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Amendment No. 1 

 
Delete the last three sentences in the second full paragraph of page 35 to state: 
 
Per the SWRCB’s May 2010 policy to phase out OTC at most coastal power plants, most of the-
se cooling systems are scheduled to be decommissioned over the next decade. Therefore, state 
guidance on siting and design considerations (e.g., alternative intake systems such as subsurface 
intake methods, improved screening methods, etc. should be consistent with the SWRCB’s May 
2010 policy and should focus on technologies that can have minimal impact. 
 
 

Amendment No. 2 
 

Delete all of Action 9.2.1 on Page 36: 
 

Action 9.2.1: Take appropriate action to underscore need for desalination facility 
intakes to be consistent with the SWRCB’s May 2010 executive order and the 
OPC’s 2006 Resolution to phase out OTC technology. 

 
Metrics (measures of the OPC’s Actions): 

• OPC input into development of the SWRCB’s pending desalination policy. 
Metrics (measures of effectiveness) 

• Position adopted of no open-ocean intakes for ocean desalination facilities, and no-
location of ocean desalination facilities with facilities using OTC. 

• State’s position reflected in the SWRCB’s Desalination Policy. 
 
And insert the following to state: 
 

Action 9.2.1: Provide OPC input into development of the SWRCB’s pending desal-
ination policy. 

 
 
 

Amendment No. 3 
 

Delete the first metric under Action 9.1.1 on page 35 to state: 
 

• Regional contexts (costs and benefits of desalination compared with other 
water supply options; alternative water supply options) analyzed. 

 
 
 


