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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE $TATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of PACIFIC GAS AND ELECfRIC 
COl\1PANY, a California corpor"tiOll, for a 
Pcrn\it to Construct the Vasona Substation 

Applic<ltion 97-0-1-0-13 
(Filed April 181 1997) 

Pursuant to Gener,)l Order 131-0. (U 39 E) 

Summary 

Charles R. Lewis, IV, Attorney at Law1 for 
PacifiC Gas and Electric Company_ 

Patrick J. Power, Attorney at LaW, for 
Boccardo Corporation, Vasona Properties. 

INTERIM OPINION 

Pacific Gas aJ'ld Electric Compal\y (PG&E) is granted a Permit to Construct 

(pennit) an electric substation to be known as the Vasona Substation located in 

the vicinity of Winchester Boulevard and L1rk Avenue in the Town of Los Gatos 

(Town). TIle pern\it is granted subjed to PG&E undertaking certain Initig<ltion 

JlleaSUres as $et forth in this decision. Also, PG&E will work ' .... ith the Town to 

resolve any issues related to landscaping and visual effects of the substation. 

111e Comnlission concludes that undetgtounding the existing t\ietcalf­

~'fonta Vista 230 kV transmission line in the vicinity of the proposed substation is 

outside the scope of the substation project, and should be undertaken as part of 

PG&E's ongoing undergrounding program. 
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Procedural Summary 
On April 18, 1997, pursuant to the Commission's Rules of PrtlClice and 

Procedure and section IX.B of General Ordcr (GO) 131-0, PG&E filed its 

application (or a permit. 

On September 8, 1997, the Commission sttl(f published a Dr,lft t..'Htigatcd 

Negativc Declaration for public review, in C0I1\pliancc with the California 

Environmental QuaHty Act (CEQA). 

On Decen\ber 9, 1997, PG&E issued its Vasona Substation Feasibility Study 

that exanlined 16 alternative sites for the proposed substation. 

On january 6, 1998, a preheating conferel\CC waS held to address 

procedur,llll\atters and establish aschedule fot evidentiary hearillg on PG&E's 

applicatiOI\. 

On r..1arch 23, 1998, the COrl\lllission held a public participation he.ning in 

the Town to receive COllUl\ents frOIn residents 01\ the proposed substation. 

On April 13, 1998, COllUllissioner Bilas stayed the evidelltiary hearing and 

directed the parties,in cOllsultatiOIl with the r..1ayor of the TOWll, to appoint a 

(aCilitator to flesh out residents' concerns regardit\g the proposed substation. The 

facilitator, jan\es L. Creighton, held an org<lnizational meeting at which a 

committee was formed to discuss 1l1itigation Ineasures at the \Vinchester/Luk 

site, and the feaSibility of the 16 alternative sites. Eight public meetings were 

held over the 60-day time limit set for the facilitation process. The facilitator's 

report was issued OIl July 20, 1998. 

On August 13,1998, a prehearing conferencc was held. The general 

COl1sensus was thai there was no alternative site available that was superior to 

the \Vinchester/Lark site. Since further litigation could jeopardize the 

availabllity of adequate ele(,:'tric power to the TOWll to l1\ect its 1999 summer load, 

the parties agreed that the Con\missioJ\ should grant PG&E a permit to 
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immediately commence construction at the \Vinchester/lark site, subject to 

certain additional mitigation measures which rC&E agreed to underlllke. The 

parties also agreed that the legaHty and propriety of requiring rG&E to 

underground the existing l\·tctc,ltf-~10nta Vista 230 kV tranSlllission line in the 

area surroul'tding the proposed Vasona Substation should be reservcO for a 

separate phase of this proceeding. 

On August2S, 1998, the parties filed a Joint Stipulation lllcmorializing the 

agrcenlcnt reached at the August 13, 1998 preheMing confercnc~ and this pha.se 

of the proceeding was submitted for decision. 

Environmental Matters 
In its applkatlon, PG&E included a Ptoponents' Environmental 

, 

Assessment (PEA).· The Conul'lission's Energy Division (stafi) ~'llployed tl~e 

sen'kes of Envir()J'ullental Science Associates (ESA), an indep~lldent 

environmental consult-lnt to assist staff with its envirOTnnental review for this 

project. An Initial Study was prepared that idelltificd potentially sigllificant 

impacts in the areas of water, air quality, noise, public services and 

visual! aesthetics. However, each of the identified Inlpacts can be 1nitigated to 

avoid the itnpact or reduce it to a less than significatlt-levc1 by mitigation 

measures, which PG&E has agreed to comply with and incorporate as part of the 

project. These nlitigation tneasures and m.onitoring requirements are set forth in· 

the rvtitig~lted Negative Declaration. 

I Rule 17.1 of the Commission's Rules requires the proponent of any project to submit 
with its application (or such project an environm('ntal assessn\ent which is referred to as 
Proponent's Environmental Asscssn\ent (PEA). The PEA is used by the COn'ln\ission to 
(()(US on any impacts of the project which may be of COl\cern and to prt'pare the 
Commission's initial study to determine whether the projeCt would need a Negative 
Dcdar.ltion or an Environn'l.ental Impact Report (EIR). 
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In compliance with CEQA and Rule 17.1(0, on September 8, 1997, the sttlff 

issued for public comment its Dr,1(t ~1itigated Negath'c Declaration and Dr,lft . 
Initial Study, and provided notitc of its availability. Extcnsh'c conUllent letters 

were received on these documents. SI,lff has reviewed and considerC'(i (\lch 

comment in its environmCI\tdl review and addressed then\ in the att,lchmellt to 

the ~1itigatcd Negative Declaration. Based on staff's environment,ll review, it 

concluded that PG&E's proposed substation WillllOt have sigtlificant effecls on 

the environn\enl. Staff's conclusion is based on the asSulllption that PG&E will 

carr)' out the specific nlitigatioll tneasures outlined in the ~litigaled Neg(lti\'e 

DedardtiOll. 

Having considered the it,(otn\ation in the tVl\tigated Negative Declaration, 

and the con'n'nents and the responses to COnlll\ents, wc find that the revisions in 

the project plans agreed 10 by PG&E will avoid the signific,lnt effects of the 

proposed substation, or 1l1itigate thenl to a point where dearly 1\0 sigllific,1nt 

effects on the environn\ent will occur. \Ve also find there is 110 substantial 

evidence in light of the record as a whole that the proposed substation, as revised 

by the mitigation n\easures contahi.ed in the Mitigated Negative Dcdar<ltiol\, may 

have a significant impact on the environJ'nent. Accordingl}" we adopt the 

l+.1itigated Negative Declaration (or the Vasona Substation to be located at the 

\Vinchester /lark site (Exhibit No.6). 

The Joint Stipulation 
Vasona Properties/Bocctcudo Corporation (Bocc~'\rdo) owns the property 

inllnediatclyadjacent to the proposed substation. Boccardo participated in the 

facililtltion process. Boccardo presentl}' is the only other party in this proceeding. 

Following the completion of the facilitation process (Exhibit No.5), PG&E 

and Boccardo entered into a Joint Stipulatiol\ regar'dhlg the issuance of an interin\ 

decision in this matter (Appendix A to this decision). Pursuant to the terills of 
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the Stipulation, the parties request that PG&E be authorized to co'nstructthe 

substation at the \ \'inchester /Lark site, subject to certain nlitig<1Uon tneaS\lfCS. 

These me~lsur('s arc additional to the me(1St1(CS agreed to by PG&E for purposes 

of the ~1itigated Negative Declaration. 

PG&E and Boccardo request that Rules 51.1,51.4 and 77.1 and the 30-day 

period of Public Utilities Code § 311(d) be waived. RuleS1.1 requires a noticed 

settlement conference. Rule 51.4 requires a 30-day conlment period. Rule 77.1 

requires a proposed decision. Section 311(d) requires a 30-day waiting period. 

\Ve agree that since the Joint Stipulation is signed by the onl}' two parties 

in this proceeding and HOle is of the essence to comnlence construction, good 

cause is shown for the waiver of the requirements fot a noticed settletnent 

conference, cOn\n\ent period, a 20-day comn\ent period (or the proposed 

decision, and a waiting period. However, due to the public itltef(:,st in this 

proceeding, there should be a to-day como\el\t period on the adn\inistrative law 

judge's proposed decision. Al\d a copy of the administrative Jaw judge'S 

proposed decision should be provided to 'the Town. 

The Evidentiary Record 
Since the parties arc itl agrcefnent that cvidentiary he<lring is not necessary 

on the issue of location of the substation at the Winchester/Lark sitc, and for 

purposes of approving the Mitigated Negative Declaration and Joint StipUlation 

offered b}' the parties, we will receive as part of the official record in this 

proceeding, the following: 

Exhibit No. 1 -

Exhibit No.2 -

Applicati01l of PG&E, including 
Proponent's Environmelltal 
Assessnlcnt 

Dr.lft Mitig.ned Negative Declatat!on 
published by staff on SCptenlber 8,"t997 
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Exhibit No.3 -

Exhibit No.4-

Exhibit No.5 -

Exhibit No.6-

Initial Study, Permit to Construct the 
PG&E Vasona S.Ubst(ltion, prepared by 
Etwironmental Science Associates 

Vasona Subst,ltion Feasibility Study, 
prepared by PG&E, dated Dccelnber 9, 
1997 

SUn\nlary of the Facilitated Process, 
prepared by James L. Creighton 

Final Negativc Dec1ar,ltion and II\ilial 
Study 

As the record in this proceeding shows, there was cOl\siderable l)ublic 

discussion b}t the residents and the Towr_ regarding thc location for the proposed 

substation (Exhibit No.5). PG&E subll\itted a report on 16 alternative sites. 

These alten\ativc sites were thoroughly examined at the eight weekly public 

Illeclings held b}' the facilitator. No alternativc superior to the proposed 

\\'inchester /L'uk site was agreed upon. 

Furthermore, there is 1\0 dispute that a new substation is required to llleet 

the Town's electric load requirements for the sunUl\er of 1999. Accordingl}'1 we 

will approve PG&E/s application to construct the proposed Vasona substation 

subject to PG&E undertakh\g the miligiltion measures called for in the ~1itigated 

Neg'llive Dec1ar,ltion, and Joint Stipulation. 

\Vhile the parties to the Joint Stipulation agree that PG&E should begin 

it'nmcdiate construction of the proposed Vasona Substation at the 

\Vinchestet /Lark site, subject to PG&E undertaking the addHionallllitigation 

measures set forth in paragraph 3 of the Joil\t Stipulation, 1\0 agreeh)ent was 

reached by the parties on two issues: (1) mitigatiOl\ for the Visual effects of the 
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substation, as required by the Town's architecturell review procedures; and 

(2) requiring PG&E to underground 'a portiol) of the existing ~1etc(ll(-~10ntcl Vist,l 

230 kV tr,1I1smission line in thc vicinity of the Substcltion.1 

First, regarding the exterior landscclping and architectural features of the 

substation, we expe<:t PG&E to work with the Town of Los Gatos. HowevCf, if 

the Town and PG&E are unable to reelch agreernent,and cOil'lpletiOl\ of this 

substcltion is jeopardized, the Conlmission would resolvc any outslc1nding issues 

since the COH\1\\ission will continue to nlaitltain jurisdiction ()\~cr the construction 

of this subst,ltion. Hopefully, it will not be Ileccssary for the Con'nnission to get 

invoh'ed, and this issue can be settled at the local level. 

Second, regarding undergrounding the existing Melcalf-~1onta Vista 

230 kV tranSIl\ission line in the vicin.ity of the substation, we note that PG&E is 

not proposing any lllodifications to the transmission line as part of this project. 

Therefore, we conclude that such ul\del'groundit\g is outside the scope of any 

CEQA l'nitigation llleasures prescribed by the ~1itigated Negative Declaration for 

this project. It is well settled that utitigation nleasures prescribed as part of a 

rvlitigated Negath'c Dedar<ltion ntUst address only inlpacts caused by the project 

in question. Accordingly, ",here the public benefit is unre1ated to the impact of 

the project itself, wc will not require PG&E (and the general body of ratepayers) 

to provide at its expellse such a public henefit, however worthwhile. (Sec 

Nollall v. CalifilTllia Coastal Commissioll (1987) 483 U.S. 825,834-837. See also, 

z In 1959, PG&E constructed the Metcalf-Monta Vist.l Transn'lission Line (rom PG&E's 
Metcalf Subst,\tiOl\ in. SOt,th San Jose to the ~lonla Vista Substation in Cupertino. This 
line bisects the site of the proposed Vasona SubstatiOl'l. Becausc the trall.smission lille 
presently pa~s thrc:mghthe site, no new extension is required tOCOI1.I1CCt the Vasona 
Substation to PG&E's transmission system. Two underground 12 kV distribution 
circuits will connect the substation to the existing electriC distribution systern. 
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Surfoidt' Colony, Ltd. (J. California Coastal Commis.sion (411\ Dist. 1991>' 226 Ca1.App.3d 

1260, 1267-1269277 CatRplr. 371. Therefore, we place the parties on notice that 

such undNgrounding ma}' not be underl<lken at ratel',aycr cxpcnse, except 

possibl}' as l'art of PG&E's ollgoing undcrgrounding progr,un. 

However, we appreciate that undergrounding of tr(lnsI1\ission Hiles is a 

long-terin goal of the Town. Thcrcforc, under the specific facts and 

cirCUlllstanccs of this case, and the terms of the Joint Stipulation, we will allo\\' 

this proceeding to remain open for 60 da}'s' fro])\ th.e cffectivc date of this 

decision for the parties, in conjunction with the Town, to address this n'atter in 

the context of PG&E's Rule 20 - Replacement of Overhead \Vith Ul\derground 

EIC'Ctric Facilities. 

Comments on Proposed Decision 
The adl'ninistrative law judge'S proposed decision was issued for 

conHnents on October 8, 1998. COlnn\ents were jointly filed b}' PG&E and 

Bocc.udo. \Vc h;.'\\'e reviewed the comments and made changes to the proposed 

decision where appropriate. 

Findings of Fact 
1. There is need for an electric substation to be constructed to meet the 

Town's 1999 sum.lller load. 

2. The staff's Mitigated Negative Declaration on the proposed subst,llion to 

be loe.lted at the \Vinehester ILark site concludes that the identified impacts of 

) While this proceeding was filed prior to January 1, 1998, as set forth in SCnate Bill (58) 
960 (St,ltS. 1996, eh. 856), it is the intent of the Legislature that the C3mmission esta.blish 
reasonable time periods for the resolution of all proceedings. SB 960, section I, requires 
that adjudic,ltory ptocecdhlgs be rcsol\'ro withill 12 nlonths or less iU\d.all other 
l'lroccediI\gs be resoh-cd within 18 months or less. It is the inletlt of the CommiSsion 
that these goals be met even (or non-5B 960 proceedings. Also, see Rule 6. 

-8-



* A.97-0-1-0-13 ALl/BOP/sid 

the substation can be milig('\h.'<t to avoid the impact or reduced to a less than 

signific(lnt level by uliligatioll n'easures, which PG&B has agreed to comply with 

and incorporate as part of the project. 

3. PG&E submitted a report on 16 alternative sites other than its proposed 

\\'inchester /Lark site. 

4. No site superior to the proposed \Vinchester/Lark site has been identified. 

5. The parties to this procet..--ding have offered a Joint Stipulation requesting 

that the Comnlission gralH PG&E authority to begin in'",ediatc construction of 

the proposed substation at the \Vinchester/Lark site. 

6. The patties request that the issue of undergtounding the existing ~1ctcalf­

~:fonta Vista 230 kV transmission line itl the area surrounding the proposed 

Vasona Substation be addressed in a separ(lte phase of this proceeding. 

7. To expedite the Issuance of the COil\mission's decision, the parties request 

that since the Joint Stipulation is signed by the only two parties in this 

proceeding, the COllullission waivc the requircments of Rules 51.1,51.4,77.1 and 

§ 311(d). 

ConclusIons of Law 
1. PG&E's request f~r a pennit to construct the proposed Vasona substation 

should be gr'll\ted subject to PG&E induding in the project the mitigation 

measures specified in the l\1itigated Negati\tc Declaration and the additional 

mitigation 1l1caSUres agreed to b}' PG&E in the JOint Stipulation. 

2. lllc l\1itigated Neg<lti\'c Dcclaratioll should be adopted. 

3. The Joint Stipulation is reasonable in light of the whole record, is consistent 

with prior Commission decisions, and is in the public interest. 

4. The 111otion for adoption of the Joint Stipuhltion should be granted "lith the 

understanding that undergrounding the existing Mekalf-~fonta Vista 230 kV 

transmission line will be addressed as sct forth in this decision. 
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5. The parties' request to waive the r~lt1ircmcnts of Rules 51.1, 51.4,77.1 and 

§ 311 (d) should be granted since time is of the essence and construction needs to 

be commenced without delay. Howe\'er, due to the public interest in this 

proceeding, there should be a lO·day period (or conunenls to be filed on the 

administrative law judge's proposed decision. 

6. Undergtounding the existing ~·1etcalf-t..1onta Vista 230 kV trclnsn'lission line 

in the \'icinit)'of the substation is outside the scope of any CEQA nlitigation 

n\C<lSllfes prescribed by the ~11tigatcd Negative Declaration since the 

transmission 1ine is not part of the CEQA project. 

7. Undergrounding the existing ~1etca1f-l\1onta Vista 230 kV tfc111smissioll line 

in the viCinity of the substation should be addressed pursuant to PG&E Rule 20-

ReplacCl\\ent of Overhead with UndergroUlld Electric Facilities. 

INTERIM ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Pacific Gas and Electric Con'lpany (PC&E) is authorized to begirl 

inunediate construction of the Vasona Substation at the \Vinchester/Lark site in 

accordallce with the plans subnlitted with PG&E's Application No. 97-0-1-0-13 and 

Amendmcnt thereto. 

2. TIle l\1itigated Negative DecJarcltion (Exhibit No.6), is adopted. 

3. The Joint Stipulation, attached as Appendix A to this decision, is adopted 

with lhe undershlnding that undergtounding the e~isting ~1ctca1f-l\1ont(1 Vista 

230 kV tr,lt1smission til\e will be addressed as sct forth in this decision. 

4. PG&E shaH include in the project the mitigation ]\leaSUrcs it agreed to in 

the ~1itigated Negative DccJar,ltion. 

5. PG&E shall incJude in the project the additional ntitigation: nleclsllres it 

agreed to in the Joint Stipulation. 
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6. Concerning any mitigation for the visual effects of the Vasona Subst\ltion, 

PG&E shall work with the Tow., of los Gatos-through architectuf(ll review 

procedures or otherwise as determined by the Town-to determine what will 

surround the Vasona Substtltion (whether it is the existing wall, a new wall, 

landscaping, a trellis, a f\lc<lde, or a combination), and how it will bc designed to 
-

integr(ltc with surrounding uses, provided, howcver, that the substation design 

shaH not be altered nor the interinl construction authorized in Ordering 

P\u(lgr(lph 1 above is delayed during the process. The Con\mission shaH 

maint(lin jurisdiction over this issue and retC1in authority to resoh'e any disputes 

if a ~atisfactory solution between PC&E and the Town cannot be reached. 

7. This order shan be effcctive imll\ediatcl}' to enable PC&E to con\ll\ence 

construction prior to the onset of the 1998 winter rall\s, so that the subst(ltion will 

be operational to nlcct the To\vnls 1999 summer l()ad~ 

8. 111is proceeding shall remain open for 60 days from the effective date of 

this decision to address the issue of undergrounding the existing r..1etc<.llf-~1onta 

Vista 230 kV Ir,lnsmissioflline pursuant to PG&E Rule 20 - RepJaccnlellt of 

O\'erhead with Underground Electric Facilities. Parties shall notify the assigned 
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adrninistr'lti\'c law judge within 60 days if they believc e\'identiary hc,uing on 

this issue is needed. 

111is order is effective today. 

D,ltcd October 8, 1998, at Laguna Hills, California. 

RICHARD A. BILAS 
President 

P. GREGORY CONLON 
JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR. 
HENRY 1\1. DUQUE 
JOSIAH L. NEEPER 

Commissioners 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC U'fIl.JTttS CO~t\IL.~ON 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORl'UA 

AppUcation of PACIFIC GAS ftu'ID 
ELECTRIC COMP Al'lY, a California 
cotpOratiOIl, tor a Permit to ccnst:ruct the A.97...o44i3 
V3S0Da Substation Pursuant to General Order 
131·0 

(tJ39E) 

STIPULATION 

Pursuant to Rulo S1 otthc eaiuornia Public Utilities Commission·" ("Commis.~on·sj RuleS 

of Practice and Proc~ure; PAC!FIC GAS & ELECTRIC CO~Al'fY \pO&.E") and BOCCARDO 

CORPORATION, V ASONA PROPERTIES ('13occardo") h~~ prop¢SC the tbl!owmg Stipulatio~ 
. -

·WHEREAS PG&E prop)SCS to ~ an el~¢ substatiOn, to be known as the Vascna 

Substation, located in the TO,,"ll of LOs OatOs;Santa Clara COuntyj 

WHEREAS, becauSe the C()~on of new Of up~ substriions is goycmed by General 
.... .. .. 

~·\G.O.j 131 .. 0, pois rued Appli~on N~. 91'.04-043 on ~'18~ 1m to ~ ~ 
. . 

ofaPe:mllt~o Constru~("PTC") as.prescnOed by 0.0. 131·D, SectionIX.B; 

WHEREAS, on ~ber S. 1997, the Commission issued a Draft Mitigaied NegatiVe 

DeclaIation (Negative DetIaration)~ which ccncluded that the proposed Vasona Substation Project 

"will not ba\"e a' significant effect o~ the envircnment"; 

WHEREAS, on D«o:nber 9. 1991, at the direction of Administrath-e Law Judge BtJtram 
• 

Pabiclc, PO&B ptepared a FeaSl"bility Study to evaluate ~6 sites fer the location of the new substaticn, 

which conduded that the locatioi16fthe substation at the WmcheS~ site ",,'ned by PG£B and 

directly under the existing ~retC31f.Monte Vista 230 kV tra.nsmi~on tine would ha\--e the fe?,-est 

environmental impacts; 
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I WH&~, through June and luly of 1998, at ~ direction of C~mmjssioc¢t Bilas, a 
.. "' .. 

2 committee tnaC~ up of representath-es of the Tov.n of Los Gaias, \wlOtaS Los Gatos cefghborhcOOs, 
" . 

3 and PO&E partici.p~ted in a 6O-day facilitation p«css un<k1 Dr. lames Creighton, ultimately failing 

4 to fdentify any altemath-e siteS preferable to the WtnchesterlLark site, but ~OII1II1eriding further 

S study of s..,oyeraJ speclflc mitigation. Dleasures; 

6 WHEREAS, on August 13, 1998, the current litigation resumed with a regularly·notiwJ 

7 preheaing (Onferen~ before Judge Patrlclc at which Patrick Power, attottey tor interested party 

8 BoCcardo Corporation, Vason:a Properties \Boccardoj, and Charles R. i.e-wis, IV, attorney tor 

9 PO&E..~ 
10 WHEREAs PO&B atd Bccwdo presently are the only parties in this prcXeerMg; 

11 WHEREAS, at the hwing, both parties expressed .conct1n ,"-'! ~ Curthet protracted litigation 
. 

t 2 could jeopatdize the provision of adequate, rellable eIectri¢al power to customers in the Town of Los 

13 Gatos if the Vasona Substation is not eonstructed before the summe: of 1m; 

14 It is hereby stipulated and agreed, by and l:etween the parties thn)ugh their tounsel ofreccrd. 

IS that the fonowing Order may be enttred: 
, 

16 1. PG&B is authorized to begtn immediate ccnstruction of the Vasona Substation at the 

17 W"mchester/Lark site in accordance ~itb the plans submitted "ith PO&B's Application 

18 No. 97.04-00 andAni~entthemo. Ho~,constructi~shallbe~tedfothe 
19 - substation;s facilitieS 3nd eqWpmeni as Jirrip6sed, 'and the 6;mDiission shaiI ~ 
20 jurisdiction over the ongoing PTe AppUcaticn process. An interim PTC shall be issued 

- 21 accordingly. 

22 2. ConcenUng any and all mitigation fur the visual effects of the Vasooa Substation, PO&E 

2.3 shall ViQtX with the ToWn of Los Gato$--through architectural review procedures or 

24 otherwise as detennined by the To,,"11-tO determine what will surround the Varona 

2S Substation (whether it is the existing v.-all, a new ?ia.U, land..~~ a treI1is, a facade, or a . , 

26 ccmbinatlol\), and how it will, be designed to integrate with surrounding uses, pro'iidtd, 

27 ho~erJ that substation design shall not be altered nor the mterim ~nstruction authorized 

-23 in paragraph 1 above delayed during tl:e prc¢:SS, and that the Commission shall mainbin 
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jurisdiction o"-er this is...q;e ud retain authority, to re..~l .... o any disputes if a satisfactory 
, " 

" .. 
solution retv.~ PO&B and the TOVrn of Lo.s ~s cannot be ~hcd. 

. 
3. In ~rda&ce with the ecmmitments PO&E made during the kcllltation pnx-ess. PQ&E 

agrees to tho following mitigation ~easu:res: 

• PG&E l\oiU grade the property in such a way that aU \1J-ater will drain into lie 

Town·$ storm. drains 

• PG&E 'i\ill pay up to $5,000 fer a geotechnical consultant to advi..~ Charter Oab 

On the causeS of aIrJ slope instabllity on Chartet Oaks' pro~ and the acti~ that 
, . 

need to be taken to ensure stability 

• PQ&B Vrill reinf'o~ the existing on-site drainage system, which ~ aU run-otf 

from the site into existing Town storm drains, and ~ that no drainage v.ill 

leave its site 

• PG&E ~ that the geOteclmical ccnsultant hirtd for Chartet om will be gh-en 

the Opportunity to ~e the aCequacy of.PO&E's proposed drainage system 

• PO&E's ¢OntaUmlent pond design will ccnsi~erably exceed EPA standards, aDd 

v.ill be large eaough to held all oil from both transformers 
. 

• PG&E ""ill discuss fire and explosion rl.sk v.ith local fire offi~ ar:d will make 

it's ,insuranee ~ available to meet Vrith Charter Oaks' instmu:ce company 
, . 

, .. ..: 

• PG&.E is wrum~; to particiPate'With charlet Oaks ind the Fite Department in 

de\.-cloping an Emergency Evacuation Plan 

• PO&.E will design the substation using low-noise transformers, az:d guarantees that 

it will confozm to the Town ofLoo Gatos noise standards 

• PO~B will construct a masonry wall between Charter Oab and the site 

• The only permanent lighting on the ~'1ation site at night will be a light oYer the 

doors en the S\\itch gear enclosure, which will be shielded to ensure that no light 

leaves the s:i1e 

• All ether safety lighting will be illuminatm by a Switch to be opetab:d cnly as 

n~essary 

J 
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• poa'S IlJJm system "AiD act be audibt. 

• pO&E ~;n wcnc with Iccal ~li¢s to ~op a $eCU'Uy Frogr= KC..~lc to the 

TOM1 of Los C'IIOs '. 

4.1 PCw3 sba1J r;tIin the rlaht 10 cha11~ ~ mlditlQ'Q im~ ~ d:e p~ 

Jet ted eo in panppb 2 abo?c. 

s. The legality aceS propricry of~ PO&E Ie UllIZj10ltld a pcrticc of the ~ 
. 

~.Mcrae VlS!a m kV bllJ$missicna lice« ~ eDstiDg transmissioQ line ~ 

with tnOD¢pOIa $balll:e iddrC$Rd sepaatefy in a ~ pIaso otdab litiptku 

6. A3 an initial $lep IOwanI ~on otlbe bsue$ ~ited m ~'a!;cm, POaS 

Jhall U3embre a1) ~ mibhle~ U1~!crif\Ni$Urc oft» Mctc:alf~ 

vista ~ tv trmwi~cn au. in the m:a $UUonMlDC the ~ Ve::ta ~ 
IDd ~ Ibem co Mr.~. 

7. ABa Mt. POWa' has reviewed tl=c.~ he sbalJ ~ Judp Palria ccoeanail the 

need fot 6atbet Plo<.xcdilsp OIl d:e == desai~ 111 paspph5 abcYe, a:d llWf RqCC$f 

1bac a prekuing coa.~ be sdIeduled. , . 
, Pumlmt 10 RIlle' 1.6 t the pattia ~ fiJcd • mocnm requestiJii tIC the administz'atM z.w jlIdp . 

~ appUc.atica oflWles S 1.1 ead ~ J.4 to this' stipuIadon. 
~ partks agree that thh st1pul&¢a QD be signed fa coant=part am! 1bid flesimile ~ em be 

used IS originah. 

PATRICKl. POWER 

: Br.pf~POtJ~ 
24 201 WebstcrS~'UOO 

OVr.m.. ~946U 
IS T~ne: (SI0) 446-1742 
U Facmmile: (510) ~6-1312 

Attciiiq fur ~CAR.DO CORPORA'nON, 
27 V ASONA PROPER] IES -. 
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Law Department . 
pacific (}-o$ and Electric Company 
Post Office BOX 144~ 
San Franclsto, CA 94120. 
TeteF¢nc: (41S) 913-6610 
Fac81mite: (4JS) 973..oS16 
°AttOmeys for. "'.- . 
PACIFIC OAS AND ELEcrRlC COMPANY 
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