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This comment provides introductory remarks. No further
response is required.
This comment states that the County should focus on changing
energy production to renewables and promoting electric
vehicles. The County appreciates this input and will consider
the suggestions. This comment is acknowledged. This
comment does not raise an environmental issue related to the
adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no further response is
required. However, the comment will be included as part of the
Final SEIR and made available to the decision makers prior to
a final decision on the proposed project.
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This comment suggests the County consider having GPAs pay
into a bank where the funding collected is used for targeted
direct investments. The County acknowledges this comment.
Please see Master Response 3 regarding direct investments
and Master Response 12 related to mitigation hierarchy and
carbon offsets. The Draft SEIR establishes a path for GPAs to
offset carbon emissions as described on pages 2.7-36 through
2.7-40. 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 proposed
project.
The comment supports implementation of a combination of the
Enhanced Direct Investment Alternative and 100% Renewable
Energy Alternative. The County acknowledges this comment.
The 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 proposed
project.
The comment indicated SDG&E is seeking a program to
establish the installation of 90,000 residential charging stations
throughout San Diego and Orange counties and the County
should participate in this program. In response to comments,
the County has added a new measure, GHG Reduction
Measure T-3.5 Install Electric Vehicle Charging Stations, which
will result in the installation of 2,040 Level 2 charging stations
in priority public locations by 2030. Additionally, the CAP
includes a supporting effort to “Install Level 2 EV charging
stations in the unincorporated County through a partnership
with San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E)” under Measure T3.3. This supporting effort is intended to leverage the SDG&E
program to install residential charging stations under the SB
350 filing. 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.
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The comment states the County should initiate discussions
with tribal casinos, and other partners to install fast chargers in
public places to increase the region’s fleet electrification. The
County acknowledges this comment. In response to
comments, the County has added a new measure, GHG
Reduction Measure T-3.5 Install Electric Vehicle Charging
Stations, which will result in the installation of 2,040 Level 2
charging stations in priority public locations by 2030. 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 states the County should facilitate no-cost
energy audits for business and residential energy users to
identify energy saving measures. As stated within GHG
Reduction Measure E-1.3, Improve Building Energy Efficiency
in Existing Development, this has been included as a
supporting effort. The County will collaborate with regional
partners to provide no- or low-cost energy efficiency audits.
The comment states the County should either retrofit County
buildings and operations with renewable energy systems or
purchase 100% renewable energy from SDG&E. In response
to comments, the County has increased the energy amount of
energy reductions in its facilities to 20% below 2014 levels by
2030 (GHG Reduction Measure E-1.4). The County
acknowledges this comment. The 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 states that updates of the CAP shouldn’t be a
solely administrative action and that there should be a
mechanism to allow appeal or elevation to the Board. As
described on page 5-6 of the CAP, the County will prepare a
CAP update every five years beginning in 2025. The CAP
update will be presented to the County Board of Supervisors
for review, amendment, and/or adoption. Coupled with update
of the CAP, the County will determine whether additional
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environmental review would be required consistent with the
requirements of CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 through
15164 based on the changes proposed. As such, an
opportunity to appeal to the County Board of Supervisors
would be provided.
The comment states the County does not take enough credit
for GHG reductions from the County’s Multiple Species
Conservation
Program.
Specifically,
the
comment
recommends that carbon sequestration benefits of conserved
lands should be credited in the CAP. Please see the response
to comment O1-14 and Master Response 11 related to this
topic.
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This comment expresses opinions regarding the future of
climate change and the CAP. 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 asks what emissions are left out of the GHG
inventory. The inventory excludes emissions that are not under
the County’s jurisdiction, e.g., aircrafts and stationary sources.
Please see the Section 2.4.2 of Appendix A – 2014
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory and Projections for
details on excluded emissions.
The comment refers to page 3-5 of the CAP and states that the
reduction is water usage is vague. It is unknown what the
comment is referring to. There is no reference to reduction in
outdoor water usage on page 3-5 of the CAP. Please also refer
to Master Response 7 related to outdoor water use.
The comment states that the benefits of acquiring open space
only equates it to offsetting GHG from 307 dwelling units and
to refer to their previous comment on MSCP. Please see the
response to comment I88-10. It also states that the County
should quantify balancing development losses against
sequestration benefits and that studying the feasibility of an
incentive-based transfer of development rights program is a
good idea but the timeframe of 2030 is too long. The County
acknowledges this comment. 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.
This comment suggests that the CAP should engage in
additional ways to incentivize electric vehicles. In response to
comments, the County has added a new measure, GHG
Reduction Measure T-3.5 Install Electric Vehicle Charging
Stations, which will result in the installation of 2,040 Level 2
charging stations in priority public locations by 2030.
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Additionally, the CAP includes multiple GHG Reduction
Measures that would facilitate the electrification of County and
private vehicles and facilities. With regard to electric vehicles,
GHG Reduction Measure T-3-2 (see page 3-30 of the CAP)
would require County-initiated project to use alternative fuels
in 100% of construction equipment by 2030 through
implementation of the 2016 Green Fleet Action Plan. GHG
Reduction Measure T-3.3 includes supporting efforts that
would result in the development and implementation of a local
Electric Vehicle (EV) Incentive Program, would install Level 2
EV charging stations in the unincorporated County, and would
collaborate with SANDAG to encourage installation of EV
charging stations in new residential and non-residential
developments. Finally, GHG Reduction Measure T-3.4 would
require the County to transition two to five percent of the
County’s light-duty fleet to electric vehicles.
The comment lists trip reduction measures and provides an
opinion that TDM only works when you charge for parking. The
County acknowledges this comment. 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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This comment provides an opinion that Measure T-3.3
(referenced on page 3-32 of the CAP), Develop a Local Vehicle
Retirement Program, may not be worth the effort because most
of the region’s fleet is new and natural attrition will ultimately
eliminate all older cars except collectibles. The County
acknowledges this comment. The 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 lists protocols to consider that offset carbon
emissions and states this should be expanded. Refer to Master
Response 3 regarding local direct investment projects.
The comment questions how the retirement of GHG emissions
from the County’s direct investment projects will be tracked.
The comments also states the direct investments should be
expanded to include a County-operated in lieu fee program.
Regarding the in-lieu program, please see Master Response 3
regarding direct investments.
The comment asks from what baseline would there be a 40%
reduction in outdoor water use for landscaping in new and
existing residential and non-residential development. Please
see Master Response 7 related to outdoor water use and
Measure W-1.2.
The comment provides an opinion that residential tree planting
is not a meaningful GHG reduction measure because most
homeowners already plant more than 2 trees per acre. It
should be noted that this measure would require new
residential projects to plant 2 trees per dwelling unit. The
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 closing statements and expresses
interest in continuing to work with the County on future
implementation efforts. No further response is required.
Page 7

