Response to Comments

Response to Comment Letter I72
Sandra Farrell
September 23, 2017
I72-1

I72-2

County of San Diego Supplement to the 2011 GPU PEIR
January 2018

The comment states the comments of the Sierra Club and
Endangered Habitats League are valid. Please see the
responses to the referenced comments within comment letters
O12 (EHL) and O22 (Sierra Club).
The comment states that the CAP will not achieve project
objectives because the County will not direct population growth
in a way that will limit GHG emissions. The County disagrees
with this assertion for two reasons. First, as described on page
1-6, the County’s 2011 General Plan provides an established
land use map that guides anticipated growth. The CAP,
provides a plan for the reduction of GHG emissions resulting
from anticipated growth by implementing the strategies,
measures, and supporting efforts that are contained within the
plan as described on page 1-8 and 1-9 of the CAP. Therefore,
the County anticipates that implementation of the CAP would
in fact reduce GHG emissions in accordance with adopted
GHG emissions reductions targets.
Second, as described on page 2-14, the CAP does not account
for GHG emissions that would occur if General Plan
Amendments (GPAs) were adopted. The baseline emissions
inventory which the CAP is based upon only accounts for
emissions-generating activities that existed on the ground in
2014 and projects GHG emissions for all adopted land uses in
2020, 2030, and 2050. Therefore, GPA projects that would
require density or intensity beyond that which the General Plan
anticipated (as illustrated by the adopted land use map) would
be required to offset any GHG emissions resulting from their
projects that are above and beyond what the General Plan
would have allowed. Refer to Master Response 12 related to
mitigation hierarchy and the use of carbon offsets.
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The County acknowledges concern that future annexations
and property specific requests to increase density above the
general plan would affect the ability of the County to reach
established GHG emissions targets.
Specifically, the commenter expresses concern that upon
annexation, lands that were formerly within the jurisdiction of
the County will no longer be managed by the County, and
therefore will not be subject to the GHG emissions regulations
that will be adopted through the CAP. The County
acknowledges that annexation proposals that remove land
from the County’s jurisdiction would remove the County’s land
use authority to regulate GHG emissions associated with
development within that land area. However, there are several
ways in which the County can coordinate with other local
agencies on efforts to implement the state’s plan for GHG
emissions reductions. The County is a steering member of the
San Diego Regional Climate Collaborative and regularly
participates in efforts to plan for regional GHG emissions
reductions. Additionally, the County can collaborate with the
San Diego County Local Agency Formation Commission
(LAFCO) to provide the GHG reduction assumptions
associated with the land uses proposed for annexation so that
LAFCO, as the lead agency responsible for consideration of
annexation proposals can adequately evaluate the GHG
impacts of the proposed annexation. With regard to the
Property Specific Requests (PSRs) General Plan Amendment
County-initiated project, the land use designation changes are
not reflected in the CAP’s baseline inventory and instead were
considered in the cumulative projects list within the Project
Description. Therefore, upon development of PSR property,
applicants would be required to demonstrate consistency with
the CAP in the same way that is outlined for General Plan
Amendments. This comment will be included in the Final EIR
and made available to decision makers prior to a final decision
on the project.
The County acknowledges concern that GHG mitigation
measures proposed by developers on other projects are not
being implemented and that this will happen under the CAP.
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The commenter offers no evidence to support this statement.
As described in Chapter 5 of the CAP, the County will monitor
the effectiveness of CAP reduction measures and strategies.
Further, as described in the Draft CAP Consistency Checklist,
which is an appendix to the Guidelines for Determining
Significance, developers seeking coverage under the CAP
would be required to demonstrate their consistency with the
CAP through implementation of reduction measures and
strategies identified in the CAP. Further, developers would be
required to submit verification to the County at appropriate
stages that measures have been implemented and have been
effective at reducing GHG emissions. The comment offers no
evidence that reduction measures or strategies identified in the
CAP or the County’s permitting or mitigation monitoring
process is not effective; therefore, no further response can be
provided.
The County acknowledges concern with allowing offsets and
suggests making development GHG neutral. This comment
does not address the adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no
further response is required. However, the comment will be
included in the Final EIR and made available to the decision
makers prior to a final decision on the project.
The comment provides a concluding statement to the
comments provided above and does not require a further
response.
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The comment provides comments on the Newland Sierra
Project. Because the comment does not address the CAP or
the analysis provided in the Draft SEIR, no further response
can be provided.
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