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Response to Comment Letter O19 
 

San Diego Food System Alliance 
Elly Brown, Alliance Director 

September 25, 2017 
 

O19-1 The comment provides introductory remarks. No response is 
required.  
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O19-2 The comment provides background information about the San 
Diego Food System Alliance and expresses support for the 
CAP. The comment provides a summary of the comments that 
will follow. Please refer to response to comments O19-3 
through O19-26 below. 

O19-3 The comment contains information related to the potential 
GHG emissions reductions that could be achieved if residents 
were to eat less animal-based protein. The comment suggests 
that the CAP should include targets for reducing the amount of 
animal protein consumed in the unincorporated area. This 
comment is acknowledged. This comment does not raise 
environmental issues related to the adequacy of the Draft 
SEIR. However, as part of the Live Well San Diego Food 
System Initiative, the County currently implements Eat Well 
Practices to expand healthy and sustainable food and 
beverage options offered by the County, as described on page 
1-7 of the CAP. In addition, the County will explore funding 
opportunities and collaborations to provide information about 
the impacts of food choices through public outreach and 
education, and track the Eat Well Practices, which have an 
emphasis on less carbon-intense foods and more plant-based 
meals. The County will also work to promote the adoption of 
the Eat Well Practices by outside organizations to support 
climate beneficial practices and has included new supporting 
efforts under GHG Reduction Measures T-1.2 and T-1.3 that 
would explore the establishment of new funding and 
collaborations to provide information to the public about food 
choices and promote the adoption of Eat Well Practices. This 
comment will be included in the Final SEIR and made available 
to decision makers prior to a final decision on the project.  
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O19-4 The comment relates to the potential benefits of carbon 
sequestration through agricultural activities. Please see Master 
Response 11 regarding carbon sequestration.  
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O19-5 The comment expresses concern regarding high water and 
land costs which may prevent agricultural activities from 
continuing in the county. The comment suggests that the 
County should protect farming as a solution to climate change. 
The County notes that the 2011 GPU contains multiple policies 
which seek to preserve agriculture, see pages 5-15 and 5-16. 
Additionally, GHG Reduction Measure T-1.2 of the CAP seeks 
to expand the PACE program which would result in additional 
permanent agricultural easements.  

O19-6 The comment suggests the CAP select the highest diversion 
strategies that will yield the highest GHG benefits and the 
County should look for ways to leverage cross-departmental 
co benefits such as composting to agriculture, water efficiency 
and water-wise gardening, and carbon sequestration. This 
comment does not address the adequacy of the CAP or the 
Draft SEIR; therefore, no further response is required or 
necessary. However, the following is noted.  
Please refer to Master Response 9 on the selection of CAP 
measures. In addition, the Draft SEIR includes the Increased 
Solid Waste Diversion alternative. This alternative would 
modify GHG Reduction Measure SW 1.1 from a target of 75% 
solid waste reduction in 2030 proposed under the project to 
80% by 2030.  
In addition, the CAP addresses composting to agriculture with 
a supporting effort under GHG Reduction Measure T-1.2, 
which notes that the County will collaborate with stakeholders 
to develop carbon farming methods on agriculture lands and 
rangeland. In addition, carbon farming may be a project 
selected for implementation under GHG Reduction Measure T-
4.1. Water efficiency and water-wise gardening strategies are 
addressed under GHG Reduction Measures W-1.1, W-1.2, W-
1.3, and W-2.1, and carbon sequestration is addressed under 
GHG Reduction Measures A-2.1 and A-2.2. This comment will 
be included in the administrative record and made available to 
decision makers prior to a final decision on the project.  

O19-7 The comment is related to the ability of Eat Well Practices to 
indirectly reduce carbon emissions by managing the types of 
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food that is served in County-owned or leased facilities. Please 
refer to response O19-3 above.  

O19-8 The comment is related to the quantification of Scope 3 
emissions from food production. The approach used in the 
CAP (e.g., inclusion of specific sectors and related levels of 
scope) is consistent with CARB’s most recent 2014 State GHG 
emissions inventory for which Scope 3 emissions from food 
production are not included.  

O19-9 The comment is related to the potential for agriculture to 
provide carbon sequestration benefits. Please see Master 
Response 11 regarding carbon sequestration. 

O19-10 The comment is related to the lack of inclusion of GHG 
emissions from wildfire in the CAP baseline emissions 
inventory. The County CAP is focused on measuring and 
mitigating emissions that are attributed directly to the County’s 
behaviors and activities to determine how the County can do 
its part in reaching 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. This approach is consistent with 
CARB’s most recent 2014 State GHG emissions inventory. 
The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
(CAL FIRE) is the appropriate agency responsible for 
assessing emissions and implementing programs that respond 
to wildfire because the County does not have jurisdiction over 
those activities. The commenter mentioned the 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 because of 
adopted fire prevention efforts.  
While wildfires can occur because of human activity, and are 
occurring at an increasing rate because of climate change, it is 
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not generally considered a key anthropogenic source that is 
necessary to understand within a County Climate Action Plan. 
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.  

O19-11 The comment suggests the inclusion of Eat Well Practices into 
GHG Reduction Measure T-1.2 which would encourage people 
to consume less animal-based protein. Please refer to 
response O19-3 above. 

O19-12 This comment states that efforts should be made to preserve 
existing orchards as a way to sequester carbon, and suggests 
that efforts to develop recycled water or subsidize water could 
curtail loss. This comment is acknowledged. Please see 
Master Response 9 regarding the selection of measures. This 
comment does not raise environmental issues related to the 
adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no response is required. This 
comment will be included in the Final SEIR and made available 
to decision makers prior to a final decision on the project.  
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O19-13 This comment suggests that the tree planting rate associated 
with GHG Reduction Measure A-2.1 should be higher to 
account for the low survivorship. The comment also suggests 
that the measure should have included GHG emissions losses 
based upon the water that would be required to establish the 
trees. This comment is acknowledged. This comment does not 
raise environmental issues related to the adequacy of the Draft 
SEIR and no response is required. This comment will be 
included in the Final SEIR and made available to decision 
makers prior to a final decision on the project. Please also refer 
to responses O20-5, O20-7, and O20-8. 

O19-14 The comment suggests that there are GHG emissions 
reductions to be gained from substituting compost use for 
synthetic fertilizer. This comment is acknowledged. This 
comment does not raise environmental issues related to the 
adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no response is required. 
However, the following is noted.  
The CAP recognizes the benefits of sustainable agriculture 
practices and commits to collaborating with stakeholders to 
develop conservation and sustainable agricultural farming 
practices, carbon farming methods, and other climate 
beneficial practices on agriculture lands and rangeland, 
including practices and incentives that reduce the impact and 
use of synthetic fertilizer (CAP page 3-13).  

O19-15 The comment suggests that GHG Reduction Measure T-1.2 
should be expanded to acquire additional PACE lands. This 
comment is acknowledged. The comment does not raise 
environmental issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR 
and no response is required. This comment will be included in 
the Final SEIR and made available to decision makers prior to 
a final decision on the project. 

O19-16 The comment suggests that the CAP should include policies 
that encourage the production of local food. This comment is 
acknowledged. The comment does not raise environmental 
issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no 
response is required. However, the County’s Food System 
Initiative has been proactive in promoting locally-grown 
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branding of San Diego Grown 365, a strategy led by the San 
Diego Farm Bureau, and is actively involved in the San Diego 
Food System Alliance Reducing Barriers to Farming Working 
Group. In addition, County Department of Agriculture, Weights, 
and Measures Certified Farmers’ Markets and certified 
producer requirements have been streamlined to make the 
process easier for growers and market managers to navigate 
and qualify. AWM also holds a Certified Farmers’ Market 101 
training and a Certified Farmers’ Market Forum annually to 
support farmers selling at Certified Farmers Markets, as well 
as market operators and managers. AWM’s website 
(www.sdfarmersmarkets.org) seeks to promote and support 
farmers’ markets by maintaining a current listings of all active 
Certified Farmers’ Markets in San Diego and providing a 
Certified Farmers’ Market Roadmap to guide those seeking to 
establish a new Certified Farmers’ Market in the county. This 
comment will be included in the Final SEIR and made available 
to decision makers prior to a final decision on the project. 

O19-17 The comment suggests that the CAP should include policies 
that encourage composting and manure management. This 
comment is acknowledged. The CAP commits to exploration of 
manure management practices and incentives (see page 3-
13), and the County’s interdepartmental Composting Working 
Group is currently exploring ways to facilitate composting on 
farms and other sites. The comment does not raise 
environmental issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR 
and no response is required. This comment will be included in 
the Final SEIR and made available to decision makers prior to 
a final decision on the project.  

O19-18 The comment suggests that by providing recycled water to 
farms, GHG emissions be reduced and farming activities can 
be preserved. Please refer to Master Response 9 regarding 
the selection of measures. This comment is acknowledged. 
This comment does not raise environmental issues related to 
the adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no response is required. 
This comment will be included in the Final SEIR and made 
available to decision makers prior to a final decision on the 
project. 

http://www.sdfarmersmarkets.org/
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O19-19 The comment suggests that the County should incentivize 
local agriculture. This comment is acknowledged. Please refer 
to response to comment O19-16. The comment does not raise 
environmental issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR 
and no response is required. This comment will be included in 
the Final SEIR and made available to decision makers prior to 
a final decision on the project. 

O19-20 The comment suggests that the CAP include a measure 
related to community resilience and food supply. This 
comment is acknowledged. This comment does not raise 
environmental issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR 
and no response is required. This comment will be included in 
the Final SEIR and made available to decision makers prior to 
a final decision on the project. Please refer to response O19-3 
above. 

O19-21 The comment suggests that the County track food-related 
GHG emissions for facilities under the County’s control. Please 
see response to comment O19-3. This comment is 
acknowledged. The comment does not raise environmental 
issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no 
response is required. This comment will be included in the 
Final SEIR and made available to decision makers prior to a 
final decision on the project. 

O19-22 The comment suggests that the County adopt a Good Food 
Purchasing Policy that tracks food-related GHG emissions. 
Please see response to comment O19-3. This comment is 
acknowledged. The comment does not raise environmental 
issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no 
response is required. This comment will be included in the 
Final SEIR and made available to decision makers prior to a 
final decision on the project. 

O19-23 The comment provides information about how to estimate 
GHG emissions reductions from compost. This comment is 
acknowledged. The comment does not raise environmental 
issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no 
response is required. This comment will be included in the 
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Final SEIR and made available to decision makers prior to a 
final decision on the project. 

O19-24 The comment suggests that carbon farming should be included 
as a CAP strategy. Under GHG Reduction Measure T-4.1 
(page 3-40 of the CAP), the County would fund/implement, and 
register direct investment projects, which may include compost 
additions to rangeland, as listed on page 2.7-25 and in 
Appendix B of the CAP SEIR. The County will develop a local 
direct investment program that will identify the specific projects 
the County will fund/implement in the unincorporated county to 
achieve the anticipated GHG reductions in 2030, and bring the 
program to the County Board of Supervisors for consideration 
by 2020. In addition, as described under GHG Reduction 
Measure T-1.2 (page 3-13 of the CAP), the County is 
committed to developing carbon farming methods on 
agriculture lands and rangeland as a supporting effort. See 
Master Response 11 regarding carbon sequestration and 
carbon farming. This comment does not raise environmental 
issues related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no 
response is required. This comment will be included in the 
Final SEIR and made available to decision makers prior to a 
final decision on the project. 

O19-25 The comment suggests that language should be included in 
Chapter 6 of the CAP which inform the public about carbon and 
water impacts of food choices and seek to prevent food waste. 
The comment does not raise environmental issues related to 
the adequacy of the Draft SEIR and no response is required. 
This comment will be included in the Final SEIR and made 
available to decision makers prior to a final decision on the 
project. Please also refer to response O19-3 above. 
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O19-26 The comment provides concluding remarks and no further 
response is required.  

 

 


