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The comment provides introductory remarks and background
information about the California Construction and Industrial
Materials Association (CalCIMA). The comment also expresses
support for the efforts of the Climate Action Plan (CAP) regional
efforts to address GHG emission reductions, and the relationship
to mineral resources in the unincorporated area. The County
acknowledges this comment. However, 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.
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The comment suggests that the CAP include a measure related
to protecting access to local mineral resources. This comment is
acknowledged. The 2011 GPU is the primary County land use
planning document that has established policies related to the
preservation of and access to mineral resources. Please refer to
Goal COS-10 and associated policies on pages 5-23 and 5-24 of
the 2011 GPU. The CAP is not a land use planning document
and does not recommend land use changes. Rather, it plans for
the reduction of GHG emissions based on adopted land use
plans. Nonetheless, the CAP does not include any actions or
strategies that would change current policies of the 2011 GPU
pertaining to the protection of and access to mineral resources.
The comment provides information related to the location of
known and accessible mineral resources in the unincorporated
County. The 2011 GPU includes a figure showing the mineral
resource zones within the unincorporated County, please see
Figure 2.10-3 within the 2011 GPU PEIR. 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.
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The comment references the County of San Diego’s Guidelines
for Determining Significance -Climate Change and states that
that the production and movement of construction aggregates be
included within the Draft SEIR for the CAP. It is unclear what is
meant by this comment. Please note that the referenced County
of San Diego Guidelines for Determining Significance-Climate
Change (Guidelines) are outdated and the production of some
materials is already regulated by CARB under the Cap-andTrade Regulation. The CAP is one component of the proposed
project; it also includes the Draft Guidelines for Determining
Significance—Climate Change (August 2017). The draft
Guidelines describe a new GHG Threshold for determining a
project’s significance related to GHG emissions. The draft
Threshold is as follows:
“A proposed project would have a less than significant
cumulatively considerable contribution to climate change
impacts if it is found to be consistent with the County’s Climate
Action Plan; and, would normally have a cumulatively
considerable contribution to climate change impacts if it is
found to be inconsistent with the County’s Climate Action
Plan.”
Regarding the movement of aggregates, a project must evaluate
the mobile-source GHG emissions that would result from
construction activities, which may include truck trips that haul
aggregate materials. The CAP identifies actions and strategies
for the reduction of GHG emissions countywide. The physical
environmental impacts for the implementation of these strategies
has been evaluated throughout the Draft SEIR. Future projects
that can demonstrate their consistency with the CAP and the
CAP Consistency Checklist could tier their cumulative GHG
analysis from the CAP and Draft SEIR. However, inclusion of
environmental streamlining provisions within the CAP for
aggregate extraction and transportation is not feasible because
it is too speculative to know where future development would
occur, what volume of aggregate materials would be required,
and from where those materials would be sourced. Therefore,
individual projects as part of their environmental review would
need to determine specific impacts associated with their
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individual aggregate demands and whether those activities could
comply with GHG Reduction Measures in the CAP Consistency
Checklist or whether additional mitigation would be required.
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The comment states the County should implement commodity
flow modeling associated with the movement of construction
aggregate. This comment is acknowledged, and the commenter
should be made aware that SANDAG is the regional metropolitan
planning organization (MPO) that is responsible for the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) and would conduct appropriate goods
movement modeling. Please refer to response to comment O84. The comment does not raise an environmental issue related
to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR. The comment will be included
in the administrative record and made available to decision
makers prior to a final decision on the project.
The comment provides background information regarding SB
375 and suggests that an increased effort to make local mineral
resources available will ensure greater success in achieving the
goals of SB 375 by limiting the GHG emissions associated with
transporting mineral aggregate. This comment is acknowledged,
and the commenter should be made aware that SANDAG is the
regional metropolitan planning organization (MPO) that is
responsible for the SB 375 conformance and would conduct
appropriate aggregate transport modeling based off of local land
use designations of minerals resources or similar zones. The
comment does not raise an environmental issue related to the
adequacy of the Draft SEIR. The comment will be included in the
administrative record and made available to decision makers
prior to a final decision on the project.
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The comment provides concluding remarks and expresses
support to work with the County towards efforts to achieve
climate planning targets. No further response is required.
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