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April 12, 2018 

The Honorable Phil Ting 
California State Assembly 
Capitol Room 6026  
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

Dear Assemblyman Ting: 

On behalf of the organizations listed above, we must oppose your AB 1745, as it was introduced on 

January 3, 2018.  As introduced, AB 1745 would prohibit the Department of Motor Vehicles from 

accepting the original registration of a motor vehicle as of January 1, 2040, unless the vehicle is a zero 

emissions vehicle.  AB 1745 effectively bans the registration of new passenger cars with an internal 

combustion engine in 2040. 

AB 1745 unnecessarily limits mobility and transportation options for California families and businesses 

and arbitrarily limits advanced and efficient vehicle technologies.  AB 1745 is also inconsistent with 

California’s recently-adopted greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction strategies and the state’s near-term air 

quality improvement needs. California should not eliminate efficient and clean transportation choices 

that consumers demand.  Doing so, as proposed in AB 1745, will undoubtedly work against maintaining 

and advancing public consensus on meeting the State’s long-term climate goals.   

Unnecessarily Limits Mobility and Transportation Options for California Families and Businesses 

Despite the availability of ZEVs today, substantial public funded rebate program and access to HOV 

lanes, ZEV’s only made up 1.9 percent of the over 2,000,000 new passenger vehicles sold in California in 

2016.  According to the UC Davis Institute of Transportation, many of these sales are repeat sales to the 

same households.  Rather than focus on additional or different incentives to encourage additional sales, 

such as those contemplated by the Brown Administration in the Scoping Plan, AB 1745 instead would 

limit currently available vehicle options for all other households and businesses in California.  Limiting 

mobility and transportation options for the vast majority of California’s families and businesses is simply 

the wrong strategy to achieve the state’s zero emission vehicle goals.  By leveraging all available vehicle 

technologies, including efficient internal combustion engines, California would improve environmental 
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standards and better meet a more diverse range of family and business transportation needs at a lower 

cost. 

Arbitrarily Limits Advanced and Efficient Vehicle Technologies 

One of California’s notable policy advancements is regulation that is measured to encourage 

technological innovation. This bill runs roughshod over this important and subtle dynamic – essentially 

proclaiming, “Ban it, and they will come.”  

In fact, ARB’s regulations are driving increasingly efficient internal combustion engine vehicles and 

hybrids.  According to some experts, the fuel economy of some of the internal combustion vehicles 

could double by 2050.   

AB 1745 ignores this progress by creating a zero emission vehicle definition inconsistent with the vehicle 

technologies promoted by the Air Resources Board’s Low Emission Vehicle (LEV) and its Zero Emission 

Vehicle (ZEV) regulations. The bill prohibits the registration of a new motor vehicle unless the vehicle is a 

“zero emissions vehicle” and narrowly defines a zero emissions vehicle as a vehicle that produces zero 

exhaust emissions of any criteria pollutant or precursor pollutant, or greenhouse gas.   

AB 1745’s narrow focus is also inconsistent with the approximately $480 million in public funding that 

has been provided to California drivers through the California Vehicle Rebate Program (CVRP) to help 

offset the cost of vehicle technologies that do not meet the bill’s zero emission vehicle definition. For 

example, while plug-in hybrid electric vehicles are prohibited under AB 1745, drivers of these vehicles 

have received over $130 million in public funding to date.   

 Inconsistent with California’s Climate Strategies and Air Quality Emission Reductions Needs 

California has adopted the most ambitious and aggressive greenhouse gas emission reduction goals in 

the world. The Legislature and Governor in 2016 adopted an enforceable requirement to reduce GHG 

emissions by 40 percent from our 1990 levels by 2030. In 2017 the Legislature adopted a well-designed 

cap-and-trade program to best accomplish that goal.  In addition, the ARB adopted a long-term 

comprehensive GHG emissions reduction strategy in the 2017 Scoping Plan.  Banning the internal 

combustion engine as proposed by your AB 1745 is inconsistent with the Scoping Plan and the state’s 

need to demonstrate effective policies that may be viable beyond California. 

California adopted these GHG emission reduction goals and programs not because they alone will have 
any effect on the earth’s temperature – after all, California accounts for only one percent of global GHG 
emissions. The main reason for advancing these goals is to demonstrate how a major, complex economy 
can address a difficult and expensive public policy challenge. By taking the leadership and showing how 
to accomplish these goals at the least economic expense and societal disruption, California can show the 

way for the rest of the world.  
 
In addition, AB 1745 gives up on immediate air quality improvements by placing a focus on 22 years 
from now, ignoring immediate opportunities. According to the state’s major air pollution control 
districts, the best way to reduce exposure to toxics in disadvantaged communities is to significantly 
increase funding for emission reductions from mobile sources.  Many of these are older, less efficient 
vehicles that are not at all the focus of your AB 1745.  This low hanging fruit provides the opportunity to 
achieve tremendous air quality improvements in a manner that is cost effective and achieves immediate 
and permanent emission reductions. 
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Unfortunately, the bill’s focus on “original registration” ignores the millions of older vehicles that will 

continue to be driven in communities throughout the state, and fails to provide a cost effective path 

that results in immediate and permanent emissions reductions. 

Sincerely,  

African-American Farmers of California 

Agricultural Council of California 

American Pistachio Growers 

Associated Builders and Contractors, Inc. - 

Central California Chapter 

Black Chamber of Commerce of Inland Empire 

Brea Chamber of Commerce 

California Business Properties Association 

California Business Roundtable 

California Chamber of Commerce 

California Farm Bureau Federation 

California Hispanic Chambers of Commerce 

California Independent Oil Marketers 

Association 

California Independent Petroleum Association 

California Manufacturers and Technology 

Association 

California Railroad Industry 

California Small Business Association 

Californians for Affordable and Reliable Energy 

Camarillo Chamber of Commerce 

Central Valley Business Federation (BizFed 

Central Valley) 

Central Valley Latino Mayors and Elected 

Officials Coalition  

Chamber of Commerce of the Santa Barbara 

Region 

Coastal Energy Alliance 

Council of Industries 

Culver City Chamber of Commerce 

East Bay Leadership Council 

El Dorado County Joint Chamber Commission 

Elk Grove Chamber of Commerce 

FarWest Equipment Dealers Association 

Folsom Chamber of Commerce 

Fresno Chamber of Commerce 

Fresno County Farm Bureau 

Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce 

Goleta Chamber of Commerce 

Greater Bakersfield Chamber of Commerce 

Greater Coachella Valley Chamber of Commerce 

Greater Conejo Valley Chamber of Commerce 

Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 

Harbor Association of Industry and Commerce 

Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association 

Industrial Association of Contra Costa County 

International Warehouse Logistics Association 

Kern Citizens for Energy 

Kern County Economic Development 

Corporation 

Kern County Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 

Kern County Taxpayers Association 

Latin Business Association 

League of United American Citizens (LULAC) 

Long Beach Chamber of Commerce 

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce 
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Los Angeles County Business Federation (BizFed 

Los Angeles) 

Milk Producers Council 

Milpitas Chamber of Commerce 

Murrieta Chamber of Commerce 

National Association of Royalty Owners - 

California 

National Federation of Independent 

Business/California 

North of the River Chamber of Commerce 

North Orange County Chamber of Commerce 

Orange County Business Council 

Orange County Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 

Oxnard Chamber of Commerce 

Palm Desert Area Chamber of Commerce 

R Street Institute 

Rancho Cordova Chamber of Commerce 

Redondo Beach Chamber of Commerce 

Regional Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 

Roseville Area Chamber of Commerce 

San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 

San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership 

Santa Barbara County Taxpayers Association 

Santa Barbara Technology and Industry 

Association 

Santa Maria Valley Chamber of Commerce 

Simi Valley Chamber of Commerce  

South Bay Association of Chambers of 

Commerce 

Southwest California Legislative Council 

Torrance Chamber of Commerce 

United Chamber Advocacy Network 

Valley Industry & Commerce Association (VICA) 

Ventura County Coalition of Labor, Agriculture 

and Business 

Ventura County Economic Development 

Association 

Western Growers Association 

Western States Petroleum Association 

Wildomar Chamber of Commerce 

Wilmington Chamber of Commerce 


