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STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS
P.0. BOX 2000
SACRAMENTO, CA 95812-2000

INITIAL STUDY /
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

BACKGROUND

PROJECT TITLE: Pinecrest Lake Level Modification Project
APPLICANT: Pacific Gas & Electric Company
APPLICANT'S CONTACT PERSON: Richard Doble

INTRODUCTION

This Initial Study addresses the environmental impacts associated with a proposed change in
one of the conditions in the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 81251 et seq.) Section 401 water
guality certification (certification) issued by the State Water Resources Control Board (State
Water Board) for Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s (PG&E) Spring Gap-Stanislaus
Hydroelectric Project (Hydro Project), Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Project
No. 2130. Approval of a change to the existing certification is a discretionary action under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Cal. Public Resources Code Section 21000 et
seq. Accordingly, the State Water Board is required to comply with CEQA before it approves
changes to the conditions of the certification.

This CEQA document evaluates the environmental effects of lowering Pinecrest Lake between
the range of 5,608 feet above mean sea level (msl)l to 5,600 feet before Labor Day of each
year. The entire Hydro Project was evaluated under CEQA prior to issuance of the certification
in 2009;2 however that CEQA document did not consider Pinecrest Lake levels below 5,608 feet
before Labor Day. The State Water Board will consider this CEQA document, along with the
Hydro Project and associated Hydro Project records, before making a decision on PG&E'’s
request, which is explained below. If the State Water Board decides to make changes to the
existing certification based on PG&E’s request, the State Water Board® will issue an amended
certification for the Hydro Project.

All elevation levels in this document are measured using msl as the point of reference.

The Hydro Project CEQA documents, along with other documents related to the Hydro Project and Pinecrest
Lake can be found at:

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water_quality cert/springgap_ferc2130.shtml
The State Water Board’'s Executive Director has been delegated the authority to issue a decision on a water
quality certification application. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 23, § 3838, subd. (a).)
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PG&E’S REQUEST

A request to modify Condition No. 4 of the certlflcatlon for the Hydro Project was filed by PG&E
with the State Water Board on December 16, 2011." PG&E requested that Condition No. 4 be
modified to reduce the level of Pinecrest Lake (also referred to as Pinecrest Reservoir) between
the end of splll and Labor Day from the current minimum elevation of 5,608 feet to a minimum
of 5,606 feet in wet water years, 5,604 feet in normal-wet water years, and 5,600 feet in normal-
dry and dry water years (PG&E'’s proposed project).

PG&E’s proposed project area is within the Stanislaus River watershed in Tuolumne County, is
located in Sections 15 and 16, Township 4 North and Range 18 West, Mount Diablo Base &
Meridian, and is on the Pinecrest 7.5-minute U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic
guadrangle. The proposed project area can be accessed from State Route 108 through the
Stanislaus National Forest.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

PG&E proposes to continue to operate the Spring Gap-Stanislaus Hydroelectric Project (Hydro
Project) as it has historically been operated, but with modified Pinecrest Reservoir operations.
PG&E requested a modification to Condition No. 4 of its certlflcatlon for the Hydro Project,
issued by the State Water Board under Order WR 2009-0039.° Currently, Condition No. 4
requires that after End of SplII each year, PG&E maintain Pinecrest Reservoir above an
elevation of 5,608 feet prior to and including Labor Day. In addition, PG&E is required to
prepare a drawdown curve for Pinecrest Reservoir by April 15 of each year, which estimates
what the lake level will be on Labor Day for that year. After Labor Day, PG&E is allowed to
release water from Pinecrest Reservoir down to a minimum storage of 500 acre-feet (AF).
Pinecrest Reservoir is generally drawn down by an additional 71 to 94 feet after Labor Day to
generate hydropower and supply water to Tuolumne Utilities District (TUD).

If approved, PG&E’s proposed project, to modify Condition No. 4, would allow PG&E to lower
Pinecrest Reservoir between the end of spill and Labor Day from the current minimum elevation
of 5,608 feet to a minimum of 5,606 feet in wet water years, 5,604 feet in normal-wet water
years, and 5,600 feet in normal-dry and dry water years. PG&E notes that these elevations are

The request from PG&E can be found at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water_quality cert/docs/springgap_stanislaus
_ferc2130/mtgtn_prpsl121611.pdf

End of Spill is defined in the certification as when the reservoir elevation falls below 5,617 feet and the inflow to
Pinecrest Reservoir decreases so that the diurnal fluctuation does not cause the water surface elevation to
approach 5,617 feet and the outlet valve is used by PG&E to control water releases from Strawberry Dam. End
of spill at Pinecrest Reservoir typically occurs around mid-July in wet water years, early July to late June in
normal water years, and mid-June in dry water years.

WR 2009-0039 can be found at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/board_decisions/adopted_orders/orders/2009/wro2009_0039.pdf
Per Condition No. 4 of the certification, “End of Spill is when the reservoir elevation falls below elevation 5,617
feet and the inflow to Pinecrest Lake decreases so that the diurnal fluctuation does not cause the water surface
elevation to exceed elevation 5,617 feet and the outlet valve is used by Licensee to control water release from
Strawberry Dam.”

Water year types are defined in Condition No. 1 of the certification using the Department of Water Resources
Annual Unimpaired Inflow to New Melones Reservoir.
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not planned drawdown elevations; they are the minimum elevations to which the Reservoir may
be drawn down in the event of a water shortage. The actual yearly drawdown will continue to
vary depending on annual runoff. No physical improvements to PG&E’s infrastructure are
necessary to lower the lake levels under PG&E’s proposed project. However, in the study
discussed below there were mitigation measures identified to protect recreation at Pinecrest
Lake that PG&E would need to employ in order to draw down the lake to 5,600 feet prior to
Labor Day.

As part of the certification, PG&E was required to complete a Pinecrest Reservoir minimum
lake-level study plan to determine the minimum Pinecrest Reservoir elevation between End of
Spill through Labor Day that protects recreational uses (specifically, Day-Use Area beaches, the
marina just to the east of the handicap fishing access, and other areas as directed by the State
Water Board). PG&E consulted with the United States Forest Service (USFS), California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW; formerly the California Department of Fish and Game),
TUD, and the State Water Board in the development of the study plan. The study plan was
approved by the Deputy Director for Water Rights (Deputy Director) on May 6, 2010. PG&E
conducted the study per the study plan and submitted the Pinecrest Reservoir Lake Level Study
Report (Study Report) in April 2011. On December 16, 2011, PG&E submitted the above-
referenced request to the State Water Board to revise Condition No. 4 of the certification. The
report identified impacts to certain recreational uses as a result of lower Pinecrest Lake levels
before Labor Day, and PG&E put forth a mitigation plan to address the impacts identified in the
report. The environmental impacts of lowering the Pinecrest Lake level from 5,608 feet to 5,600
feet prior to and including Labor Day are assessed in this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND).

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Pinecrest Lake is approximately 25 miles northeast of Sonora off of State Route 108 on the
upper reaches of the South Fork of the Stanislaus River (SFSR) within the Stanislaus National
Forest (see Figure 1, Regional Location) in Tuolumne County. Pinecrest Lake stores
approximately 18,000 AF of water with a maximum water surface elevation of approximately
5,617 feet. Water stored in Pinecrest Reservoir is used for: (1) hydroelectric generation by
PG&E; (2) minimum instream flows in the SFSR; (3) water supply for local and downstream
users; and (4) multiple recreational activities, including swimming, boating, fishing, camping,
and picnicking. Recreational facilities are located on the southwest shoreline of the Pinecrest
Reservoir. These facilities include, but are not limited to: a dock with fueling facilities and boat
slips; a boat ramp and courtesy dock; a buoyed swimming area; a mixed day-use area; two
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)-accessible fishing platforms; and beach areas.

Pinecrest Reservoir is owned by the USFS and is operated by PG&E as part of the Hydro
Project. The Hydro Project is composed of the Relief, Strawberry, Spring Gap, and Stanislaus
Developments. Pinecrest Reservoir is a component of the Strawberry Development.

Pinecrest Lake is impounded by Strawberry Dam (see Figure 2, Project Location), which is
133 feet high, 720 feet long and has a 108-foot-long spillway that is controlled by 6-foot
flashboards from May to September and a 6-foot diameter low level outlet with a 30-inch fixed
cone valve. Strawberry Dam is located along the northwestern portion of Pinecrest Reservoir.
Pinecrest Reservoir has a gross storage capacity of 18,312 AF at lake elevation 5,617.5 feet
and a usable storage capacity of 18,266 AF. The existing certification imposes a minimum
storage requirement of 500 AF year-round, which cannot be reduced except after approval of
the Deputy Director.
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The water released from Pinecrest Reservoir at Strawberry Dam’ flows to the SFSR (also called
the Pinecrest Reach), and is either diverted through the Philadelphia Ditch to the Spring Gap
Powerhouse " or continues downstream to Lyons Reservoir. Per Condition No. 4 of the
certification, PG&E is required to provide minimum instream flows of 5 cubic feet per second
(cfs) in the SFSR below Strawberry Dam year-round. PG&E is also required to provide
minimum instream flows below Strawberry Dam as outlined in Table 1 below.

11
Table 1

Pinecrest Reach Minimum Streamflow (cfs) ab

Water Year Type

Month Dry Normal-Dry ~ Normal-Wet Wet
October 1-31 10 10 15 15
November 1-30 10 10 15 15
December 1-31 10 10 10 15
January 1- February 9 10 10 10 15
February 10 - March 9 10 10 10 15
March 10 — April 9 10 10 10 15
April 10 — May 9 10 10 15 15
June 1 -30 10 10 15 15
July 1 -31 10 10 15 15
August 1 — 31 10 10 15 15
September 1 — 30 10 10 15 15

#The compliance location for the minimum streamflows shall be USGS gauge
11296500 (PG&E gauge S-61) on the SFSR below Herring Creek.

® Once Pinecrest Lake has reached the specified minimum storage of 500 AF, the
minimum required streamflow is the amount indicated, or the inflow to Pinecrest Lake
plus accretion flows from Herring Creek, whichever is less.

PG&E is under contract with TUD to deliver water to meet TUD’s consumptive demand. Per the
contract, a base supply of 10,000 AF of water is available at no cost to TUD from Lyons
Reservoir, through the Tuolumne Main Canal (Main Canal). Lyons Reservoir is part of PG&E’s
Phoenix Hydroelectric Project, FERC Project No. 1061, and is located approximately 11 miles
southwest of Pinecrest Reservoir. The Main Canal has a maximum capacity of 50 cfs of water,
but normally diverts between 36 and 45 cfs. In addition to the base supply, TUD can request a
supplemental supply of up to 9,500 AF of water available to PG&E from the SFSR. The
supplemental supply primarily comes from Pinecrest Reservoir releases, as they are usually
needed towards the end of summer when inflow to the SFSR and Lyons Reservoir from
snowmelt has ceased.

Water can be released to the SFSR either through an outlet valve below the dam that draws water from below

0 the surface of Pinecrest Lake or down the spillway around the dam if the lake’s water surface is high enough.
Water diverted to the Philadelphia Ditch does not return to the SFSR; it is ultimately released into the Middle

" Fork Stanislaus River.
Table 1 is taken directly from the certification issued under Order WR 2009-0039.
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PG&E’'s PROPOSED PROJECT NEED AND OBJECTIVES

Domestic water for approximately 44,000 people living in and around the Sonora area is
diverted from the SFSR at Lyons Reservoir. In the summer, water is supplied to TUD
customers from the storage volume within Lyons Reservoir and is supplemented later in the
summer with water from Pinecrest Reservoir. According to PG&E and TUD, the Pinecrest Lake
minimum elevation condition in the certification (Condition No. 4) restricts delivery of
supplemental water supply prior to Labor Day if doing so causes Pinecrest Lake to drop below
5,608 feet prior to and including Labor Day. Hydrologic records show that Lyons Reservoir
received supplemental supply from Pinecrest Reservoir in 11 out of the 36 years between 1974
and 2010 (TUD 2011). These deliveries occurred in critically dry, dry, and normal-dry water
years. From 1974 through 2011, the earliest end of spill at Lyons Reservoir occurred in 2007,
during that same period, 2007 marked the year that the largest amount of water was delivered
to Lyons Reservoir from Pinecrest Reservoir prior to and including Labor Day. Pinecrest
Reservoir was at an elevation of approximately 5,604 feet on Labor Day in 2007 (prior to
implementation of the new Pinecrest Lake level requirement of 5,608 feet, which became
effective in 2009.

PG&E’s proposed project objectives are to:

¢ Provide a reasonable supplemental domestic water supply to existing TUD customers;
and

¢ Maintain usability of recreational facilities at Pinecrest Reservoir prior to and including
Labor Day.

PG&E’sS PROPOSED PROJECT MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures were included as part of PG&E’s proposed project. The full
text of the mitigation measures can be found within PG&E’s 2011 request letter at:
http://lwww.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water_quality _cert/docs/spri
nggap_stanislaus_ferc2130/mtgtn_prpsl121611.pdf , and are summarized here.

Mitigation Measure 1 — Substrate Improvement

Lowering the lake level exposes rocks, stumps, and mud flats that can impede the
quality of shoreline recreation and/or present a hazard to boating. PG&E proposes to
remove stumps and rocks at the direction of the USFS. Rocks would be moved to a
staging area away from the site and later removed as appropriate. Stumps would either
be removed in the same manner as rocks or cut up/ground down as directed by the
USFS. Rounded gravel would be used to backfill any holes created by the removals.
Mud flats would be similarly excavated and back filled with rounded gravel.

Mitigation Measure 2 — Buoy Line Modification
The area designated as a swim area is currently defined with a fixed stationary buoy
line. PG&E proposes to provide a new buoy line that could either permanently

encompass a larger area to compensate for lost swimming area as the reservoir level
drops, or that could be actively moved to present a constant swim area as the reservoir
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level drops. PG&E plans to work with the affected parties to develop the preferred
option to maintain the swimming area at lower lake levels.

Mitigation Measure 3 — Increased Public Awareness

As Pinecrest Lake is a major source of contact and non-contact water recreation within
Tuolumne County, the public should be made aware of what the conditions will be at the
reservoir throughout the summer. PG&E proposes to develop multiple avenues of
communication with the public, including website sources of information, physical

posting of information about the lake level at the lake and in the surrounding community,
and a communication plan to inform the Pinecrest Lake Resort and other affected parties
about the planned lake levels for each year.

RECENT PROJECT HISTORY

On May 18, 2012, PG&E requelzzsted authority to draw down Pinecrest Lake to an elevation of
5,606 feet by Labor Day 2012.  The request was made in accordance with Condition No. 4 of
the certification pursuant to a request by TUD. The request was made because TUD indicated
it would have difficulty meeting its customers’ consumptive needs (including irrigation needs) at
a lake level elevation of 5,608 feet. The State Water Board approved the variance on

July 10, 2012, with additional restrictions that TUD enter into its highest level of water
conservation and that PG&E report the actual water use for the year after Labor Day. The
actual Pinecrest Lake elevation on Labor Day 2012 was 5,608 feet.

On January 17, 2014 Governor Brown issued a Drought Emergency Proclamation due to
continued drought conditions, which included relatively low precipitation levels starting in 2011
and continuing through the present. TUD began implementing water conservation measures in
January 2014. The State Water Board met with PG&E, TUD, and other state and federal
agencies in April 2014 to discuss the dry weather conditions and the planned operations at
Pinecrest Reservoir for the year. TUD issued a letter in May 2014 requesting that PG&E ask
the State Water Board to modify the Labor Day Pinecrest Lake minimum elevation to 5,606 feet,
similar to 2012. PG&E made the request for a 5,606 foot minimum elevation to the State Water
Board on July 10, 2014, which was approved on the same day. (See footnote 13.) The actual
Pinecrest Lake elevation on Labor Day 2012 was at 5,608 feet.

ACTION ON PG&E’S REQUEST

As the public agency responsible for issuing water quality certification for PG&E’s proposed
project, the State Water Board is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) and is responsible for reviewing and certifying the adequacy of the environmental
document before taking action on PG&E'’s request.

This IS/MND has been prepared to evaluate the range of Pinecrest Lake levels included in
PG&E's request to the State Water Board, and covers the range of lake levels the State Water
Board may consider in taking action on PG&E's request.

12
PG&E's request along with other documents related to the Hydro Project can be found at:

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/water_quality_cert/springgap_ferc2130.shtml
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by PG&E's proposed
project, involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

a

Aesthetics o Agriculture and Forestry o Air Quality

Resources _
Biological Resources o Cultural Resources o Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas A Hazards and a Hydrology and Water
Emissions Hazardous Materials Quality
Land Use and Planning o Mineral Resources o Noise
Population and Housing o Public Services 1 Recreation
Transportation and Traffic o Utilities and Service 5 Mandatory Findings of

Systems Significance

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

.

| find that PG&E's proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although PG&E's proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION has bheen prepared.

| find that PG&E's proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) is required.

| find that PG&E's proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
‘potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect:
1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards; and 2) has been addressed by migration measures based on the earlier
analysis as described on attached sheets. An EIR is required, but it must analyze only the

| effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although PG&E's proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects: (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards; and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGAT!VE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon PG&E's proposed project, nothing further is required.

/)/) z) / . March 16, 2015

Barbara Evoy ' ' Date
Deputy Director for Water Rights '
State Water Resources Control Board
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than

Issues Significant with Significant | No
I mpact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
1. AESTHETICS
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic o o [ o

vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources,

including, but not limited to, trees, rock O O O [
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state

scenic highway?

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its

surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or m m m [
nighttime views in the area?

Environmental Setting

Pinecrest Lake is surrounded by forested land and rocky outcroppings. The Sierra Nevada
Mountains are east of the project area. Views of the nearby mountain range are primarily
available from the publically accessible Pinecrest Recreation Area on the southwestern edge of
Pinecrest Lake. The shoreline, beach, and boat docks in the Pinecrest Recreation Area are
accessible from Lakeshore Avenue and Lakeshore Drive/ Pinecrest Lake Road.

Findings

a) A scenic vista is defined as a publicly accessible viewpoint that provides expansive views of a
highly valued landscape. The Sierra Nevada Mountains to the east of Pinecrest Lake are visible
from the Pinecrest Recreation Area, including the marina and beach. PG&E’s proposed project
would decrease the elevation of the lake water which would result in an additional few feet of
exposed shoreline. The exposed shoreline would not interfere with the views of the nearby
mountains. Any decrease in mountain viewing access from the lake surface would likely be
offset by the slight increases in shoreline viewing access. Given the size of Pinecrest Lake and
the small change in elevation (maximum of 8 feet in normal-dry and dry water years), the
change to the shoreline that would result due to PG&E's proposed project would generally not
be noticeable. Furthermore, Pinecrest Lake levels and the area of exposed shoreline fluctuate
seasonally every year, and the changes in the shoreline are part of the scenic vista at the

Pinecrest Lake Level Modification Project 8



present time. For all of these reasons, PG&E’s proposed project would have a less than
significant impact on the scenic vista.

b) There are no state scenic highways near the project area, and PG&E’s proposed project
would therefore have no impact on scenic resources within a scenic highway.

c) As discussed under “a” above, PG&E’s proposed project would result in a few additional feet
of exposed shoreline. The decrease in elevation of the lake level would result in an additional
few feet of barren mud, rocks, and sand exposure around the shoreline (estimated increase of
up to approximately 125 feet of exposed shoreline with change in Pinecrest Lake level from
5,608 to 5,600 feet). Given the size of Pinecrest Lake, the small change in elevation, and the
fact that the level fluctuates seasonally every year, the additional exposed shoreline would not
significantly change the visual character of Pinecrest Lake. For these reasons, PG&E’s
proposed project would have a less than significant impact on visual character.

d) PG&E's proposed project does not involve construction of any facilities that would create
lighting or glare. PG&E’s proposed project would have no impact related to light or glare.

Pinecrest Lake Level Modification Project



Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than

Issues Significant with Significant No
s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

2. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES
Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the o o o [
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of

the California Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural m m O ]
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public

Resources Code [PRC] section 12220(g)), o o o [
timberland (as defined by PRC section 4526), or

timberland zoned Timberland Production (as

defined by Government Code section 51104(qg))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion O O m [
of forest land to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing

environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to O ] ] ]
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land

to non-forest use?

Environmental Setting

PG&E’s proposed project is located within the Stanislaus National Forest. While some land
within the Stanislaus National Forest is designated for timber production, land in the project area
is not designated for agricultural use or timber production.

Findings

a) There is no impact as the project area only includes Pinecrest Lake, and would not involve
the conversion of any project area into Farmland.

b) PG&E's proposed project would not conflict with an existing Williamson Act contract or
conflict with existing land zoned for agriculture use.
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¢) The project area is within the Stanislaus National Forest, portions of which are designated for
Timber Production. However, PG&E’s proposed project is located within an existing area
managed for recreation and would not conflict with existing zoning or cause rezoning of forest
land or timberland. Additionally, the only physical changes within PG&E'’s proposed project
would occur on existing lake bed, no living trees would be altered nor would there be any
rezoning required. There would be no impact under this criterion.

d) PG&E's proposed project would not have impacts related to loss or conversion of forest lands
to non-forest use because the Hydro Project area experiences an annual water elevation
fluctuation greater that what is being proposed before Labor Day of each year. PG&E’s
proposed project would have no impact related to loss of forest lands.

e) There is no Farmland on or in the immediate vicinity of the project area. For this reason and
the reasons discussed under items 2(a), (b) and (d) above, PG&E’s proposed project would not
involve changes to the existing environment that could cause the conversion of Farmland to
non-agricultural use or the conversion of forest land to non-forest use.
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Issues Significant with Significant

Less Than

Potentially Significant Less Than No

Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

Incorporated

3. AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be
relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the O O i [
applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute

substantially to an existing or projected air quality

violation?

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an

applicable federal or state ambient air quality

standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial o o | |
pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a

substantial number of people?

Environmental Setting

PG&E's proposed project is located within an area under the jurisdiction of the Tuolumne
County Air Pollution Control District (TCAPCD). TCAPCD is responsible for the protection and
management of air quality in Tuolumne County, and has established a set of rules and
regulations to evaluate and manage sources of air pollutants.

Air quality in th