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ERRATA to the PROPOSED DECISION 
 
Please insert the following changes to the Proposed Decision:1 
 
1.  Page 16, second paragraph: 
 
CURE cites to Ormat’s Water Supply Agreement (“WSA”) with IID for deliveries of 6,800 
acre feet per year for use “in and incidental to the operation of the North Brawley 
Geothermal Development Project,” proposed by ORNI 18, LLC. (Id., citing to Ex. 200, 
App. G, p. 1). CURE acknowledges that the WSA does not identify a specific point of 
delivery. (Id.) However, as Mr. Sullivan testified, North Brawley’s water comes from IID’s 
West Side Main canal through a three mile pipeline. (9/26/11 RT 226:8-16). Mr. Sullivan 
cited to where the WSA expressly precludes sharing water with any other project, 
including East Brawley. (Ex. 200, App. G, p. 3; 9/26/11 RT 233:6-23). The proposed 
East Brawley geothermal project does not have a power purchase agreement water 
contract or a supply of water yet.  (9/26/11 RT 230:18-25231:1). The WSA is not proof 
of shared water facilities between the two projects.  
 
2. Page 18, third paragraph: 
 
The excerpt above indicates that East Brawley will not interconnect with the North 
Brawley 1 substation per se, but rather with IID’s interconnection point at the North 
Brawley 1 substation. CURE has offered no other evidence to suggest that the East 
Brawley transmission system will feed into the North Brawley system or vice versa. 
CURE did not offer live testimony or cross-examine Ormat’s expert on this point. 
(9/26/11 RT 269:19-281:8). The East Brawley geothermal project does not have an 
interconnection agreement or a power purchase agreement.  (9/26/11 RT 230:18-25).   
 
                                            
1 Where paragraphs are revised, changes are shown in underline/strikeout. 



3.  Page 19, first paragraph: 
 
CURE did not raise any allegations in its Complaint regarding the control rooms of North 
Brawley and East Brawley. However, it argues in its Opening Brief that North Brawley 
and East Brawley will share a common control room (CURE Op. Brief, p. 15).  However 
Nevertheless, the evidentiary record clearly establishes that North Brawley and East 
Brawley will each have its own control room. (Exs. 201, pp.1-2; 202, pp.1-2). 
 
 
Dated: November 16, 2011, at Sacramento, California. 
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