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BV-3 Comment noted.  The principles and policies of the General Plan are 
intended to reduce urban sprawl.  The EIR (various sections) analyzed the 
applicable principles and policies related to the Project’s impact on the 
physical environment, including impacts associated with vehicle travel 

BV-2 This comment is not under the breadth of CEQA. In addition, this 
comment lacks factual basis. These statements are unsubstantiated and  
are not addressed further because they do not raise an environmental issue 
with respect to the EIR analysis. With regards to air quality emission, 
all applicable emissions reduction measures have been incorporated 
into conditions placed on the Project.  The Project would be required 
to implement mitigation measures based on applicable standards of 
significance.  Also see the Response BW-1 below with regards to 
additional mitigation programs. 

BV-1 The County respectfully disagrees that the developer is seeking to 
have the County waive its requirements to comply with state emission 
regulations.  In fact, as described in the Air Quality Analysis Report 
(Appendix C) and in the EIR (Subchapter 2.2) design measures have been 
incorporated into the Proposed Project to reduce air quality emissions 
during construction and operational phases.  Design features are listed in 
the EIR, Table 1-4.  Construction design features reduce dust and exhaust 
emissions.  The construction-related emissions of criteria air pollutants 
would be reduced to a less than significant level.  With incorporation 
of operational-related design features, “emissions of criteria pollutants 
during operation for the Project at buildout would not exceed the daily 
significance thresholds, and no CO hot spots would occur.”  The comment 
that additional mitigation should be included to achieve a project with a 
no net increase in emissions to reduce its contribution to a cumulative 
impact with regards to criteria air pollutants is not applicable.
As described above, both construction and operational air quality 
emissions would be below adopted San Diego County significance 
guidelines.  The significance guidelines are developed for the purpose of 
complying with California Ambient Air Quality Standards and National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards.  However, compliance with Regional 
Standards would require the Board of Supervisors to adopt the Project’s 
General Plan Amendment and include the Project in the regional planning 
forecasts.  
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BV-4 The comment requests explanation of the County process for ensuring 
compliance with the State’s statewide regulations.  The SDAPCD and 
SANDAG are responsible for developing and implementing the clean air 
plan in the SDAB for attainment and maintenance of the state and federal 
ambient air quality standards.  The San Diego County Regional Air 
Quality Strategy (RAQS), developed by the SDAPCD, is submitted to 
the California Air Resources Board (CARB), for input into the statewide 
implementation plan (SIP) for attainment of air quality standards. 
The RAQS includes control measures to reduce regional emissions 
of ozone precursor pollutants, including volatile organic compounds 
and nitrogen oxides.  The RAQS relies on information from CARB 
and SANDAG, including information regarding projected growth in 
the County to predict future emissions and determine the appropriate 
strategies necessary for the reduction of air pollutant emissions through 
regulatory controls.  SANDAG growth projections are based in part on 
land use plans developed by local cities as well as the County’s General 
Plan.  For that reason, it is important for SANDAG to include accurate 
projections of proposed growth in the County, particularly for projects 
that exceed the growth projected in the County’s General Plan, so that 
the SDAPCD can effectively regulate air quality on a regional level.  
For discretionary projects, the County enforces any mitigation measures 
and project design features that a project must implement to mitigate 
air quality impacts (see also Response K-15).  Thus, the inclusion of 
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1 ensures that any revisions to the population 
and employment projections used in updating the RAQS and SIP would 
accurately reflect anticipated growth due to the Project. 

BV-3
cont.

and land use development at the Proposed Project site. The location of 
the Project adjacent and within other developed areas is a good example 
of reduction of urban sprawl. Although financial considerations are 
not strictly a CEQA concern, it can be said that locating the Project 
within an area already developed would eliminate costs associated with 
construction of new utilities and services in an area that is currently 
pristine in nature. 
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