
Response to Comments 

County of San Diego Supplement to the 2011 GPU PEIR Page 1 
January 2018 

 Response to Comment Letter O7 
 

BOMA San Diego and NAIOP San Diego 
Craig Benedetto, Legislative Consultant 

September 25, 2017 
 

 



Response to Comments 

County of San Diego Supplement to the 2011 GPU PEIR Page 2 
January 2018 

 O7-1 The comment provides introductory remarks on behalf of the two 
organizations that represent the commercial real estate industry, 
and express support for the City and County climate planning 
efforts. The County appreciates the comments. The commenter 
suggests a one-size fits all approach is not always appropriate 
for CAPs. The County’s CAP is a multi-objective plan that 
balances environmental, economic, and community interests; 
implements the County’s General Plan; and aligns with multiple 
County initiatives. It identifies strategies and measures to meet 
the State’s 2020 and 2030 GHG reductions targets, and to 
demonstrate progress towards the 2050 GHG reduction goal. 
The comment does not address the adequacy of the SEIR. 
Therefore, no further response is required or necessary. This 
comment will be included in the Final EIR and made available to 
decision makers prior to a final decision on the project.  

O7-2 The comment expresses an opinion that the emphasis on 
reducing VMT associated with commercial property could result 
in overburdening, and reduce commercial development in the 
county. The County acknowledges that certain areas of the 
unincorporated County are underserved from jobs and services. 
The CAP also recognizes the importance of a mix of uses to 
reduce VMT. 
This comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft SEIR. 
However, in an effort to be responsive to the comment, the 
following is noted. As detailed on page 1-1 of the CAP, the CAP 
helps implement the General Plan’s broad vision as well as its 
GHG-specific policies. While the measures included in the CAP 
are focused on reducing GHG emissions, each will also result in 
secondary, or additional, co-benefits such as improved air 
quality, green economy job growth, increased mobility options, 
and reduced household transportation costs. These benefits help 
achieve broader goals for a healthy environment, social equity 
and well-being, and a strong economy that are aligned with 
County’s initiatives. As centers and villages within the 
unincorporated County grow with more residents, jobs, and 
services, they will increasingly be focal points for achieving 
sustainability, economic development, and public health goals. 
Providing options that allow people to drive less, save money, 



Response to Comments 

County of San Diego Supplement to the 2011 GPU PEIR Page 3 
January 2018 

and have more free time are important co-benefits that are 
expected to result from many of the strategies and measures in 
the CAP. While some solutions have broad applicability across 
the region, most must be tailored to local county conditions. For 
example, transit- based commuting strategies may achieve 
success in more urban parts of the region, but their effectiveness 
may be limited in the unincorporated county.  

O7-3 This comment states the County should largely follow the 
approach of the City of San Diego’s CAP. The commenter 
expresses the opinion that the targets established by the 
County’s CAP are aggressive and could be overly burdensome 
to new development. Please see Master Response 4 related to 
the GHG emissions reduction targets established by the CAP to 
meet the State 2020 and 2030 targets in AB 32 and SB 32, 
respectively.  
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 O7-4 The comment expresses the opinion that the County should 
exercise restraint when creating new regulations to control GHG 
emissions, especially if those regulations would exceed the 
targets established by the State. It is not clear which GHG 
reduction measure or supporting effort the commenter is 
referring to; therefore, no further response can be provided. 
Please also see the response to comment O7-3.  

O7-5 The comment expresses the opinion that reliance on a TDM 
program could overly burden the industrial and commercial real 
estate sector and result in reduced job creation and 
development. The comment also expresses the opinion that 
developing an adequate transit system is a priority and that 
additional burdens on non-residential development should be 
avoided. The comment asserts that technology is not available 
for alternative fueled construction equipment. Finally, the 
comment expresses support for direct investments. The County 
appreciates the comments.  
With regard to developing an adequate public transit system, 
while the County provides support to these efforts, the region’s 
primary transit planning organization is the San Diego 
Association of Governments (SANDAG) and the region’s 
transportation improvements are governed by the San Diego 
Forward: The Regional Plan document. Public transit planning 
and decision-making responsibilities are shared with Caltrans, 
Metropolitan Transit System, North County Transit District, and 
other transit operators. The CAP is a GHG reduction plan and 
does not govern land uses or plan for new transit infrastructure. 
With regard to TDM on non-residential land uses, the measure 
intends to reduce parking only as feasible without causing harm 
to local business. The measure would be implemented by 
ordinance, and would require the County to establish criteria by 
which to measure parking can be reduced when paired with 
TDM, transit, and biking and walking strategies. The County 
recognizes that parking reduction would not be appropriate in 
many locations because of the dearth of public transportation 
options. Regarding feasibility of alternative fueled construction 
equipment, the comment offers no evidence to support the 
assertion that the technology does not exist. The County 
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disagrees and has based inclusion of this measure on the 
availability of construction equipment that can be retrofitted for 
alternative fuels and/or alternative fuels that could be used in 
existing equipment without retrofit (e.g., renewable diesel). 
Please see the response to comment O7-2.  

O7-6 The comment expresses general support for increased 
renewable energy, but states that not every project can support 
renewable energy on-site. The County acknowledges that 
renewable energy on site would require physical and/or financial 
commitments of future discretionary projects. The comment does 
not address the adequacy of the SEIR, therefore, no further 
response is required or necessary.  

O7-7 The comment expresses concern regarding regulations that 
could require non-residential buildings to achieve zero net 
energy (GHG Reduction Measure E-1.1) or minimum renewable 
energy standards because many projects would not be able to 
financially support this investment. It should be noted that the 
CAP is intended to be an adaptive plan (i.e., annual progress 
reports, inventory updates every two years, and updating the 
CAP every five years). If any measure becomes infeasible or less 
effective than anticipated in this program-level analysis, the 
County will be in the position to adjust the measure(s). The 
comment does not address the adequacy of the SEIR, therefore, 
no further response is required or necessary. Please see the 
response to comment O7-2.  

O7-8 The comment expresses support for increased waste diversion 
(GHG Reduction Measure SW-1.1). The comment also suggests 
that the lack of sorting facilities and the cost of separation is a 
barrier to achieving proposed targets. As detailed within the CAP 
(Page 3-62), this measure is a County initiative. On April 26, 
2017, the San Diego County Board of Supervisors (Board) 
established a 75% waste diversion target by 2025 for the 
unincorporated county through implementation of the Strategic 
Plan to Reduce Waste. This plan contains over 15 individual 
programs and initiatives that focus on different waste types and 
sources, such as reducing food and other organic waste 
generated from residential and commercial uses. The CAP also 
analyzes an alternative to achieve 80% waste diversion. The 
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County has and will continue to work with the hauler community 
and operators to ensure the reductions would be achieved.  
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 O7-9 The comment expresses support for water conservation 
measures; however, the comment also expresses concern the 
ability to increase conservation while maintaining outdoor 
landscapes. Please see Master Response 7 related to Outdoor 
Water Use.  

 

 


