Comment 1 for The People’ s Blueprint written by the CARB advisory working group (capp-
peoplesbp-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Mauro

Last Name: Libre

Email Address: humildad.es.sabiduria@gmail.com
Affiliation: resident

Subject: Reparations for injustices created as aresult of the initial AB 617 process
Comment:

Dear CARB,

Thank you for your consideration.

The purpose of this comment letter is to share

i nsi ghts and suggestions | believe were not considered in the
devel opnent of the Peopl e&rsquo;s Blueprint. Al though |I& squo;min
a great nood, |& squo;ll nake a conscious effort to not seem angry
while witing about the injustices suffered by many in South
Sacranmento. As Janes Bal dwi n said, & dquo; To be Bl ack

in this country and to be relatively conscious is to be in a rage
alnost all the time. & dquo; | amnot Black, but can enpathize, and
i magi ne.

To commi t

an injustice and not correct it, when it is correctable, is to
doubl e down on that injustice. As | skimmed through the
Peopl e&r squo; s Bl ueprint, and watched recordi ngs of the neetings,
found an attenpt to prevent conflict and progress from happening
agai n, & dquo; noving forward. & dquo; What | didn& squo;t find, was
how to correct the injustices that were allowed to happen to
several South Sacramento nei ghborhoods as part of the AB 617
process. California governnmental and non-profit environmenta
justice circles were aware of the issues; and so were you because
residents cane here and told you. You deferred the issues to your
Board col | eague, that also sits on the Board of the Air District,
and the Board of Supervisors. The only folks I recall who genuinely
tried to help South Sacranmento residents frustrated with the
process were Ms. Ladonna WIlians, M. Margaret CGordon, and M.
Kati e Val enzuel a. They

listened and either provided technical assistance or used their
voice to call out the injustices. But there are no public
participants, that are also residents, (in the South Sacramento AB
617 process) left for themto hel p now.

Li ke many others, | also

quit the South Sacramento AB 617 process. It was a waste of ny tine, and nmany others felt
the sane, who are no |longer there. However, | recently attended the |atest AB 617
Community Steering Committee neeting for South Sacranmento, via

Zoom | imrediately noticed that the nmeeting only had three nenbers

of the public in attendance, including nyself. The two others were
non-profits with strong relationships to the |ocal government.
Using the chat feature, | asked about the seeming |ack of residents
at a nmeeting which was often touted as a conmunity | ed

process. The

responses were nore than a little bit surprising.

First, one of the

non-profits in attendance tried to explain away the | ack of
community participation by stating that & dquo;the community is
tired. & dquo; My

community is largely unaware of the AB 617 process; | & squo;d guess
that less than 1 out of every hundred residents knows about AB 617,
t hat & squo; s not being tired, its being unaware. | think what was
meant is that the sane 10 peopl e paraded at every outreach event,
and photo-op are tired. The Blueprint should push OCAP and
community based organi zations to continuously strive to diversify



the public participation at AB 617 neetings; otherw se, you risk
creating a nonopoly on comunity voices, which is contrary to EJ
principl es.

The ot her non-profit

responded by stating that & dquo;we |ost comunity trust and need
to rebuild that trust again for this process to work. & dquo; |
asked why they were speaking on behalf of the government, and not
letting the air district answer nmy question for thenmselves. | also
mentioned that | have never |ost the conmunity& squo;s trust, and
don&r squo;t understand why | would need to build trust between the
community and the local air agency. Then the AB 617 Community
Steering Comrittee responded to the conversation

First, one of the new CSC

menbers asked if the AB 617 CSC neetings were public neetings. The
other new steering commttee nmenber al so expressed uncertainty
about whether they are public neetings, or not. Finally, a |ong-standing
CSC nenber stated that they are public neetings, but the topics are
so niche and technical that conmmunity isn& squo;t interested. |
responded by stating that other, simlar comunities do have lots
of residents interested in the local air pollution and its effects
on the health and well-being of their children. | don& squo;t recall if the
air district responded because nmy eyes gl azed over and | tuned out
by this point. If the neetings are recorded, ité& squo;s all

t here.

To those uni nformed about

the history of South Sacranmento& squo;s AB 617 process, it would
seemto be working well today. Peace exists there, in the absence of tension
or anger. The community nenbers who showed up initially with
tensi on and anger, driven by love for their community, were pushed
away. They are no | onger there seeking peace based on the presence
of justice.

Sadly, it has been ny

experience that every time | tried drawing attention to those
unjustly left behind fromthe AB 617 process, OCAP nmanagenent felt
conmpelled to rebut ny coments with bureaucratic tal king points
that only deepen the injustice. An exanple of this would be calling out the
pol lution and marginalized people existing inmedi ately outside the
AB 617 boundaries, and receiving a response along the lines of

&l dquo; t he boundaries were selected by a community steering
conmittee, through a process that was intended to enpower the
community, and not hing can be done about it now& dquo; | would nuch rather hear
an acknow edgenent of the injustice and a commtnent to seek
redress for them not a talking point for why it happened. In this
case, CARB is basically blam ng the conmunity to absol ve the
governnent of responsibility. The folks left out of South

Sacr anment o0& squo; s AB 617 process were never infornmed of the
process and excluded fromtargeted outreach, thus the opportunity
to informthe steering conmmttee of their plight, based on not
living within the originally proposed boundaries (which also
initially excluded an industrial park surrounded by dense housing).
Those fol ks never had a say in their air quality future, or their

ki d&rsquo; s health. The

were not made aware of AB 617; they aren& squo;t tired or

di strustful, yet.

| & squo; ve taken the tinme

to filmwho was |left out of the AB 617 process, for you to see who
was denied the justice that AB 617 was intended to provide. The
back wall of the park in this video abuts H ghway 99 where traffic
is often stalled. It also sits about one quarter of a mle froma
Title 5 facility that is across the street fromthe AB 617
boundaries. It& squo;s also about a half nmile froman industrial
park and the associated truck routes for the nmany | ogistics centers
| ocated there. As you

can see in the video, the park is packed with children and

fam lies. The park has been hone to nmany nmarginalized ethnic
communities, and even a few gangs. Now, it is rapidly beconming a
predonmi nantly Arab inmmgrant conmunity. The park serves as the nain
greenspace for the | owincone housing that surrounds the park, all
a quarter mle fromthe AB 617 boundaries. Here& squo;s a link to



the video: https://youtube.com shorts/nvVennmOVQ M?f eat ur e=share

The injustice of allow ng

the people in the video to remain unaware, and without a voice in
the health of their air, when the & dquo;first of its kind& dquo;
har bi nger of equity is only a quarter nmile away, becones twofold if
you only |l ook forward in your Blueprint, or linmt all opportunities
for redress to the AB 617 process, or OEJ. They& squo;ve had plenty
of time to seek alternative neans of justice for this community,
havi ng been made aware years ago. In addition to |ooking for nodels
in some of the AB 617 communities that worked well, for a variety
of reasons that included CARB& squo;s conmitnment to them as
conmpared to South Sacramento, you should also | ook for nodels of
what still needs fixing, and fix them before |ooking to start new
AB 617 communities using successful nodels that often required
political capital you didn& squo;t distribute equally.

If not already included,

the AB 617 Blueprint needs to include sonething that allows CARB to
revoke AB 617 status and funding fromAir Districts not acting in
good faith, or without any public participation. It also needs to
provi de redress for those who experienced injustices at the start
of the AB 617 process. AB 617 cannot be the pronised harbinger of
justice for South Sacranento if the Blueprint noves forward w t hout
a nechani smthat provides redress for the people in the video: the
peopl e who were excluded from AB 617 in a way that does serves as a
nodel &el l'i p;for injustice, system c racismand, inequity.

My apol ogies if CARB and

the AB 617 Consultation G oup provided for all ny concerns in the
Peopl e&rsquo; s Blueprint and | missed it. It&squo;s ny belief that
communi ty shoul dn&rsquo;t need to read | arge governnent documents
to share their concerns about the issues in their comunity and
then ask how you plan to fix them 1& squo;ll |eave reading those
fat docunents to the folks getting paid to advocate or explain
them | do this for spirit, and amfighting on several fronts, so
my time is limted.

& dquo;In the end, we will

renenber not the words of our enemies, but the silence of our
friends. & dquo;

Thank you,

Mauro Libre
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Comment 2 for The People’ s Blueprint written by the CARB advisory working group (capp-
peoplesbp-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Catherine

Last Name: Reheis-Boyd

Email Address: creheis@wspa.org

Affiliation: Western States Petroleum Association

Subject: Western States Petroleum Association comments on The People’' s Blueprint
Comment:

See attached docunent for comment letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/4-capp-peopl esbp-ws-UCcBdFQIBzV RCA4.pdf
Original File Name: WSPA PB Comments Final 09262022.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2022-10-11 18:19:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for The People’ s Blueprint written by the CARB advisory working group (capp-
peoplesbp-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Singer

Email Address: dsinger@spcity.org
Affiliation:

Subject: League of California Cities Comments on the Draft ACF Public Fleets Regulatory Language
Comment:

Attn:

Craig Segall, Deputy Executive Oficer
California Air Resources Board

Pl ease find attached our comments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/5-capp-peoplesbp-ws-UzBTNAZY AzEGaV M h.pdf
Original File Name: CA Air Resources Board Craig Segall.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2022-10-26 09:53:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for The People’ s Blueprint written by the CARB advisory working group (capp-
peoplesbp-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: LaDonna

Last Name: Williams

Email Address; zzeria@aol .com
Affiliation:

Subject: The Peoples Blueprint comments
Comment:

My nanme is LaDonna WIliams, |& squo;m

sending this letter in response to a recent conment

letter regarding the Peopl e& squo;s AB 617 Blueprint. The letter
was signed by Mauro Libre.

After reading the letter

| decided to lend ny voice. Wat is

described in the letter, and the acconpanyi ng vi deo,

is & dquo;redlining in the

United States. Redlining is a discrimnatory

practice in which services (financial and otherw se) are withheld
frompotential custoners who reside in nei ghborhoods classified as
"hazardous' to investnent; these nei ghborhoods have significant
nunbers of racial and ethnic nminorities, and | owincone residents.
Wil e the nost well -known exanpl es invol ve denial of credit and

i nsurance, also sonetinmes attributed to redlining in many instances
are: denial of healthcare and the devel opnent of food deserts in
m nority nei ghborhoods. & dquo;

It's no stretch to say

t hat denying the people (in the

video) who live a quarter nmile fromthe AB 617 boundari es

the resources that AB 617 was intended to provide them is
tantamount to the description of redlining provided in the previous
par agraph. However, the area is not only hazardous to investnent;
the letter nentions an industrial park and Title V facility

adj acent to the residents, nmaking it hazardous to the
communi ty& squo; s health as well. Industrial parks are
general ly managed by the county and Board of Supervisors; the
letter indicated the CARB Board deferred to them through their
col l eague. This raises serious concerns about CARB& squo;s
conmitnent to real equity

and real justice and paints a



picture of politics as usual

G ven the described

injustices, and systemic racismto the people

of South Sacranento and the mention of CARB political capita

possi bly being distributed unequally anmongst AB 617 conmunities,
woul d like to request that you publish a list of every AB 617
community along with the nanes of your Board and Executive Oficers
that have attended or participated in a tour

of each. | believe that |ooking at communities

supported overwhel mingly by CARB, as nodels for future AB 617
communities, sets future comunities up for failure unless you can
conmit the sane support and resources to those

t hat have received the nost. |

support the suggestion in the letter to |look at comunities that
arené&rsquo;t nodels of success and find solutions to the problens
there, before noving forward with new conmunities. Being conplicit
inredlining a comunity is sonething worthy of reflection and
correction, or redress as stated in Mauro& squo;s letter. |
encourage you to | ook at South Sacramento for sol utions, and then
tal k about successful nopdels using their exanple as

wel | .

| & squo; ve been told that

you shoul d expect another letter with nmetrics and suggestions
regardi ng the recommendati on for agenci es and comunity-based
organi zations to continuously strive for outreach and conmunity
engagenent throughout the AB 617 process. Wthout this
requirenent, its easy to get |ax about hearing froma w de array of
community residents. As a scientific agency, you know very

well that the very small anobunt of people regularly inform ng you
about the plight of EJ conmunities can&rsquo;t possibly be
representative of all EJ communities or ethnicities in the State.
You woul dn&rsquo;t accept this level of data for anything el se
besi des equity and justice work; and | could show you comunities
like South Vallejo and Bayo Vista in Rodeo both that are

majority Black Anerican residents that are facing as

many if not nore cunul ative inpacts as any,

and have not been advocated for, or

supported to any noticeabl e degree, for inclusion in AB

617 by your EJ advisors or your staff, with

the exception of Jose Sal dana our previous staff community
support person who displayed what real environnental justice,
equity and inclusion should be in historically di sadvantaged | ong
term hi ghest exposed comunities being i npacted by the hi ghest
heal t h burdens, outcones, and conpounding hits from source

pol I uti on.

I hope you took note of

the public coments during the recent Los Angeles City Counci
nmeeting to address the vile racist

commrents of Council nenber Nury Martinez, conplicit

Counci| menbers Kevin De Leon, and G| Cedillo towards

bl ack people by these nmenbers. In addition

| eader Ron Herrera was included as well with these Gty Leaders on
how the Cityé& squo;s council district boundaries should be redrawn
to further disenfranchise Anerican Blacks in LA As you nay or nay
not recall |& squo;ve previously conplained in 2019 (and prior)



during your Board hearings about sinilar actions taken by
Sacramento air district, their coveted Latino organizations, and
some CARB staff whoé& squo;ve silenced, and di senfranchi sed Amrerican
Bl acks particularly Black wonen by firing, and or renoving them
fromjobs, and conmittees preventing their involvenent and voices
bei ng heard and i ncluded. This pronpted a CARB i nter-agency
anonynous 18 page letter outlining the deeply engrained racism

exi sting within CARB. Although CARB responded wi th Resol ution
20-33, A COW TMENT TO RACI AL EQUI TY AND SOCI AL JUSTI CE, on Cctober
22, 2020, the recently attended tours in LA areas supporting Latino
communi ties, while bypassing the previously repeated requests mad
in 2021 and 2022 from Bl ack Americans in Bay View Hunters Point in
the Bay Area were put on the back burner forcing the Bl ack
community to junp through hoops to date for a CARB tour of their
community. This in addition to the Legislative 2021 audit report

| abel i ng CARB poverty pinps is proof nmuch has not changed for
historically disadvantaged | ong term highest risk conmunities
particularly Black Anerican comunities and nei ghbor hoods | east
supported or overl ooked by CARB

I amrequesting info on
the fundi ng anobunts spent on each AB 617 communities to date, and
if applicable projected in the future.

Al t hough the letter from Mauro doesn& squo;t accuse you of
raci st cooments, it does reflect the same frustrations with your
decisions as those that the conmunity shared in their public
comrents during the Los Angeles City Council neeting.

Si ncerely,

LaDonna
WIlians

Communi ty
Advocat e/ Resi dent

P. 0. Box 5033

Val l ej o, CA
94591

(707) 342-7186

zzeri a@ol . com
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Comment 5 for The People’ s Blueprint written by the CARB advisory working group (capp-
peoplesbp-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Ed

Last Name: Ward

Email Address: ed.ward@vpps.net
Affiliation: Valley Pacific Petroleum

Subject: In opposition to the " Peoples Blueprint”
Comment:

My nane is Ed Ward. | am a nmenber of South Central Fresno and

St ockton AB 617 communiti es.

Wt hout business interaction the AB617 process will fail.
Business is the front line of environnental adoption, and has to
date spent billions adapting new technol ogy to i ncrease comunity
air quality. The weak wordi ng regardi ng business input is holl ow
and unneccessary.

Busi ness believes that human flourishing/diginity is critical to
all community success. Unfortunately the consideration that

busi ness of any size only exists for profit only is unreasonable.
Wthout the ability to be an active part of the AB617 process the
best sol utions cannot be achi eved.

Actually there are CARB board nenbers who are busi ness owners
that could potrentially not be allowed to have input in an AB617
conmunity based on the Peoples Blueprint wording. Wth the

i mpl emrent ati on of Conmunity CERP nonies, | believe that input from
business is critical to assure effectiveness.

| urge you to not adopt the "People Blueprint". A balanced group
of busi ness, honmeowners, environmental justice, CARB and Air
District staff could build a nore equitable/ dynamc

docunent .

Respectfully Subnmitted

Ed vard

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2022-10-28 14:08:41
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There are no comments posted to The People s Blueprint written by the CARB advisory
wor king group (capp-peoplesbp-ws) that wer e presented during the Workshop at thistime.



