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I79-1 The comment provides introductory remarks and no further 
response is required.  

I79-2 This comment expresses the opinions of the commenter about 
a project in the Twin Oaks Valley area that is currently under 
review by the County. 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. 

I79-3 The comment provides commentary on the role of traffic in 
exacerbating climate change. 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. 
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I79-4 The comment questions how water conservation helps climate 
change. The role of water conservation in reducing GHG 
emissions is described on pages 3-64 through 3-75 of the Draft 
CAP. Water conservation reduces GHG emissions in a number 
of ways including reducing the amount of energy consumed to 
move raw water from the source (i.e., less water needs to be 
moved), reducing the energy needed to treat raw water for use 
in residential neighborhoods (i.e., less water to be treated), and 
by reducing the energy needed to treat wastewater prior to 
disposal (i.e., less wastewater generated because less water 
consumed). This comment does not address the adequacy of 
the Draft SEIR and no further response is required.  

I79-5 This comment questions how the PACE is related to climate 
change. The role of agricultural conservation is discussed on 
pages 3-12 and 3-13 of the Draft CAP. Agriculture preservation 
can reduce GHG emissions through a variety of activities that 
yield different reduction values depending on the type and 
intensity of the preserved agricultural use and the amount of 
development potential that is offset. By preserving lands in 
more remote areas and avoiding development, the County 
would avoid GHG emissions from transportation and energy 
use and reduce VMT. In addition, GHG emissions would be 
avoided because water and wastewater would not be 
conveyed to these more remote areas.  
With regard to water demands associated with agricultural 
operations, for a significant portion of existing agricultural 
lands, fruit orchards and avocado stands are the primary 
agricultural product and are significant sources of carbon 
sequestration within soils. Further, these uses require 
substantially less water that potential residential or commercial 
development that would be avoided through permanent 
preservation. Finally, the CAP includes GHG Reduction 
Strategy A-1.1 and A-1.2 (starting on page 3-78 of the Draft 
CAP) would encourage the conversion of farm equipment and 
irrigation pumps to electric, which would reduce the 
consumption of fossil fuels and associated GHG emissions. In 
general, the preservation of existing agricultural uses would 
reduce GHG emissions over the long-term scenario. Please 
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see Appendix C to the CAP for the assumptions that more fully 
describe how the GHG reductions were calculated. Also, see 
response to comment C4-6. 

I79-6 The comment questions how various County-led initiatives 
contribute to GHG emissions reductions. The topics of Live 
Well San Diego, Food System Initiative, and the MCSP 
program are listed on page 5 prior to the Table of Contents and 
further described on page ES-2 of the CAP. As described 
throughout the CAP, most of the GHG Reduction Measures 
that the County is considering have co-benefits; in addition to 
reducing GHG emissions, they would also result in additional 
benefits beyond GHG emissions reductions. It is common to 
see sustainability efforts (such as the Live Well San Diego, and 
Food System Initiative) which are actions that may reduce 
resource consumption, or improve resiliency, be included in a 
CAP because climate change-related weather events can 
cause food system disruptions which tend to adversely affect 
disadvantaged communities disproportionately.  

I79-7 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. 

I79-8 The comment provides concluding comments regarding the 
CAP and expresses the opinions of the commenter. No further 
response is required.  

 

 


