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Common Truck Policy Acronyms

®* CARB or ARB — California Air Resources Board
®* EPA — Federal Environmental Protection Agency

®* ACT - Advanced Clean Trucks (ZEV mandate on OEMs)
®* ACF - Advanced Clean Fleets (ZEV fleet mandate)

®* CTP - Clean Truck Partnership

®* CTC - Clean Truck Check (HD I/M or ‘smog check’)

®* CRA - Congressional Review Act

* EMA - Engine Manufacturers Association
®* OEM - Original Equipment Manufacturers

* SIP - State Implementation Plan (Federal Air Quality requirement)
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The Shift in Canadian EV Policies

Jurisdiction

Policy/Program

Description

Status

ZEV Sales Man

dates

Federal

Electric Vehicle
Availability
Standard

Annual ZEV sales targets beginning in
MY 2026 to reach 100% sales of new
light-duty ZEVs in 2035

PAUSED - 2026
requirements (20% LDV
sales as ZEVs)
cancelled, and 60-day
review of the standard
initiated (September
2025).

B.C. Zero-Emission Annual ZEV sales targets beginning in | IN FORCE (under
Vehicles Act and MY 2026 to reach 100% sales of new | review)
Regulations light-duty ZEVs in 2035

Québec Zero-Emission Automakers accumulate credits by IN FORCE (with

Vehicle Standard

supplying ZEVs/low emission vehicles

modifications
announced)

EV Purchase In

centives

Federal Incentives for Zero- | Purchase incentive up to $5,000 CAD | PAUSED (January
Emission Vehicles |on eligible light-duty ZEVs 2025)
(iIZEV)

B.C. Go Electric Financial assistance based on annual |PAUSED (May 2025)
Passenger Vehicle |income for purchase of eligible light-
Rebate Program duty ZEVs

Québec Electric Vehicle Financial assistance for purchase of OPEN (phasing out)

Incentive Program

(Roulez vert)

eligible ZEVs and installation of
charging stations.
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CARB Court Cases

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/current-litigation

CALIFORN}A Yoms Grt, CAEPA Socetoy

RESOUREES

PUBLIC DOCUMENT -June 26, 2025

PENDING LITIGATION ~With Californ

defendant, » plaintif, an amicus, o a5 an intervenar to support the U.S. Environmental
Prosection Agency’s (US. EPA) rules or actions. These cases are organized for convenience
into seven categories: cases related to (1) passenger cars, 2)trucks, (3) off-raad engines
(such as (such as

implementation
e il b prodllyupdated ice e s abe cour oo, aod o number e
listed, detals sbout each case can be obtained from the fld pleadings at each court.

Challenges to CARB's or U.s. EPA's Passenger Car Emissions Regulations.

s arant the waiver of
mption for CARB's Advanced Clean Cars I regulation.

pre
ericon of Commerce
‘Agency (United States Court of Appeals, Ninth Circut, Case No. 25-106).

peals, Distict of Columbia Circuit, Case No. 25-1078, consolidated with American
Pex/o!tum Instute v, .. s,.wa,.m.,.mmxmm,. ‘Agency, United States Court of
‘Appeals, Distit of Columbia Circu 0 25-1082; and American Fuel & Petrochemical
etal,
Court of Anpeats, Dircof Calumbia i, Case No. 5-1085).

o defend U.S. EPA's 2024
pesentercas ‘nd ek vk 354 st i e ol st 29
et

Unted e Court o Appess, Dot fCoumbts e, Cove o 241057

(CARB intervened to support U.S. EPA's decision o restore CARR's waiver or it
Mg

EPA prevailed n the US. Court of Appeal, District of Columbia Circul; the U.S. S

Cour ranted cetra anly on standin. Dlamond et l v 5. Environmental rtection

Apency (Unked s Suprema Cour Cas o 43 elarnced w0

et oo 2413,
United SivesCouraf Appess, Dt of Coumbls Gt 58 1 i 258 GSZA).

bcagn 1001 1Sret - PO, Box 2815 - Sacramence, Callorn 95812 o 20450

CARB intervenca to defend U.5. EPA's revised 2022-2026 federal ful economy

(NHTSA)

e Beseurss ufen Connel 1 Mol Hghucy e ey Adoi, e e
cui, Cose No.

Nos. 22-1144, 22.1145)
ral administration actions in defense of U.5. EPA waivers for the

rs Dt Coe . 25 0995)

Challenge to the U.S. EPA SAFE Vehicles Rule Part 2 against U.S. EPA and NHTSA to
uel econom,

dards. Sote o Wheeler, ot hppenty el

Columbia i, Case N 20.1167, mnswhdaleﬂ it other cases under No. 20

Competitive Enterprise nsttut, et al. v NHTSA, et al).

CARB intervened to support U.S. EPA in a challenge to ts more stringent 2021-2026
rsenhouse gasemisen standards forcr. e fFesc .1 US. Eionmentl

Coveno 0%

Challenge to CARB's Advanced Clean Cars I rulemaking in federal
the federal and Calfornia constituions,the Calfornia Environmental Quality Act, and the
Administrtive Procedures Act. The Two Hundred for Homeownership, e o v.Calfornia Alr
Resources Boord, et ol (United States DistrictCourt, Esstern District of Caiornia, Fresno
Division, Case No. 1:22-3t904).

strct court undier

Challenge to CARB's Advanced Clean Cars I regulations in state court 0pposing the
s amison hic teasesnnts o Calfena MvinsatieProcedmes s Colfors
Environmental Quality Act, and State constitution! grounds. Western States Petrofeum
sssociation . cah/umra i Resources soard et (reno Couny Superion Cours o
No. 22ECG03603)

Challenges to CARW's or U.S. EPA's

Challenge to Clean Truck P o
Commarce v Engine Maruectrers osciion. . (ned S i o
Northern Distict of linois, Western Division, Case No. 3:24-cv-50504).

CARB intervene: 5. €0
o CARB's Omaous Lo Mo renulsion, Ameian oee rvrprse Comber o

June 26,2025
Pages
Challenge to California's climate disclosure statutes (58 253 and 58 261) asviolating

ihe it Amendmen,reempted by teederaClean A A, 3 ot dofs.Chamber
), et ol (United

of alforni
e Do Cout, ontal D fCotfrt, Case o 324 o G0a00)

. in
‘on methane and other emissions from existing sources inthe ol and gas sector that were

18,201 etaLy.
Anirw Wheeles,t . Unled St Cout o Appess,Disic ofColumbla Cireut, Case
No. 20-1360)

Challenge to the federal Bureau of Land Management recession of the 2016 Was
reveraton Rutefor i and g2 methane lesks on federl ands. o of cofri, e ..
Dovia Bernbordt, et . (Uit Ses Cours af Appeats, Mnth i, case No. 20-16795
appea from 472 F.5upp.3d 573 (N.0. Cal. 2020).

CARS intervened to defend the existing federa

ule n 3 challenge to U.S. EPA 2015

us
Distric of Columbia

Cirui, Case No. 15-1381)

ned to defend U.S. EPA's 2016 il a thane rule for new and
ol sowrees it and et s Smtcalﬂw'm otore et o v. U, Emronmental
. Cas

No. 16-1242),

to support U.s. EPA
VOCs from new and exisi The US. Supreme.
Gours dened anemergency say appliation o syt e i cose comtoues, tte
et .3 nemmantl rtectonAgnc, o o Uk s Cout of Appss
s o Cotambis 54)

o support U £PA' 2024 gos emissions

st Vigiia, et o, v. U,
Aacney et (Unied S Court W noptain Do Clumbi Greut,Cae o, 10
20).

support U, EPA's 2023 111 of the
Clean e A Stte o wesk Vit o, 015 Endienmensal Protecion Aoenc, oo
(Uniied Sits Cour of Appasts, i of Coumbt G, Cose No. 341009

PUBLIC 5OCUMENT -penlng Utgatan it Cabfrni A Resurces Sosd 3 Py
June 26,2025

Commerce v.Us. Environmental Protection Agency (United States Court of Appeals, Ninth
Circit, Case No. 25-89)

s Advanced
regultion v preempted by fdsralsauts and atr i
American ree EnerriseChamber o Commerce, et L v teve . I et o Unked
states mmn Cout, s Dl o Calfomie, Case No. 324 cv 0098 M-0P).
Calfor Calffornio A
Cours, Exter D o Caornt, Case No. 2. z: ST

v Calforn Steven
5,0 abet & Bt . e s St Cour o e Eosen Dt of

Division; Cas
e of Nebrasks, e ol . Seven . CIf, e L. Unied s Dt Cour,Esern
m,mnuq California, Case No. 2:24-6v-01364-TLN.
e S rching Asoctdon . and omruction ndusty i Qclty
Coaon, v 015, EndronmetolPotecion Agendy (onited Stes Court of Appesls.
Disrict of Columla Circuit, Case No. 23-1148)

CARD ntervaned o susort .. G’ 024 bty rock amlslons reguaion
which plaintfsallege exceeds U ay
Carous, an shuse of deion, nd ot n aceerdance wihlow S o Nebroke .
v, U, Environmental Protection Agency, et ol (United States Court of Appeals, Ditrict of
Columbia Circut, Case No. 24-1125; consolidated with Case N 33, 201157, 26
1207, 24-1208, 24-1209, 241210, and 24-1214)

llenged CAR's Advanced

Clean Floets truck .
Qualiy Act, and other
srtecons and ack of gl aatory.
Western Sttes Petroleum Assocition v. Cl foria Air Resources Board (Fresno County
Supeior Cour, Cos No. 3CECG0R70
v Calfornio ir
Superior Court, Case No. 23CECGO2864).

Challenges to CARB's OFf.Road Regulations
Challenge to CARB's Commercial Harbor Craft Regulation. Ayan Murray Pariners nc. v.
CARB (superior Court of California County of Sacramento, Case No. 25CV005264)

CARB intervened in a challenge to U.S. EPA's recent decision to grant the

s,

Pt

Ligation e A
‘A Quality Standards (NAAQS)

CARB isintervening to support U.S. EPA’s approval of the San Joaquin Valley
Sariuat maverconinpencs masrare demomeraon ot h 199, 2006 aod 012
PM2.5 NARQLS. Committee for o Beter Arvin et al.v. U.S. Environmentl Protection Agency
(United States Court of Appeas, Ninth Circut, Case No. 24-7270)

CARB intervened to support U.S. EPA defend its 2024 standard for particulate matter
in e “Raconidration ofthe Ntinal Ambiant Al Qulty Standrds forparctte

Commonweaith of Kentucky, t . v. . Enironmental prteton Agency unad Sans
Courtof Appeals, Districtof Columbla Circut, Case No. 24-1050).
CARB intervened to support aligned states n a challenge to U.S. EPA's 2020
o Amb New
tolv. U etal
District of Columbia Circuit, Case No. 21-1028).

Challenge to U.S. EPA's 2020 “midnight rule” setting lax particulate matter National
ient fornia led

) etal.v. .
(United Scates Court of Appeals, Distrit of Columbis Circut, Case No. 21-1014)

and ar
effortsn the Owens Lake and Mono Lake aress. The City of Los Angeles, acxmabv and
through it Department of Water and Power v.Calfornia Al Resources Soard (Superior
Caurtofthe St of calforni County of Los Angels, Case No. 4STCPO1428).

toscament Gases

the
Commarcastonof erstve Dot Fols ARD srevaliedtar bnch i nd
defendant appealed. People ex rel. CAR v. Noil Energy Graup, nc. & Speedy Fuel, I
Lo AngesSopotr Cous o1 Wen ETEVAOL4S, 0STENAORS)

useof and ze

Emission

. .. Colforia Air
Superior Court, Case No. 23WMO000083).

iton wah Caorna A Resources Board s Pary

Environmental Protection Agency, <t . (United States Court of Appeats, Distrctof
Columbia et Case No. 21088 Americon Ful & Perchemicl enfctures and
the American Waterwoys Operators v. Us. Environmentol Protection Agency, et ol (United
s Cour f Appest, Mo G, o3 No. 25065

CARS inarvaned n chaleng o U, €0 recent d

ontorant the
Engine

el S, Environmental

Iratecion ngenc (nked SomesCout o Appel. Wi Grcol,Cave N 25485, D

il Court of Appels,Case Mo, 251084 OutdoorPoyerEqupment st . Us
wni . Ninth Circuit, Case. No.

2581
CANS ntorvaned o callngeto Us3. P e daclon o rantthe suthariaton

U, Endironmental protetlon Agency (Unied Sttes Court of Appeal, DIt of Clumbla

Circuit, Case No. 25-1080]

CARB ntervened in a challenge to U.S. EPA's prior decision to grant the authorization
preemp s ? Fuels

us.
e~ circt, Case N el

canocuree v, 5, Evironmentol Provection Avency uned SaesCourt of Appest,
NG, o No. 251608

Chnlongn AR
Association of American Roilroads, et ol v. Randolph, et al. (United States Distrct Court,
e Dt of ol Sucearem Ston, s o 12 o 154 1AH-JOP

Challenge to CARB's Zero-Emission Forkift Regulation an the grounds that it prevents.

e iy o do busness n Clfornia and it ol he Caforna Environmental
Gty A and Admiiteive racere Ac Weser Propane G Asclton
Colfri Al source oo o rne Couny Suprio Gaur.

24cECG03716).

lished "once in,

Chaliengs o .. 1K' 2010 midolght ersction of i ong o
always in” 8 major sources.

ays
sources. cnh/om!a wus.
Disrict of Columbia Cicuit, Case No. 21-1034 consalidated with Case No. 21-1024).

Action in response to Aliso Canyon natural gas leak; slleges nuisance and other theories;

AngetesSuperio Eour, ave No. ESOESTS)

Third Party Vehicle Warranty Subpoenas (CARB is not a party) (Series of class acton
Tawsuis seeking documents from CARB 1o support thee claims. Indvidual cases are not
lsted a5 ever-changing series of cases).

s Low

. Colfornia
i Resources Board et a.(Fresno County Superior Court, Case No. 24CECG0S430);

d et al (Fresno County Superior Court, Case No. 24CECGOSSO8); Growth Energy.
Colforia AIrResources Board et al. (Fresno County Superior Court, Case N
24ceccossie).

s response Government
v Calfornia
Superior Court, Case No. 24CV012372).

Oceanc Dunes State Ve creation Area. Friends of Oceano Dunes, Ic.v.
Coliforia Air Resources Boord, et al. (U, Distit Court forthe Central Distric of Calforia,
Case No. 2:17-cv-8733).

cars assertion that

environmentsl documentation climing prior mitigation is not needed at the Los Angeles

Por s rvaled il cout and o sppel e s ¢ remanded o suprior ot
South Coost AIr Disrice v ity of

T e A i Dar T . it o Dm0 o s oy

Superior Court, Case No. 37-2021-00023385-CU-TT-CTL)

Multiple cases: The Heavy-Duty Vehicle Inspection Program. Heavy-duty trucks and

buses

smoke, tampering,

inspection teams t border crossngs, CHP freeway weigh satons, flee aciis,and
Owners vilating

2 Program
Heaith and Ssfety Code section 4401.6. Once the ctation i fina, appications for

Pages
judgments are fed in Sacramento County Superior Court. (Health & Saf.
Code, § 44011.6(m).) The individual citstons il in court are not lsted i this summary.

Per Al - It is impossible to
provide a precise number of
lawsuits involving the
California Air Resources
Board (CARB
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