
Comment 1 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0) - Non-Reg.First Name: LenLast Name: SchoppeEmail Address: lenschoppe@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: remember that over water exhaust is not the same.Comment:board:\
 try to understand that that over water emissions behavedifferently than all  of your city bus's emmisions.. cities emitconcrete convection. make stuff rise. oceans do the opposite.particulates precipitate out. stand on the beck of  bigger dieselboat and see what happens to the exhaust. leave the boats out ofyour pollution, climate agenda crap.  
you look like idiots./
don't be idiotic.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-29 20:04:22No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0) - Non-Reg.First Name: ChristineLast Name: WolfeEmail Address: christinew@cceeb.orgAffiliation: CCEEBSubject: CCEEB Comments on CAPP Blueprint 2.0Comment:Please find attached CCEEB's comments on the Community AirProtection Plan Draft Final Blueprint 2.0.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/2-ab617blueprint2.0-V2UGMAEyUjILIwU0.pdf'Original File Name: 2023.10.16 CCEEB Comments Final Draft Blueprint 2.0 FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-16 16:13:56No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0) - Non-Reg.First Name: RichardLast Name: GrowEmail Address: grow.r@att.netAffiliation: West Oakland CSCSubject: Comments on Final Draft AB 617 Blueprint 2.0Comment:Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/3-ab617blueprint2.0-UzIFZ1M2WGILeQZv.docx'Original File Name: Additional Comments - Draft Blueprint 2.0 October 2023.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-16 16:41:06No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0) - Non-Reg.First Name: EmmaLast Name: De La RosaEmail Address: edelarosa@leadershipcounsel.orgAffiliation: LCJASubject: Final Draft Blueprint 2.0 Comment:Hello, 
Please accept the document attached as formal comment. Thank you. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/4-ab617blueprint2.0-AmRcM1I9BzVVPwdY.pdf'Original File Name: Final AB 617 Draft Blueprint 2.0 Comment.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-16 17:08:37No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: Rachel Last Name: Patterson Email Address: rachel@evergreenaction.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Blueprint 2.0Comment:Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/5-ab617blueprint2.0-UDVUJFI2UXBWNwd1.docxOriginal File Name: Evergreen Comments on Blueprint 2.0.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 11:06:09No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: RobLast Name: SpiegelEmail Address: rspiegel@cmta.netAffiliation: CMTASubject: Business-Industry Stakeholder Comments - Blueprint 2.0Comment:Business-Industry coalition comments on the Final Draft Blueprint2.0 are provided in the attachment. 

Thank you for the opportunity comment.

Rob Spiegel
Vice President, Government Affairs
California Manufacturers & Technology Association (CMTA)Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/6-ab617blueprint2.0-UTJXPgNvWWcAYwdp.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments on Final Draft Blueprint 2.0 (10.18.23).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 11:30:06No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: MauroLast Name: LibreEmail Address: donmaurosaldana@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: South Sacramento AB 617 Process is the Opposite of Legislation's Intent Comment:Assembly Bill 617 in South Sacramento is a Charade of Justice

Chapter 1: A Sham from the Start

When Assembly Bill (AB) 617 was introduced, the SacramentoMetropolitan Air Quality Management District (SacMetro) nominatedcommunities for the California Air Resources Board's consideration(Letterhead APCO (airquality.org)). These were supposed to be themost marginalized communities at the greatest intersections withair pollution. That is the spirit of the legislation.

In their recommendations of proposed AB 617 communities, SacMetrodid not include the community directly across the street from aTitle V facility, and the Southgate industrial Park (in some casesboth). The recommendations from SacMetro did not include Woodbine,a community with homes that are bordered on the east by logisticscenters, autobody & paint shops, smog shops, and even coal trains,while bordered on the west by a municipal airport with associatedlead emissions. The traffic on its eastern and western fronts iscontinual as these are major heavy-duty (HD) truck thoroughfaresservicing South Sacramento. This community is sandwiched betweenmajor pollution sources is full of children, and low-income peopleof color.

Their recommendations also did not include The Avenues or BowlingGreen, which face the same HD truck traffic and pollution from theSouthgate Industrial Park and the Title V facility on its westernborder, and Highway 99 on its eastern one. It is also full ofchildren (mostly Latino and Middle Eastern) and sandwiched betweentwo major pollution sources. 

SacMetro did propose a wealthy community like Elmhurst in EastSacramento, which is adjacent to Aggie Square, for consideration asAB 617 community; this is the kind of community where folks in thesame socioeconomic status as agency upper management, and Boardmembers from both SacMetro, and CARB would live. They also includeddowntown which is part of the city's gentrification goals andvaluable real estate. 

The Southgate Industrial Park is never mentioned in theirrecommendations report, nor are the people living closest to it. 
Chapter 2. The Corruption Becomes Evident
After the absence of the most marginalized communities in closestproximity to pollution sources became evidently clear in SacMetro'srecommendations for AB 617, the community was told that the AB 617Community Steering Committee (CSC) would decide the finalboundaries. 

During the AB 617 community air monitoring plan (CAMP) boundariesdiscussion, the CSC seemed inclined to include the aforementionedcommunities (Woodbine, Bowling Green, and the Avenues) in theirCAMP. It was at this time, that SacMetro's APCO took the CSC intoanother room, and away from the public and stakeholders for aprivate discussion. This seemed like a violation of the Brown Actwhich you (CARB) were made aware of (through previous publiccomments) and chose to ignore. "The people of the State do notyield their sovereignty to the agencies which serve them. Thepeople, in delegating authority, do not give their public servantsthe right to decide what is good for the people to know and what isnot good for them to know. The people insist on remaining informedso that they may retain control over the instruments they havecreated" (Govt.Code, § 54950). Upon returning from their privatemeeting with SacMetro's APCO, the CSC had changed their tune andindicated that CARB would select Woodbine, Bowling Green, and theAvenues the following year, as well as not being on the CSC toadvocate for communities beyond their own neighborhood. 

The initial map that SacMetro provided for the boundary'sdiscussion didn't even include the Avenues, Bowling Green,Woodbine, or the industrial parks hubs they border. After beingcalled out for that, SacMetro conveniently produced another mapthat did allow for the CSC to consider these communities and theindustrial park. It was only after an impassioned speech aboutequity and justice that the CSC voted to include Bowling Green, butnot the Avenues or the Woodbine, despite seemingly wanting to do so(resources are limited they were told). I would argue that peoplefrom Bowling Green, the Avenues, and Woodbine were all denied theirright to advocate for their community by being excluded from theoutreach to join the Community Steering Committee discussion aroundboundaries. Having decisions made for them by outsiders is aninjustice that is correctable now. To move forward with a CERP, isto double down on their (Woodbine and the Avenues) injustices.

Part 3. The Plot Deepens

It was surprising to learn, a couple of years after the boundarydiscussions, that many things were in the works for the industrialarea facing the Avenues and Woodbine. Several news outlets havenamed Phil Serna, a former CARB Board member and SacMetro Boardmember as well, as a co-architect of this new project which wasexpected to increase HD truck traffic into the community (Video:Groundbreaking at Sacramento CA Campbell Soup plant   TheSacramento Bee (sacbee.com)). The other co-architect named isPatrick Kennedy, the current chair of the SacMetro Board. Theformer chair of SacMetro's Board is a current member of the CARBand SacMetro Boards, Eric Guerra. When questioned about the seeminginjustice of AB 617 in South Sacramento, the APCO for SacMetroreplied at least once, "I'm just doing what my bosses tell me." Hisbosses were the board of SacMetro (Eric, Phil, Patrick); all whoseemingly stifled or used AB 617, in support of decisions they weremaking as elected officials. 

Part 4. Sacramento and AB 617 Today

CARB has granted Valley Vision an AB 617 grant to conduct airmonitoring in support of AB 617 in Sacramento (Community AirProtection - Valley Vision - Sacramento). The Avenues and Woodbineare not monitored under this grant, but one of the most gentrifiedcommunities in Sacramento (Aggie Square, formerly Oak Park),adjacent to Elmhurst, is included. This area of monitoring doesn'tinclude nary the permitted sources as those near Woodbine, BowlingGreen, or the Avenues.  This area is also considered a pet projectof our elected official, and your Board member, Eric Guerra (andeveryone else who wants to seem DEI saavy). One of their partner'sis United Latinos, a group I've called out for using equity jargonto describe development projects in Elmhurst and Aggie Square.These are the only two members of the public in attendance at thecurrent South Sacramento AB 617 meetings. They actually answered onbehalf of SacMetro when I called them out on the lack of public ina community led meeting; that wasn't their place to do so, but itwas telling of who they serve, IMO.  
The last South Sacramento AB 617 meeting I attended was made up ofaround 13 governmental staff, and 9 others (that number includedthe 6 or 7 CSC). There is no tension anymore, and justice is noteven a topic. I called out the district and the CSC because theywere discussing a Community Emissions Reduction Plan (CERP) whenthey still haven't had a proper tour of the community. When a CSCmember requested to see the industrial park during the planning ofa community tour, they were told "the bus is big and can't navigateevery street." That was a lie as every street in that industrialpark can accommodate 5 of the biggest buses side by side.

Conclusion

The AB 617 process in South Sacramento was founded on lies andhalf-truths by SacMetro and CARB. The most vulnerable people inSouth Sacramento (Woodbine and Avenues) were robbed of theiropportunity to be heard. Their concern for their children's healthnever seemed to matter to anyone, including the communityrepresentatives on the South Sacramento AB 617 CSC. To move forwardwith a CERP, is to disenfranchise them again.  

It's my opinion that CARB in creating this new blueprint is simplybuying itself more time. Throughout the AB 617 process, yourstandard operating procedure has been to ask for more time. I'msure many community-based advocates have been paid handsomely foryou to gain the appearance of equity, through their participationin this charade of a new blueprint meaning a new day for justice.CARB has not been an overseer of justice in the SacMetro's handlingof AB 617, but rather a partner in the abuse of my community. Allyour CBO partners input on AB 617 have not changed things one bitfor my community's most marginalized. CARB, UC Davis, and thegreater EJ advocacy community are all complicit in the oppressionof South Sacramento. I could argue that their oppression of mycommunity through AB 617 is reflected in how they site homelessshelters, and what schools (withing the same, SCUSD, district) getthe resources they need, and which ones don't. AB 617 didn't changeSacramento politics, it got rolled into them and just becameanother part and parcel to the ubiquitous systemic racism weexperience in South Sacramento; it permeates every aspect of ourlives. The AB 617 process in South Sacramento is modern dayredlining; history will bear this out.  
As the CARB Board, you can deny SacMetro the opportunity tocontinue the charade of equity by denying any CERP requests; andeven cancelling their status as a CAMP until they engage with thosecommunities they seemingly excluded intentionally to benefit thepet projects of elected officials serving on public health agencyboards. It'll require moral courage as you'd be questioning thejudgement of, he who appointed you by questioning the personsitting beside you (he appointed them too). When the community camebefore you with this same issue, you stood with Phil, and NOT theCalifornians you were supposed to protect; makes me wonder whatshenanigans you're hiding.  

Before moral courage, it'll require morality for you to understandthat all those kids in the dense housing just outside the AB 617boundaries, are yours too. James Baldwin said that. 
If anyone wants to know more, please request that CARB provide youwith every comment from Mauro Libre on this subject.

Sincerely,

Mauro Libre
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/7-ab617blueprint2.0-BmlTNlAlADwDZwFk.docxOriginal File Name: October 26 2023 Blueprint Board Comments.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 12:20:33No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: bishop chrisLast Name: bakerEmail Address: csinglefather@comcast.netAffiliation: ministry of advocacy in educationSubject: ab617 blue print 2.0Comment:As a founding committee member Ab617 South Sacramento -Florin it isvery crucial and necessary that south sac florin to be able totransition into CERP  Community but in order to do that adequatefunding is needed so this area will not be left behind there is alot more work we can do with funding into a CERP community.   so Iask each of you to vote in favor..

                    Bishop Chris Baker 
                    Ab617 Committee Member
                    South Sacramento-FlorinAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 13:27:43No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: RommelLast Name: DeclinesEmail Address: dcn.rommeldeclines@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB617 in South Sacramento was a major disappointment Comment:My name is Rommel Declines and I support the position of theSacramento Environmental Justice Coalition that AB617 in SouthSacramento was a major disappointment due to following issues:
1. Lack of transparency and commitment to the law. AB617 isintended to address non-mobile pollutions sources. The local AB617committee and Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areas ofconcern to local BIPOC and low-income communities by creatingboundaries and geographic restrictions to exclude high impactedareas (See Map).
2. $23 Million has been with AB617 spent and it has had no impacton the most polluted neighborhoods intentionally excluded from theprocess.
3. We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local AirQuality Management Districts to have a robust, inclusive and broadbased process to implement AB617 according to the law.
4. The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive. The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in Sacramento and after several attempts to join,BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be on the board.
5. There has to be an accounting of how the funds are used withstrong evidence that marginalized communities in EJ zones directlybenefit significantly through transformative health outcomes andcleaner industry practices. Health Program Evaluators must beincluded in the process.

Sincerely,
Rommel DeclinesAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 14:25:42No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: HermanLast Name: BarahonaEmail Address: barahonaconsulting@gmail.comAffiliation: The Sacramento EJ CoalitionSubject: AB617 Statewide StrategyComment:See attached file.  Thank you
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/10-ab617blueprint2.0-UDNdOlwvVGVVDFQ2.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Board meeting Public comment.Sacramento EJ Coalition.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 14:30:58No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: CarolinaLast Name: FloresEmail Address: elena.c.flores94@gmail.comAffiliation: Environmenntal Justice Coalition/BJ AssoSubject: arb hearing-Com. ProtectionComment:https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/ma102623)23-9-4:Public Meeting to Considerthe AB 617 Community Air Protection ProgramStatewide StrategyUpdate(Blueprint2.0) and to Hear an Informational Update on theCommunity Air ProtectionIncentives GuidelinesMy nameis___CarolinaE. Flores, MSW_______________and I support the position oftheSacramento Environmental Justice Coalition that AB617 inSouthSacramentowas a major disappointment due to followingissues:1. Lack oftransparency and commitment to the law. AB617 isintended to address non-mobilepollutions sources. The localAB617committeeand Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areasof concern to local BIPOCand low-income communities bycreatingboundariesand geographic restrictions to exclude highimpacted areas (See Map).2. $23Million has been with AB617 spentand it has had no impact on the most pollutedneighborhoodsintentionally excluded from theprocess.3. We askthat CARB establishhigher standards for local Air Quality Management Districtsto havea robust, inclusive and broad basedprocess toimplement AB617according to the law.4. Thenumber of committee representatives onAB617 cannot be arbitrarily restrictive.The Sac-EJC.org is thelargest EJ organization inSacramentoand after several attempts tojoin, BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be onthe board.5. Therehasto be an accounting of how the funds are used with strongevidence thatmarginalized communities in EJ zones directlybenefitsignificantlythrough transformative health outcomes andcleaner industry practices. HealthProgram Evaluators must beincluded in theprocess.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 14:31:51No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: CrystalLast Name: SanchezEmail Address: sacramento.homeless.union@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: is there Intentional Environmental Racism being perpetuated by bad Policy in poor neighborComment:My name is Crystal Sanchez and I am the President of the SacramentoHomeless Union and I support the position of the SacramentoEnvironmental Justice Coalition that AB617 in South Sacramento wasa major disappointment due to following issues and impacts to ourpoverty stricken BIPOC communities:

Lack of transparency  and commitment to the law.  AB617 is intendedto address non-mobile pollutions sources.  The local AB617committee and Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areas ofconcern to local BIPOC and low-income communities by creatingboundaries and geographic restrictions to exclude high impactedareas (See Map).
$23 Million has been with AB617 spent and it has had no impact onthe most polluted neighborhoods intentionally excluded from theprocess.
We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local Air QualityManagement Districts to have a robust, inclusive and broad basedprocess to implement AB617 according to the law.
The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive.  The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in Sacramento and after several attempts to join,BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be on the board. 
There has to be an accounting of how the funds are used with strongevidence that marginalized communities in EJ zones directly benefitsignificantly through transformative health outcomes and cleanerindustry practices.  Health Program Evaluators must be included inthe process.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 14:55:45No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: Kao Ye Last Name: ThaoEmail Address: kaoye.thao@hipcalifornia.comAffiliation: Subject: Implementation of AB 617Comment:My name is Kao Ye Thao and I support the position of the SacramentoEnvironmental Justice Coalition that AB617 in South Sacramento wasa major disappointment due to following issues:

1. Lack of transparency  and commitment to the law.  AB617 isintended to address non-mobile pollutions sources.  The local AB617committee and Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areas ofconcern to local BIPOC and low-income communities by creatingboundaries and geographic restrictions to exclude high impactedareas (See Map).
2. $23 Million has been with AB617 spent and it has had no impacton the most polluted neighborhoods intentionally excluded from theprocess.
3. We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local AirQuality Management Districts to have a robust, inclusive and broadbased process to implement AB617 according to the law.
4. The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive.  The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in Sacramento and after several attempts to join,BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be on the board. 
5. There has to be an accounting of how the funds are used withstrong evidence that marginalized communities in EJ zones directlybenefit significantly through transformative health outcomes andcleaner industry practices.  Health Program Evaluators must beincluded in the process.

Thank you!
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 15:04:45No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: LouiseLast Name: MehlerEmail Address: lmehler444@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 617 implementationComment:My name is Louise Mehler, and I live in a part of Sacramentoidentified as likely to have the highest lead concentrations. Likemany hot spots, my neighborhood was excluded from the local AB 617study area. So I support the Sacramento Environmental JusticeCoalition in calling for an inclusive process to implement AB 617and transparency in accounting for the use of funds.  

This is a new undertaking, and we are all learning as we go. Pleaseestablish guidelines that require attention to the concerns of allstakeholders.

Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 15:26:26No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: Carol Last Name: KinserEmail Address: cmkinser29@gmail.comAffiliation: Sacramento Climate CoalitionSubject: AB617Comment:My name is Carol Kinser and I fully support the position of theSacramento Environmental Justice Coalition that AB617 in SouthSacramento was a major disappointment and sham due to followingissues:
Lack of transparency and commitment to the law. AB617 is intendedto address non-mobile pollutions sources. The local AB617 committeeand Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areas of concern tolocal BIPOC and low-income communities by creating boundaries andgeographic restrictions to exclude high impacted areas (See Map).
Further, $23 Million has been with AB617 spent and it has had noimpact on the most polluted neighborhoods intentionally excludedfrom the process.
We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local Air QualityManagement Districts to have a robust, inclusive and broad-basedprocess to implement AB617 according to the law.
The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive. The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in Sacramento and after several attempts to join,BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be on the board.
There should be full transparency and accounting of how the fundsare used with strong evidence that marginalized communities in EJzones will directly benefit significantly through transformativehealth outcomes and cleaner industry practices. As a RegisteredNurse, I strongly believe Health Program Evaluators must beincluded in the process to guarantee best community healthoutcomes.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 15:33:12No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: JenniferLast Name: HoldenEmail Address: jenholden100@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Future Implementation of AB617 in SacramentoComment:My name is Jennifer Holden, and I support the position of theSacramento Environmental Justice Coalition that AB617 has not beenas effective as possible due to following issues:

Lack of transparency and commitment to the law. AB617 is intendedto address non-mobile pollutions sources. The local AB617 committeeand Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areas of concern tolocal BIPOC and low-income communities by creating boundaries andgeographic restrictions to exclude high impacted areas.

$23 Million has been with AB617 spent and it has had no impact onthe most polluted neighborhoods intentionally excluded from theprocess.

We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local Air QualityManagement Districts to have a robust, inclusive and broad basedprocess to implement AB617 according to the law.

The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive. The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in Sacramento and after several attempts to join,BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be on the board.

There has to be an accounting of how the funds are used with strongevidence that marginalized communities in EJ zones directly benefitsignificantly through transformative health outcomes and cleanerindustry practices. Health Program Evaluators must be included inthe process.

And I personally am still waiting for a Federal EPA air qualitymonitor to be installed and connected to the SMAQMDminute-by-minute online reporting of PM2.5 and ozone levels at:https://www.sparetheair.com/aqirealtime.cfm  so that South Arearesidents can finally see their PM2.5 and ozone levels the same asArden-Arcade and Elk Grove.  The largest hole in an urban area inthis County-wide reporting system is over South Sacramento.

Sincerely, Jennifer HoldenAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/16-ab617blueprint2.0-BmcGaQZ1Ul4Ad1Ug.pngOriginal File Name: air quality monitors sacramento.png Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 15:30:45No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: CoriLast Name: Ring-MartinezEmail Address: cring-martinez@gridalternatives.orgAffiliation: GRID Alternatives North ValleySubject: Disappointing AB617 Implementation in North and South Sacramento EJ CommunitiesComment:Hello, I support the position of the Sacramento EnvironmentalJustice Coalition that AB617 in North and South Sacramento was adisappointment due to the following issues:
1. Lack of transparency and commitment to the law. AB617 isintended to address non-mobile pollution sources. The local AB617
committee and Sacramento AQMD avoided major areas of concern tolocal BIPOC and low-income communities by creating boundaries andgeographic restrictions to exclude highly impacted areas (SeeMap).
2. $23 Million has been spent, and it has had no impact on the mostpolluted neighborhoods intentionally excluded from the process.
3. We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local AirQuality Management Districts to have a robust, inclusive, andbroad-based
process to implement AB617 according to the law.
4. The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive. The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in
Sacramento, and after several attempts to join, BIPOC EJ leaderswere not selected to be on the board. Selection criteria andprocess should be transparent.
5. There has to be an accounting of how the funds are used withstrong evidence that marginalized communities in EJ zones directlybenefit
significantly through transformative health outcomes and cleanerindustry practices. Health Program Evaluators must be included inthe
process.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/17-ab617blueprint2.0-BnVVMlQ2BCUAZwNu.pdfOriginal File Name: Sacramento EJ Air Quality Monitoring Maps.pptx (1).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 15:53:52No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: MariaLast Name: GutierrezEmail Address: mgutie2381@icloud.comAffiliation: Integrative Community and Business SolutSubject: AB 617Comment:My name is Maria Gutierrez a community organizer and advocate and Isupport the position of the Sacramento Environmental JusticeCoalition that AB617 in South Sacramento was a major disappointmentdue to following issues:
1. Lack of transparency and commitment to the law. AB617 isintended to address non-mobile pollutions sources. The local AB617committee and Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areas ofconcern to local BIPOC and low-income communities by creatingboundaries and geographic restrictions to exclude high impactedareas (See Map).
2. $23 Million has been with AB617 spent and it has had no impacton the most polluted neighborhoods intentionally excluded from theprocess.
3. We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local AirQuality Management Districts to have a robust, inclusive and broadbased process to implement AB617 according to the law.
4. The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive. The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in Sacramento and after several attempts to join,BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be on the board.
5. There has to be an accounting of how the funds are used withstrong evidence that marginalized communities in EJ zones directlybenefit significantly through transformative health outcomes andcleaner industry practices. Health Program Evaluators must beincluded in the process.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 15:59:50No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: Zuri K. Last Name: ColbertEmail Address: zurikc@clapsac.comAffiliation: clapsac.comSubject: Support Of Sacramento Environmental Justice Coalition Position Of AB617  Comment:Good Afternoon, 

My name is Zuri K. Colbert, Founder of CLAP Community Lead AdvocacyProgram. I support the position of the Sacramento EnvironmentalJustice Coalition that AB617 in South  Sacramento was a majordisappointment due to following issues: 
1. Lack of transparency and commitment to the law. AB617 isintended to address non-mobile pollutions sources. The local AB617 committee and Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areas ofconcern to local BIPOC and low-income communities by creating boundaries and geographic restrictions to exclude high impactedareas (See Map). 
2. $23 Million has been with AB617 spent and it has had no impacton the most polluted neighborhoods intentionally excluded from the process. 
3. We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local AirQuality Management Districts to have a robust, inclusive and broadbased  process to implement AB617 according to the law. 
4. The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive. The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in  Sacramento and after several attempts to join,BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be on the board.  
5. There has to be an accounting of how the funds are used withstrong evidence that marginalized communities in EJ zones directlybenefit  significantly through transformative health outcomes andcleaner industry practices. Health Program Evaluators must beincluded in the process.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-10-26 16:03:23No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for AB 617 Blueprint 2.0 (ab617blueprint2.0). (At Hearing)First Name: SuzanneLast Name: LanderEmail Address: zannelander@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Agenda Item 23-9-4Comment:My name is Suzanne Lander and I support the position of theSacramento Environmental Justice Coalition that AB617 in SouthSacramento was a major disappointment and sham due to followingissues:

Lack of transparency and commitment to the law. AB617 is intendedto address non-mobile pollution sources. The local AB617 committeeand Sacramento AQMD deliberately avoided major areas of concern tolocal BIPOC and low-income communities by creating boundaries andgeographic restrictions to exclude high impacted areas.

Further, $23 Million has been spent with AB617 and it has had noimpact on the most polluted neighborhoods intentionally excludedfrom the process.

We ask that CARB establish higher standards for local Air QualityManagement Districts to have a robust, inclusive and broad-basedprocess to implement AB617 according to the law.

The number of committee representatives on AB617 cannot bearbitrarily restrictive. The Sac-EJC.org is the largest EJorganization in Sacramento and after several attempts to join,BIPOC EJ leaders were not selected to be on the board.

There should be full transparency and accounting of how the fundsare used with strong evidence that marginalized communities in EJzones will directly benefit significantly through transformativehealth outcomes and cleaner industry practices, and Health ProgramEvaluators must be included in the process to guarantee bestcommunity health outcomes.
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