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STAFF REPORT: REGULAR CALENDAR 

APPLICATION FILE NO.: 	 E-07-005 

APPLICANT: 	 Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

PROJECT LOCATION: 	 At the Humboldt Bay Power Plant near the 
community of King Salmon on shoreline of 
Humboldt Bay, in the County of Humboldt. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 	 Construct two modular office buildings, a parking 
area, and a transformer pad, and realign electrical 
lines for multiple future construction projects. 

LOCAL APPROVALS: None required. 

EXHIBIT 1: Area Map with Project Location 

EXHIBIT 2: Site Plan 

EXHIBIT 3: Wetland Impact Areas 
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EXHIBIT 4: 	 Proposed Wetland Mitigation Site RECD. 

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: 

Coastal Development Permit Application from 

Point Wetlands Preserve 
 and Monitoring Plan for Humboldt 

Repowering (July 2007). 
Preliminary Phase Environmental Site Assessment -Humboldt Bav 

Proiect, Eureka, California (April 2007). 
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SUMMARY 

The proposed project entails constructing two office buildings and a parking area on the site of 
two "clean-closed" effluent storage structures, which will be partially demolished and filled to 
create a building pad. The project also includes constructing a transformer pad, relocating an 
electrical line, and siting an equipment laydown area. The project purpose is to support several 
future projects at the site, including constructing a new power plant, demolishing the existing 
gas-fired power plant, and decommissioning existing nuclear facilities. Components of this 
proposed project would be used until the three power plant projects are completed, expected to 
be about 2015. The proposed new power plant is currently undergoing separate review by the 
California Energy Commission and the demolition of the two existing plants will require 
additional separate future reviews. The project would result in about 0.01 5 acres of direct 
wetland impacts, and about 0.405 acres of indirect wetland impacts, mostly to lower quality 
wetlands. PG&E proposes to mitigate for these impacts by creating, restoring, and enhancing 1.2 
acres of relatively high quality wetlands at the east side of the power plant parcel. Special 
Condition 1 would require PG&E to submit a restoration plan when it completes the three power 
plant projects and Special Condition 2 would require PG&E to meet specific standards for its 
mitigation proposal. 

Staff has determined that the proposal, as conditioned, will comply with Coastal Act sections 
30231 and 30233(a) (wetland protection), 30232 (spill prevention and response), 3021 1 and 
30212(a) (public access), and 30251 (scenic and visual resources). Staff therefore recommends 
that the Commission approve the proposed project, as conditioned. 

1.0 RECOMMENDED MOTION AND RESOLUTION 

The staff recommends approval of the permit application, subject to standard conditions. 

Motion: 

I move that the Commission approve Coastal Development Permit E-07-005 subject to 
conditions specified below. 

Staff recommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion will result in approval of the permit as 
conditioned and adoption of the following resolution and findings. The motion passes only by 
affirmative vote of a majority of Commissioners present. 

Resolution: 

The Commission hereby approves a Coastal Development Permit for the proposed 
development and adopts the findings set forth below on grounds that the development as 
conditioned will be in conformity with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. 
Approval of the pennit complies with the California Environmental Quality Act because 
either 1)fiasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives have been incorporated to 
substantially lessen any significant adverse effects of the development on the 
environment, or 2) there are no&rtherfeasible mitigation measures or alternatives that 
wouldsubstantially lessen any significant adverse impacts ofthe development on the 
environment. 




































