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Comment noted. Off-sets are not something that have been established
as mitigation for criteria air pollutants. These types of programs do exist
in California and typically involve a fee for mitigation of each pound or
ton of a pollutant that exceeds a threshold. Offset programs are based on
agreements that are made between a project applicant and the regulatory
agency in charge of managing the program. These agencies are typically
air districts. A monetary value is determined on a per pound or ton basis
of the agency’s cost to reduce the emissions of the existing equipment
within their jurisdiction (controls or upgrades). An applicant would pay a
fee equal to the emissions that exceed the threshold to offset the reductions
elsewhere, as developed in the program. However, these programs are
designed to mitigate construction-related emissions because construction
emissions are typically short-term in duration and can be mitigated in a
finite manner for every year of construction. For a program like this to
work and be considered feasible mitigation, it must be a well-established
program with sufficient “mitigation (or offset) credits” available for it to
achieve the necessary reductions. There is no established program like
this in San Diego County and therefore this is not an option.
In addition, the commenter requests mitigation to counteract the
excessive ozone caused by the Proposed Project. The Project has
incorporated design measures that would reduce its overall emissions
during construction and operational phases to a less than significant level.
Cumulative impacts were determined to be significant and unavoidable
because of inconsistencies with the RAQS and SIP, not because of the
level of Project-generated emissions. The comment related to counter
acting excessive ozone from the Project does not apply to this situation.
As noted, the Project would be required to purchase biological mitigation
off-site, which effectively serves the same purpose as the intent of the
comment, as it would prevent further development that would emit
additional criteria pollutants into the County. However, this is not
included as mitigation for air quality impacts. Design features were
incorporated into the Proposed Project based on commonly used and
widely accepted emission reduction measures.
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The commenter suggests that buying land somewhere else in the County
to offset future generation of ozone precursors should be considered as
mitigation for the Proposed Project. A project that would emit ozone
precursors during construction and operation within San Diego County
is evaluated against the established County guidelines of significance.
For a description of this process see Response BV-1. Projects that result
in emissions below the established thresholds are considered to have a
less than significant impact to air quality. This is because the emissions
established by the thresholds of significance are based on levels necessary
for achieving Countywide goals. A project, under CEQA, would be
required to mitigate all project-related impacts to the extent feasible for
which impacts exceed an established level of significance. The Proposed
Project includes a number of standard measures in the condition of
approval that maintain construction and operational emissions of ozone
precursors below applicable thresholds of significance. No further
mitigation is necessary. See Response BV-4 regarding the importance of
the County providing a revised housing forecast to SANDAG.

RTC-443

