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%  OFFICIAL VOTER INFORMATION GUIDE %

1, Debra Bowen, Secretary of State of the State of Cahforma, hereby cemfy that the

‘ ineasures included herein will be submitted to the electors at the General Election to be _
held on November 2, 2010 and that this gulde has been prepared in accordance with the law -

W1tncss my hand and the Great Seal of the State in Sacrameato, Cahforma, th1s 10th day of August 2010.

Deb'ré Bowen . A _ 7
© Secretary of State. o o : B



PROPOSITION

734

SUSPENIJS IMPLEMENTATIBN OF AIR POLLUTIIJN CONTROL LAW (AB 32) REQUIRING |
MAJOR SOURCES OF EMISSIONS TO REPORT AND REDUCE GREENHOUSE GAS ~
EMISSIONS THAT CAUSE GLOBAL WARMING, UNTIL UNEMPLOYMENT DRIIPS Tl]
5.5 PERCENT OR LESS FIIR FULL YEAR. INITIATIVE STATUTE.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

PREPARED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

~ SUSPENDS IMPI.EMENTATION OF AIR PI]LLUTI[IN CDNTRUL LAW (AB 32) REGUIRING MAJOR Sl]URCES OF
~ EMISSIONS T0 REPORT AND REDUCE GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS THAT CAUSE GLOBAL WARMING, UNTII.
' UNEMPLOYMENT DROPS T0 5.5 PERCENT OR LESS FOR FULL YEAR. INITIATIVE STATUTE. .~ -

* - Suspends State law that requires greenhouse gas emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020
* - until California’s unemployment drops to 5.5 percent o less for four consecutive quarters.
. Suspends comprehensive greenhouse—gas -reduction program that includes increased renewable
energy and cleaner fuel requirements, and mandatory emissions reportlng and fee requlrements for
major emissions sources such as power plants and oil refineries. S

Summary of Leglslatlve Analyst’s Estimate of Net State and Local Gavernment Flscal impact:.

" The suspension of AB 32 could result in a modest net increase in overall economic act1v1ty in the
state. In this event, there would be an unknown but potenually significant net increase in state and

- local government revenues.

. Potentlal loss of a new source of state revenues from the auctxomng of emission a.IIowances by state
_government to certain businesses that would pay for these allowances, by suspendlng the future

implementation of cap—and—trade regulations.

. Lower energy costs for state and local governments than otherw1se

Y

B ANALYSIS BY THE LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

BACKGRUUND

Global Warming and Grembom‘e Gases.
Greenhouse gases (GHGs) are gases that trap heat
from the sun within the earth’s atmosphere,
 thereby warming the earth’s temperature. Both

“natural phenomena (mainly the evaporation of
* water) and human activities (principally burnmg

fossil fuels) produce GHGs: Scientific experts | have -

voiced concerns that higher concentrations of
GHGs resultlng from human activities are
increasing global temperatures, and that such -

global temperature rises could eventua.Ily cause

- significant problems. Such global temperature
ihcreases are commonly referred to as global

- warming, or climate change.

- As a populous state with a large. industrial
economy; California is the second largest emitter
~ of GHGs in the United Stares and one of the
 largest emitters of GHGs in the world. Climate
change is a global issue necessitating an
international approach. Actions in California

regarding GHGs have been advocated on the basis

38 | Title and Summa'rj ! Analysis

- that they will contribute to a solution and may act
-~ asa catalyst to the undertaking of GHG -

mitigation policies elsewhere in our nation and in
other countries.

Assemély Bill 32 Emzcted to Limit GHGs. In

2006, the state enacted the California Global

Warming Solutions Act of 2006, cornmonly |
referred to as Assembly Bill 32 or “AB 32.” This
IeglsIatlon established the target of reducing the -

state’s emissions of GHGs by 2020 to the level
~ that emissions were at in 1990, It is estirhated

that achieving this target would resulc in about a
30 percent reduction in. GHGs in 2020 from -

“ where their level Would otherwise be in the

absence of AB 32.
Assembly Bill 32 requ1res the state Air Resources

" Board (ARB) to adopt rules and regulations to .

achieve this reduction. The law also directs ARB,"
in developing these rules and regulations, to take -

- advantage of opportunities to.improve air quahty,
' thereby creating public health benefits from the

state’s GHG emission reduction activides.




PROP  SUSPENDS IMPLEMENTATION OF AIR POLLUTION CONTROL LAW-(AB 32) REQUIRING

23

MAJOR SOURCES OF EMISSIONS TO REPORT AND REDUCE GREENHOUSE GAS _
EMISSIONS THAT CAUSE GLOBAL WARMING, UNTIL UNEMPLOYMENT DRUPS T0 o i
5.5 PERCENT OR LESS FOR FULL YEAR. INTIATIVE STATUTE. ' '

| % ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 23 % o

THE PROBLEM: CALIFORNIA'S GLOBAL WARMING
MANDATES ARE ON THE WRONG TRACK .

Climate change is a serious issue that should bé addressed
thoughtfully and responsibly. However, now is not the time to
1mplement AB32, California’ costly global warming law; especially:

since the California Air Resources Board (CARB) acknowledges AB32 -

cannot, “change the course of climate change,”

California abteady has a $20 biltion deficit and leads the nation in
lost }obs, home foreclosures and debt. Implemcntmg AB32 will cost
taxpayers and consuniers billions and destroy over a million jobs. Vorers
must stop these self-imposed energy cost increases that will further
damage our economy and families. _

THE SOLUTION: PROPOSITION 23 '

Proposition 23 suspends AB32 until the economy 1mpr0ves It
preserves California’s strict environmental laws but protects us from

. dfama.t;cally h;gher energy costs. Proposition 23 saves jobs, prevents a
tax increase, maintains environmental protecuons and helps families
during these tough economic times.

PROPOSI TION-23 SAVES BILLIONS IN HI GHER ENERG Y
TAXES AND COSTS -

California’s poor, working and middle class families are dealing with
lost jobs, fewer hours and furloughs. California households canfiot

. afford $3800 a year in higher AB32 costs, :
“AB 32 will canse California bovseholds o face higher prices both directly
for electricity, natural gas, and gasoline, and indirectly as businesses pass costs
Jor GHG reduiction on to consymers. —CAR.BS Economic Allocation
and Advisory Committee
PROPGSITION 23 SAVES OVER ONE MILLION CALIFORNIA
JOBS

- Other couritries and states prudcntly postponed lmplementmg their’

: global warming laws until economic conditions improve. -
Without Proposition 23 higher energy prices will hit small busmesseﬁ

* and employers; forcing more lay-offs and business closures.

Other countries that passed global warming laws experienced a loss of

“two blue collar jobs for every one green job created.

Propositiori 23 saves ovér a million at-risk joBs, including high-
aying blue collar and union jobs, and doesnt limit green job creation.

PROPOSITION 23 PRES’ER% CALIFORNIAS STRIC TPUBLIC

 HEALTH, ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIONS

California has the-toughest environmental laws in I'he country.
Proposition 23 doesn't weaken or repeal the hundreds of laws that

protect the environment, reduce air polluﬁon, keep our water clean and -

protect public health.
Proposmon 23 applies to grcenhousc gas em]ssmns, whlch CARB
concedes “have no direct public health impacts.”

PROPOSITION 23 PROTEC 75 ESSENT AL PUBLIC SERVICES

By stopping higher energy costs, Proposition 23 helps protect
funding when community budgets are dangerously stretched—keeping

teachers in our classrooms and firefighters on the street.

“Public saféty is our top priority Praposmon 23 is essensial to hélp protect

funding for firefighters, law enforcement and emergency medical services
—Kevin Nida, President, California State Firefighters' Association .

PROPOSITION 23 EMPOWERS VOTERS NOT BUREAUCRATS '

CARPB’s unelected political appointees want to impose hidden taxes -
without voter apptoval, Proposition 23 lets voters, not bureaucrars,

" decide when we lmplemcnt Californids costly global warming law:

Proposition 23’5 common-sense, fiscally responsible approach isa

win-win for California’s families, economy and environment.

JOIN TAXPAYERS, FIREFIGHTERS, LOCAL OPFICIAiS,_
ENERGY COMPANIES, FARMERS AND BUSINESSES TO SAVE

'JOBS AND PROTECT CALIFORNIAS ECONOMY

YES ON PROPOSITION 23 .
Y@son23 com

KEVIN NIDA, President =
California Stare Firefighters’ Association

- JHN KABATECK, Fxecutive Director -

National Federation of Independent Business/ Cahforma

JON COUPAL, President o Co
Howard Jarvis Taxpaycrs Assoaanon ' ' }

%  REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 23 %

Tiwo Texas oil companies paid millions of dollars to put Prop. 23 on
the ballor, and are paying millions miore to promote Prop. 23 with a
" deceprtive campaign,
~ There’s much more than climate change at stake ..
threatens public health and our economy.
Prop. 23 is a Dirty Energy Proposition that would:
* Kill vitally needed clean energy and air pollution standards. -
o Kilk compeuuon from California’s wind, solar and alternative fuel
. companies,
-+ Jeopardize: nearly 500,000 }obs in California,
*Result in higher energy costs for consumers.
RESPECTED ORGANIZATIONS AND LEADERS WARN
PROR 23 is DECEPTIVE, DANGEROUS, and COSTLY.
Dz Charles D. Kolstad, Chair, Department of Economics, University of
California-Santa Barbara:
© “Prop. 23 will not help the California economy In fact, Prop. 23 will
cause the loss of California jobs in the clean energy field, one sector of

our economy producisig significant job growth.”

. Erop. 23

i |

Arguments

The League af Women Vc’;rm of California:

-“Claims by its promoters that 23 would only be in place for a short
time are FALSE. Prop. 23 effectively repeals clean energy and air
pollution standards indefinitely, and jeopardizes dozens of regulatlons

" that promote energy efficiency and pollution reduction.”

American Lung Asociation in Calfornia:
“Prop. 23 would allow polluters to-avoid Jaws that require them to

reduce harmful greenhouse gases and air pollution. 23 is a serious threat
1o public hcalth ro ‘

Look into the FACTS and Vote NO on 23.
WWW, StolerryEnergyProp com

LﬂU PRULSON, President -
California Professional Firefighters

" JANE WARNER, President

Arnerican Lung "Association in Callforma

OR. CHARLES D. KOLSTAD, Chairman g
Department of Economics, University of Cahforma—Santa Barbara

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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B % ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 23 % 1

TEXAS OIL COMPANIES DESIGNED PROP. 23 to KILL would be the case.”
CALIFORNIA CLEAN ENERGY and ATR POLLUTION B "PROR 23 WOULD ]EOPARDIZE
STANDARDS. ©- '+ 12,000 California-based clean energy businesses
Big Texas oil companies and state politicians who receive oil company ¢ Nearly 500,000 existing California clean energy jobs _
money designed Prop. 23 to repeal dean energy and air pollution * More than $10 billion in private investment in California
standards in Califotnia.- PROP: 23 WOULD KEEP US ADDICTED to COSTLY OIL—
- Those oil companies are spending rmlllons ona DECEPTIVE - Voze NO.
CAMPAIGN to promote Prop. 23 because 23 would allow them and By killing.incentives for clean energy, 23 reduccs choices for o
othier polluters 1o escape accountability and increase their profits. consumers already facing high gas and electricity costs. '
PROR 23 is 2 DIRTY ENERGY PROPOSITION that MEANS. ' Prop. 23 would keep consumers stuck on costly oil and subject consumens
MORE AIR POLLUTION and INCREASED HEALTH RISKS— 10 spiking energy prices. —Consumers Umon, publisher of Consumer
Vate NO. . ~ Reports Magazine
Prop. 23’ main backers, the Valero and Tesoro oil compamm, OUR OIL ADDICTION THREATENS NATIONAL
among the worst polluters in California. They're using 23 to repeal SECURITY PROP 23 MAKESIT WORSE.  ~ _
portions af the health and safety code that require them to reduce air . Prop. 23 would harm efforts to reduce our dependence on foreign oil
polhstion at their California refineries. - that comes from countries that support terrorism and-are hostile to the
“Prop. 23 would result in more aii pollution that would lead 30 more Uttited States.
asthma and lung disease, aspecralljl int children and seniors. Vote NO. " - JOIN PUBLIC HEALTH ADVOCATES CLEAN ENERGY -
—American Lung Association in California - COMPANIES and SMALL BUSINESSES: VOTE NO on 23,
- PROP23is a]OB KILLER—THREATENING HUNDREDS of Prop. 23 is OPPOSED by: -
THOUSANDS of CALIFORNIA JOBS. * American Lung Association in California « Coalition for
Across California, clean energy companies are sprouting upand Clean Air « AARP * League of Women Votérs of Califorriia
building wind and solar power facilities that provide us with clean = Mote than 50 leading environmental organizations ' LA -
power, built right here by California workers. - : " Business Council * More than 200 solar and wind energy
By repealing clean energy laws, Prop. 23 would put many of these companies * Hundreds of other businesses across California
California companies out of business, kill 2 homegrown industry that ~ STOP the TEXAS OIL COMPANIES’ DIRTY ENERGY
is creating hundreds of thousands of California- ]ObS and damage our PROPOSITION.
overall cconomy. " Vere NOon 23,
“Califprnia is the bub of innovation mm’ investment in clean energy twene. StopDirty EnergyProp.com
* technologies and businesses. Bur Prop. 23 would reverse the states clean »
energy laws, jeopardizing billions in economic growth and bundreds of JANE WARNER, President

thousands of jobs. —Sue Kareley, Executive Director, California Solar American Lung Association in California

Energy Industries Association, reprmcnung more than 200 solar energy  |{NDA ROSENSTOCK, M.D., Decan ' :

small businesses. -~ UCLA Schiool of Public Health : , \
The independent, nonpamsm chxslauve Analyst Office says 23 * DAVID PACHEED, Presid o :
could “Dampen additional investment in clean energy techmologies by - AARP Californ: fesigent

private firms, thereby resulting in less economic activity than otherwise Horna

' % REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPGSITION 23 %

1 DONTBEMISLED - in increased prices for evcryday necessities, mcludmg HIGHER: _
] Proposition 23 anly impacts Californias global warming Iaw * electrictty and natural gas bills  * gasoline prices . * food nc:s
| Opponents never mention globaI w:u:mlng because the Lew won't redme " YES ON23—JOIN C'ONS UMERS, TAXPAYERS, SMALL
 global warming. ‘ . BUSINESS AND FAMILIES . .
VOTERS HAVE A CHI OI CE ', _ Proposmon 23’s diverse coalition includes:
YES on 23 saves jobs, prevents cnesgy tax increases, and helps - ¢ California State Firefighters Association = California
families, while preserving Californias clean air and water laws, -~ .Small Business Association * National Tax Limitation -
NO on 23 imposes a massive energy tax on consumers, kills overa * Committee * Construction workers * Local air quality officials
million jobs, and doesn reduce global warming. . -+ OTHER STATES AND COUNTRIES POSTPONED THEIR
PROPOSITION 23 PROTECTS THE ENVIRONMENT. AND .GLOBAL WARMING LAWS TO PROTECT THEIR ECONGMIES,
. PUBLICHEALTH .- CALIFORNIA SHOULD TOO.
| Proposition 23 temporarily postpones greenhouse gas regu.Iauons, : CALIFORNIA CAN'T AFFORD A SELF- IMPOSED GLOBAL
- which have no difect public health impacts. It doesnt affect laws WARMING TAX THAT WON'T REDUCE GLOBAL WARMING’
protecting air and water quality or laws combating asthma and lung ’ W, yeson23 com
disease.
: PROPOSITION 23 SAVES JOBS, DOESN'T DISCOURAGE =~ -BRAD MITZELFELT, Governing Board Member
i . GREENJOBS : _ Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
i Other states without our global warming law have stronger wmd ). ANDREW CALDWELL, Executive Director -
energy and renewable fuels industries than California. " "The Coalition of Labor, Agriculcure & Business
mzﬁnﬁﬁﬂiﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁaﬁj Prop. 23 will save over @ |aMEQ KELLOGG, In;emauonal Representative he bl b
YES ON 23—CALIFORNIA CAN'T AFFORD NEW ENERGY TAXES U“;;eddﬁsfg‘;‘l‘ﬁ“ n gﬁs“meﬂ“m and Apprentices of the Plumbing
Proposition 23 saves poor and working families from $3800 annually 4P 8 .

spinions iof the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. - Argumenss | 45

" Arguments printed on this page are the
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