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Primary Recommendations

• Ifa new reference temperature was mandated, wouldthe overall costs 'to businesses and governmental
agencies to implement and oversee the program outweigh any potential benefits?
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Establishing a new statewide reference temperature. or different regional refe~~~e"
temperatures for the state. would not successfully address temperature compensation at the

If the Legislature chooses to allow voluntaO' ATe. it should consider legi§lationrequiring
the California Division of Measure'mertt St;md~d~ t~"de~~ibp stan'da;ds'~d~~ssh;'g',, .. ,
eQ!lipment approval, certification testing. compliance enforcement const'uri~~'i~beifu'~,~d: '"
timing provisions for voluntar.y: ATC at retail stations. Until that process has been. ..,. .

'':,.''~, "I --r; ,'~•• ). '~'-.i_· ~7j;: 'f n~"" '. )·-~l' J -:1'-- 1'),,111,.£' I:,!(n .... , ,-
completed. it is recommended that the Legislature prohibit the use of ATC on a voluntim'

)' ~1,li"'l ";' ,\:~.~ I~: ,~,,'-:(J.)"'.~~·~;'1J~ ...

basis.

The estimated costs of a new referencetemperamre and'assocrafed-Iarger'giillorl'size'(in'Clibic
inches) could amount to between $9.0 million and'$27;9'n'iilli6h'oif'rom>$925;to'$2~879per1retati': ·
station. On a per-gallon basis these additional expenses incuri;ed'byretailstatioil oWh'ets:wauld
equate to between five hundredths (5/100) and 15 hundredths (15/100) of a cent per gallon for
only one year. After the modifications were completed, therew6tild be 'no additloi\al'rea:iiTingJ ' '.

costs for businesses or consumers. . " '.' ·ifFf(O OJ

•

• The Legislature should consider whether the v~lue ;fili~,public p~rceptio~ '$'ke"~'th,e~¥al:+
·,l-a~'·~',j.j ."".~ 'I" .. :l.:,'·u ..r-,.~ ..' .:...:~ •. ~~'-'.} ,':;Jl'J~;h, •.L}""'i.1n.u:r.. ll·.\,;11,i~1:j

Ret eese ts ssciety are S8 lew, less thaR tws teRtfls (2/1Q) sf a seRt peF gallt;l!'l' at H;lsst,!!~ ,'.
1'\,.";".1..11)\,1 :1,.t, '< 1'.; .t"

Fees_eRded that the State's LegislaRife e8RSidef tfie "altle of increased fairness, accuracy,
and consistency of fuel measurement. in addition to the benefits guantified in the cost- ,,' ,
benefit anal;)!:sis. jus~ mandating\ffi.~"··'''''' '_"":',,•..'..,:~ .•"......:~., .tr: 0'. ~~:~,:.~ ..:...q ..., •. ~"" ';?:;'~j~'

• : P ~.~'-""~-~" ~.:~: " ·....,::.;"'t;.-r~f .\;f..-""... ~V"\(~.;'i!f:{':.iJ....~,~~~,:t::'f"~:~:,.:f;~';·l,t{:'f,~ ~:.t.9..'.c-:!JLo'
lRiIDdated use of ATC at Califonua·retailstati . " " : '.: ·t··... ,'. .' .:,

;Jf' :;;~~:::;;~·~.:~:·i,*,l"i-,{j,".>~, ;~~;:~,r~;~~:~~~~:;~,:~(:~~~&j~~;~:;
• If the Legislature chooses to mandate theuse·o'fATc.al·retail s~tionidWoiop·ti6ns·are;~:;.~~o'
.. , ,available:·'(lt:i'equire~the simultaneous ~failatr~if&i~~cti\7itiBit'~rx;TC'li~Vl.~s:,.ttt~llil'f~-tail~'

~'*"~'"':' .~'" .'J. l. ....-'---,.....~';'::'~':~"" '·\~_:.I~t,~:.~:t.£,,-,.\""!'>t.~v.-+-Ja ('L ":J~ :'~'-""~-~~~(L ':;l-4.!-;1 'JJ i*~'~.i~,;:"-::"':::r;.~ .. "::'

·"stati6ns,or' (2).a'Rhase~in approach. in which new and refurbisHed stations are reQ!lired to'

'iili@~;b~t'nbt':actiVaf~?~TC devic~s".~~~~•.a,-~~~¥.~,~r.B;.ri.?~ur~TI'~.;7S?,a,~~~r,~f ~'~;:}~i' ".
stations would be required to install ATC .d~vi~.es dUring the fiftR xear...~~ alls~ti~~ "

.l...-:LJ.. ,l~~ ,C,;Ir..!~I.J!:;: .. l.,.lJ,lI..! ..~.:-.J......... t:;1";;.!;.!J'J j • .-.~_ ..,:..;~ .Ul.)-..l .... t ...~., i;J _,

would activate their devices at the end of that year. Such a phase-in approach is ,the least-
L"';JJ~'·~II"•.:;; "'Lj .. ' .... t:.(\ .d.)I,.l:No',}' ;'~Jt:::..r'.J ~rl~LJr..1 .'3~.'-tf, 1,:1,;"" l!~J';

cost option for mandator.y: ATe. thouiW it.would still result iri'a net cost to sodeb'. " .
. ,.~ ;\ '<I~I":Ii J"J'll~~' • "'~ '" r.;r' ,~:~ "1" :-~·-'1,,>.J f. 1 •.
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Areas for Further Research

-

. " '::-=""::-'"",--,..,----,-,....",-..,,--=-=--..,..=-..,..--,------'

+~:;);~rl;:;:!~~;;~·~~:~~:?~~~··:.~;";~;t.·:,',~:~'" '..
',,' ,.. : Formatted: Indent: Left: 0", Bulleted + Level:

'-. 1 + Aligned at: 0.25" + Indent at: 0.5"
The value of increased price transparenc;y associated with ATe as calculated in this report,
should be refined through further research on the fuel temperature variation between
adjacent retail stations.

The value of the perceived fairness, accurac;y, and consistenc;y benefits of ATe to
consumers, which was not included in this analysis, should be estimated through focus
groups and survey methods that assess consumers' willingness to pay for such benefits.

retail level and is not recommended. The OptiOfi of a fie'", refereflce temperature flOt be
pursued as a potefltia:l reIfled)' to address temperature eompeflSatiofl at the retaille'lel.

•

Research in the following areas is recommended to supplement the cost-benefit analysis
presented in this report.

•
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From:
To:
Date: ,.'
Subject:

Susan

Mike Smith
Susan 'Brown, ~Diana_Schwyzer, Gordon Schremp, Jim Page
1i27/20098:28JAM
He: AB 868 Status-

I am not going to be in today so you will need to meet with Jim and Gordon ASAP. Also, just to be clear,
we delivered the report to you on January 15. Our sheduled release date was to be today - 10 working
days in advance of the business meeting

Mike.
-----Original Message----­
From: Susan Brown
To: Diana'Schwyzer <Dscnwyze@energy.state.ca.us>
To: Gordon Schremp <Gschremp@energy.state.ca.us>
To: Jim Page <Jpage@energy.state.ca.us>
To: Mike Smith <Msmith@energy.state.ca.us>

Ser:lt:112712009 2:15:26 AM '.
Subject:Re: AB 868 Statlis .

Mike--we are still not in agreement on the recommendations presented in the Executive Summary'on the
Committee Draft. Diana and I need a meeting with Gordon and Jim ASAP ifwe are'to,meet your. Friday '.
release date. Believe it or now---there are plenty of other pressing matters that are.demanding our
attention.

We'll do our best to wrap this up in the next couple of days.---Susan

Susan J. Brown
Special Advisor to Commissioner Boyd
California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814-551'2
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916) 654-4741
Fax (916)653-1279

»> Mike Smith 1/26/20092:00 PM >>>
Why the need to wait until Monday to post?
-----Original Message-----
From: Gordon Schremp
To: Diana Schwyzer < Dschwyze@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Jim Page < Jpage@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Susan Brown < Sbrown@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Mike Smith < Msmith@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Susanne Garfield < Sgarfiel@energy.state.ca.us >

Sent: 112612009 12:55:23 PM
Subject: Re: AB 868 Status

Diana:

The revised schedule, conveyed to Assemblyman Davis, is that the report will be delivered to the
Legislature'on February 1,2; 2009 (assuming adoption atthe February 11 Business Meeting.withno major
revisions). We should be able to meet that commitment if we keep the item on the Feb 11 agenda.'



Susan is correct in stating that all'of1the main stakeholders have,been.c1oseIYfollowing,thi~f.process

through all of the previous workshops. Further, the current revisions to the' document do'not really change;' .
any of the primary findings, just clarifications of the conclusions. So mostof'the stakeholders will probably.
focus on the wording of the primary recommendations, rather than have to plow through the entire
document. Hope this is helpful.

Thanks;,

Gordon

»> Diana Schwyzer 1/26/200912:24 PM »> .F",'"

Gordon,
Related question: can you remind me when we promised todelivert~e:;r:epQrtto,ttile legislatur:er?lsthe
Feb 11 business meeting our last chance to meet the (extended;) deadlin~~,'
Diana ,.~' ...., ':J I .' , :\/.,.,

. '

" .
»> Susan Brown 1/26/2009 12:20 PM »>
Yes--from my perspective, there has been adequate outside exposure in public Workshops (both staff led, '
and Committee led) and input from an adVisory committee formed by Staff under .tbe~legislatiori.~Susalilo,...

Susan ~k.::Browr:l " .' y.': _,:;: /.-:' ,: ' /'

Special'AavisortoGommissior:ler BdyCl~

California .Energy,Gommission " ','
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916) 654-4741
Fax (916) 653-1279

... ,_ ,-, - I-.,.' "

, ....} ~. t

»> Susanne Garfield 1/26/200912:18 PM »> :,0. ,~, .,?-,J .;

Susan, ,""'r:', t ,' .• ~;;

Does the Committee feel that there will be adaquate outside review if it doesn't get:posted;urttil~Monday!? j("

Are they holding firm for Feb 11 biz meeting? Thanks, s
Susanne Garfield
Assistant Executive Director
Media and Communications
916-654-4989
---Original Message----­
From: Gordon Schremp
Cc: Diana Schwyzer < Dschwyze@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Jim Page < Jpage@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Nick Janusch < Njanusch@energy.state.ca.us >
To: Susan Brown < Sbrown@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Claudia Chandler < Cchandle@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Mike Smith < Msmith@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Susanne Garfield < Sgarfiel@energy.state.ca.us >

Sent: 1/26/200912:13:05 PM
Subject: Re: AB 868 Status

Susan:

.. -~ .:" ~ .,.' - ,'-

,.......u·,
. ,

j; .• '," .. ~

• ,""C,-": /,._" ..1 ,~'.

AOK,:,wewillwait to hear back from yOUigUyS some time on Wednesday. Look forward to the comments.
and completing the document.



Thanks,

Gordon

>>> Susan Brown 1/26/2009 12:02 PM »>
Yes--we will have comments---I have been coordinating with Karen Douglas' Office but will need until
Wednesday to get back to you. We are very busy here, since Jim is acting Chair, and I need to talk with
him first.---Susan

Susan J. Brown
Special Advisor to Commissioner Boyd
California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916) 654-4741 .
Fax (916) 653-1279

»> Gordon Schremp 1/26/2009 11 :02 AM >>>
Susan and Diana:

Just wanted to check in and see if we could meet with the two of you some time this afternoon to discuss
status of the AB 868 report, especially the language of the draft recommendations. We would like, if
possible, to post a final version of the report by COB Wednesday. But we could wait until Friday to post, if
necessary. We will find out more when we go to the preliminary Agenda review meeting at 4 PM today.

Regards,

Gordon



.:,

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments:

;':'S'~san Brown },
'oi~lnaSchWyZer; Gordon Schremp;
1/27/20092:15 AM
Re: AB 868 Status
Susan Brown.vcf

Jim Page; Mike Smith
" 'l.·

Mike--we are still not in agreement on the recommendations presented in the Executive Summary on the Committ~e Draft.
Diana and I need a meeting with Gordon and Jim ASAP if we are to meet your Friday release date. Believelitor ,noVV".--
there are plenty of other pressing matters that are demanding our attention. . , .,'

- "' ....'.~

We'll do our best to wrap this up in the next couple of days.---Susan

Susan J. Brown
Special Advisor to Commissioner Boyd
California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916) 654-4741
Fax (916) 653-1279

»> Mike Smith 1/26/2009 2:00 PM »>
Why the need to wait until Monday to post?
-----Original Message-----
From: Gordon Schremp
To: Diana Schwyzer <Dschwvze@energy.state.ca.us>
Cc: Jim Page <Jpage@energy.state.ca.us>
Cc: Susan Brown <Sbrown@energy.state.ca.us>
Cc: Mike Smith <Msmith@energy.state.ca.us>
Cc: Susanne Garfield <Sgarfiel@energy.state.ca.us>

Sent: 1/26/2009 12:55:23 PM
Subject: Re: AB 868 Status

Diana:

, ,j

" :.

'--'t4 , •• , ..

The revised schedule, conveyed to Assemblyman Davis, is that the report will be delivered to the Legislature on February
12, 2009 (assuming adoption at the February 11 Business Meeting with no major revisions). We should be able to meet that
commitment if we keep the item on the Feb 11 agenda.

Susan is correct in stating t,hat all of the main ~keholders ;have been closely following this process through all of the
previous workshops. Further, the current revisions to the document do not really change any of the primary findings, just
clarifications of the conclusions. So most of the stakeholders will probably focus on the wording of the primary
recommendations, rather than have to plow through the entire document. Hope this is helpful.

Thanks,

Gordon

»> Diana Schwyzer 1/26/2009 12:24 PM »>
Gordon,
Related question: can you remind me when we promised to deliver the report to the legislature? Is the Feb 11busi[less
meeting our last chance to meet the (extended) deadline?
Diana~:: ' ,

»> Susan Brown 1/26/2009 12:20 PM »> c '. , .

Yes---from my perspective, there has been adequate outside exposure in public workshops (bot~ staff le(j and,.cor:nmitt!,!e,.:,
led) and input from an advisory committee formed by Staff under the legislation.---Susan .

Susan J. Brown



Special Advisor to Commissioner Boyd
California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA. 95814-5512
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916) 654-4741
Fax (916) 653-1~79

-' '"':

. r- I
,_~. I

,1.,: ,-(i~~ _)

>>> Slisanne Galfield'1/26/200"9 11:18 PM >>>
Susan,"~"!:f'-

Does the Committee feel that there will be adaquate outside review if it doesn't get posted until Monday? Are they holding
firm for Feb 11 biz meeting? Thanks, s '
Susanne Garfield
Assistant Executive Director
Media and Communications
916-654-4989
-----Original Message----­
From: Gordon Schremp
Cc: Diana Schwyzer < Dschwyze@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Jim Page < Jpage@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Nick Janusch < Njanusch@enerav.state.ca.us >
To: Susan Brown < Sbrown@energy.state.ca.u5 >
Cc: Claudia Chandler < Cchandle@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Mike Smith < Msmith@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Susanne Garfield < Sgarfiel@energy.state.ca.us >

•••~ , • c", t.' ' i

Sent: 1/26/2009 12:13:05 PM
Subject: Re: AB 868 Status

Susan: . , '.,.·1...,t···

AOK. We will wait to hear back from you guys some time on Wednesday. Look forward to the comments and completing
the document. : ~~_~';',::: ::':;i;:~ ~j': 'i,

<. ,'C" ~":',: t: ,"

Thanks,

Gordon'-'
, , ,'; ",i' ·';t: . . ','

, '. f ,I .~ t : '"to

»> Susan Brown 1/26/2009 12:02 PM »> I;, -'c': 1, ,_ ",i c:~'·' "'-! " :,.',. '

Yes--we will have comments---I have been coordinating with Karen Douglas' Office but will need until Wednesday to get
back to YOI!J:I(~,Weiare~v~fy bi.iSyll1ere;Lsincre'!!Jim,'ls~adingiGtiairfaild (Prieet:l!tOitalk'with~himtfirst.~~~Susaii" i r, 1')'0;,:.,·· ',,~l:

;: J: ,~:.!: ;~)f"":~ ,{"'·~-f'· <~ ,.-': t.;", '{T'6 :.:<:nf~d.::. ~I:.~tl' . ;C, ....L:~ . .....- ;~" ~'!,." ~'r~'" u -'. '/ .

Susan J. Brown {';eo'" l~',{ ,,:~, -c." :n~;Vi" :~, '; ',' r'. :- ' "Ct.' '

Special Advisor to Commissioner: Boyer :1CH

California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA. 95814-5512
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916) 654-4741
Fax (916) 653-1279

"';~. ,", ~. lr_, •
"'l

. '~"jl '. ,.

»> Gordon Schremp 1/26/2009 11:02 AM »>
Susan'aiicfDiana: ,~ .. .'.. '}'~'. I \'t' ,.; t,: •

.;: .. (.,- ,

Just wanted to check in and see if we could meet with the two of you some time this afternoon to discuss status of the AS
868 report, especially the language of the draft recommendations. We would like, if possible, to post a final version of the
report by COB Wednesday. But we could wait until Friday to post, if necessary. We will'findo(it mofe·when wecgB to:the
preliminary"A"genoa review meetingafA';PM today:-" ' " " . '.I'" "'~",', , . -, '. ',' ". 'r'

Regards,



Gordon



From:
To:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

Mike Smith
i:<SusanBrowh, Jim Page, Gordon Schremp, Diana Schwyzer
~-Craudiachari'dier

1/27/2009 '8:35 AM
Re: AB 868 Status ";,,1":.';

What is the nature of the difficulties with the recommendations?
-----Original Message-----
From: Susan Brown
To: Mike Smith <Msmith@energy.state.ca.us>

Sent: 1/27/20098:31 :20 AM
Subject: Re: AB 868 Status

, .. ~ (

Will do. I'm working this out with Karen's office since we're not yet on the same page. Susan
-----Original Message-----
From: Mike Smith
To: Diana Schwyzer <Dschwyze@energy.state.ca.us>
To:'G6rcdri,Schremp <Gschremp@energy.state.ca.us>
To: Jim Page <;Jpage@energy:state:ca:l:Js>J';' : '
To: Susan Brown <Sbrown@energy.state.ca.us>

'I , ~,

,Sent: 1/27/2009,8:28:51 AM
Subject:, Re:~'AB868 Status

Susan

.,', ";'..:'~

.", ...: ;\:,-'

I am not going to be in today so you will need to meet with Jim and Gordon ASAP. Also, just to be clear,
we delivered the report to you on January 15. Our sheduled release date was to be today - 10 working
days in advance of the business meeting ,

Mike.
-----Original Message----­
From: Susan Brown
To: Diana:SchWyzer <Dschwyze@energy.state.ca.us>
To: Gordon Schremp <Gschremp@eiieirgy.state:cc~r:us>

To: Jim Page <Jpage@energy.state.ca.us>
To: Mike Smith <Msmith@energy.state.ca.us>

Sent: ii2?/2009 2:15:26 AM
SubjectRe: AB 868cStatus

. " '.. "

Mike--we are still not in agreement on the recommendations presented in the Executive Summary on the
Committee Draft. Diana and I need a meeting with Gordon and Jim ASAP if we are to meet your'Friday
release date. Believe it or now---there are plenty of other pressing matters that are demanding our,
attention. ,'''''';,'

We'll do our best to wrap this up in the next couple of days.---Susan

Susan J. Brown
Special Advisor to Commissioner Boyd
California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento: CA95814-5512
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916) 654-4741

;';1 .



Fax (916) 653-1279

»> Mike Smith 1/26/20092:00 PM >>>
Why the need to wait until Monday to post?
--Original Message----
From: Gordon Schremp
To: Diana Schwyzer < Dschwyze@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Jim Page < Jpage@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Susan Brown < Sbrown@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Mike Smith < Msmith@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Susanne Garfield < Sgarfiel@energy.state.ca.us >

Sent: 1/26/200912:55:23 PM
Subject: Re: AS 868 Status

Diana:

The revised schedule, conveyed to Assemblyman Davis,jsJh~j::lh_e':'lElRoJi!Will~~tte,idEl!iv.er.e(H()'ithe,. i

Legislature on February 12, 2009 (assuming adoption at tbeJ1~bJL!~.liY,r1~1'tI~t~~iD~s.stMeeJiflg W.i!tr,nQ)rnajor
revisions). We should be able to meet that commitment if we keep~tnetltE~JT1.JQn.JPe1Ge,t.?I~:1·C!gen9Ci.,

" ;::¥ '~r-"':"~C7~;.~,1~P~i3Ctd~~{h.v·~·i·jt~~-: '\\;/o':E~ .. ~ '.. ) T

Susan is correct in stating that all of the main stakeholders have been closely following this process
through all of the previous workshops. Further, the current revisions to the documentlqo':r:Jpl.r.eCilly'cnange, ,
any of the primary findings, just clarifications of the conclusions. So most of the stakeh0Iders~will' probably, '.
focus on the wording of the primary recommendations, rather than have to plow through the entire
document. Hope this is helpful.

-,-. ~ ....

Thanks, '"

Gordon

'. :-J'.1

. ;'!'(. -,
""j":

>>> Diana Schwyzer 1/26/200912:24 PM »> . ~';}S~-dri,'~':<:';;:')'

Gordon, :;\,.,'1)",/3 i, ,.~",'

Related question: can you remind me when we promised ito deIiYiElr,the3rE!l>p.rlLto,;th~;Iegisl~twe?~,J~ .the
Feb 11 business meeting our last chance to meet the:(extende,d)~eadlifl~i?;r,"~)~;i·..,» ':':"'''': ")2, ,:-:,-.. ,
Diana ~. ~~-..~~::. :~~=:\r;); \(P"'i0i·U·l''61C1qS~~~~,.··· '~.::'R'-- :~'i..

>>> Susan Brown 1/26/2009 12:20 PM >>>
Yes-from my perspective, there has been adequate outside exposure in public worls~JJPPS":(P9!1:u>t~ff led.·
and Committee led) and input from an advisory committee formed by Staff under theJegis!C!tiQ!il.-~SuS!3.n:

Susan d",Brown ,.,:.,. 'I., .''t ' ., 'j ., .... ""'",,>'

Specj~L'Aqvj;Q~ tQ'~C;rD;ni'~§i'9ner a~yd)' .. ,
California!e;ntlrgy:eornmissiQr:lI~t., . "."
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916)654-4741
Fax (916) 653-1279

- . "

,"1

": 1\

»> Susanne Garfield 1/26/2009 12:18 PM >>> j' "'H' ~

Susan, ",[<; .,':

Does the Committee feel that there will be adaquate outside review if it doesn't get posteguntil Menday?,
Are they holding firm for Feb 11 biz meeting? Thanks, s
Susanne Garfield



Assistant Executive Director
Media and Communications
916-654-4989
----Original Message---­
From: Gordon Schremp
Cc: Diana Schwyzer < Dschwyze@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Jim Page < Jpage@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Nick Janusch < Njanusch@energy.state.ca.us >
To: Susan Brown < Sbrown@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Claudia Chandler < Cchimdle@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Mike Smith < Msmith@energy.state.ca.us >
Cc: Susanne Garfield < Sgarfiel@energy.state.ca.us >

Sent: 1/26/2009 12:13:05 PM
Subject: Re: AB 868 Status

Susan:

AOK. We will wait to hear back from you guys some time on Wednesday. Look forward to the comments
and completing the document.

Thanks,

Gordon

»> Susan Brown 1/26/200912:02 PM >>>
Yes--we will have comments---I have been coordinating with Karen Douglas' Office but will need until
Wednesday to get back to you. We are very busy here, since Jim is acting Chair, and I need to talk with
him first.---Susan

Susan J. Brown
Special Advisor to Commissioner Boyd
California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512
E-mail: sbrown@energy.state.ca.us
Tel. (916) 654-4741
Fax (916)653-1279

»> Gordon Schremp 1/26/2009 11 :02 AM »>
Susan and Diana:

Just wanted to check in and see if we could meet with the two of you some time this afternoon to discuss
status of the AB 868 report, especially the language of the draft recommendations. We would like, if
possible, to post a final version of the report by COB Wednesday. But we could wait until Friday to post, if
necessary. We will find out more when we go to the preliminary Agenda review meeting at 4 PM today.

Regards,

Gordon


