Id s.Jefy Cod .. The HJo'RflP wII ~ ~ types d PlUt(6oui ~ 
at N rao~ .. ", Iflt I)~M d wastes g~..ed. stor&Qe IncS dspo$Ii . 
ft8c6ctos. ~"~. «1<1 emttgency ~, ~ k'I Cato of 
• ~11 ot r-..s. d • haurdoYs $l.bs:boce. ~ WId waste oSt tb'td at 
,,'It AfIri>ote Fac:i5ry Site wJ ~ pZaced k'lsid •• tcond&-y ~er-t ~s 
10) ~Ift IN pcunflf release of ~ rNI~",. OJ, to fl' rNL"tely II!'\IliI 
"11()r,n of r:~ ~ IN! \IiiII be aton,.d end l.IMd 6.mg 
~. Che lIef1 manaoement p;.~ ~ bt loIIow.d WI. htIp ..... lI". flIl . 
hazlrlbJ, subNfl".,," l'r. ... Mt h..-. • sJgift¢er« hlpact al ~ k'I .,. 
Prciett ....... or elsewr. •. • 

Th. eri-.-tcMI.,qr do(un.-c IhoIM rdL.'de h Wormdon at ~ • 
...tf:h Is to be IodI.Jdtd n .... HM.W &IlC5 b\ the besi ~ ~ 
hi w1I ~ k"I «det kit ,.. .. p\tlIJo ~ ~e ..mef\er 1:. t~aI f.tks tom 
,.,anrdout tI.bsbInces c:sr\ bt l'TI1fg~ed to bt _low ~ d t~ iCl 
~ tnpfem~ of flt stIltd meu.xes. 

• MtlgafOt! Mttsyte 1M 3: "Tht ~ ~. ~ eft i1(1) fl. 
~ Nd iptciftclfon ~ Cort1pIanct l'Ii1h lie IOCIIIIIid Itm ... 
~onr~. TbeFh~planWil~.tn'i~ 
measur .. , hilhO. N (;(. Cl¢otrd end ~QtI eqIl~ TNt ptIIl MIl 
roru:e fle potenf., ~ d ".. hazll"d 10 w$1oO veo8\afion to en 
tuIgoile&rt lwel' . . 

The emiromlental ck<u'ner( ,h0t..4~ oontaln~'" deGI reg~ 
!he ~~al ire ttsks lWld ~'1s. as well .. fl. pr1!VlWllalf\'9 end ~d 
rt'IeeS,...II till. Wi1 d~e \hal the rlsk to Onsile persomel and cftsltt 
{>!"OPdes ~ N ~~.iv.'Y ~ 

.e. 11Ie ptofect I, • milO( Pl~tl TM etllt <>f ~ p{oIe~ Ie parUaly 
rttpOl'lIJblo fO( 111 algnlfklnl ermronmtntll.tfecta. . 

The p..wpose 01 CEQA Is IQ &$!UfO Ihat prole<:ts ()( tis t~e ~ 
~c¢II:. public W\.th)' 10 NlIII potent;aJy .igriSari elftctl t.avt betel 
identified .. 'lit III ~1:le .... 1iQaf<Xll ml)' ~ Jdtnded and n6Otp¢RI:ed Wo ..,. 
~tct bel«t tppwial. If fl. EJR ~ !haIlh. profed """ produce one or rnon 
~ not Uy~. ~e.cts. full h oro«to approve N PfCiect.. the lead 
~tr'tI;y ~ Ind hill thef"fI ert <Nemd'.ng ~ thai: ~sti1y fle ~ 
0{ h t.rmIfgebl, knpacts. . 



Corre$pondent~ No.2 (concluded) 

loIs.lbnnt RIpo~ - ~ H.1991 

CONCLUSION 

his dttt from ~ ~ .wp.1t\al1M.\Wd Go¢M 0 .. StOnIg, ~ 
w'l have potenfllPl s1grifieel1t~ on til, ~en\, ~ .at ~ . 
~~ of .at que/it)', ~ 0( WQdands Md sp.cIli sWtus ~ 1p9d ... hIbbt 
~" "e", eOd.~ ~ ~ $J*W Wdu$ rinel $~ ~~ ~eftJ 
US& 0( tileifJ'/. tiiId P'bIc ~ ris5I; (h OllvJzardous m~). Non, oC,.. 
mp~ has beeh sll6wn by tht N.g8live ~ ,fX the PEA,lo Mv. b.ea 
nVti9attd to btJow' .. ~ d sJgn1!ica'1C8" as ~ by CEOA. Irid ~ . 
~ects mIi not be fvft ~ k> Ie$$ tle.n ~inl In 8d<ftIoc\ "elmpactS of 
Itle proJect IIfld fle ~ Q( 13 .rfec.is ~ be Mstinl\Itf ~ f fl'. 
M ptofect U1Ib3n9 1h$ M Cepa<:ity 01 flU~ itld wn flSM$$td. h ts de« fUll 
an ElR must bflprtpared Jot ~ WId coos. Gu Stotege Pro(~ 
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Of. CUJR 6/SOMACH 
C'Qr'~O' ..... "'00-1" 
_04 .. C-. .... • "c-_ 

"PIo¢l'$'~~'~oOoc 

A 

~eA_".,-o.<:'t1I'.~~. 

,t .... """'ON:. c.-1fJ .... l.' • 
... c.· ...... [1'01""" tt 

~b1 1.1991 

"u. v ..... CSL\UU; A.'iO Fwu.\L £uu:s, 

8r Jet KInt~ Projecl ).!1.:I1,tI 
EMcg Di\'\s~ 
CI}i{«lIia ~Nie U!iiUet ~ 
505 VL' NrSl A'o'tIloe 
$u Francisco.. CA 9~ 1C>2·l~1I 

h: Ne,adn ottl& .. ~tioll W ~ ~ to« ~.tioa A.$o6-OS.oss. 
APf& &tkn f~ Ca':ir.wr: of Public COCl\~ 1114 ~ foe !be ",rUct 
C>t'I!)!;C OU Sxaft Frc:J«t by Wild G.?o$e SlcnCe. Joe iA BII.II!C Ccounry 

Cur l-ir. ~bi:-o: 

The Rosc¥i~ Lar.d De\"tJctot.a:l Als¢clatioll (RoSevIDe ~ rhnJu die to&Yo-ir-., 
t.).·u~.~ ~ ,,~ Nel.tlvt Declan~ ~ WtJaI $~ prepared to( Ire 'Wild Ooose Slcn,t.. 
ItA 's AW~.1ioa rot C<:l1irt:~1e olhw.: COQ~ 100 N~i.'7 foc the Wild Goose Ou 
S\on,t Project b BetIC CQUrlly. (A{\--&ad¢A ~.)t 

Rose;iIe IA.~ CUll IpProUmale.7 S20 attU c( l&nd Ia Sille Cooott. ~ WN 
Ooose PfOje« ~ 10 Ir.stal .1I!~J-Pnutritt4 UblrlJ PI pIpdI..at fuWab 
~lttJ1 S.2S0 t~tol Ros6i& tiJin~. C~.rtWJi, k*rino LaiD41ea!el sbt 
('CC'{Crtl'-' ~l!bet Bot:e FlnnJ ~mltJlC 10 • Clop &!11ft: .It<<mtlIl The ~ tuna bue 
.c:-t!&t b .;~ .. 1d1 Ul I-CrtJ.. The ~ farrJnJ cpentX>o b 6eyQ&ed t.te~d:!'Ct~ b 
.x<: (L-nin,. For die pUl .... ~ JUrIIlle IVr.t'l,e ~ )ielcS hs boea tlJ21 1Ian4rt4 .. ~Jh!s 
d Dee.. Jt~\i'Je l.al)d'J pro~ also ('C~ndei .. ild2ite tabiul r~ &eE. pl\tuantJ. nN-itJ • 
... nto .. ·) uJ QLYC .... ~if$. The ~~ ~ oldle ftIl~ tontains 'pp<'?xill1&'.eb 
61 ac.tJ ~htt1ao.-!s ..-1Iic. baden 1M Slatt. ((CUfMli.·, On, Lod,e WIItrl~1 Rd'a~ 
Rosctille t.an.f abo pearOU Iu roenIbert and sfludloldm 10 IUt W (tOptl1J ((,(hOOD' 
d~ tM rmniue4 sus,,'>M. 

A.. f'ursllL1l1o CEQ .... 1b! Cllfetnii PuWc Udlm Cor.:nhsioa Most Pre~ I.A 
EI!>1rwncr·1I!1 b~l B.tpcrt Prior to AWO..m11hc Wili 00W S!ort." Pro joct. 

Tk Califorili Pl:N:'<: Ulil~ C~OQ (Cl>\.)Q seth ~ lWCYe If-.e Wild Oocse 
St::ntt Proj«t \1 ruyir.& ~ • rnili,I1c6!!ep QVC dcdara&a. The ~ Milipbl 
NtCltn-e DCdara~ ~~vcr.does DOl.~tdl d&rss I1Id IIIi.Spk ~ liJ!UanI 
iIc;acu L<.Socia!.elS "'u \.'Ie ~ project. TheidC>.~ rRrtUnlIo ~ earlf«cia 

• 0. Apt No 199'. b I k~(t~ (~.&. ~~ ea..w •. ~tQI:QC1. JOIl pnMoH ~Il!c I.xd 
• t:.~&l, CIICn$1.,.'I!I1o,) sbn):..-.ba [QIUItZ>II on I!Ic Ncpl~ ~ IIIId IaIUII S..". A (Clp7 oC ~ 
~ &"QC\ ~ •• )~I roo/hll.1 tIC u~ !l1IUd:.fo!I1O e.tte toImntUI at AadmttII. A. 

A In conducting the Initial Study for the Wild GOO5-t'. the CPUC detcnnined that 
there was the potential for significant environmenlal impacts (rom the project in 
senral areas. CEQA also authorizes the lead age-ncy 10 assess whether 
mitigation proposed by the applicant for the project or agreed to by the applicant 
before public review. would a\'oid the dfeds or mitigate the df«ts to a point 
\\llere dearly no significant tffed on the em'ironment would occur. Public 
Resources Cooe Section 21080(cX2). IrJ can)'ing out its responsibilities under 
CEQA. CPUC detennined that the potential for significant en\'ironmenlll 
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A 

B 

M" Bn« ~\iro 
MJ.Y I. 1991 
Patel 

.I 

The Iri~ ~4y irKkI~ IJI.lr rctject C<:IIlsINtdoa tQ\I1d U~ b.s 01 M~ ot 
~~l'lkns eI ta'O speeW Itlt.d pll/l! J~ W Cal:ifQt!lll ~bo;u andlht LirIe 1DOCIJe-td1. 
(L .. ~tJ S!n4t. [~t BR III Po U) ~ Initial Study a1..co h&la!llar proF-l ~ 
cccld re~u!lln &Jndatloa ()( lou 01 cpeclal baNtat rot dIt~ ~ IpedJJ JtahIJ p1anl tpecle.l. 

• \lIe crQA ~ '" ad ~ 11 D1'lnia ():,& III RtpW;)as fl8 I( Il!db1 UIX'O" wf. 

A (Continued) 

impact will be mitigated by adions incorporated by the applicant into- the 
peojett. and now required bi'this mitigated negath'c dtclaration. CPUC fllS 
(ondudtd that with the mitigation measures required in the Ntgalh'e 
Dtdaralio.n. there is no- substantial e\·idence in light of the "flole c«()fd before 
this agency that the project. as revised. may ha\'e a significant effeci on the 
en,.ironment. The (ollowing sections discuss that conclusion in the context Qf 
the spedfic (omments raised regardtng the adequacy ohhe prOposed mitigation. 

8 See responses to comments 2AK and 2AL. 



Correspondence No . .) (continued) 

, , J.fdplloe /.twQrt lik 1f po,\&t II> part ~ 

'lo'it:1a 6r.e &ol' bcfen t.e J/aI'! rI WlStt\'<;~QII J. "'1 a.u. • tuIil'd .iIdUt"*'tiit 
sb.'1_, t>t p"~ axdb" kJc()tw pr1tt snw P4 Ncrfa.~ ~ ~ 1l<b."Il 

. ,~~ twlDtllc4ltl1 ~n$. wllbl1 be 1fmOo\-ed ~.~.P:t dJ ~opWt 
coro .Iti Hn'S f'(r~11I> .~ .. ~,., lo&1ilof; p-., Cr?<IlIl. p:c;ed. ..., ri4lit. l-lC'lGlltII 
~cvro&lll5USfV;S of:&ll tIC ""'~ (~~) 

).M,.-kc> V~ Bit 1l (r.J'i&s In '*' the.!: 

[Io.;k, c:o,..~ ... quaht~ • Miit.l~'1IIlIha.' D.'Q!tT eor-.:r~ WId II>3lt d>ccl 
IlJ e:tQ"IUoO ktU I.lo! CiJeIII"t~ ~ ~, tt 1 nlnlmlllll.l'l ts:5Urt ilia! DO 
~'C$tn ~ ~«GIaIII.t!V:r L~rt ~ W::It oc ~ Ua..J ,tner ~ oc 
l:nleJ Ire "-,,t>4 tot, ~ be teIr>Q'\'~ l-1 ,!:J..-qist .illl ~ ([lRJ a.'" ltSFi'r· $ 
~-A '" tuitlble _~I ,,,,,, &0... ec~"\ a....t ..n.s:i..'c NckT~ou f:<i.a coro a.J 
U~FWS I!d be DOCi~. 

c CQmptetioll of tht Wild Goose proje(t requites numerous st&le and (c&ral 
pennits. Although' giant garttr snakes hne not been re(ocdN on the project 
property, they are assumed 10 occur. The giant garter sn:lke is both federally 
and stale listed. USFWS has the authority to issue a federal intidentallake 
pennit for the species. As CFUC is the slate lead agency (or the project. COfa 
h.u the authority 10 is,ue a state incidental lake p(nnit (or giant gaJ1er snake 
pursuant (0 SC'ction 2091 Q( the California Endangered Specits Au (CESA). 
See Planning (lnd Conseo'tlrion uagut v. lHparlmenl of Fish Gnd Game 
(l911). Daily loumal D,A.R. 6081·88. Mitigation measures wcre dC\'et~J in 
conjunction with USFWS endangered species biologists and art assumed to 
meet federal and slale requirements to prt\'enl a take Qf giant garter snakes or 
northwestern pond turtles. These measures were designed to enh.11lc( the habitat 
for giant garter sna.\;es and northwestern pond turtltS. and thus im'oh"e species 
((lnsecnlion, protection. res!oraliQn, and enhancement of the spedes. 
Consultation with USFWS is txptcted to result in an incidental tak.e J:l(nnit 
under St-Clions 7 and 10 of the Endangtred Species Act. Coosuhatioo with 
coro is expecled to resuh in a similar authoriution under the CESA as noted 
aoo,·C'. In addition to these pennits which will be hsutd for the projtd. the 
qualified biologist will also ha,'e the appropriate authOrizations from the 
agencies (collection f'(nnits) (0 handle the special status species. These 
measures will be effecliw in reducing the impacts 10 insignificance. 
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C()rru[lond~ncc No.3 (continued) 
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Calp~ ~hs ~eodl~ i 480~"",audecric po ... w ~ts 
S:lt:.t~ Cc:'IliI7. The plA. .. 'It'OIIld be IIlck:a bj .... tInlIU. It is ~ at , 1Dt.~hm ~arL 

au ~ r.caliu;" Ct.!ifQrcb .-''TO bWI ~~ wldl \lliit] t'lr::drkitt 
&e.nentka. .... ElR s1l6Wd t"f1ore die txlrnllO IIiIkh ~ W1I4 000IS0 s-onae Pro~";:} 
~ p'Qw\h b mt.rtbau detUie Nft.l ~ ~ III !be bmedlIte area. Hlt a 
COOGOOlltL'It tncrwe ID air polk~ I,,!hi ~ VIlle" 

S. Toe lnitW Stndl aDd I-ftlptcd ~llh'e [)ecl1l'l!500 Fail 10 Adequa~1 D\Jo:w:s 
Rbb (an h3ltko, E¢IMioo ~ ftrt . 

o 

E 

F 

~e response (0 comment 2AK. 

There is no association between the proposed Calpine Corporation d«lriC 
power plant and the \ViM Goose Gas Storage Project. There is no b.l$is other 
than speculation (or assuming any cOrTe1ation ~t\\een an incrtase in merchant 
electric power plant dentopment in the immedhte area with the proj«t or link 
with air pollution lenls in the ugion. 

The project design has incQlpOraled se\'eral proven (omponents to address 
explosion anti fire riskS. E).lensi\'e fire control equipment will be installed at 
bOth locations. which arc dtscribed in general in the PEA. In addition. the 
facility will de',elop and maintain a fue Prcnution Plan. in accordance with 
loca1 and slale regulatIons. The (acility will not be allowed to operate unles~ the 
rice Pre,'ention Plan is <kemed acceptabfe and complele by loca1 and slate 
officials. It should be noted thai intrastate and inters tale natural ga5 (ompressOl 
stations optrate (ootinuously at high pressures. and thai pro\'en ledmoJog.y 
exists (01 monitoring the safet), of these high pressure s),slems. and dealing with 
worse-case contingencies as they occur. 



CotH'spondenee No . .l (continued) 
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LV-loa] elr:tti't~1 1U,I"«5et«l-' I"'~\ l" lII. t~~'.lS ('llNic ~~dt riU. A. ... m D"l'lSt be 
~rl-e4 .., exp!<Xt ~ .&sip rls).s llld t~X)'~.se (fo"'~ P"\~ u 
miIJ,IIh'\ roeU"rU Co"po:tet rcNei~J b l.y'kJon ru1J U '\"l.I1a~~. 

6. AU QuaElJ b1f~1.$ Hne Net Bttc J..!li,'le4 b, &s1: A \'l:Ubte C(IC.trot 
IttbAAka G 

H 

Consultalion with the OCAQMD indicates that they will require some form of 
OACT as part of their pennit c(lndilions. II is unliktly to be sekcthe catat)tic 
reduction, «(ause although it is used 00 rle\\" electriC generating stations in the 
S3crclmento Valle)" the proposed unit is not an tl«tric generating stalion. Such 
facilities emptoy ga~ turbinu lht are Oltkn of magnitude larger than those used 
for gas compression, and the operating c(oI'lditions are entirely different. SCR 
llls rate I),. if enr, been successfully used on installations similar 10 the WHd 
Goose J'loj«t, 

See response to (omment 2AL regarding spedal slatus bat species. 

In regard to short-teml impacts to migcaling birds during the constlU(tion phase, 
mitigation mu.sures foc implcls fiR 3 and OR ST and 8R. SP are wry sP'Xitic 
and will be effWin in reducing those impacts (0 an insignificant Ic\'el­
MigralOl)' birds include both nesting birds (discussed in DR ) and those 
migratOl)' watu(o\\1 using the property during the winter non-nesting months. 
The measures discussed in DR 3, DR ST. and BR SP will be adequate in 
reducing the potentia.' short-term (Olls!.rucCion ph3se impacts 10 migrating birds 
10 an insignificant lent 

Mitigation Measure OR 6 has been (Qrtected to reOe(t this comment as (ollows: 
"Based on (oocdmation and consultation with approprh:e resource agencics,the 
mitigation measures for impacts 8R 3. BR ST. and 8R SP will reduce these 
potenlia' impacts to an insignificant le\'t1. No additiona' mitigation measures 
ace nectssal)'." 



Correspondence No. J (tontinued) 

I See rtsponse to (omment 2U. 
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«~t' ""'P"~ha.te1y 1 ~ ,.idl f:~ rtTuiU, t-.~ ... ~ X(\il,ltilialJ kc ~~ 
~:u:roc1lO.3 r...,ir., ~ EttMa! "_"Ute, &:Ih_!ir.)l~' LI • bdfci lIU ~ it II heW .. 
rtStM s~~4 ff~.«t t"\~ t.~ ¢«~." (Ne,. Dee. at ,.1.) A~~l WM (k..,.'>$e 
)..1l o...'taL-d so: ru:tlll: cllt:e ~7 b$el.c\ld JI'IeIl.$tJ ror 6e ~o rill'll1. ~ 

'acN ~u6-..">6 at W, 10.11.) Ak."-5Il" Wild 00cJt il!teno1t lei tie ~ ruuamkl, 
20 ~r~ ?r~aJJ O;.o$e lIu ~ btt • • ~~ \0 ~Ie W o .. oets.., L'-e sabsorftC't ",his. 
(Cl'CN Aps.!ktlk-a .It-1).) n\lS" \\'114 Gc-ose doesllOt Ir:~.., ~a.e lfolUiop, 
20 ~ 1IIIi:lt1a! b~lWS,. M ir~~ • .-a!! the ~ ollJl7 chlillll~"" .,11.'\51 it 
ar.d"1flt2\ e.Wl b cUhotd ri~ta of tJr Jr-.ellC ~ ,ran~ ~ L~ teni!icw.. U4.J 

I. E'$$k!l 01" Wt1l h4 Sit: 

. The L-i-oaJ p.\&s.e ol L'e l!O~"1 b ~nL')' &s!Ined ~ ... '("(¢mod&lt ~ 

t:ts~~Si-~~~~=~~~=d!r.b~~~~J;~~~:.J 
i:r.r).."1$ l$$¢Cia~4 -.'i1!\ lIlt1"a.'ldeJ t~Jcct ' .. I,J IOjIC'(:\-sde!lle ~11)t Jr".3d,,~ Jtis ~ 
rtUOlll~1e rQtWi4~« 6e Ci'UC Iop!e«a:tillbe CEQA .N'--o\~ ~ to<~.e tmro 
rro~ The Ca.'1 N:WIld G~ (1("1) sttks ~\'Il oCf1:t ~jei(.lrilW F-.ase is !lOt. 
N.<Is wOOer qQ ... r~ tt~'" 10 tn!ei'e ~ si,~~ til ~~~ I~I$ c.f i-.t fu~ 
&\~ rroje.tl 

h d-.el'\l'~a1~ c:llhe wruOvc-se l'rop..""\ L~ \Vel hS Sile .ilI~"lfist r:l 
l.S Itrt.I otlad bl ... ·i!I kehaleJ '&\"Irclir::nle!y S feet \0 !he kvd tldle W~!l''''''ttSS 
rod .. ..., ~~&d 117 lI'I ewtJl potr.roeW bcr.ll. The Ne,lth-e Decl~ bc~YU. fiLs 
10 6"~u t.~ s!z,e «t'>e WeIl Pili Sile r~ ~ S~:JUl1 rhUe.s c{ the ~ \\,ilIlhe fu!:y 
do:\e~ rro~ ~Iiirc .,. ... 1 f-.c tndrt U·~ ~~ net ~ ~1I1 "'P 10-' Well PlI~ $;te' \\il 
dill ec~ t-a=1l!$Q tie e:('-n~4 ... ..., .... he .. "1 e.. .. thtn bern! M«4 amied it? Will adClf-onaJ 
9;'tt1ar:d3 t>o lost as I ~ t>C &w!~, the a.s·1In Well I'd Si:d \\'1' (',e.-e ~ 13l>e 

- .jJid.. ..... ~ ~~"1 ~J f~ I Wf« 10 !be upa.r:«d We1 r.~ SNr:, ~ I:!lJIIPlNe 
}a:~ cUill E:I,'aU1 .. iI bt r~cl.red IJ t1eo'le If1e sile uJ ~ dle U1Ibc3 kim If:1CDJ 
u U·~ WeD Pad Sik! VI i1lN.s a~tioeaJ rill J::111lrUl"~ l>e lIltm fl'O!l1 ~ CO!¥ l"i~ed 
w\i...">!\S ~1I Wild ~ (lcb ~rtl' Will cWf Jocalioos l>e U1ffiz:ed foc Ihe (d!. aild Wlli 
Iht h .. ,« Well Pa~ Sift be IC~""« ~~~"Ne 10 1Iq~.rooo cI"odo, ~Je t..mu' 

~ Nela:M ~"'l:kl\'Qt.SI: Uo ~~ ... !JlIlMi:i¢oal SI.rlu r.ciMc$~,i be 
ItqNM roc !he project uroa u~ 'i\'il "'-er~ netd 1(0 tt aMiliCl.1tJ ~ L",s 
conOOo:>o In1'.ThltCf ~ \lilli, 11 K'. how mU1 and .+~ .tze' 

,. Tht RcmNt ~ilC ~ 

WiloJ o..,-~ lu o..~nM l.Q ~"1II.1 five·a:rt parcel (0( lilt R~:ae Sill: F.:il:y. 
The iI".kiaJ ph.ue oC1bO rro~ prc~ (or die RemoCe Site Facilif)' 10 CX<."Vpy ~ ol"~ fivo 
lCItS. widI ~ n=d~ N1) lettS 10 lct ... buffa. Hcn'o'tt. I:poD kD de~kp!Dt1C of !he 
1W3c--"t \1Ie ReIOOIe Site flOliry .. i:I be ~..,"10& 1he tw~lere bclr«. The luiOal 
Sbd, and Nectlive DecllBlion,. bo_~. MIO .~ \be. ~"'~ ~ 1J.$Cdale4 
. "",,, a fr.~..:te Rt:I!»:t Sire PacCity. The, abo Ccllo ~ w?lcC>et. ur<n 11:11 
4b-dopmt of,. t.~ 'Wil be • ~1Ur kff« Iro<cllbe P.ta:ole f~1t)' s.~ 

J 
See response to (Qmmen12U. 

K 
See response fo (QmmenI2U. 



Cotrfspondfnce No. J (continued) 

l See response to comment 2U. 

The commtoler asserts: (t) that the Proj«t is not finandaUy and «ooomkally 
M ,·jable \\ ithout future ~xp.msioo. and (2) thai L'l(CeaseJ state-\\ ide natura' gas 

demand will require that the proj((t be ~xpa.rldeJ. The tommenler then arglJ(S thai 
fa< Hit)' expansion is "reaso/llbly foreseeable" bastd on these pcojedions. 

The Commission has dtcided in its 1993 Storage Decision (93-0}-OU) not 10 
lest gas storage projects for need if the risk of unused capacity resides with the 
pcojecl spOnsors and their customers. CooHlSely, the Applicant for the Wild 
Goose project also bears the respOnsibility for the financial \'iabilily of the scale 
of the proposed project since there is no assurance thai an expanded project 
would be appro\·ed. The relatively short-teim predi(lion of gas slorage needs 
by WOSI is made in the (oolnt thaI WGSI would be the first independenl gas 
storage provider in California. See responses to comments 2 U and 2 W. 

As 10 \\hethee increased slate-wide natural gas demand wi\) rtquire expansion of 
the Proj((t at some future dare. the tommenter fails (0 make a logkal coon«tion_ 
first. Ole commenter relies on a single-point for«ast oul of a document whkh 
supplies at least three SIKh forecasts (/995 Narmal GtU Oullool). lbe California 
Energy Commission has prO\ided a range ot foretasts (0 reflecl the grtat 
uncertain~ about future natural gM demand. Second, e\'en if Slate-wide demand 
Wtre (0 inuease, the Projed need not be o.pande-d 10 acc«nmooate the increased 
ckmand--lhe higher demand may simply lead (0 higher prkes for the t~isting 
Project strvKes, thus increasing its fmandal Viability. Other facilities may be 
(oostrucrtd or expanded instead, SIKh as interstate pipelines or other storage (0 

meet the increased demand. To assume that a relatiHly minor facilit)' such as 
Wild Goose win be expanded to accommodate an uncertain growth in demand is 
highly speculati\"e_ Such analysis would require a targe-scale systems or 
programmatic analysis well btyood the scope of this CEQA re,,·jew. 



CorCfspondence No. J (continued) 
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N Set response to (QmmC'nt 2U. 



Corrf5pondenct No. J (continued) 

o 

p 

Q 

R 

The proponenl pupated 3 detailed altemath'es analysis in Section 11 of Ille 
PEA. induding allemati\'( sites f(lr Ibe \\'ell Pad and Remote Facility. 
Altematin routes of tbe natural gas pipelines were also outlined and t\'aluated, 
nle resull of the atte-math'es analysis was tbat tile propOstd proj«l sites and 
routes represent the best altemath'e for minimizing potential irnp3cts to Ille 
environment and to sensith'e receptors in Ihe area oftbe project. 

Under CEQA. ahemath'es are de\'Cloped and analyzed tllat could a\'oid or 
lessen significant impacts. Where significant impacts are mitigated to a less 
than significant le\'el. attematiw$ are not required. The project. as mitigated. 
will nol result in significant tn, .. ironmenta) impacts, Therefore. a rusonab1e 
range of altemali\'Cs is not required, 

The Ntgalh't Declaration tllS been revised 10 re nect this comment, See Proj«t 
De-saiptioo. Construction Require-mtnlS, 

See response Ii) comments 2AR and 3M. 

The discharge of hydrostatic test water will be strictly monitored by tbe 
RWQCB. and if discharge of water occurs that does not mtel tile RWQC8 
standards. then tbe RWQCD requires shutting do\\n Ibe system until the 
problem has been resoh'ed. and mote frequenl monitOring 10 verify compliance, 
The sampling metMdolQgy and anal)1kat parameters will be sel by the 
RWQCB. and will be sl~ndard melMdologies appropriate to (},is typt of 
discharge. This regulatory o\'ersigbt will adequately mitigate the concern. 



Cotrtspondrnte No. J (concluded) 
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. 
During spcing fieM plep.llalion, pipeline cooi<k't Ships in rite fieMs shall be 
dried out with temporary (hed~s (dams) to prevent giant garter soakes from 
using thtm during tooslruttioo. The dt«ks will be remoHd befO!e OctOOcr I 
to ptcwnt usage M winter hibemacula by the snakes. Mitig<1lion Measure B-iO 
has been modified by adding -a qualified wildlitt biologist with approprhte 
CDrO and USFWS scie-nlifie penn its shalt monitor the femo\'at oftht checks 10 
ensure that no NMhweslcm pond turtles or Giant garter snlkes are laktn or 
trapped". 

AnyadditiMat sourcts of air emissioos will be placed under the same mutiny 
and will be evaluated through the same proCess as the sources outVned in the 
PEA. namely. through a \'(1)' stringent permitting process. intruding BACT 
anat)'sis. If the onrall facilit)· emissions excted BACT thresholds t>c offset 
thre~hotds.lhen BCAQMD must require emission reductions at thallimc. 
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tat10rnlalVJle V'.I'Ue$ C<lnvrl$sl:x\ 
SO$ Van Ness AIltO<.i' 
Sa!!. rr~:t(o. C,UQtnla 9410l-3m 

o.partm~\ of COl\Seno".tJOn 

THE RESOURCES AGENe'" 

Offlet of Gov.rtlll'ltntal and Envlreonmtntal Rtl.llol\$ 

Neg~~'o"t Oe-cbr.r~'\ lot fM \Wd ~ On Slora~ Prcjed. 
SCH "10nC90 . 

The ~ntO( (;o,r-.$Ir."3:}on'$ {O~pa.n,t~ OUslon 0( OIl, Cn. a..~ ~a! 
R'$¢!SUI (OMaJc.t\)~'!he t!nTLI'I9. OJ>erl'lor\ MaWtti,~ al'ld .bVldo<-.meot 0( 01. 
gas, end ~ertnlll wels i\ fle tt.!e. ~ Oepartrneol l'Iat r.~""'" the N~ Oodara~ 
'of the prc:»ost1 SJC'Oied aM luf;Im'ls tho foIow\-Ig t«M'Ienls for toot ~tIor\. 

A ~ I:oy It>t or.otslon or 01,0." and Gt-of"'erml!l Re~~ \liM WQrM dlspcM t;f 1M Out &. kl:d OirJ9rapb •• r, s!aled R13t l'fO<k¢9d WSsle y"a!tt ~ h lrvc:l." by. hall« 

r.-a:ef at.., awo,<ed ~1C'o'\ weI. To t1arilt.1he 0Ms1ot\ bsves pertrl..s I¢t ~ 'Nth, ' 
H~h'tr, ()j\'lsioo .'.A~ dotS not er.e.'\d 10 ~o1ers oIl.1'>'l'fi~e-t. The ltWos><-talt ~~ 

8 

r .... JlOCk't foe VIe hauler fo'QI.M ~ Che eanfofnla H'9'!waJ Pa'rol . 

p,,"~ $. 2Qd paragra)b. ll".e last lente~ ()f fie ~ragt8;11 s~jt~. h part. fla' .... ~p¢$., .... t, Wi! bt dnW wnsIderaNr bolow iI. k>eaI g.-~tet ta~. The Oepam:tnl 'ugg~s 
!hat (~M rt"o6te '~l.1O ttale that lhe di,~ar fl'el wi b6 ~ c:ot\$ldtrtNj below 
U\e bU6 of fresh walef. I::IMslon .~owr or an t1}e~ 'WeI \It) ~ ., ~ hi h 
~&d _let I'NJ$t fIO\ ~ ~~d r.lo aI\ to(ui.'or «If1t.~ fewer ~ to,ooo ~ A. ~ 
diuot.-e $¢Ids, The Oepa~ oo!n that L~rlOn MuslJfu WA.) and WAS '~IIef)' 
aiSd<tU Ws blue. 

IN! beparWeni ~t-clal" L~e ~lt IQ (¢m"enl ()I\ ~ H~eVve D.cill<atioo. If 
you have anyqoes!1otl':~a$' co.-.lact tIob Reid.t N Ofwttb'l d"lSlli offioe h ~~. 
T~ addren b eol K $n.1. 2¢th fbor. MS ~21. SlICnMent6. (;A 9$& 1(-).530; pMn& 
(916",22·1t10, III ca~ h of ~ .ss15ta~. ooN.ct roe It (91S ,U$-.$l)), 

(c: 80b Reld, OMsoo 01 OJ. Gu. end Geo!he(ll"ol Rucu·u •• S~(llo ,,-9. S1.!tt\ef. o:...rs:on otOi!. Gas, Md Gt«~1"MaI Rtse-Jr~t. Sacrtr\'1~lIto 

A The Negath'e D~(bratioo h3S been rt\'ised to ren~(1 this comment. See Pcoj«l 
Description, Fietd Orerations. 

8 The Negath'e lRdaration bas t:>een re\'ised (0 rdleci this comment. See Pcoj«( 
Description, Field Orerati6ns. 
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\ ....... '-<1'0"'"" .... ~~ ... .,t....--
" "oUID'.l;:llO~' .... .,.,."".., ... e,....,... I..', .... 

The DiS1rlct Itu tC.~",ed ,.~ ~~ I1w ..... ~ f« t.'e Wid Goose Ge. S!or.!t PrC;td '1',J 
~b:MI the ~ .... tonn:tflU 

A C' T.N~ 2. }.!tiptloa Mcn.~ ht«d."t tot M Q\Wi1)'. M'itir:. ~ A-I,. A·'. A-IOar.d 
A-II cflSWSS ~ •• tioos to rir.j~t trnisiklr.J &Otl111oU\tr." HSdtJ .. ..., «-nstt\K~ 
t'{..iplllCnl. nc Di.!Oct rtw."!Ul:ud. ¥npk~ t1-..e$C ci';~ f1c"'~\(I". th«t u ..... 
.. JtjiIL~J .. '" not 1)te4 (If c!l$C\l~ ill W bil7a1 Study Ail QoJ.1ity $ecW-'\. ~~ l'helt 
rjtj,,:io:u ~ 'pslied to 1.~ proro~ prci~' 

B f2. u. toIt~iaJ lit ~ ... a!~1 n~ctJ t.5~&!C'4 .. ith ~e ",~~std prOjert a'\ W rcici.'tlUed tJ l _ ir>e¢rporl!i.~,." Ilt mitii100c 1E:~~U!(f .. 1iJt~ ill T~I( 2 - M ~~fJ ~t\-tioo.. 

~ o;~rkt lfpcC$llCS Ik ~~rj'tl 10 (OC'.mcrI 00 tlc MK l1triitiu C~,*" 
recitet tc>{e",s..1(yOU t:h~ "'1 qo.;t)~~ .. pf~)t t«hct me It U 1-1112. 

S:'''Xcaf,. " 

/.;;:1~'ltJ. A'1~ 
·GdWili!."'~ 

Air Q..aTlfy P1LVlU 

A lhtse measures have been added to the Initial Study for completeness. 

B We concur with iliis cOOlmenl. 
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COMML"fl"S OF 
WILD COOSE STORAGE [NC. 

A.~OSOS' 

os FRO pos ro h'EGA11V& DECUJt.ATION 

I, k(()(d ,&;!h the pc~IItt' Sft foJM i.I ~ Ma:~b 11, 1m NOO..-c ()( 

... ..w-tUooo. \Wd Goose SlOc3,e IIIC. ('WGSI') SII~mits tlIe (oUo.in, (QlIlllltNJ GO t.'Ie 

~Joth-e Dccla ... tioA lu\Jfrl bJ L\t CQl'!!IItuiOQ "-1\llI~' to die \Yi)4 Coose SlOnJe Prt;ect. 

The CO:Y1mission', ~~ of ""e Ntplht Dcclanlioa and the ~.,pn, ,.tria) Stud, 

IJII.')zir'-I W pcojec\ a..-.J itt ~CI' .. 5&l thlfQl\i-\t .. W tffect IIu enabled llte ~bsiotl 10 

dclCIll'.i1\t '!h:at the ~ ptqt(\ "",U I!Oll!ne 1111 sl,cltlCll\l eIT«ls M CIt tllruQflll1C!l( 

"-il.~ L\t impltrnttlUtio. .. of ~tNj~ miti,llioG I!I¢&lCrtJ.· WGSllppll~ dc COOIajui«t's 

(Vl<fi.'"I&I. WGSI NS t~>caw sr,,..i6c2l"",t rtSWr(cs lQ<;!o,-"ds th IU'..tn:ICC ~\1~ ,,'Ie proje.ct ... ill 
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Correspondence No.6 (Continued) 

L 
[ 

r 

., {u.s -roc up:"'''4 IittJ art k~ to toe C('Clt."1Cd ao wttll..~11O oI1xt ~&/Idf lou at \lie 

Wei hi Sile.· WI -aud ~e dcr..o:u \lie ra..-t rut 'WOSI-illlC1f,d, ClocScltik II) c«~'tri 

IlrW!\ed Cl~ 011&114 iCl10 ~"o!I. 

$«Qnd. OIl F'~ 10, dle bsl lilt or ~~ S ~4 be modified to lUi one 
It)'eol ~ 1mb ~il be Jo,;i.~ I\tU die «'f\1~. h.ldin&.· nil dlance Int:!'tl, ~b 

L,\~' od$sico e-f ~ lut ~ 0( ~ Ieft~ 

'I'bW, Oft. p~ t ot Tlbfe 2,. 'Ioi" mpltt ., ~ ).(euuR M. II, WGSI 

Iw ~1 m~oUl-.ed dial c.e b/lJUCt req~~ ,,'-t '[i~~ ,\ants IPI chmeia 

lde:llifiod ~ ~ Jl!rYq sfIaI be detttl ~ W ~ cMJta~· Is ovtrll 

~, GM:iI ,,'e trW ~ 0( ~ b Ihe llt:a, ~ ~J.lre4,mec1ioc 01 UdI ar..d 

htl)' (ICt ~Id be SIfO.~:t;,.t. UIiJ. WGSI .. ~ lIIal til, r.. ... ...,. ~Id {Ie oo.ruierJ 

~ \NllM ~\oI' .. :O.i!4 be '~\c4 dvril-" ~ .but ~k.· 

f(".:ro, OIl pitt II or r.t-'te l, 1It,1&sl sectcnc;-e 0( MidpOOa tdeulae It st.odd 

~ ·DoJrl .... toOcDld ~!Sorl .. die J.emole ~"li!J Ske 'rill be I!I()rIilOftd ~1 cu. (ut, L"Id 

"N:iG~ ~ .SdI aU l:Mtnl1ktll shut do". lht lacililll1 UlIusull concftdon.s'arc 

~e.."W.' nJs ~lwI&t Is ,,~ II) correct L'\ em>I\tQoI OOIilsioo of lJie last p&I1 of the 

Fit" ... OQ ~e n. IN «,11 ",n panJrapl\, llIe bn,a1,Ct ,,\:oM tw: IOOdirled l" 

or*llQ r-* C!W lP:.ll'''~1t are ~1 "Yet res!&:n..~ tritht1 0fIe-bl1 tnlJe ollhe rrorosed 

f«1ec:l tXifttie" The l'.J.l~d k1l'ruiden..'elI lIt! .• ~ ~!taI( lIIile 01 ~ ~ ar.J 

ahetl!Ui ... e P'o;ect rlciti~~s. 

Sh6. t.'It I~ to It,e f.nl q~~ ()i\ Nt 6) br-~it.1bl1 P'le(I(IlolOCical 

r>t~ 1«1Irtk\ .. , ,""in ~ru ~!io!\, ..... GSI tJb!l'.lI' If:lt t-eu\de t1',e lrtllu wrt 10 .. 

A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

The negathe Dedaratioo has been revised to rencct, this 
(Qrnmtnl. See pase 7. 

The Ntgath'c (h"(brati6n has been re\'istd to reOed this 
comment. See page 10, 

Mitigation Measure DR 1a has bun revised to reflecl more 
s~dficaU)' (rom in(onnaJ consultation with corG, 

TaMe 2 has been re"ised to reneet this comment See Table i. 
page 18. 

The (nilia' Study has been revised 10 renect this comment 
See page 2S. 

Ihe Initial Study has been re"ised to reneel this comment. 
See Section XIV(a). 
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COtrtspond(n(~ No.6 (Continutd) 

b.\L'.IU I ~fG'itl of tu Ir.~~"t to ~ El hlo NL\;1'1! au c<.'. n~ proptllrt ck1z1, 

')J!Ul tJ.~.,ct to II(!( K~"e l (vlrnte ~rlU&<l \lr.&.r 5ec(jOll.JOOl olN PIJW~ 

O:ilitl C«e. \\'GSI ~ll t'le ~s.~b\l eil'tl\lf,'t'I)' rrQl:~:n roc ~ ItS 

st<Jnlt prao.i4eft ,\kl " .. 110 ~I Q( 1H.s CI".tI:O<;I ~ ~Ie l.~ ~ ~ r<~:J<W.t 

'WGSI ).u \!~ b.~&J2&t ,)ic\ 'Aw1.J darltj' Itt l'C.Ipoo,roniliu .. i:i ."'tCu:l 51) I 

u .. ric>.n"~~ t>f b~~ .. tr~ etlSON:, Otlt lYle ~N.t¢ re&utalCQ' l."Id ~\tr~ 

G Ic.'.(W ~A6 bh r'~t. nit ftc?-~ ~if'tUOOo1 ~~ rr¥,~ ~< T~ se:>:enct of ~ rllll 

tv.'I ran&~ C'Q Plie U of (~e Ntptht .. Dcct&n1iQa; 

1f WGsr teeb b upW is hcru~ h~ f\lIisdictioNJ .~"I4s 
'&~ ti6 tt)oto5 \.~ pb)'lbJ ~1Idaric1 01 f.. ~jea .1 
~w ill the PEA,'~: (I) Il00'1 &h4Cotlwniuioo bl ktlU. 
Ir.da.r .... lIfit.h ~ 606:t • fu!I ~ 0( \lit !!Copt cllfle 
~'IOtd u;paru..~; (1) etIM"" ~ t>e &ei'tl Dhision ~ar6i1!& 
~ a~~ ~ cof ell\'votlll!O'lbJ 1Nt .. b be prl~; 
L"Id (1) ~ L'l.J MIlas ~t'td b, N ~IOC c.f CIt ~trJl 
1>:\11.:"". nt ~ romes Ole dVot 10 rtqwe wi, 111 
lh! ci~.«J 6eIcriI>cd Ibovt. wGS. tile &1\ tpplica!ioa b 
lr!let1od ks CfCt.l,II¢~'cr. WO$I', Cf'CN a!salJ 1:« ~ ~ 
Iof \ht p:tpw; of ~drecin& aon-tcrlroamtnQJ issues. y.1\h 
(tid b c:W..~ts« t.qQAJionl of WOS)·. hcililit1 'Wi:hia 
!he p!J)~ ~uic:s of t!lc utsd~, pcojec1 u ~n'W ia CIt 
PEA. Q( ao expatld i1!b~ •• tid &rC IIOtju~ ~tu.ds, 
f:tJI WG!I '&-\It ~ Mjo:l b ~ tw!iaOfe ptr!lllrtinc L"d 
~,i.~ re("ctIllColI oUocaJ. S1Jte and r~ectl II .. , and to 
aw:iu ~ S«ll", l~,4r::«t d iu Ci"CN 'Ail) be nquj~. 

Uls tar·l.a,t IU~:U ", .. I!!=e COlT~."lsJi'<x ~r,~r ... iu ltdOCiry .-rl\ re~ 10 tcv;rQr.CltIi·~ 

coop'1~t k'C tIl p.roject tltl-"*aJ .. i:IU itt }lIrlwk:6 .. -.a. 

G 
Ste the E'm'ir6nmenlal Defennination at the conclusion (If the Negath'e 
D«Jaration for a moJifkati~ Qfthe senteon quoted here by the 
Applicant. The alternate language drafted by the Applicant in this 
(omment was nOt found 10 t>C' 3cceptabk 
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NepIht Decl1nIiol \Ie .mr~. ~ ~ b ~. 
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Sel.cd Sfdlon III. "Comments on En\'ironmenCallssuu" e 
from Comments 0/ Wild Goose Storage, Int., on Proposed Decision 

Correspondeilce No. I, Attachment 8 

lli. 

COMMINTS ON D'i\'IRONMF.VT AL ISsUES 

A. ~ Nee-the DtdwatIoa A~ '1 nt I'D C~ 
Cooda&s T'II.d All ProJect hIf-ts Oa 11tt Ee~ C­
Be Midc.W T. A Lnt! Of 1asIpIfIcaa«. 

WGSI lias tardIIU, ~ \he PO aiId the aftad1c15 NepllYe DecWaDoa upoa 

-hidllJIt CUlificale Ls ~. 1M WGSf m.'a,I,1\Jpp;xts die Neplive ~ lI50pIEd bl 

dIt PD. putkWarlJ its COI'dtJ.5ioft dW UlI polerIliaJ ~ impkts CIA be mrtipled Ie) a level 

A of insi,rlflar.ce lit manl oI.lP1t .u!i&alioa meuu~ set rorlt iIllhe N~alh'e OcclU'atioo 1M 

itJ ll!x)unenlj. WGSI abo concurs III the tqalivtDcclantioa's polal bl poW: rtbutta! 10 !.he 

(»mmenU raised bllhe ~oseville l..W Dcvdopmml Anocialioo (Roseville) &nd 00\(1 pam" 

ill COIlI'oCItQoo. .itfllht tlqllivt 00clan.00IL. All ("CU;)Nble tcaunet'!S ha\'c b«n accommodated 

bl chan,eI ill !he Netlll ~ Dcdantion., and all odIcr com menU, ~11hose of Rorville, 

.1\kh m ~ k) deb, the ls.suance of. ccrificale., WOSI. ha\'e beet ttrtc6vdy ~ 

bl a..refuI txpbftalioa I1Id ci~ Ie) !he Propooenl's 12l\iroftmeouJ A.uessmenI and !lie rewed. 

B. 11tt I'D sltould Be MecIlned T. Ctarit, CffbJa MitlpIJo.a 
~1ea5urr$., 

Wlllie WGSI suppocU!he pO and !he Ntp!i~ ~tion. 11 ~ abovt, 

B dIert art • limill'd ,ullnber 01 minoc chan&es ill lhe rnitiplioQ IneaSUlU Ukh will tMan6e die 

~\'tfItSt oflhe aOOpctd Mitiplica aM MonilOrir., Pbtt (W.!P). WaSf olrul Ihese 

~ modi.Iialions to !he MMP and l!Ie Pi) 11 part ollhe erfurt it haS ~00ertab:n ~ tlte 

~ ollhil project 10 cSnnoo wall: ,ra! seuitiYiIJ Io..-arcl en>-lroomental hSUtt. and Ie) 00 

II 

A Comment nQted. 
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Correspondence No. I, AUachmenl B (continued) 

C"t'tt)'1hinclA i~ ~ Ie) conslruct", oren~ the WOS! stonct ~ed is 1II en~l 

responsible 1nII\nef. 

~ JnOdi~'1o \!Ie MNP 1te. 1« die most part. mud1 reNkment.I of 

Ihe D'li6C11iol\ tcqlli.rtlnenb, cnJ'\.ed 10 pvvide ,ret.!.« ctanry U Ie) WGSt', obliC100tu an4 

mponsi'bili'ks loe ri6p600~. AI eacfl oflJlete ~ ·<lwllet datifltt. 

eMItICes CI rd.'Iloctu WGSI'. ~ b pmoeat Jianificant i~ 0II1he e.Mrocmcnt. 

WGSI asks Ihe CocrunissioQ 10 adopt t:d aM ~ one oIlhete ~ cnodi~ 

(I) Nolsc 

WGSI, ill ~ Yoilh lhe tfld.Valk, 81Ii1cfU'l, aIId ~ 

TndcJ COUtICiI. ptl)~ aM Pirefit1til UI!.ioo. Local n., I.I'Id l1\1mbcn and S~finft1 

Uruon, l«:aI ]..11 ~ "die Unklns",. m:om.'llCf'lds lhaIlhe lint .m~ of Mitiptioa 

Measure NO la III the Necative Dcdantioa be miJOd Ie) ,laIC as loVo_l: 

• RdeaJe \'1lvet 1M b~ at Ihe Remote f~ $ilC ....ut be 
m.1011o the Rlicl vent at \l'Ie taci1itr, -.iUdI wi!! be ~fted 10 
produoe I IN.timlll!l oilS 6' al die ~ line 1I a.~J roUl is 
lime 6witI& I b~ CYnIl. • 

rus clwl&e .;]I duifJ IN! the ftOOe sbnd&rd lppliet continuouslJ ... "HI b I!OC IJI lvente dail, 

standard. 

(1) SettslIITt Species 

A,aa In ()O(ljllnctioG .id\ !be VniooJ. WGS. Wo m»cnmer.h wllPlt 

foDo1rritlC mitiption measure be ad6oc! 10 !fie Neca.tive Dcclan6od. 

"The ~ ~ Miti&;alioa &tid M~torittC P\d 
('BRMMP') WlI be submiUed 10 &he California ~ of 
fish and Game (COFG') lot ~iew arocI ~ u part of !he 
SectioG 2091 coasWurioa procuI. r f CDFO finds WI a&fitiotW 
or modified mitip60d InWIJI'eS are IlCICC$:SUJ 10 mio:i,lte speciet 

10 , 

B The Inilial Study has bten (e\isM to reOe(t this comment See re,·ised 
S«lion 10, Miliga.lion Measure NO la. 1l1e re\·ision rtf1ects informatioo 
pto\idCd in the discussion on noist in the Inilial Study, and in the August 
1996 Proponent's En\'itonmenlal Assessment, S«lion II. Noise. 

C The Negati\"e Declaration and the Initial Study contain \·ariollS fefutnctsto 
the ntN tor CQIDptction of cnd3i'lgertd sptdh consultation with the 
California Department of fish and Game ("2090 (onsuftation") and 
(ompti3lKt with those permit requirements. for a&kd (Iarily. a sla!tmenl 
has betn added to Pennit Requirements. page ND-t9. that anticip3tts 
addition a' or modified mitigation rnta.sur~s by responsible 3g~n<itS. 
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Co.spondCnCt No, I, AUarhmfnl B (continued) 

(mractJ 10 ir:i,~~, all soc\ mili,atko ~. shIl toe 
im";emtn~ aI'Id ~ .ilA 'J \\~Ud G:-.osc.. 0 

Thit mi6p&d Ine"me .ill ~J1Irt WI artJ aMiliooaJ ~mt1l1J r~ lI(\."UUi) III corn 

.ilI toe t~ Iolo ""GSrl MMP. 

(J) I'h.et 5p«ks 

III oob.lOcWlfy tlIt rroc~ 10 ~ terlsilivc ptanI spe..~ .. al Ihe 

project si~, WGSI and !he Ucion.I tttomrnc-.4 die rouo.;.", Jancuace to rnodifJ Miti,alioa 

M~ 81t It. WGSI btlicm dlis alltml!e h.~,1I.ltt is (OCSisbt 911'-. !be in!£nl of Ihe 

bn'ua&t ~ bJ ('ncfJ,. OL\ision. t>-JI f'fO'oi&.s aMiOONJ detail 10 n..11\ ~ a!!ro'..a!he 

kdv\~JeS 10 toe .sed 10 rcesbWs1 ccrt&lz\ ptu.t ~ in I!-'.e \¥W'tJ of It~ WGSI tilt. 

'eek« Il"~t of tht J't'Oject ((lI'IJ!rV(1ioo! 1ft ~ JIa1:ottat 
lreU, • 1locis!lalI,-limecS SW"<tJ (0( ~ ~ ('( c.tifooUl 
IIibiJCV.t -'!lIlA !he ~ impd II:)I'It !iNII be ~ b1 • 
qualified ~ Sot ~k 4 ol8RMMP, pee 1), (or 1ocatiocs 
10 be ~ a.n4 ~ survey )t."oeduk lndi"t"5d"..) 
ptws ~ dusttta ~ duriII& die MYCJ shan be dead1 
IIW'~ a.n4 ~ duM, ~ "'ben: indinduaJ 
pWtu Cannot be ~1 avoided, fie plants, 1J'd!0( ~ (abl, 
..-it,\ • sUfficient llOO\ItIl 0( klVSoiJlo tnsurt suOcnsM m-qeb-
6oa) shall be ~ IIId re-pIan~ '" !he same Iocalioa tfIet 
COCI~ is compk!td, U it b ~ feasible 10 K-~ illJIt 
same Iocaricft. !he pbn~ L-.&'O( ~ sbaII be InlIlp!ank:d b. 
neml Iocalion(s) wid! s~~1t bbital. U it it DOt pouibt.e 10 
saMet pbnt IiWaUl froar, lilt plants 10 be tt81Q\'ed, dIca J'hnt 
1n&laUI. foe- rewceb.6oQ ,.'WI be ~ from !he oeu-est 
pouibk Iocarioa 10 !!Ie imp;1llCS U'eU. The pro;e:t NIl GOt 
rcsoIt ill a lid IoJ1 0( ('Ufonlt hi'bix-.i.a pUnu DO( loCtU&e 
OO'wercd b1110e pbnlJ.· 

(41 Huatds 

. 
on,irWl1 \ncJ00cd iJ; tile Nep!ive Dectantioli 10 niude • re<{ui."t:menI fot w WGSI FIn 

11 

D The Initial Study tllS Nen re\isN to rdl«l this cOOlrnenl, \\ ilh 
modification to pco!«t surrounding plant (OOln1unities fr(\ffi significant 
d3mag~ due to tlafW'st of plant malerial. See rnised Section VII, 
Mitigation Measure BR lao 

E The Initial Study tlas been re\'ised II) reflect tllis (\."\mmenl. Sec- (e\ ised 
Stc(ion IX, Mitigalk.'){l Measure IIA la. WGSll1as indicated thallhe fire 
Proleclion Pla!l "as SUNnilled to the Butte County fire Department 00 May 
26. 1997. 
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Correspondence No. I, AUachmtnt B (tontinutd) 

tmer'~1 ~ rU-'l$. WGSI illlen&d Ihe rue ~6on Pbro to mWmiu fire 

potenlW ~ C«IStnIct:lon. VId for Ole DOT an.5 cpuc·~-ed ~t1KJ ~tspOQsc fWl 

to perfom \!Ie SL'!lt ~ a&l cpcntionJ~. WGSI rttOrnmeMs "'-allllc k&-to-tn, 

bn,1Ialt be ~ as llftinoc 1IlO&tic:a!i¢ft «rniti,aticoo. IfteUW't HA II to (Wit, .. hlcl\ pWlJ 

aw'J durlnt .. lUcll ~ of t!It pctljed 

"l1!e ~ ril incorponle Into !he (()aSlNctioG bi4 re­
Ii~ts lot ~ .;~ local an& ltat.e fue ~ 
u.ptalions. Tbt FiT( Prtven60n Plan Wllndlk pn"tnbli-'t 
mn.sures. tnWn,. and r~ (catrd and ~ ~u~ 
AM>lioruJ &wls dille fire Prc .. UlIioll. ~ lit ",-o\idcd '"' 
sec60a U.6 0( tilt FEA. Tht FU't Prcvtn6..~ PW\ IDUst be rt­
\itwed l:>d l~ l>,1oc&1 "' ~\t; M o..'fiCiaIS. A«~f 
d ~ rV'e Prtvtnlio!l l'1&A 10, loW and s\ale frt o((tcills is 
(00 si&ted 10 be Mcqua!e to demoostnt.e \)La.~ ('()t\5tNction impacts 
Juve beaI mitiCabJ ., ~~. 

'l1!e A~l WI pnp&1't and Implement u ~1iJ'I, L"" 
)."i!l~ PhIl, l DamI.&t Pm~ Plan, and &1\ ~enq 

_ ~ I'I~ as requimS \J ~ (CIScnl DqIarWcnl of Tl2nJ· 
pol1:Iliod (001) ltId die CPUC C<l'ottIl Ordn' W-E (Serooo. In • 

. 61S) priof )0 ~ 0( die project. The tacilit} ... ilI no( tit 
aIlond 10 opeme un!c:s3 !he Emt-r&erq ~te Fba\ is ~ 
~ aM ~ blloC1l aDd abte firt <.'fficbls. At· 
~ of IhC Emcqcrl';lltesporue I'Wl "J Jc:W atICS S1ale fin 
officWs h 00ft~ .&quate 10 de~1e L1!JI openlioNJ inl­
pacu haYe bert!. .ulipttd 10 insir<"'--.~. Ealmthe fire de­
~ tqulpmmt will be iAsblled l! t.. (\ Ihe Well hd Silt; VId 
!he JWnole F~ Silt. The M eoatrol II!dInoq, ~ II 
il:trublt "' 1nk:rs1ate rWunl pi ~ stationl, .lk .. 
openli c:on lin 1XIWI,1l hip J'ftSSUl'd. w\II ~ ~ lIlhe haTit}. 
l1!e projecc .. in "tilize provt1I industr)' ~'II!oloJJ to( monilOlin, 
~ safe(} of ~ 1U,t. pR$SUl't syskms. and (Of dc:alinJ "il\ 
-..'QOt <sse <:OtItirt&encies as wr QCXVI. DvritIa DOnN! openDons. 
the Rcmote FacilitJ Sillt wiIl be monilOfCd 1>1 ,u. M. and l'i/n. 
600 senton .",tUClI ."..Jl a~ iIfl<Jt dcn-1II the hcilir-t if 
1/!lU3tQJ cooditions L"t ~.' 

u 
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col.pondentt No. It AUathmrnt R (concluded) 

b «4« .., pm'ttIt ((Iafll.sioa aOOoA Yo·hk\ p!u sIIoould aWl dw\n& 

((I(IstNt600, IJ'IC! 10 avm !be pow"bility lhall!w: ~ I!lOdificalioo ollllJip6.."II!o meuw-c II), 

la ~ ~ a 6etal ia l~ ('«Ij«t ill. otob 10 l« ~ si,ll(\/l O!I corentiona! 

Pf«(dures pOor 10 !he ~t of COOSlIvction, WGSl ~ \I!'~ Ihe Cool!nis-sKln 

10 a&Jrt the mUed lI",itiCalioG me&SU.-e IV. fa let (ooJI above. 

($) Ea~ Rem. of Fm.rt WGSI FJrpudoe 

FlIUlIy, WGSI, " ~ Yo'itlllhC UnbIs, ~ dlat «rUin. 

specific lancuaae CConb.incd lI\ the Ne'lli~ Dccl.antioa II JIaIe ND-ll be induded iA a.t\ 

O:*rin, Pliltrapb oll!le Decision ill lJIj, use, 10 darlfJ WOSt's cN:,IDoa 10 Wlsull Yoi'" 

Ihe C()(tIaUssioa ill. l\e event wt ll\ txpaMiod of the WGSt ~ is (()Il.~mrb!cd. Such a 

(:()I\S\!T!3tio1r. is die fIlO1llf'rCO(rille wallo ensure !Nt !he tomICt t]pt of C!I~taI micw 

Is pcrlo:xmed and shoIM be a IpCcific reqirlrtlUC2!t oflhe Commimoa', Orcset, nlhtt tN." 

merell part of die lut d!he Ntp!iYe Dect.an6otl. WGSI reoooauneOOs Iht indus!<!..'l of lilt 

(oUolloin, ~lionaJ 0rderiIl, Pan,n~ • .,.hlcII is bha cf~l (KQ;he ~Itht Dedanti..">tI. 

'II y,'iJd (;oo,e teeb 10 UpaM or roo.fifJ its physical b..--\h6es 10 
!he tdmt d'I.lI ~ wvvaJ. 111 a puNic aceocy is 
requWd, it sND oooJU1 • .-ilh Iht Cotrunissioa, to Nt 1he 
CommIssioa IN 1 truurt lhat the Ipprt"pria~ trwl"OllrncntJl 
analy1U ollhe impacts of Wild Ooosc' ~ ~ 1N.1 be 
rafonncd.· 

II is ~.t ~ the C.ommissioo 10 <:artIllUJ ~ L'Id adort the 

clwlces 10 the Nr:catiYe Dcdanllioo. IJId ~ tisIcd~. Adop!ion of W:te ~.&d 

dwI,~ WI boda cWify die tmironmetlta! standards Jil'licabIe 10 !lie prcSect and rt'doce the 

t1UmI:oet of parties iA opposilion 10 IfIe issuance 01 WGSl"s catificale. Srt!he COI!Unttlts ()Q t¥ 
J 

~ decision tikd 111 !he Ullioo!. 

u 

F This \\ ill be aJdc.:ossN in the Commission I>«ision. 



Cornspondence No.2, AUatbmtnt B 

BtfOtu: THE PUSlIC UTlUTIU COM~tlSSIO~ 
or THE STAT£ OFC'."UFOR. ... IA 

AW'ct:io& of waD GOOSE 
STO!V.GE INC. t« a Ctltif.ca!t 
or Pu~1i~ (o:z\tciencu~ 
Neceuity 10 (()IIstNct 
racilitit. foe Gu StOflst OptruiortS 

COt.L'\U:NTS OF MiD-VALLE\' 8UiU)£iG A~'D CONSrRUcnON mDtS 
COUNCn.. PLUMBERS AND tllEflTTERS UNION. LOCAL III. ASD 

PLl!MBER5 AND STU)IFITlERS UNION. lOCAL 341 
0:"\ THE .... D~ml1STR." TlYE lAW nJDCE'S PROPOSED DECISION 

L [\'TRODUcnOS 

I'w$\l~r..l to Comi'llissio~ iuTe 111. tlIe Mid-VaITt)' Bl.lMn, aDd C~ 

T~6u C()IJncil.,ihe Plu~ers andJ'ipcr,uers Union. Local 12'. and L~ PlutT.Nn lnd 

Slwntl[t~. U~ Le«J 141 «(ol!crt.~dT. "Uruons-. oiTtf lJo.t tono .... ln. tODUneIlU OIl 

(he F~sed Ottision« MG,rnhtIltlvt taw Mst (iallk 

0. COM".IL.',yS 

Otd(ri.~! rarly-arh I «.,.~ Prot'QStd Otcis~1l ftq'Ji:d Wi'1S GN~ S':~ "e lilt. 

IOtomplJ .. -v."w rrUtilattoa meawrtS COJdintd in L~ NCSI:he Dedaruioll. Ho ... t\er. 

StHral ofchose rr.itilati04 rntlsurU (~ice ct.ntt(lIi04 til t<!ditio4\. the f'Eop.."'1td 

Ot.;:is;oll t,ild to il'lcorl'on!e I aitk.J f'fO\i1~ ofd-.t NeSltht D«fuatioo in L'It 

On!uin! par1JrJphs. We "~\'t cf<$CUs~ the$t tTarifl<:lOO4s .. idI WiJd Goose \\"M 

Goose.m also rtqutSt that the Proposed 1)«;*" and acc<>mf&nyil'l, Neguh-t 

D«lult~ tot clarified u "t descnw i4 t1tne corr.menu U \Use to.'Tections lIt r.ad~ 

tfIt lIcioa. ",-illM\t no CWOsitioa 10 tM CoovnissioQ issuiJ'lJ the CtrtiC.cate« P'IIblic 



A 

B 

co.pondtnCf No.2, AUathment B (continued) 

I. The forst selltcn.:t c.fMil:iSI:i04 MUMt SO h Ultllt NtS~!i\t 

[)c,tarllio-rt. ~,,1d N Ic\iu-d '" sua as (.;.no"" • 

~l.t'U5t uhu l:!<l blov-t50v.llII lllt Rtmott hCilitl Sia Yoi11 be rQ'.T.e" 
'" thI: fetich tflllUht rltiJ~1. \\!lic. ",II be desiJntd t'; rro.1ucc a 
l!"luilNm of U oB" fl!M.S'!~rtvli~t It lny p-;Wnl iJ\limt ""rinc' 
Nomvr ... t\·tlll ..• -

The ItlNilldtr oCtNs mitiSIt;o!1 rntlSl;IC s"ov\..l N left irU;;l 

The ~st oCltis Ic\isioa is l~ C()(ft-."1 tec?w'lkd trrC« t\ mit;g,iioa measure 

NO h Noil-l: n:usurcmenlS rtqoJ~t Iltfercn.:e ('Oint. \\~ .. l-out ,he IanS'..Ilse -,lJ.},c 

rc~) lint.. ·lh mit:JI!!oII. mUSUI"t \'C'<.JIJ N a~biS'l6'.a as IG ... btrt the tl(>il-l: 

Wd"-....... 'M IanS"ISt:-at l~)" F'-"';~ ill lime d:Jri~g • blo""oov-"!I t>-eM, "lllt 

mitiJ.t~ I!lCUUlt 'l\t'Vld be a~;r.J\.""J' u I01Jlt timt rcriod OHr ",Ilk" tbe toOist mar 

1bt Bioto,iulllt}Qyfcts Mitigation and MoModns Pt.n CBp,MMP, 
WI! lit swbmicted 101M C.r.rtol!a ~.rtment oCFish and Came 
rCora,) fQ( mjew Il'I4 IWoVJlI1W1 of,tlt Soct~ 
tQIJJ\Iltci>n pcPCm IfCDfO tiNt th&t addilioNJ« Jn04lC~ 

• AMrioI\S &no! 15e~ Ire shon i111LI14crtnt ~ ~.l~ Jon:Qt. ,. 

A Se~ resroose to Corresponden<e No. I. Attachment B. Comment D. 

B See response 16 Correspooden<e No. I. Attachment B. Comment C. 



CotrfSpondence No.2. Attachment R (continued) 

mililll.!Q! .. !!!UMtI are fI«(UlI)' 10 mitiute s«"u irr~~ 
insjJ~f>(,;xe II! S!..'S1I mitilJti99 meawru 511111 t{ imw-lcmtNN IN 
comp!itd ... il\ bY my Goes.!: -

The J'V!l'O~ «tNS f'(C'pOstJ mitiS.lien mUS\,Ilt is I~ 5tate urf)(icly 1M role « 

B ,7Ie Ca'!irvmialHr ll1 r.>e1ll: cffi\ll InHJJ!'r.e with rcsud I~ "'e Proj~t'l pI:l(ellLaI 

im&lcts 10) St/lSili\t sre,itS As r~~nilt.! il'l t~ NCSllj\C Dedlrl~ioII (p .. ND-19). 

c 

cora is t"'e licnc1 cJu:StJ ,..ith \r.-rlcn:trJins'~ C,r.r.xrua En-jl~Stred Sreciu Act.. 

Fisll &: <iamt CO& I NSO tI sti The J"fOi'Vsed mitisukon meuurt mahs explicit 

cora's role in cllS:Jri!lslht Ih rt~irtmel';u oll.\e C.lifOC"l'il [Mlnlcled Srecies Act 

-Scfoce 5!lrt «ffOjt« cooslNctiod t'l 'We>pOltt hbi\at areas, a 
flocistkatl1-timtJ svn""ey t~ rc~e orCalifornil J\,""t>iKuS ... lt~J4 tl-~ 
rcc;e« il'CS"C1lo)/)t ~I be (oodvctN tly a ~.'ir:t) !:-:~ ,,-ist Set r,bte 
.. of BUt'fi>. pa!c n. fodocat~ 10 be S\lO()t-cJ ,tlJ Fi tcConstn/cW..1 
sun'c1 S(~'e, Wi ... 1d"al prlMS and (l\iSlcu idcntif>(d 4url..'!S Olt 
suncy s!llll be dUlly mlI'hd Lnd rcQ(tctcd 6urinJ (O('.str~ \\'belt 
indi\iduaJ pltl'll.s lI'Id (Just(r, Ct."LX't be (clSibly I"oided •• leA) "11 h 
""ile eriM le,,1 """" tf '~fe) e. "" ,reject eeMtt'll~el\o Hil'i~, 
I. ,;eu'T~' S)!a!1 !lie" \Ie i~ ~'eilil\ \JIe ... eif.ftl reo. tSm~ ~ 
Geese bll""l~f tI'I)' ~ 'rtto,ri'lt "'~IM ft'ltttillieft .rcuN 
1M ,.C;etl Tilt l!"'i~1 ,11llIi"SllM), \e.,. teN. """,fi"l; N I'!~!) 
rllllle", fSU'!~L JJw~er et,tlllli~~ ~1I\t ~e" IMl tlot NJ~f-N 
MW~i3C"" ,Ill'll, tr e'~"'r' u_il'l;"S ,Au !liMiteR!!! I« ~eeUIIIII:I~ 
lot II 'U~ e"'~lho ~3C rtlM.e' \)' ~ ,reiee( \btpl.nts W'O!' S«4s 
CaJon. ,..jdJ I Slimclefll 'mount 9t 10Sl5O<1 to C!\SUft MCtls M 
mqttatioal ,ball be fn(m;4 ,114 re-pt'nttd il1 tM Wnt Iouliog a!\u 
Coostr\KtjQo) is C6mgftlcod ICiI i, no!: fusible to fe .. pll". ill 1M time 
Iouliro. 1M pranlJ l!Id.'oc SeNI ",,11 W lrliIsptantN to. ntllt! 
oolicdsl ill winNe b.tiuL I tit jlllQ( DOwlte 10 UNtie cline 
ma!erial (rom tk pflJ'lt1 to k remo\'cd 00 plan!: mlitriara for 
CMif11tion Ih,n M (cl!ected lrom 1M lIumt possible Iout!oo 101"e 
iroptC1N &ern 1M priM wn no« reNIt i~. IItllou «C.lifornia 
~ ,,1.111 M( meaU (OHred I!y lbe of IntI· 

, .. 
) 

C See response to Corresf',>ndence No. t. Attachment B. C('Imment D .. 
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Co_pondtJ1ce No.2. Attachment B (confinued) 

tllest toler.!.i" implClS TM F'fC'pOstd IaMSU~st clarities IhulM flln pn....ot)' is 10 a,"O+d 

dt51fO)i!lS the rbnu Illhis is not fusible, tM ntd ~tst atwnath'e is to rt-pt.r.( tlle 

«isha' plants L"Id.'O( ~s it. \."-til oOginl1lC'Cllioa II this is !lOt ttL\Jcle.1M tint 

al!trr.athe is to It-plant tJlt rosinal r11~J ald'Cf sffi!s in 001<, suitaNe., lie my 

lot ettar1y siitel. 

8. [inti Commiu~n Decisioll 104 Orkr 

IG. 

I. The Commissio!\'. Order s!I<xJ!d .&4 LIje fol!o·~u,s IS Ordering parwaph 

II) ~I( WiT,j Gooit stn, to bpat!d OC mOdify ill physkl1 (.dlities 10 the 
t'Sltnl that dimcliooao- IQ$iQul h I wbJic utl!cy is r~ircsS it ""Tl 
tOilsuh with 1M Commissjem so thallJlt C'ommis$ioll I!I4J towr' dial tM 
IP9(OW1!e·jl\\jr6nmtnta1 ,tAA1iJ ohM im~lcts 01 Wild ~'J 
.if" «wow miX k pMqqnN ~ 

The p'Jrp<lst oflt.ls pc6pcstd It,i,ion is to w«poute tbe clttcthe ill the 

Ntgatht D«luatioll (p. ~1>-1I) i!\ &rio enforceable provisiolt of"lllt CommIssion's 

, 
4 

# -.~ 

o See respOnse to Conespondence No.. I, AUachmrnl 8. Comment F. 



Correspondence No.2, AUachment B (concluded) 

m. CONCLllSION 

Iftbt to(Cs~n! t()(T~ions ar>il ,1arifKlliol\S art I!Ildt.1ht ttniOC$ ,.ill "lYt flO 

~siti¢a \6 .lIe Commis siOa. is SIli:lJ !he eMilk.lt ol~;c Convtnitncc ind 

N«mitl (Of l~ prciect. IS pco,idc<i i!l.lht Propo~ [)(cisioft 

JttSpt«F.ilfl S\lbrMr~ 

Thomas it Mams . 
MIIC O.1osepb 
UUnne RtyDolds 

Atlomt)'1 tot Mid-Villq BI./T14inS and 
C~ Trades Counci\, PJumt.ers and 
Piptfitten U*I\ LOW )11. and PL~. 
And Sttlmtll!tr1 Unioft.~" HI 
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State of California 

A.96-08-058 
0.97-06-091 

.. 
• . 

Public UtilUks CommissIon 
San Francisco 

CommissIoners Jessie J. KnIght, Jr. and Josiah I~. Neeper, Concurring in 
Part, Dissenting in Part: 

Overall. we support (oday's decision granting a certificate of public conn'nience 
and necessity to \Vild Goose Storage, Inc. for its proposed gas storage operations in 
Northern Callfornia. Since the advent o( our 1993 decision to unbundle storage from 
utility operations. the Commission has advocated strong preferences and a de·sire (0 foster 
competition for gas storage scr\'ice·s. 

'Vc dissent on the finding which places an inappropriate regulatory burden on the 
applicant that is unnece.ssary. The decision r~quires 'Vild Goose Storage Inc. to fife cost 
data with the COlllmission to justify that its tariff rates do flot fall below the company's 
short-run marginal cost. This requirement is rationalized in the decision with the logic 
that this provision will ensure that the applicant wil) not engage in predatoI)' pricing 
practices that would allegedly sel\'e (0 drive other competitors from the market. We 
strongly disagr~e with this requirement fot such an unlikely circumstance. 

First, it is highty unlikely that \Vild Goose Storage Inc., as a new entrant, could 
have such a negative economic impact on the incumbent Investor-owned utility that 
would result in Ihe utilily ha"ing to exit the gas storage market. 'Vild Goose is the first" 
and so far, Ihe only competitor 10 enter Ihis [narket in California. The incumbent utBity 
has 100% of the market, while 'ViJd Goose Storage Inc. starts with a customer base of 
zero_ 

Second. evcn if Wild Goose Storage Inc. were to engage in predatory pricing. 
cxisting legal processes are in place (or the Commission and the courts to eradicate this 
speculativc problem. The COlllmission and the courts have appropriate legal mechanisms 
in place for any potential offended party that seeks regulatory or legal relief. 

Third. lhe decision aptly notes that the applicant is entering the storage business at 
the complete risk of its shareholders. Therefore. we believe that it is improper (or a 
regulatory agency to pJace such a high regulatoI)' burden on a new entrant, given the fact 
that traditional ratepayers wiU not bear ID!r.,poction or the risk for this investmenl. 

A.96-08-058 
D.97-06·09/ 

Junt 25, 1997 
Pag~ J 



Although we do not wish to debly the applicant's project any further by fe-writing 
toda)"s decision to remove this cost filing requirement, we invite the applkant to petition 
the Commission to remove this burden. 

Dated June 25. 1997 in San Francisco, California. 

.. Josiah L. Neeper· 
Commissioner 

1 concur \'·ith the reasoning of Commissioners Knight and Neeper as expressed in their 
partial dissent. ~ 

~"r'~ ""<-ri''''' HenI) 1. Duque 
Commjssioner 

I concur \\;th the reasoning ofComniissioners Knight and Neeper as expresSed in their 
partial dissent. 

Richard A. Bilas 
Commissioner 

A. 96·08·()58 
D.97-06-(f}/ 

Jlllle 25, /997 
Poge 2 



Statl' of California 

A.96-08-058 
0.97-06-091 

Publlc Utilities CommIssion 
San ."rancisco 

Commtssionus J{'ssle J. KllIght, Jr. und Josiah L. Necper, COI1.curring in 
Pari, Disscnting in Part: 

Overall. we support (oday's dedsion granting a certificate of public convenience 
and llocessity to Wild Goose Storage. Inc. for its proposed gas storage oJX'ralions in 
Northem California. Since the advent of our 1993 decision to unbundle storage from 
utility operations. the Cominission has ad\"ocated strong preferencc.s and a desire to foster 
compc-titioll for gas storage services. 

We dissent on the finding which places an inappropriate reglllat~ry burden On thc 
applicant that is unnece.ssaiy. The decision requires Wild Goose Storage Inc. to file cost 
data with the Commission to justify that its larin rates do not fall below the company's 
short-run marginal cost. This requirement is rationalized in the decision with the logic 
that this provision will ensure that the applicant will not engage in predatory pricing 
practite.s that would allegedly serve to drive other competitors (ronl the market. We 
strongly disagree with this requirement for such :tn unlikely circumstancc. 

First. it is highly unlikely that Wild Goose Storagc Inc .• as a new entmnt. could 
ha\'c such a negative economic irnpacl on the incumocnt investor-owned utility that 
would result in the utilit)' having to exit the gas storage market. Wild Goose is the first 
and so far, the only competitor to enter this 111arket in California. The incumocnt utility 
has 100% of the market, while Wild Goose Storage Inc. starts with a customer base of 
ZC'fO. 

Second, even if Wild Goose Storage Inc. wcrc to engage in predatory pricing. 
cxisting legal processes are in place for the Commission and the courts to eradicate this 
spt."'Culative prob!em_ The Commission and the courts have appropriate legal mechanisms 
in place for any potential offended party that seeks rcgulatOI)' or legal relief. 

Third. the decision apLly notes that the applicant is entering the storage business at 
the complete risk of its shareholders. Therefore. we belicve that it is improper for a 
regulator), agency to place stich a high regulatory burden on a new entrant. given the fact 
that traditional ratcpayers will not lx-ar !!!l:.,pOrtion of the risk for this inve.stlllent. 

A 96-08-058 
D.97-06-091 

lillie 25. 1997 
Page J 



Allhough WI,) do not wish to delay the ~pplkant's proJ.xt any further by rc-writing 
l<>day's d~ision to remo\'e Ihls cost filing requirement, we in\'ite the applicant to pelition 
the Commission (0 renl0\'C this burden. 

Dated June 25. 1997 in San Francisco. California. 

Josiah L, Neeper 
Commissioner 

I concut with the reasoning of Commissioners Knight and Neeper as expressed in their 
partial dissent. 

~"r'~~'Q HenT) f. Duque 
. Conlmissioncr 

I concur with the reasoning of Commissioners Knight and Neeper as expreSS\.--d in their 
partial diSsent. 

Richard A. Bilas 
Commissioner 

A. 96-08-058 
D. 97-06-091 

June 25, 1997 
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