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 Response to Comment Letter XX 
 

Golden Door 
Kathy VanNess, Chief Operating Officer/General Manager 

January 16, 2018 
 

X27-1 The comment provides introductory information related to the 
commenting organization, the Golden Door Spa, and reasons 
for commenting on the project. No environmental issues were 
raised in this comment; therefore, no response can be 
provided.  

X27-2 The comment states that the CAP should require that GHG 
impacts resulting from GPAs be mitigated using local GHG 
emission reduction projects. As described on pages 2.7-36 
through 2.7-41 of the Final EIR, CAP Mitigation Measure M-
GHG-1 would require the use of a comprehensive mitigation 
program that would include onsite and offsite mitigation, and 
could be supplemented as needed upon the exhaustion of all 
feasible mitigation, with carbon offset credits. The mitigation 
program would result in no new net GHG emissions above 
what was considered by the 2011 GPU and would include all 
GHG emissions associated with project-related VMT. The use 
of carbon offset credits is supported through previous case law 
as described in Master Response 12. Please refer to the 
response to comment O22-8 and the responses to comments 
within letter O-14. The comment will be included in the 
administrative record and provided to decisionmakers. 

X27-3 The comment states that the use of offsets for GPA projects 
would not meet the County’s obligation to reduce its fair share 
of GHG emissions within the County and would deprive County 
residents of important co-benefits. The County disagrees. 
Please refer to the response to comment O22-8 and the 
responses to comments within letter O-14. Regarding the 
allowance of offsets, please refer to response to comment 
X27-2 and Master Response 12. As described therein, the 
County would require that all feasible GHG reduction 
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measures be located onsite first followed by within the 
unincorporated County, and then within the County of San 
Diego. Only when it is determined to the satisfaction of the 
Director of PDS that no other feasible onsite or in-county GHG 
reductions could be achieved, then projects would be allowed 
to pursue out-of-County offsets. Projects would be required to 
demonstrate as a part their project-specific conditions of 
approval or other permitting requirements that they have 
provided substantial evidence supporting feasibility or 
infeasibility of onsite or in-County reductions consistent with 
the requirements of CEQA PRC 21081(a)(3). Regarding co-
benefits, as the mitigation for GPAs is currently established, 
projects would have a requirement to implement onsite GHG 
reduction projects to the degree feasible. Therefore, these 
projects and the County would benefit from any co-benefits 
provided by these reduction measures. The comment will be 
included in the administrative record and provided to 
decisionmakers. 
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 X27-4 The comment states that offshore offset projects may impair 
economic development in those countries. The comment 
states that these types of impacts should be considered. The 
commenter offers no evidence to support this assertion. 
Nonetheless, the County did appropriately consider the types 
of carbon offset projects that could be implemented as 
described in Section 2.7.5.1 of the SEIR and established that 
carbon offset projects must be obtained from one of the 
following: (i) a CARB-approved registry, such as the Climate 
Action Reserve, the American Carbon Registry, and the 
Verified Carbon Standard, (ii) any registry approved by CARB 
to act as a registry under the state’s cap-and-trade program, 
(iii) through the CAPCOA GHG Rx and the SDAPCD, or (iv) if 
no registry is in existence as identified in options (i), (ii), or (iii), 
above, then any other reputable registry or entity that issues 
carbon offsets consistent with Cal. Health & Saf. Code section 
38562(d)(1)), to the satisfaction of the Director of PDS. The 
comment will be included in the administrative record and 
provided to decisionmakers. 

X27-5 The comment offers concluding summary remarks. No 
response is required. 

 

 


