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BILL SUMMARY: Air Quality: Alternative Fuels

This bill would require, by June 30, 2007.meEnergyResoumesConsmﬁonandDevebpment
Commission (Energy Commission), inpammhipwimmeAirwcesBoaM(NrBoard)andin
mmuhﬁmmmspedﬁedsmagendes.bdmbpammmmmmmmhaeasemeuseof
altemative fuels.

FISCAL SUMMARY
WeestimateacosttotheAirBoardofapprmdr_nabiyﬂS0,000tosZO0,000andonelimMmpq;siﬁonto
fulfill its part of the bill's requirements. WeeslinabmatmeEnergyCommionwouldneedawmﬁmaﬁely

$500,000 in contract doltars to evaluate altemative fuel emissions, sat goals, and develop and adopt the

be considerably more mmrsmwsmmmwmmwmmumwm‘am }‘
the Motor Vehicie Account. mm@ycdnnﬁgbn?s»costsmwdbvefommeEmmyReswmas

Existing law imposes various umihﬁomonanissionsofairconmm&bmdueaairpouuﬁonﬁun
vehicular and nonvehicular sources. TheAivBoatdisthestateagencywimmspumarywspom‘bﬂityfor
the control of vehicular air poliution. This bill would require, by June 30, 2007, the Energy Commission, in
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The bill would require that the altemative fuel recommendations include afl of the following:
» Evaluations of alternative fuel emissions.

¢ Goals for the years 2612, 2017, and 2022 for increased alternative fue! use that maximize the
environmental and public health benefits of altemative fuels. ;

¢ Recommendations for policies to ensure alternative fuel goals are attained and policy mechanisms
to ensure that atternative fuel fueling stations are available. o
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.SUGGESTED VETO MESSAGE . '
AB 1007
(as amended September 2, 2005)

| a:n returning Assembly Bill No. 1007 without my signature.

This bill would require, by June 30, 2007, the Energy Resources Conservation and Development
Commission, in partnership with the Air Resources Board and in consultation with specified state agencies,
to develop and adopt recommendations to increase the use of alternative fuels. '

This bill wouid impose significant unbudgeted costs on both the Energy Commission and the Air Board.
The bill's provisions also would infringe on the authority of the Exacutive Branch to set workload priorities.
Like most state entities, both the Energy Commission and the Air Board have limited resources with which
to meet their mandates. Both organizations aiready have the authority to perform the activities specified in
this bill, and can do so if they determine this work to be of sufficient priority compared with all of the other
mandates under which they operate. Finally, the bill's provisions are duplicative of direction | have already
given the Energy Commission and ongoing efforts aimed at determining the best long-term plan to increase
California’s use of alternative fuels and decrease its dependence on petroleum-based fueis.

For these reasons, | cannot support this measure.




