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All. or \ I T01101lll t: tance ~,, \t .\(niklll.S 

Via E-m,, il and F.::dEx 

Ms. Cl!iherine Witherspoon 
Executi ve O!Jicer 
Californ ia ;\ ir Resources Board 
1001° l Street 
Sacramento. CA 958 14 

'.\ovcmbcr 28. 2006 

Re: Failure to Respor.d lo th, /\ lliancc·s October 30. 20061.cuer Conc.::rn ing 
D~iicicncies in the Init ial State ment ol' R<!asons 1h r the Warran ty and Defec t 
Reporting Ruk making 

Dear Ms. Witherspuo n: 

I writ.:: to follow up on my le1tcr to you Llf October 30. 200(,. In that lette r I des.::ribed 
va~ious procedura l and other de!icienci.::s in the l11itial Statement of Reasons ( .. ISOIC } for 
prop,>sed amendments to the emissions warranty in formation and report ing and recal l 
regulations . On behalf of the /\lliance of i\utomobilc Manufa.::ture rs, I accord ingly requested 
that the December 7, 2006 hearing set for l:lake rsfield be rcsch.::dulcd to allow the !SOR to be 
rewriucn and reissued without the ddicienc ics that were idcnti licd. rina lly. J rcqu.::stcd n 
response to my !eucr on or beliire. '>'ovembcr 7. 2006. 

Despite one facc -10-fncc rneeling with a contingent or /\Rl3 staff and rcprcscnta1ives o r 
the. Alliance and its member comp,mics held on November 3, 2006. ard a ihl low-up wnkrcncc 
c.d l 111y colleague Stew Do·.1g!as parti cipated in with /\Rll staff on !\ovember 21. 2006. no 
substantive resp,msc to the October :io kner has been sent or providet: orn lly. While we 
itpprcciatcd the opportunity to have those two discussions, led hy Tom Cackett<' ofym:r Ortkc. it 
is regreilabk that the October 10 letter vcill nnt be responded '" bek,rc the December 7 he,1ring 
date . Indeed. ,,n the Kovcmbcr 21 cnnicr<:ncc call, it \\•as made tlear to St<:ve Ol/uglas by i\RB 
staff b01 h that: ( I) th.:: hearing date wou!d tK>I b~ postponed: and {2) no rcspL> nse in any 1·,>rm to 
1he letter would be forthcoming bdhrc tk December 7 hearing. 

Th! point ,1f the kttcr was to avoid the waste of rcSL>lU-('eS that wou!d occur if the 
r·.,kmak ing were. in the future. sent back to lh the de:i, ienr ies the kllcr ident ified, when those 
dc l,ciencies c-ou ld be rnrrccicd by staff rcv i~ing and re issuing the (SOR now nnd postponing the 
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tloard hearing. IL is not 100 lilte for staff to take the proposed rulemaking back, rework the ISOR 
in accurdnncc wi th California law, and reschedule a llcia rd he:u-ing tu address the revised !SOR. 

lf the staff prncccds with this proposed rnkmaking on th~ basis of the curre nt !SOR tv the Hoard 
on D,~c,~rn bcr 7. and if subswn tive portions or the rule arc later invalidated. the c11tirc rulemaking 
would be inva lid and would need to return to the ISOR stage -· a consequence staff accepts by 
choosing to go ahead with the !SOR in its current form . 

Plense do not hesitate to contact me any questions about this leller or about the Alliance's 
positi<>n 0 1t this proposed rulemaking. 

cc: Ki rk C. Ol iver 
Tom Jennings 
;\ lien L yun, 
1\ 1111cne I lebcn 
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Sincerely, 

;),/4 {, £:x,c:✓/4:~ 
//' 

· Julie C. Becker 
/\ssistant Genera l Counsel 


