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Response to Comment Letter I70 
 

Kathe Robbins 
September 22, 2017 

 
I70-1 The County acknowledges support for the CAP and the need 

to control urban sprawl. The County acknowledges this 
comment. The comment does not address the adequacy of the 
Draft SEIR and no further response is required. 

I70-2 The comment states that carbon offset credits should not be 
allowed outside the country. Refer to Master Response 12 
related to mitigation hierarchy and the use of carbon offset 
credits. The CAP does not rely on the purchase of carbon 
offset credits to meet its reduction targets and goal. CAP 
Mitigation Measure M-GHG-1 allows off-site mitigation for 
General Plan Amendments(GPAs) after all project design 
features and on-site reduction measures have been 
incorporated. The mitigation measure establishes the following 
geographic priorities for GHG reduction features, and GHG 
reduction projects and programs: 1) project design 
features/on-site reduction measures; 2) off-site within the 
unincorporated areas of the County of San Diego; 3) off-site 
within the County of San Diego; 4) off-site within the State of 
California; 5) off-site within the United States; and 6) off-site 
internationally. Geographic priorities would focus first on local 
reduction features (including projects and programs that would 
reduce GHG emissions) to ensure that reduction efforts 
achieved locally would provide co-benefits. The GPA applicant 
or its designee shall first pursue carbon offset projects and 
programs locally within unincorporated areas of the County of 
San Diego to the extent such carbon offset projects and 
programs are available and are financially feasible, as 
reasonably determined by the Director of PDS. As specified in 
M-GHG-1, international carbon offset credits would be last on 
the geographic hierarchy and would only be allowed if the 
applicant demonstrates infeasibility on the other options in the 
order of hierarchy.  
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I70-3 The comment states that the environmental consequences of 
traffic should be considered. The transportation and traffic 
impacts of the CAP were thoroughly evaluated in Chapter 2.12 
of the Draft SEIR. The comment offers no evidence on why the 
analysis in the Draft SEIR is inadequate; therefore, no further 
response can be provided. 

 

 


