
  Brian K. Cherry 
Vice President 
Regulatory Relations 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
77 Beale St., Mail Code B10C 
P.O. Box 770000 
San Francisco, CA  94177 
 
415.973.4977 
Fax:  415.973.7226 

September 23, 2008 
 
 
Advice 3343-E 
(Pacific Gas and Electric Company ID U 39 E) 
 
Subject: City and County of Fresno Pedestrian Walkway Easement – 

Request for Approval under Section 851 
 
Purpose 
 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”) submits this advice letter seeking 
approval under Public Utilities Code § 851 authorizing PG&E to enter into with the 
City of Fresno (the “City”) a non-exclusive public pedestrian walkway easement 
agreement (the “Agreement”) to fulfill a condition of the Conditional Use Building 
Permit (the “Permit”) issued by the City for the redevelopment of PG&E’s Fresno 
Service Center (the “Project”).  The Permit requires PG&E to grant the City an on-
site pedestrian walkway easement covering a 2-foot wide portion of six (6) driveway 
approaches to the Fresno Service Center on PG&E property. 
 
PG&E believes that approval of the Easement Agreement is not a project under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) because there will be no physical 
change in use as a result of the grant of the easement.  The sidewalks were already 
built within the easement area as part of the Service Center Project, and this 851 
filing simply seeks permission to convey an easement to the City for public right of 
way purposes to meet a separate condition of the Permit associated with the Project.  
(See Section 13 below)      
 
Background 
 
PG&E owns lands, buildings and other structures in connection with the provision of 
natural gas and electricity to its customers throughout Northern and Central 
California.  In the provision of materials necessary to support of its utility operations, 
PG&E relies upon several large support centers, one of which is the Fresno Service 
Center and Fresno Materials Facility (the “Facility”) located on two parcels east and 
west of South Orange Avenue, respectively, in the City of Fresno.   
 
The Facility is centrally located in the San Joaquin Valley, having immediate access 
to Highway 99 and Highway 41.  The Facility is located on approximately 63 acres in 
the south end of Fresno’s industrial zone (the “Site”).  The Site is split in two by 
Orange Avenue with  approximately 39 acres on the east side and 24 acres on the 
west side.    
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The Facility directly serves the geographical area beginning at the southern area, 
Bakersfield and Ridgecrest, and covers the southern San Joaquin Valley west to 
Coalinga, east to Mariposa and North to Modesto.  This service area consists of 19 
service centers, 5 General Construction yards and 3 Southern Area Hydro yards, 
encompassing 30,000 sq. miles.  The Fresno Facility also provides other PG&E 
materials facilities with material in support of system emergencies. 
 
The Facility was originally constructed in the 1920’s as a construction yard with 
approximately 35 buildings on the Site.  Prior to the redevelopment of the Facility, the 
existing buildings were generally in poor condition and did not comply with current 
building codes or the requirements of the American with Disabilities Act (“ADA”).  
Over the course of 70 years, PG&E made improvements to the Facility to better 
serve utility functions such as customer services, maintenance and construction, 
power control, materials and fleet, building and land services and computer and 
telecommunications services. 
 
In October, 1998 PG&E enlisted the services of Integrated Designs, Inc. to assess 
the condition of the buildings, yard and storage facilities requirements at the Facility 
with the goal of consolidating utility service center activities currently being served 
through various PG&E-owned and leased space.  The goal was to develop a master 
plan to revitalize the Facility and identify cost efficiencies that could be captured 
through consolidation. 
 
In 2002, PG&E applied to the City of Fresno for a Conditional Use Building Permit 
that would authorize the Project.  The Project included replacing buildings that were 
deemed seismically unsafe and redesigning the Facility to implement the 
redevelopment, including making changes necessary to meet ADA requirements.   
 
On July 2, 2002, after completing CEQA review on the Project, the City issued PG&E 
Conditional Use Building Permit No. C-02-047) (Attachment A) approving the 
Project.  A copy of the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Project is also attached 
for information purposes only (Attachment B).  Among the conditions of the permit 
was a requirement that a minimum 4-foot wide, level path of travel be available along 
the public sidewalk on all frontages of the property as required by Title 24 of the 
California Administration Code (the “Code”).  Because the paved, sloped vehicle 
approach at each driveway reduced the width of the City-owned level pedestrian 
sidewalk to only 2 feet within the City’s existing rights of way, PG&E’s Project 
included six (6) pedestrian walkways on its property, each 2-foot wide, to comply with 
the permit requirement for a 4-foot wide level path to accommodate pedestrians with 
disabilities per Title 24 of the Code (which parallels the requirements of the ADA).  
PG&E completed construction on the Project in 2006. 
 
The City has now requested that PG&E grant a pedestrian easement covering these 
2-foot strips.  As a separate Permit condition, the Permit for the Project requires 
PG&E to dedicate these 2-foot strips to the City.  The terms of the Easement are 
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detailed in the Agreement between PG&E and the City, as further described in 
Attachment C. 
 
A picture depicting one of the six driveway approaches is provided as Attachment 
D.  The Easement covers all the driveway approaches to the Facility, and occupies 
portions of two land parcels APN # 480-050-20U and APN # 480-060-22U (the 
“Easement Area”).  The driveway approaches are located on Orange Avenue, 
California Avenue and Fourth Streets on the Project property. 
 
In accordance with Resolution ALJ-202, Appendix A, Section IV, PG&E provides the 
following information related to the proposed transaction: 
 

(1.)   Identity and addresses of all parties to the proposed transaction: 
 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company City of Fresno 
Andrew L. Niven    Mr. Jim Polsgrove 
Gail L. Slocum    City Public Works 
Law Department    2600 Fresno Street 
P.O. Box 7442    Fresno, CA  93721-1026 
San Francisco, CA  94120  Telephone: (559) 621-8692 
Telephone: (415) 973-6583  Facsimile: (559) 488-1045 
Facsimile: (415) 973-0516  Email:  james.polsgrove@Fresno.gov 
Email:  GLSg@pge.com  
      

(2.)   Complete description of the property including present location,   
    condition and use: 
 

The Easement Area is situated at the southeast and southwest corners of 
California and Orange Avenues in the City of Fresno.  In 2002, PG&E 
facilities dating back to the 1920’s were replaced with facilities that met 
current building standards and ADA requirements.  The Project was 
completed in December, 2006 and the Facility continues to function as a 
PG&E service center consolidating utility services that were previously 
served from various PG&E-owned and leased facilities.     
  

(3.)   Intended use of the property: 
 
The intended use of the Easement Area will continue to be for pedestrian 
and vehicle traffic at each of the driveway approaches into the Facility.  
Within each of the driveway approaches to the Facility, the pedestrian 
easement allows pedestrian and vehicle traffic over a pre-existing 2-foot 
wide paved pedestrian path adjoining the City’s sidewalk behind each of the 
driveway approaches.  At each of the driveway approaches to the Facility, 
the City and PG&E together currently provide a 4-foot wide, level 
unobstructed path along the public walkways on all frontages of the 
property.  Dedication of PG&E’s portion of this path to the City will enable 
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the City to replace, reconstruct, and otherwise maintain this path for public 
use in perpetuity. 
 
The Fresno Service Center will continue support distribution and 
transmission utility operations, with no change (see Section 6 below),  
 

(4.)   Complete description of the financial terms of the proposed 
transaction: 

 
In compliance with the Permit, PG&E proposes to grant a pedestrian 
sidewalk easement, covering the described 2-foot strip of sidewalk that 
extends onto PG&E’s property at each of the driveway entrances to the 
Facility, at no cost to the City.   
 

(5.)   Description of how the financial proceeds of the transaction will be 
distributed: 

 
Not applicable. 
 

(6.)   Statement on the impact of the transaction on ratebase and any effect 
on the ability of the utility to serve customers and the public: 

 
No PG&E property is being sold or disposed of and these minor easements 
will be granted at no cost to the City.  There are no changes to PG&E’s 
ratebase.  The granting of the easements will not interfere with the 
operations of the Facility or PG&E’s provision of utility service, and there will 
be no impact on utility services currently provided by the Facility. 
 
This transaction does not involve the transfer or change of ownership of 
facilities currently used in utility operations.  PG&E will retain full access 
rights and ownership of its Facility to support its utility operations.  
 
The proposed easement is not adverse to the public interest but rather 
serves the City’s desire to secure necessary public rights of way for 
pedestrian purposes on the portion of this existing sidewalk that extends 2-
feet onto PG&E property.  Thus, it represents a compatible, productive 
additional use of these 2-foot strips of sidewalk that were constructed in 
order to comply with ADA requirements.     
 

(7.)   For sales of real property and depreciable assets, the original cost, 
present book value, and present fair market value, and a detailed 
description of how the fair market value was determined (e.g. 
appraisal): 

 
Not applicable. 
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(8.)   For leases of real property, the fair market rental value, and a detailed 
description of how the fair market rental value was determined: 

 
Not applicable. 
 

(9.)   For easements or rights-of-ways, the fair market value of the easement 
or rights-of-way and a detailed description of how the fair market value 
was determined: 

 
Not applicable.  The Permit requires that PG&E grant pedestrian easements 
to the City at no cost to the City. 
 

(10.) Description of any recent past or anticipated future transactions that 
may appear to be related to the present transaction, such as a sales or 
leases of real property that are located near the property at issue or 
that are being transferred to the same transferee; or for depreciable 
assets, sales of similar assets or sales to the same transferee: 

 
To PG&E’s knowledge, there are no recent past or anticipated future 
transactions that may appear to be related to the subject transaction. 
 

(11.) Sufficient information and documentation (including environmental 
documentation) to show that all of the eligibility criteria stated in 
Section II of Resolution ALJ-202 have been met: 

 
a. Sufficient information and documentation has been included with this 

advice letter to show that all of the eligibility criteria stated in Section II 
of Resolution ALJ-202 have been met.  The proposed transaction is 
“not a project” under the CEQA requirements provided in ALJ-202 and 
will not require CEQA review by the Commission.  The pedestrian 
walkways were built on PG&E property as part of the ADA-compliant 
Project design, and the Easement proposed herein is now necessary to 
comply with a separate dedication requirement that was a condition of 
the City’s issuance of the Permit associated with the Project.  The 
proposed transaction will not have an adverse impact on the public 
interest or on the ability of the utility to provide safe and reliable service 
to customers at reasonable rates.  There is no payment for the 
proposed transaction.  

 
(12.) Additional information to assist in the review of the advice letter: 

 
No additional information is readily available other than what is already 

included within this filing. 
 

(13.) Environmental Information: 
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a. Exemption from CEQA review: 
 
1. Has the proposed transaction been found exempt from 

CEQA by a government agency? 
 

Not applicable.    
 

2. If no, the applicant shall state the specific CEQA exemption 
or exemptions that the applicant claims apply to the 
transaction, including citations to the applicable State 
CEQA Guideline(s) and/or statutes. 

 
Not applicable. 

 
b.   If the applicant believes that the transaction is not a project 

under CEQA, the applicant shall include an explanation of its 
position: 

 
PG&E believes the proposed Easement Agreement conveyance 
transaction proposed in this 851 filing is “not a project” under the 
CEQA requirements provided in ALJ-202.  There will be no physical 
change in use as a result of the grant of this easement.  The 
pedestrian walkways to which the easement relates were constructed 
on PG&E property as part of the Project (they were constructed as 
part of the redevelopment of the Facility which began in 2002), and 
this 851 filing simply conveys an easement to the City for public right 
of way purposes, to meet a separate dedication requirement that was 
a condition of the Project Permit.  This Section 851 filing for approval 
of this easement involves no future change to the physical condition of 
the property, but merely the conveyance of an Easement Agreement.  
Thus, PG&E believes this later easement transfer filing to meet a 
separate dedication requirement does not constitute a “project” under 
CEQA, in and of itself.   
 

Protests 
 
Anyone wishing to protest this filing may do so by letter sent via U.S. mail, by 
facsimile or electronically, any of which must be received no later than October 13, 
2008, which is 20 days after the date of this filing.  Protests should be mailed to: 
 
 

CPUC Energy Division 
Tariff Files, Room 4005 
DMS Branch 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, California  94102 
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Facsimile: (415) 703-2200 
E-mail: jnj@cpuc.ca.gov and mas@cpuc.ca.gov 

 
Copies of protests also should be mailed to the attention of the Director, Energy 
Division, Room 4004, at the address shown above. 
 
The protest also should be sent via U.S. mail (and by facsimile and electronically, if 
possible) to PG&E at the address shown below on the same date it is mailed or 
delivered to the Commission:  
 

Brian K. Cherry 
Vice President, Regulatory Relations 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
77 Beale Street, Mail Code B10C 
P.O. Box 770000 
San Francisco, California  94177 
 
Facsimile: (415) 973-7226 
E-mail: PGETariffs@pge.com 

 
Effective Date 
 
Pursuant to the review process outlined in Resolution ALJ-202, PG&E requests that 
this advice filing become effective by Commission resolution as soon as possible. 
PG&E submits this filing as a Tier 3. 
 
Notice 
 
In accordance with General Order 96-B, Section IV, a copy of this advice letter is 
being sent electronically and via U.S. mail to parties shown on the attached list.  
Address changes to the General Order 96-B service list should be directed to Rose 
de la Torre at (415) 973-4716.  Send all electronic approvals to 
PGETariffs@pge.com.  Advice letter filings can also be accessed electronically at:  
http://www.pge.com/tariffs 
 

 
 
Vice President, Regulatory Relations 
 
Attachments 
 
cc:  Service List 
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************ SERVICE LIST Advice 3343-E *********** 
APPENDIX A 

 
********** STATE EMPLOYEES *********** 
 
Angela K. Minkin 
Administrative Law Judge Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue 

San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703-2008 
ang@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Myra J. Prestidge 
Administrative Law Judge Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703-2629 
tom@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Jonathan Reiger 
Legal Division  
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 355-5596 
jzr@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Chloe Lukins 
Energy Division  
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703- 1637 
clu@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Kenneth Lewis 
Energy Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703-1090 
kl1@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
Brewster Fong 
Division of Ratepayer Advocates 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
(415) 703- 2187 
bfs@cpuc.ca.gov  
 
     

********** AGENCIES *********** 
 

City of Fresno  
Mr. Jim Polsgrove 
City Public Works 
2600 Fresno Street 
Fresno, CA  93721-1026 
Telephone: (559) 621-8692 
Facsimile: (559) 488-1045 
Email:  james.polsgrove@Fresno.gov 
 
County of Fresno  
Dept. Public Works and Planning 
2220 Tulare Street, 6th floor  
Fresno, CA  93721 
Telephone: (559) 262-4078 
Facsimile: (559) 262-4879 
Email:  lbrosi@co.fresno.ca.us  
 
********** 3rd Party ***********  
 
 
 

 

 



 

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
ADVICE LETTER FILING SUMMARY 

ENERGY UTILITY  
MUST BE COMPLETED BY UTILITY (Attach additional pages as needed) 

Company name/CPUC Utility No. Pacific Gas and Electric Company (ID U39 M) 
Utility type:   Contact Person: Linda Tom-Martinez 

 ELC  GAS       Phone #:  
 PLC  HEAT  WATER E-mail:  

EXPLANATION OF UTILITY TYPE 

ELC = Electric              GAS = Gas  
PLC = Pipeline              HEAT = Heat     WATER = Water 

(Date Filed/ Received Stamp by CPUC) 

Advice Letter (AL) #: 3343-E Tier: [3] 
Subject of AL:  City and County of Fresno Pedestrian Walkway Easement – Request for Approval Under Section 851 
Keywords (choose from CPUC listing): Section 851 
AL filing type:  Monthly  Quarterly   Annual   One-Time   Other _____________________________ 
If AL filed in compliance with a Commission order, indicate relevant Decision/Resolution #: ALJ-202 
Does AL replace a withdrawn or rejected AL?  If so, identify the prior AL: No 
Summarize differences between the AL and the prior withdrawn or rejected AL:  
Is AL requesting confidential treatment?  If so, what information is the utility seeking confidential 
treatment for: No 
Confidential information will be made available to those who have executed a nondisclosure agreement: N/A 
Name(s) and contact information of the person(s) who will provide the nondisclosure agreement and access 
to the confidential information: 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Resolution Required?  Yes   No   
Requested effective date: CPUC approval NNo. of tariff sheets: N/A 
Estimated system annual revenue effect (%):  N/A 
Estimated system average rate effect (%): N/A 
When rates are affected by AL, include attachment in AL showing average rate effects on customer classes 
(residential, small commercial, large C/I, agricultural, lighting). 
Tariff schedules affected:   
Service affected and changes proposed:  
Protests, dispositions,  and all other correspondence regarding this AL are due no later than 20 days after 
the date of this filing, unless otherwise authorized by the Commission, and shall be sent to: 
CPUC, Energy Division  Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Tariff Files, Room 4005 
DMS Branch 
505 Van Ness Ave., San Francisco, CA 94102 
jnj@cpuc.ca.gov and mas@cpuc.ca.gov 

Attn: Brian K. Cherry, Vice President, Regulatory Relations
77 Beale Street, Mail Code B10C 
P.O. Box 770000 
San Francisco, CA 94177 
E-mail: PGETariffs@pge.com 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachment A 
 

Conditional Use Building Permit 



























 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachment B 
 

Mitigated Negative Declaration 







































 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachment C 
 

Agreement Between PG&E and Fresno 



























































 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachment D 
 

Photo of Driveway Approach 



 



PG&E Gas and Electric 
Advice Filing List 
General Order 96-B, Section IV 
 

 

 Department of the Army  Northern California Power Association 
Aglet  Dept of General Services Occidental Energy Marketing, Inc. 
Agnews Developmental Center Division of Business Advisory Services OnGrid Solar 
Alcantar & Kahl Douglas & Liddell PPL EnergyPlus, LLC 
Ancillary Services Coalition Douglass & Liddell Pinnacle CNG Company 
Anderson & Poole Downey & Brand Praxair 
Arizona Public Service Company Duke Energy R. W. Beck & Associates  
BART Duncan, Virgil E. RCS, Inc. 
BP Energy Company Dutcher, John RMC Lonestar 
Barkovich & Yap, Inc. Ellison Schneider & Harris LLP Recon Research 
Bartle Wells Associates Energy Management Services, LLC SCD Energy Solutions 
Blue Ridge Gas FPL Energy Project Management, Inc. SCE 
Braun & Associates Foster Farms SESCO 
C & H Sugar Co. Foster, Wheeler, Martinez SMUD 
CA Bldg Industry Association Franciscan Mobilehome SPURR 
CAISO G. A. Krause & Assoc. Santa Fe Jets 
CLECA Law Office GLJ Publications Seattle City Light  
CSC Energy Services Goodin, MacBride, Squeri, Schlotz & 

Ritchie 
Sempra Utilities 

California Cotton Ginners & Growers Assn Green Power Institute Sequoia Union HS Dist 
California Energy Commission Hanna & Morton Sierra Pacific Power Company 
California League of Food Processors Heeg, Peggy A. Silicon Valley Power 
California Public Utilities Commission Hitachi Smurfit Stone Container Corp 
Calpine Hogan Manufacturing, Inc. Southern California Edison Company 
Cameron McKenna Imperial Irrigation District St. Paul Assoc. 
Cardinal Cogen Innercite Sunshine Design 
Casner, Steve International Power Technology Sutherland, Asbill & Brennan 
Cerox Intestate Gas Services, Inc. TFS Energy 
Chamberlain, Eric J. R. Wood, Inc. Tabors Caramanis & Associates 
Chevron Company JTM, Inc. Tecogen, Inc. 
Chris, King Los Angeles Dept of Water & Power Tioga Energy 
City of Glendale Luce, Forward, Hamilton & Scripps LLP TransCanada 
City of Palo Alto MBMC, Inc. Turlock Irrigation District 
City of San Jose MRW & Associates U S Borax, Inc. 
Clean Energy Fuels Manatt Phelps Phillips United Cogen 
Coast Economic Consulting Matthew V. Brady & Associates  Utility Cost Management 
Commerce Energy McKenzie & Associates Utility Resource Network 
Commercial Energy Meek, Daniel W. Utility Specialists 
Constellation Merced Irrigation District Vandenberg Air Force 
Constellation New Energy Mirant Verizon 
Consumer Federation of California Modesto Irrigation District Wellhead Electric Company 
Crossborder Energy Morgan Stanley Western Manufactured Housing 

Communities Association (WMA) 
Davis Wright Tremaine LLP Morrison & Foerster White & Case 
Day Carter Murphy New United Motor Mfg., Inc. eMeter Corporation 
Defense Energy Support Center Norris & Wong Associates   
Department of Water Resources North Coast SolarResources  

 


