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Response to Comment Letter I78 
 

Puja Batra, Ph.D. 
September 25, 2017 

 
I78-1 The comment provides introductory remarks. No further 

response is required.  
I78-2 The comment states the CAP should give more emphasis to 

carbon farming and the County should consider carbon 
farming an interim strategy or offset mechanism. The role of 
carbon farming as a potential strategy to reduce GHG 
emissions is acknowledged on pages 3-13 and 3-76 of the 
Draft CAP. The County will continue to evaluate carbon 
farming as a potential reduction strategy in future CAP 
updates. Please also see the Master Response 11 on carbon 
sequestration. This comment does not address the adequacy 
of the Draft SEIR. However, the comment will be included in 
the Final EIR and made available to the decision makers prior 
to a final decision on the proposed project.  

I78-3 The comment suggests the development of recycled water 
infrastructure for agricultural areas as a resiliency and 
mitigation strategy for increased carbon sequestration. The 
County supports recycled water infrastructure where feasible 
and will continue to coordinate with individual water districts 
who would implement such infrastructure. Further, the County 
acknowledges the benefits of increased carbon sequestration 
through Strategy A-2 (see page 3-83) which focuses on 
increased carbon sequestration through increased residential 
tree planting with priority given to areas served by recycled 
water and greywater infrastructure, and increased County tree 
planting. Refer to Master Response 11 related to carbon 
sequestration. This comment does not address the adequacy 
of the Draft SEIR. The comment will be included in the Final 
EIR and made available to the decision makers prior to a final 
decision on the proposed project.  
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I78-4 The comment states that compost application to agricultural 
soils would reduce fertilizer applications and lead to GHG 
reductions. The County acknowledges this comment. This 
comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft SEIR. 
The comment will be included in the Final EIR and made 
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the 
project.  

I78-5 The County acknowledges their hope for the County to commit 
to participating in demonstration projects and measure the 
effects of carbon farming. The County acknowledges this 
comment. This comment does not address the adequacy of the 
Draft SEIR. The comment will be included in the Final EIR and 
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision 
on the project.  

I78-6 The County acknowledges opinions regarding the rate at which 
trees should be planted for GHG Reduction Measures A-2.1 
and A-2.2 to ensure the appropriate survival rate. These 
measures are described on pages 3-84 through 3-87 of the 
Draft CAP and supporting quantification is provided on page 
25 of Attachment 1 to Appendix C. This comment does not 
address the adequacy of the Draft SEIR. The comment will be 
included in the Final EIR and made available to the decision 
makers prior to a final decision on the project.  

I78-7 The comment states that wildfire emissions should be included 
in the emissions baseline. While wildfires do create GHG 
emissions, the County does not include these emissions in the 
inventory because the emissions fluctuate year to year and are 
not a direct result of County activities.  
The County CAP is focused on measuring and reducing 
emissions that are attributed directly to the behaviors and 
activities attributed to county residents and businesses and 
government operations to determine how the County can 
achieve its fair share of State reduction goals. Incorporating 
emissions from wildfires on an annual basis would potentially 
result in major emissions increases or decreases in each 
inventory year which would not reflect County actions to 
reduce day-to-day emissions. The commenter mentioned the 
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incorporation of wildfire emissions in EPIC’s San Diego County 
GHG Inventory. EPIC’s methodology was to use the average 
emissions seen from wildfires in the County from 1990-2007 
and apply it to 2008 (EPIC 2013). This methodology is not 
consistent with the methodology used in the County CAP, 
which is to measure emissions that occur during the inventory 
year. Furthermore, using a 17-year average for each 
subsequent inventory may not reflect reductions due to 
adopted fire prevention efforts.  
While wildfires do occur because of human activity, and are 
occurring at an increasing rate due to climate change, it is not 
a predictable or consistent anthropogenic source for the 
purposes of achieving the State’s GHG reduction goals. 
CARB’s inventory of statewide emissions does not include this 
source to determine compliance with reduction goals. The 
County is, however, vulnerable to increasing wildfire risk due 
to increasing heat and drought from climate change. These 
issues are addressed in the vulnerability assessment and 
adaptation plan within the CAP.  

I78-8 The comment offers concluding remarks and opinion. This 
comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft SEIR. 
The comment will be included in the Final EIR and made 
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the 
project.  

 

 


