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C6 -1: The comment provides an introductory statement and 
emphasizes support for County’s efforts to reduce GHG 
emissions. No further response is required.  

C6-2: The comment expresses concern that the CAP should include 
policies which are more focused on limiting vehicle miles 
associated with new development and sprawling development 
patterns. Please refer to response to comment C4-3.  

C6-3: The comment asks what proposals in the CAP address sprawl 
development, what other agencies have included to address 
sprawl development, and why those measures were not 
included in the CAP. Please refer to response to comment C4-
4.  
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C6-4: This comment appears to express concern regarding GHG 
Reduction Measure W-1.2 and whether it is realistic to achieve 
a 40% reduction in outdoor water use for landscaping. Please 
refer to response to comment C4-5.  

C6-5: This comment requests additional clarification regarding how 
the Purchase of Agricultural Conservation Easement (PACE) 
Program (GHG Reduction Measure T-1.2) would lead to future 
GHG emissions reductions. Please refer to response to 
comment C4-6. 

C6-6: The comment questions how a transit village could be 
developed in a rural area. It is unclear what is meant by the 
comment. The Draft CAP does not identify any reduction 
strategies that would develop transit villages in rural areas. 
This comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft 
SEIR and no further response is required.   

C6-7: The comment requests more information regarding the 
placement of future public electric vehicle stations and the 
number of vehicles being accounted for. Please refer to 
response to comment C4-8. 

C6-8: This comment requests clarification regarding the 
methodology for measuring future GHG emissions related to 
future on-road vehicles. Please refer to response to comment 
C4-9. The comment also states the CAP is not clear and does 
not describe how the strategies will meet the goals. The 
County disagrees with the commenter’s opinion. Please refer 
to response to comment C4-10.  

 

 


