Errata Submitted by Norman Rubin for Energy Probe

1. At p. 12, line 22, the word "landowners" should read "LDCs". So the sentence would read:

     Principles are important, but we would recommend that this Board adopt the widely supported numerical compromises in the partial settlement for the next three years and encourage the LDCs to pursue meaningful low income DSM while the rest of us think some more about the principles and the math. 


2. At p. 18, line 2, the reference to "Mr. Smith's objection to double-counting" should (obviously?) be to Mr. Shepherd's objection to double-counting. (It's conceivable that this "typo" was my own oral error, but it's a clear error, whoever made it. Jay was the one who objected to MT programs earning double rewards, not Crawford.)

3. At p. 39, lines 24-27, "try any old" should read "triennial", as follows:

GEC's alternative is a try any old triennial negotiation of three years’ budgets plans and targets, with the expectation that whatever the OEB-approved deal on year 3 is, will produce no significant regrets three years later. 


4. At p. 40, line 26, "the net effect on DSM" should read "the net effect of DSM".

5. p. 46, lines 15-16, 

I think the short answer is probably.  I have no idea what the OPA is likely to do or will do.


should read 

I think the short answer is probably "I have no idea what the OPA is likely to do or will do."

