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Response to Comment AA-1 

 CAP Appendix A has been updated to include a more detailed methodology for 
how the GHG reduction from implementation of a CCA or another program 
was determined. Please see specifically CAP Appendix pages A-5 through A-10 
for the methodology for CCA or another program. Greater detail has been 
provided for the forecasted GHG reductions for all of the CAP Actions. 
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Response to Comment AA-2 

Comment noted. Revisions to the CAP and CAP Appendix A separate out the 
emissions reductions associated with Community Choice Aggregation or 
another program that are attributable to the statewide Renewable Portfolio 
Standard. This change decreased the amount of reductions achieved at the local 
level, and increased the amount at the State level—the overall level of 
reductions remained the same.  
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Response to Comment AA-3 

See Response to Comment AA-2. All GHG reductions attributable to State 
actions have been categorized as such in the CAP and the FEIR. 

Response to Comment AA-4 

As specified in the CAP, on page 35, the City will “[c]omplete a citywide 
Community Choice Aggregation Feasibility Study” as part of the 
implementation strategy for Action 2.1, which will consider these issues. 
Calculations are based on reasonable assumptions. Please see CAP Chapter 3 
regarding CAP implementation monitoring and reporting, including annual 
reporting. 
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Response to Comment AA-5 

Natural gas is not a 100 percent renewable energy source, and thus, was not 
included specifically in the CAP strategies. CAP Appendix A includes natural 
gas, as it is an energy source currently in use.  

Response to Comment AA-6 

The CAP’s reference to the “potential contribution of a large-scaled pumped 
storage project toward meeting the City’s renewable energy needs” is in a list of 
examples of the “Growing Presence of Renewable Energy in San Diego.” It 
describes a partnership between the City and the San Diego County Water 
Authority to conduct an in-depth study of the feasibility of a multi-year 
renewable energy project at San Vicente Reservoir. The CAP does not include 
any reductions attributable to this reference.  
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Response to Comment AA-7 

The purpose of the CAP is to assess the policies and actions needed to reduce 
emissions to meet specified targets. Please see CAP Chapter 3 regarding CAP 
implementation monitoring and reporting, including annual reporting.  

Response to Comment AA-8 

Recent changes to legislation either remain consistent with current GHG 
estimates in the CAP or are anticipated to generate additional reductions. The 
CAP calculations assume a 50 percent level of renewable energy for 2030, 
consistent with SB 350. Please see CAP Chapter 3 regarding CAP 
implementation monitoring and reporting, including annual reporting. Please 
also see Response to Comment U-5.  

Response to Comment AA-9 

The Draft EIR has been revised to reflect that the CMAP Alternative is the 
environmentally superior alternative in that it would eliminate or reduce the 
severity of impacts related to the implementation of large-scale renewable 
energy projects. The commenter is correct that local GHG emissions achieved 
under the CAP would be lower than those in the CMAP Alternative, but that 
overall reductions in the CAP would be greater than those shown in the CMAP 
because additional state and federal reductions are included in the CAP. The 
lower locally-achieved actions are due to rapidly changing federal and state 
regulatory environment. Where state and federal programs result in certain 
greenhouse gas emissions reductions, implementation of certain local measures 
become obsolete.  
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Response to Comment AA-10 

This comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Regarding the 
CMAP Alternative more generally, please see Response to Comment AA-9.  
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Response to Comment AA-11 

See Response to Comment AA-5. 
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Response to Comment AA-12 

As stated in Section 8, Alternatives, in addition to the lack of jurisdiction over 
transit projects, the environmental justice alternative was not selected because 
actions to improve conditions in environmental justice communities are already 
included in the General Plan, Housing Element, and CAP.  

Response to Comment AA-13 

The following text changes have been made: 

“SDG&E purchases raw energy supplies from various suppliers located 
outside of the city and transports those energy sources to local plants for 
processing. SDG&E purchases electricity from the Otay Mesa Energy 
Center, owned by Calpine, and SDG&E owns and operates the Palomar 
Energy Center in Escondido. SDG&E produces electricity at the Cabrillo 
(Encina) and South Bay Power Plants, as well other smaller power plants in 
the San Diego area. Once the energy is processed, it is sent to customers via 
SDG&E’s system of transmission lines.” (Introduction, page 1-11) 

“…Gas and Electric Substations and Transmission Lines, identifies some 
of SDG&E’s facilities within the City. SDG&E produces electricity 
primarily at the Cabrillo (Encina) and South Bay Power Plants, as well 
other smaller power plants SDG&E purchases electricity from the Otay 
Mesa Energy Center, owned by Calpine, and SDG&E owns and operates 
the Palomar Energy Center in Escondido, which is then sent to customers 
through various transmission lines.” (Section 3.G Utilities, Page 3.G-7) 
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