Judge orders changes in ballot language for Proposition 23,
which would suspend California’s greenhouse gas emissions
law | 1

Today,_a judge ruled that the state must change the “title and summary” ballot
language for Proposition 23, the oil-company-funded proposition that would
suspend California’s landmark greenhouse gas emissions law AB 32. (My colleague
Ann Carlson wrote about this initiative campaign earlier this summer.) Proposition
23 would render the law unenforceable until California’s unemployment rate goes
down to 5.5% for at least a year. (Last | heard, the unemployment rate was over

10%.)

Here’'s the original Title and Summary prepared by Attorney General Jerry Brown.

And here’s the initiative language.

According to_a blog post by Margot Roosevelt of the Los Angeles Times,

Language drafted by Atty. Gen. Jerry Brown referred to “major polluters,”
which the judge changed to “sources of emissions.” The judge also
narrowed the wording of the title from “suspends air pollution control
laws” to “suspends implementation of air pollution control law (AB 32).”
The Brown language had in the initiative summary that it would require
the state to “abandon” the law, which the judge changed to “suspend.”

Roosevelt notes that “when it comes to voting on a slew of complex ballot
initiatives, California voters can be swayed by the title and summary printed on
their ballots — which is why the cases about language often end up in court.”


http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/files/order_prop-23_coupal.pdf
http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/files/order_prop-23_coupal.pdf
http://legalplanet.wordpress.com/2010/07/06/anti-ab-32-campaign-should-be-interesting/
http://www.sos.ca.gov/elections/vig-public-display/110210-general-election/prop-23/title-summary-prop-23.pdf
http://ag.ca.gov/cms_attachments/initiatives/pdfs/i902_initiative_09-0104.pdf
http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/greenspace/2010/08/global-warming-prop-23-ab-23-california-climate-change.html

