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- Dear Cﬁmr ‘H'ggam and Board Members, . : | - -

1 am writing with c(egp concerns about tﬁe health of California’s marine fife and

coastal habitats. Our precious ocean is under numerous and growing | threats.
- Ensuring healthy and robust bays, estuaties, coasts, and ocean will mean

reducing or eﬁ'mimﬁng each of those multiple threats.

" Your recent adoption of the ~Policy on the ‘Use of Coastal and Estuarine Waters -
for Power Plant Cooling” was an tmportant and critical step towards restoring
and protecting our marine environment, protecting the integrity of California’s
| e(ectncaf grid, and encouraging clean energy for the future.

adlmmnt(y oppose the recently _proyosec[ amendments to the Policy and request
- you immediately begin the task of enforcmg the current Policy’s goat} and
| n’meﬁnes with no changes to the "Poﬁcy




- 224 Q Street

1 applaud the Board for your ﬁve years of exhaustive independent research,
coordination of multiple environmental and energy agencies, and extensive public
outreach that resulted in'a Policy that was ﬁm and balanced. The final ‘Po(tcy
met the difficult multiple goals of

- eliminating unnecessary marine fife mortality,

- fully protecting the state against disruption qf electrical supply, and

- providing sufficient time and flexibility for power y&mt owners to prepare
and transition to the “best available technology” for minimizing the ongoing

| déstmctwn to marine (4 ﬁz amf ﬁaﬁttats.

'T’ﬁts issue was cargﬁaffy amf fu@ consu[éreJ in tﬁe ﬁ've years qf tﬁorougﬁ, |
exhaustive research and debate process that resulted in the adoption of the final
Policy. The Clean Water Act mandated the changes incorporated in the final
Policy almost four decades ago. The current amendments are nothing more than
a tﬁm(y veiled qﬁcort by a powerful industry and their lobbyists to create even
“more loopholes and delays - efforts that were afready heard and properly rejected
| By this Board. |

- .’Enougﬁ is enough. You should be comrrwmfed' for carrying out your duty um{er
 the Clean Water Act to tﬁorougﬁfy study a reasonable and balanced transition to

aVOld'uﬂ'necessary marine [‘Eﬁ mmaﬁty tﬂrougﬁ emy[by'lng tﬁz ”Eest fec&ﬂo&)gy
available for power plant coofing. ‘This decision should stand

By tgrﬁoﬁfmg the current [an,

wnians who care about our coast

and ocean, and the generations of Californians to come who will surely reap the
benefits of your work. - |
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S uage in the anpted"Paﬁcy you m[[ﬁmze tﬁe dkgp o
- gratitude and re;pect c_)f the miflions of Caltfort ST




