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Public Comments Received for the Draft CERP Plan 

Background: 

The draft Community Emission Reduction Program (CERP) plan was released on January 16th, 

2026, and the public comment period was open through February 15th, 2026.  A public 

workshop on the draft CERP plan was held on January 31, 2026. This document compiles the: 

 Public comments received during the public workshop and the air district’s responses 

 Public comments received through the AB 617 Clerk email by February 15, 2026 

 Public comments received through the AB 617 Clerk email after February 15, 2026 

At the February 23, 2026, Steering Committee meeting, Steering Committee members will 

discuss specific public comments (highlighted in yellow) that would benefit from further 

discussion. Please review them in advance to be prepared for discussion at the meeting. There 

will be an opportunity to discuss any comments received. 

The following flowchart outlines the process for addressing public comments.  

 

Process for Addressing Public Comments 
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Public Comments Received and Responses Provided at the CERP 

Public Workshop on January 31, 2026 

Submission #1, received from Jesse Reese: What pollutants are generated by 

airplanes/airports? Has this topic been coming up in conversation? 

Summary of District response provided during workshop: Airports have regularly come up 

during Steering Committee meetings. The main pollutant of concern associated with the 

Sacramento Executive Airport is lead from aviation fuel. However, the authority to regulate and 

address aviation fuel lies with the federal government. The Steering Committee has discussed 

the next site for the portable air monitor laboratory, which was suggested to be near the 

Sacramento Executive Airport. 

Submission #2, received from Jesse Reese: What areas were encompassed on the school bus 

tour? Was the tour on an all-electric bus? I have heard that the school districts have some 

electric school buses. 

Summary of District response provided during workshop: The route taken on the all-electric 

school bus tour is posted on our website and also included in Chapter 3 of the CERP. The 

Sacramento region has the largest electric school bus fleet in the nation, and every school 

district in the region has electric school buses. The District continues to invest in schools, electric 

school buses, fleet infrastructure, and regional transportation.  

Submission #3, received from Jesse Reese: At drive-thrus, you see a lot of vehicles just sitting 

and idling. There are some newer electric vehicles, but a great deal of pollutants. This is 

probably hard to control, but something to think about.  

Summary of District response provided during workshop: Our urban planners work with the 

local jurisdictions and provide comments to ensure any upcoming developments are built to 

improve community safety, walkability, and bike access, while also reducing the urban heat 

island effect and vehicle miles traveled. The District also runs the Clean Cars 4 All program, 

which allows participants to scrap an older, polluting vehicle for up to $12,000 for an electric 

vehicle, electric bicycle, or mobility card.  

Submission #4, received from Laurel Smith: What are the best ways for residents and 

community-based organizations to support the implementation of these strategies once they 

go through the approval process? How can we stay involved past this process? 

Summary of District response provided during workshop: Many decisions will need to be made 

over the 5-year project implementation period. During this time, members of the public and the 

Steering Committee are encouraged to continue attending the Steering Committee and 
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Subcommittee meetings to discuss strategy specifics. The District also wants to continue 

working with nonprofits and community-based organizations to align efforts, support one 

another, and leverage each other’s work. 

Submission #5, received from Jesse Resse: How do I get on the page where I can provide public 

comments? Can I get to this page using the QR code on the sheet? 

Summary of District response provided during workshop: The Sac Metro Air District’s 

Community Air Protection homepage provides instructions for submitting public comment, 

along with the Draft CERP, the StoryMap (a summarized version of the CERP plan), and 

translated strategies. Public comments should be emailed to AB617clerk@airquality.org. The 

public comment period closed on February 15, 2026. 
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Public Comments Received via the AB 617 Clerk Email  

By February 15, 2026  

Submission #6, received from Robynn Spence, California Department of Transportation 

District 3, on 2/3/2026: 

Good morning, 

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation in the review process for 

the South Sacramento – Florin CERP Plan Project. We wanted to reach out and let you know 

that we have no comments at this time. 

 Please provide our office with copies of any further actions regarding this proposal.  We would 

appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on any changes related to this 

development.  

Should you have questions please contact me, Local Development Review and System Planning 

Coordinator, by phone (xxx) xxx-xxxx or via email at D3.local.development@dot.ca.gov. 

Thank you! 

Submission #7, received from D. Heide Ruegsegger, on 2/6/2026: 

Dear Gentlepersons, 

I reviewed the StoryMap summarizing the draft CERB. I would like to make a comment. 

I note that there was a tree and plant distribution in November 2025. Over 400 trees and plants 

were distributed to the community.  

Is there a mechanism in place to determine how many of those trees and plants were actually 

planted? And is there a mechanism in place to ensure the trees are planted properly and cared 

for, so the have a better chance of surviving? 

Thank you for your work on this project. 

Submission #8, received from Becky Grunewald, on 2/10/2026: 

Hello, 

I am a supporter of Slow Down Sacramento. I live in Midtown and I bike to work every day, at 

UC Davis Health. Our streets are far too dangerous. I support quick-build solutions when an 

accident occurs and a pedestrian is harmed. I also support more protected bike lanes, 

particularly in dangerous areas like Stockton Boulevard, and I would remind the folks planning 
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these things that repairing the protected bike lanes and keeping them clean and clear needs to 

be part of the plan. Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 

Submission #9, received from Kay, on 2/10/2026: 

Hi,  

I live in District 6 within the CERP and CAMP boundaries. After reviewing this plan, I want to 

impress how important is to make streets safer and easier to walk on. This means planting trees 

now and putting quick builds on the most dangerous corridors in Sacramento, a few of which 

fall under the AB 617 boundaries according to Sacramento’s Vision Zero plan. In the long term, 

we need to redesign our streets to be slower and safer, but we cannot wait any longer for these 

changes. Too many people have died on our streets because we prioritize speed over safety. 

This problem is predictable and preventable.  

Please implement quick builds immediately and help our community plant more trees and build 

slower, more community focused streets, one small step at a time. 

Submission #10, received from Joey Wraithwall, on 2/10/2026: 

Hello, 

I am a resident within 1 block of the border of the Florin-South Sac CAMP and CERP area, and I 

would like to  provide comment on the draft CERP. As someone who has lived within .25 miles 

of major freeways or highways since I was 5 years old, I dream of a future where we do not 

have to worry about the poison being spewed into our communities from government-

subsidized auto infrastructure. 

It’s very unfortunate that the State of California, County of Sacramento, and City of Sacramento 

continue to undermine public health, climate mitigation efforts, and community resilience by 

investing billions of dollars in automobile-focused infrastructure that will only worsen air 

pollution in the plan area. I think it is worth noting the hypocrisy of the City of Sacramento 

declaring a climate emergency while successfully lobbying for hundreds of millions of dollars to 

add lanes to I-5, I-80, and US-50 within miles of the study area. Obviously, US-99 is the primary 

cause of air pollution in the study area, and I would like to see the plan more clearly state that 

the only truly sustainable path towards better public health is reducing use of US-99. 

In that vein, I’m glad to see quick-build initiatives called out as a key part of achieving better air 

quality in the plan area. Unfortunately, the City of Sacramento’s approach to redesigning 

corridors for safer pedestrian and bicycle travel has often been extremely flawed and wasteful. 

The public comment processes for the Streets for People Plan as well as all of its distinct 

corridor planning have failed to even acknowledge demands from the public to create truly safe 
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bike and pedestrian infrastructure instead of spending millions of dollars per mile for projects 

that still place people in danger. Luckily, the City’s best planning effort by far in my eyes has 

been the Franklin project, which while eye-watering in its per mile cost, comes closest to 

creating safe conditions for walking and cycling (while still unfortunately lacking sufficient 

crosswalks and placing a clear priority on automobile traffic). 

I hope that the Safe and Resilient Streets strategy effort to create safe streets standards will not 

rely too heavily on local government staff whose work in this area falls far short of the 

standards needed to achieve the goals stated in the CERP. On page 131, I would encourage 

considering including outreach to community groups like Slow Down Sacramento, Strong Town 

Sacramento, SABA, and others for informed input into street designs that will actually make 

pedestrians and cyclists safer.  

I also strongly support an e-bike voucher program. 

On engaging SacRT, unfortunately there seems to be little possibility of positive engagement. I 

would love to see the 67 bus route changed so that elementary school students in the plan area 

at Bret Harte and Ethel Phillips can use the bus to attend the free after-school program at the 

Sacramento Adventure Playground. However, SacRT seems completely uninterested in 

responding to any type of community needs. 

I’m disappointed not to see the CERP seek to phase out gas-powered lawn equipment, 

especially leaf blowers, at all. Education and incentives will not make a meaningful difference. 

As air quality experts, SMAQMD should clearly state how harmful gas-powered leaf blowers are 

to public health and the climate. 

Thank you for your work to improve air quality in the Sacramento region. 

Submission #11, received from T.J. Friesen, on 2/11/2026: 

To Whom it may concern, 

I am writing in strong support of continued and expanded funding for: 

UM-3 – Increase Tree Canopy 

UM-4a – Safe & Resilient Streets – Quick Builds 

These are two of the most impactful strategies in the CERP. 

UM-3 delivers immediate, measurable benefits: reduced heat exposure, improved localized air 

quality, and stronger neighborhood resilience. Strategic tree planting near high-traffic corridors, 

schools, and transit stops is smart, equity-centered infrastructure. 
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UM-4a directly addresses traffic-related pollution, one of the community’s primary exposure 

sources. Quick-build street safety improvements reduce idling, calm traffic, improve pedestrian 

conditions, and lower emissions while making neighborhoods safer. 

I strongly encourage full funding and acceleration of these two strategies. 

Additionally, I respectfully request that future phases incorporate expanded greenways and 

protected cycle lane safety improvements across greater Sacramento. Connected, safe cycling 

infrastructure reduces vehicle miles traveled, lowers emissions, and aligns transportation 

planning with air quality goals. 

Thank you for prioritizing practical, community-driven solutions that improve both air quality 

and livability. 

Submission #12, received from Jesse Reese, on 2/11/2026: 

Just maybe there can be  air monitors some where on Meadowview road, since there is a lot of 

vehicles going West to East, and East to West, what about the corporate yard for the garbage 

trucks with the CGN fuel what if they had a slight leak that no one was aware of ? maybe more 

trees at the bus stops, or bus shelters if the city want more people to take transit in order to 

lower their carbon foot print, as stated earlier this is just my opinion, with that being said, I do 

appreciate the work that you'll has put into the project.  

Submission #13, received from Kevin Wong, on 2/12/2026: 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I am pleased to see the inclusion of and wish to express my support for a quick build program in 

the Community Emissions Reduction Plan (CERP) for the South Sacramento–Florin community. 

My daughter, Alena Wong (featured in many local articles by the Sac Bee and CBS), was hit by 

an SUV at the intersection of Sutterville Rd and Mead Ave in Oct 2019. After years of advocating 

to the City of Sacramento for changes to the infrastructure of that intersection, a quick build 

solution was finally implemented last November. We had been advocating for a mini-

roundabout but was met with a lot of resistance for reasons like cost and time to implement. 

Thanks to the city's new quick build program, a solution was chosen that was much less 

expensive and time-consuming to make happen. It was a great example to me of how we, 

collectively, didn't let "perfect [be] the enemy of good." 

Our goal was never to stop with fixing that one intersection. We wanted it to be an example of 

how we can fix street safety all across the city (and beyond) with solutions that are quick to 

implement and inexpensive. 

https://www.sacbee.com/news/local/article289250075.html
https://www.sacbee.com/news/local/article289250075.html
https://sacramentocityexpress.com/2025/11/26/public-works-completes-more-than-100-safety-improvements-under-new-initiative/
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Submission #14, received from Laurel Smith, Valley Vision, on 2/13/2026: 

Good morning, 

Please see the attached public comment letter from Valley Vision on the Draft South 

Sacramento-Florin CERP. 

Attached PDF (Valley Vision Comment Letter – Draft CERP 2.10.2026): 
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Submission #15, received from Rachel Patten, City of Sacramento, on 2/13/2026:  

Good afternoon,  

The City of Sacramento strongly supports the Air Districts efforts to improve air quality and 

reduce exposure to harmful pollutants in the South Sacramento – Florin AB 617-designated 

community. Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the Community Steering Committee 

meetings as an agency partner and for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Draft South 

Sacramento – Florin Community Emissions Reduction Program (CERP).  

Please find agency staff comments and requested edits to the Draft CERP attached. Thank you 

in advance for your consideration. 

Attached PDF (City of Sacramento_Draft CERP comments): 
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Submission #16, received from Joelle Inman, Sacramento County, on 2/15/2026:  

Dear SMAQMD Staff, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft South Sacramento–Florin 

Community Emissions Reduction Program (CERP), and for your continued coordination with 

Sacramento County and the AB 617 Community Steering Committee. 

Attached please find Sacramento County’s comments on the Draft CERP strategies and Chapter 

5 (Regional and Local Plans Section). Our comments are intended to clarify County roles and 

timelines, align implementation with adopted County plans and programs, and support 

equitable, coordinated advancement of CERP strategies. 

We appreciate the collaborative partnership and look forward to continued coordination as the 

CERP is finalized and implementation moves forward. 

Please let us know if any clarification would be helpful. 

Attached PDF (CERP Section 5.4.1 Local Plans): 
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Attached PDF (CERP Strategies – Comments and Suggested Language): 
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Submission #17, received from Luz Lim, Environmental Council of Sacramento (ECOS), on 

2/15/2026:  

Good evening, 

Please accept the attached comments on behalf of the Environmental Council of Sacramento, in 

response to the South Sacramento – Florin Community Emissions Reduction Program draft 

plan.  

Thank you for your consideration.  

Attached PDF (20260215 ECOS Comments re South Sacramento – Florin CERP): 
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Public Comments Received via the AB 617 Clerk Email  

After February 15, 2026  

Submission #18, received from Herman Barahona, Sacramento Environmental Justice 

Coalition (Sac-EJC), on 2/16/2026: 

Good afternoon Leaders of the Sacramento Air Quality District and elected officials, 

On behalf of the board and allies of the Sacramento Environmental Justice Coalition (Sac-EJC), I 

am writing in response to the proposed CERP plan under the AB617 piece of legislation that was 

awarded for the public health benefit of the people of South Sacramento at approximately 

$16,053,333.  

We are very concerned that after years of advocating for innovations and a higher standard of 

living for the residents of South Sacramento, this plan shows that we will have more of the 

same.  These "low-hanging fruit" initiatives, while important, do not offer concrete, 

measurable, and high standard solutions to reduce air pollutants in our neighborhoods.   

Please take a look at the slides below, for instance.  Why steer $783,333 of AB617 EJ dollars for 

planting trees that will not help pollution emissions effectively in south Sacramento?  Sac-EJC 

leadership loves and advocates for a better tree canopy.  But we are very concerned about this 

proposed idea, because we already have a city forestry department, SMUD and other public 

resources spending millions on this problem, and they are failing to help trees reach maturity in 

our neighborhoods due to lack of proper irrigation systems and maintenance.  

This proposed CERP AB617 initiative will not have the impact we desperately need to improve 

air quality in south Sacramento. The initiatives of the Sacramento Air Quality D-istrict show 

timidity and lack of imagination. AB617 legislation is very specific on targeting cumulative 

effects of air pollution in South Sacramento.  We do not believe that these Community 

Emissions Reduction Plans will have a meaningful impact on the public health challenges of our 

neighborhoods.  We ask the Sacramento AQMD Board and officials to go back to the drawing 

board and have a community input process that is not a rubber-stamp for business as usual.  
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