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Letter 
I1 

Adam Vega 
February 27, 2020 

 

I1-1 The comment suggests additional topics that could be considered in the 2040 
General Plan—namely that the Santa Barbara Food Action Plan should be 
considered in Section 8.4, “Food Security”—and is not related to the adequacy of 
the draft EIR. However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be 
forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a 
decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 
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Letter 
I2 

Alda L Perry 
February 26, 2020 

 

I2-1 This comment regarding the adequacy of the analysis of impacts related to 
agricultural resources, water supply, and wildfire risk in the draft EIR is noted. 
The comment also states that proposed mitigation measures are infeasible; 
however, no specifics are provided. The California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) requires that an EIR identify potentially feasible mitigation. The ultimate 
determination of mitigation feasibility will be made by the lead agency, in this 
case the County, at the time a decision is rendered about whether to approve the 
project. However, no specific issues related to the content, analysis, conclusions, 
or overall adequacy of the draft EIR are raised in this comment. Therefore, no 
further response is provided. 

I2-2 The commenter’s statement about the accuracy and level of detail in the 
Background Report are noted. Refer to Master Response MR-6 for discussion of 
how the County appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the 
existing environmental setting in the draft EIR. 

I2-3 The comment states that the draft EIR does not mention policies that would 
increase fuel load in high fire risk areas; the comment does not identify any 
specific policies that are missing from the draft EIR analysis. The comment’s 
statement is not correct. Section 4.9, “Hazards, Hazardous Materials and 
Wildfire,” in the draft EIR lists proposed policies and implementation programs 
related to wildfire risks on pages 4.9-6 through 4.9-10, including Policies HAZ-
1.8, COS-1.15, COS-3.2, and Implementation Program C. Also, see response to 
comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 General Plan policies 
and programs that encourage tree planting and preservation to increase wildland 
fire hazard.  

I2-4 The comment states that the draft EIR does not analyze the impact of 
competition for water supplies on agriculture, and further states that the draft EIR 
does not include this analysis even though increased development under the 
2040 General Plan would result in less water for irrigation.  

Despite the framing in the comment, the draft EIR does not conclude that a 
reduction in available water resources for irrigation is a significant impact. This is 
provided as an example of an indirect impact in the draft EIR on page 4.2-3. A 
reduction in available water resources that causes the loss or conversion of 
farmland to non-agricultural use is not a potential impact of the project and is, 
therefore, appropriately excluded from the draft EIR impact discussion. First, it is 
important to note that the 2040 General Plan does not direct a certain amount of 
development; rather, it accommodates projected development. In terms of water 
demand, as explained in draft EIR Impact 4.17-4, Mitigation Measure UTL-1 
would require that “water-demand projects,” as defined by State law, that require 
service from a public water system prepare a water supply assessment before 
project approval. Mitigation Measure UTL-1 demonstrates that new development 
accommodated by the 2040 General Plan would not take water supplies away 
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from existing users such as existing agricultural users. As a result, it is not 
expected that development facilitated by the 2040 General Plan would result in 
competition for water resources that would cause fallowing of farmland, 
conversion or loss of agricultural resources, or other impacts to agricultural 
resources. The draft EIR, therefore, properly excludes indirect impacts to 
agriculture from a reduction in available water resources. 

I2-5 The comment states that the draft EIR does not analyze indirect impacts on 
agriculture resulting from buildout of the 2040 General Plan. The comment 
asserts that encroaching urban uses will result in changes in farming practices 
and that population growth will result increased in complaints about dust, odors, 
water use, types of crops grown, and result in more theft and vandalism.  

The draft EIR analyzes the potential for development under the 2040 General 
Plan to result in conflicts with classified farmland in Impact 4.2-2 (starting at page 
4.2-17) and conflicts with Land Conservation Act (LCA) contracts and Agricultural 
Preserves in Impact 4.2-3 (starting at page 4.2-18). The draft EIR explains that 
the County maintains a number of policies and programs to protect agriculture 
land uses and prevent conflict between agricultural and non-agricultural land 
uses. The 2040 General Plan also includes policies and programs to protect 
agricultural land uses from encroachment of adjacent non-agricultural land uses. 
Refer to draft EIR Impacts 4.2-2 and 4.2-3 for a discussion of nuisance issues 
that can arise from conflicts between agricultural and non-agricultural land uses; 
discussions of nuisance complaints can be found on pages 4.2-17 and 4.2-19 of 
the draft EIR. Policy AG-2.3 of the 2040 General Plan, listed on page 4.2-10 of 
the draft EIR, refers to the County’s Right-to-Farm Ordinance, which shall be 
maintained and updated as needed to protect agricultural land uses from 
conflicts with non-agricultural uses, as well as to help land purchasers and 
residents understand the potential for nuisance (e.g., dust, noise, odors) that may 
occur as the natural result of living in or near agricultural areas. The County’s 
Agricultural/Urban Buffer Policy, discussed on pages 4.2-18 and 4.2-20 of the 
draft EIR, protects the economic viability and long-term sustainability of 
agriculture in the unincorporated area. This policy conditions urban developments 
or non-agricultural uses to provide and maintain a 300-foot setback and chain-link 
fence on the non-agricultural property use, or a 150-foot buffer/setback if a 
vegetative screen is used. This policy would substantially lessen the potential 
conflict LCA contracts or agricultural preserves (AGP) by requiring buffers or 
screening between specified agricultural and non-agricultural land uses to 
prevent or minimize conflicts that may arise at the interface of agricultural lands 
and urban structures or ongoing non-farming activities. 

Impact 4.2-2 concludes that:  

Future development under the 2040 General Plan would not be expected 
to result in adverse impacts to agricultural uses by locating non-
agricultural development near classified farmland due to policies and 
programs that limit conflicts to agricultural uses, establish buffers between 
crop production, orchard production, classified farmland and 
nonagricultural uses, to minimize agricultural land conversion. Future 
growth and development are expected to occur near or within existing 
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community boundaries and cities, pursuant to the Guidelines for Orderly 
development. Therefore, the potential for conflicts would be minimal. This 
impact would be less than significant (page 4.2-18). 

Impact 4.2-3 concludes that: 

No direct land use conflicts with existing LCA contracts would occur as a 
result of the land use diagram of the 2040 General Plan because it would 
not change the land use designation of any land under an existing LCA 
contract. No environmental impacts associated with residential 
development adjacent to any land under LCA/Williamson Act Contracts 
and AGP are expected to occur due to the protections and guidelines 
established in policies and programs that limit conflicts with agricultural 
uses and establishment of buffers between most agricultural and 
nonagricultural uses. Future growth and development are expected to 
occur near or within Existing Community area designation (boundary) and 
Urban area designation (boundary), pursuant to the Guidelines for Orderly 
development. This impact would be less than significant (page 4.2-20). 

Regarding theft and vandalism, these impacts would not be significant because 
EIRs are not required to speculate about a project’s environmental impacts 
(State CEQA Guidelines, § 15145). The commenter does not present evidence 
that theft and vandalism would occur to such an extent as a result of the 2040 
General Plan that agricultural uses or operations would cease to exist, although 
the County acknowledges that such activities occur in the existing condition and 
may occur to some degree in the future (e.g., stolen equipment, illegal picking, 
litter tossed into fields). Moreover, the plan area includes law enforcement 
services (e.g., to address theft, vandalism). As a result, a discussion of the 
impacts of theft and vandalism on agriculture is appropriately excluded from 
Impact 4.2-2. 

CEQA requires that an EIR “describe feasible measures which could minimize 
significant adverse impacts” (State CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.4(a)(1)). As 
described for Impact 4.2-2, indirect and direct conflicts between agriculture and 
adjacent non-agricultural uses as result of 2040 General Plan implementation 
would be less than significant. As described for Impact 4.2-3, conflicts between 
residential development and any land under LCA contract or AGP would also be 
less than significant. As a result, no mitigation is required.  

Also refer to response to comment A13-3 regarding Urgency Ordinance 4558. 

I2-6 Note that the draft EIR analyzes the potential environmental effects of 
implementing the 2040 General Plan; it was not used to design the plan under 
evaluation. Regarding the comment that the draft EIR should be recirculated, 
refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the 
draft EIR is not required, and the responses above that demonstrate the 
adequacy of the draft EIR with respect to the issues raised by the commenter. 
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Letter 
I3 

Ally Gialketsis 
February 22, 2020 

 

I3-1 The comment expresses concern about climate change. The comment 
summarizes the anticipated consequences of anthropogenic climate change. The 
comment expresses a desire for “strong climate policy” in the 2040 General Plan 
and a goal of carbon neutrality by 2045. It is not related to the adequacy of the 
draft EIR. This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. 

The County has completed a California Environmental Quality Act-compliant 
analysis of the environmental impacts that can be reasonably anticipated to 
result from implementation of the 2040 General Plan. For a full discussion of the 
potential for development in the county to result in greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions that could contribute to climate change, refer to Section 4.8, 
“Greenhouse Gas Emissions,” in the draft EIR.  

I3-2 The comment asserts that GHG emissions must be inventoried using the most 
current climate change science. GHG emissions for the unincorporated county in 
2015 are summarized in Table 4.8-1 on page 4.8-5 of the draft EIR. Page 4.8-4 
includes a discussion explaining the methodology used to determine these levels 
of emissions. To reiterate what is explained in the draft EIR, the 2015 
community-wide GHG inventory was prepared using the U.S. Community 
Protocol for Accounting and Reporting of GHG Emissions, Version 1.1 with the 
most recent global warming potential (GWP) values derived from the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change’s Fifth Assessment Report, which is 
the most recently published assessment report. These global warming potential 
values represent the current climate change science and are appropriate for use 
in this analysis. The comment does specifically address the adequacy of the draft 
EIR. Therefore, no further response can be provided.  
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I3-3 The comment introduces potential mitigation that could be applied to sources of 
GHG emissions within the plan area such as a sunset plan for oil and gas 
production, decarbonization of transportation and buildings, zero waste, 
incentives for regenerative agriculture and water management, and reducing 
emissions from tailpipes. Similar policies and programs were considered by the 
County and integrated into the 2040 General Plan. The 2040 General Plan 
provides a systematic approach to reasonably attainable GHG emission 
reductions.  

The draft EIR evaluates the environmental effects of the 2040 General Plan, 
which contains policies to reduce GHG emissions throughout the unincorporated 
county. The language of the 2040 General Plan is considered a component of 
the project description as defined by California Environmental Quality Act 
Guidelines, Section 15124. The draft EIR evaluates the efficacy of the 2040 
General Plan policies under the assumption that these policies would be 
implemented as written and derives a significance conclusion based on these 
reductions. 

The relevant 2040 General Plan policies and implementation programs that 
would reduce GHG emissions within the plan area are summarized on pages 
4.8-11 through 4.8-37 of the draft EIR and, where feasible, these measures are 
quantified by GHG-emitting sector as shown in Table 4.8-6 of the draft EIR. See 
Master Response MR-1 for additional discussion of the draft EIR GHG emissions 
impact analysis and potential mitigation measures to address GHG emissions. 
Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-J, “Potential to Stop Issuing 
Permits for New Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas Operations), for response to the 
commenter’s request for a “sunset plan” for oil and gas production.  
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Letter 
I4 

Andy Ehrhart 
February 25, 2020 

 

I4-1 This comment regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR is noted. However, no 
specific issues related to the content, analysis, conclusions, or overall adequacy 
of the draft EIR are raised in this comment. Therefore, no further response is 
provided. 

I4-2 The comment expresses concern about the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2, including cost of implementation and potential to prohibit construction of 
structures that would support agricultural operation. Refer to Master Response 
MR-5 for a detailed discussion of this mitigation measure. 
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I4-3 The comment states that the draft EIR does not provide an analysis on increased 
water cost and diminishing availability of water. As explained in the 
“Methodology” subsection of Section 4.2, “Agriculture and Forestry Resources,” a 
reduction in available water resources for irrigation is considered an indirect 
impact on agricultural resources; this is provided as an example of an indirect 
impact in the draft EIR on page 4.2-3. A reduction in available water resources 
that causes conversion of Farmland is not a potential impact of the project and is, 
therefore, appropriately excluded from the draft EIR impact discussion. As 
explained in the discussion of Impact 4.17-4 in Section 4.17, “Utilities,” of the 
draft EIR, Mitigation Measure UTL-1 would require that water-demand projects 
that require service from a public water system shall prepare a water supply 
assessment prior to water approval. Mitigation Measure UTL-1 demonstrates that 
new development accommodated by the 2040 General Plan would not take 
water supplies away from existing users such as existing agricultural users. As a 
result, it is not expected that development facilitated by the 2040 General Plan 
would result in competition for water resources that would cause fallowing of 
farmland, conversion or loss of agricultural resources, or other impacts to 
agricultural resources. Impacts to the cost of water due to development caused 
by implementation of the 2040 General Plan do not need to be addressed in the 
EIR unless there is a clear association with an adverse effect on the physical 
environment. The draft EIR therefore properly excludes impacts to agriculture 
from a reduction in available water resources. Refer to responses to comments 
A13-11 and O7-4 for further discussion of available water supplies and cost. 

I4-4 The comment raises concerns with the economic feasibility of policies proposed 
in the 2040 General Plan that could affect agricultural operations. Although 
referenced in the comment as mitigation measures, the subject requirements are 
proposed in the 2040 General Plan. The draft EIR evaluates the potential 
physical effects on the environment that could result from implementation of the 
2040 General Plan. As discussed further below, social and economic effects 
need only be considered in an EIR where there is a clear link between those 
economic or social effects and physical environmental changes. The financial 
concerns raised in this comment would not result in any adverse physical 
changes to the environment not already addressed in the draft EIR. 

For clarity, Policy AG-5.2 and Policy AG-5.3, encourage a transition to electric- or 
renewable-powered agricultural equipment and electric- or renewable- powered 
irrigation pumps, respectively, and do not require conversion of all farm 
equipment to electric power. Moreover, to address the potential financial 
implications of these policies, the Agricultural Element of the 2040 General Plan 
includes Implementation Program J, through which the County would work to 
identify funding sources or financial incentives that would help offset the cost of 
the conversion. The economic impacts of these policies were not evaluated in the 
draft EIR because the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not 
require an evaluation of economic impacts of a project unless they result in a 
physical change in the environment (State CEQA Guidelines, § 15131(a)).  

Furthermore, Policy AG-5.2 and Policy AG-5.3 would be implemented via 
Implementation Program I, Fossil Fuel-powered Equipment Replacement, in the 
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Agricultural Element. This implementation program requires that “[t]he County 
coordinate with [Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD)] and 
electric utilities to develop a program to establish a countywide fossil-fuel 
powered equipment conversion target, track progress on conversions to 
renewable energy sourced electric powered systems and provide technical 
assistance to users considering replacement of pumps.” The requirements of this 
implementation program are undefined to the point that reasonably foreseeable 
impacts cannot be determined at this time. The implementation program only 
requires coordination to establish a target, track progress, and provide technical 
assistance. The 2040 General Plan contains no requirement for mandatory 
provisions to be included in the program. Additionally, the County does not have 
jurisdiction over many types of agricultural equipment, and VCAPCD’s jurisdiction 
is limited (e.g., it has no authority to regulate mobile emission sources). 
Therefore, it is not possible to predict a mix of actions—either mandatory and 
voluntary—and the economic effects of such a program. Moreover, to address 
the potential financial implications of these policies and programs, the Agriculture 
Element of the 2040 General Plan includes Implementation Program J, through 
which the County would work to identify funding sources or financial incentives 
that would help offset the cost of the conversion. As a result, any economic 
impacts cannot be characterized and any physical impacts resulting from 
economic impacts cannot be defined. These impacts are not reasonably 
foreseeable. Any evaluation of these impacts would be considered speculative 
under CEQA because of the number of ways such a program could take shape 
after consultation with the VCAPCD and utilities, and because it is unknown 
whether any actions would even be mandatory. Therefore, the draft EIR correctly 
excludes consideration of impacts of Policy AG-5.2 and Policy AG-5.3 from the 
agricultural impact discussion.  

Policies AG-3.2 and AG-3.3 do not limit the use of specific pesticides, fumigants, 
and fertilizers, but rather encourage and support the use of integrated pest 
management practices and provide information for how to do so. Similarly, Policy 
AG-5.1 encourages the use of inorganic, nitrogen-based fertilizers to reduce 
nitrogen emissions, but does not explicitly require it. The comment does not 
provide additional information to support the assertion that economic feasibility of 
these policies will make agriculture “virtually impossible” and cause existing 
agricultural uses or operations to cease to exist. As discussed above, a lead 
agency need not speculate about environmental impacts (State CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15145) and therefore a discussion of the economic impacts of 
Policies AG-3.2, AG-3.3, and AG-5.1 is excluded from the draft EIR. 

I4-5 The comment expresses concern about the quality and age of the data used in 
the existing setting to establish the baseline for the CEQA analysis. Refer to 
Master Response MR-6 for a discussion of the accuracy, timeliness, and level of 
detail in the Background Report. The comment refers to unspecified detailed 
studies that must be added to identify impacts and mitigation measures for “the 
agricultural industry” but it is not clear from the comment what the scope of such 
studies should be or their relation to the draft EIR analysis of agricultural 
resources impacts in Section 4.2, “Agriculture and Forestry Resources.” As a 
result, no further response can be provided. 
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I4-6 The comment states that the draft EIR offers limited mitigation related to fire 
prevention. The draft EIR included a program-level, qualitative assessment of 
impacts related to wildfires in the Section 4.9, “Hazards, Hazardous Materials, 
and Wildfire.” There are no mitigation measures proposed in the analysis that 
would limit agricultural operations to promote fire prevention. There is also no 
mitigation proposed in Section 4.4, “Biological Resources,” that would limit 
vegetation management necessary to manage fire risk. Note that the County’s 
Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor ordinances, which were adopted in 
March of 2019 to provide protections for areas designated as important wildlife 
corridors within the non-coastal unincorporated area, are separate from the 2040 
General Plan currently under review.  

Impact 4.9-6 on page 4.9-19 of the draft EIR recognizes exposure of people to 
risk by wildfire due to the location of development in a High Fire Hazard Area/Fire 
Hazard Severity Zone as a significant and unavoidable impact. However, federal, 
State, and local plans and regulations would reduce the risk of wildfire in the plan 
area by requiring vegetation management and compliance with applicable 
building codes that require access to adequate fire suppression infrastructure 
and specify the materials and construction methods for protection against 
exterior wildfire exposure. Specifically, the 2015 Ventura County Multi-Hazard 
Mitigation Plan and the Ventura County Community Wildfire Protection Plan 
contain additional policies, regulations and procedure for handling wildfires and 
identifies mitigation strategies to minimize impacts related to wildfires. In addition, 
the 2040 General Plan includes a suite of policies and implementation programs 
that address a full spectrum of wildfire prevention standards for new development 
including vegetation management, fire suppression equipment, discouraging 
development in fire hazard areas, and education programs to prevent wildfires. It 
should be noted that wildlife corridors are subject to all existing fire prevention 
regulations of the Ventura County Fire Protection District. See response to 
comment O32-30 for additional discussion of the potential for 2040 General Plan 
policies and programs that encourage tree planting and preservation to increase 
wildland fire hazard. 

I4-7 Refer to response to comment O7-8 regarding potential incompatibilities of 
agricultural uses with adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. The potential for 
development under the 2040 General Plan to directly cause conversion of 
farmland to non-agricultural use is addressed in Impact 4.2-1. The draft EIR 
concludes that impacts would be significant and unavoidable, even after 
implementation of Mitigation Measures AG-1 and AG-2. This conclusion covers 
all development undertaken pursuant to the 2040 General Plan, and therefore 
includes development of bicycle paths. 

I4-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I4-9 The commenter’s request for additional study of the issues raised in this letter, 
revision of the draft EIR, and subsequent recirculation is noted. However, no 
specific issues related to the content, analysis, conclusions, or overall adequacy 
of the draft EIR are raised in this comment. Refer to Master Response MR-7, 
which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I5 

Ann C Cooluris 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I5-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I5-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I5-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I5-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I5-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I5-6 Refer to response to comment I4-6 regarding wildfires, fire prevention, and the 
County’s Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor ordinances. 

I5-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities of 
agricultural uses with adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I5-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I5-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 and Master Response MR-7, which explains 
in detail why recirculation of the draft EIR is not required.  
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Letter 
I6 

Anna Chambers 
February 27, 2020 

 

I6-1 The comment asserts that the draft EIR does not evaluate the feasibility of 
Mitigation Measure AQ-3. As discussed in response to comment O6-12, the 
California Air Resources Board’s 2017 Technical Advisory: Strategies to Reduce 
Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways, suggests that people living 
as much as 1,000 feet from freeways have been adversely affected by poor air 
quality at night and in the early morning because near-roadway pollution 
exposure had been previously underestimated. Recognizing this health risk, the 
draft EIR includes Mitigation Measure AQ-3, which would require that land uses 
that include sensitive receptors to be setback from specified heavily traveled 
transportation corridors or undergo a health risk assessment. As explained in the 
response to comment O6-12, the County has revised Mitigation Measure AQ-3 to 
reflect the 1,000 foot-setback distance. The mitigation measure does not prevent 
development from occurring within the setback distance; it requires that a site-
specific health risk assessment first be prepared.  

 Section 4.11, “Land Use and Planning,” does not include the text quoted in the 
comment as a description of the project under analysis. The impact analysis 
(page 4.11-18) does describe that “[t]he land use diagram of the 2040 General 
Plan would accommodate future development of relatively higher intensity 
residential, commercial, mixed use, and industrial land uses within the Existing 
Community area designation (boundary) and the Urban area designation 
(boundary). These are areas with existing residential, commercial, and/or 
industrial uses developed with urban building intensities generally located 
adjacent to the boundaries of incorporated cities or along highway corridors such 
as SR 33, SR 118, SR 126, and Highway 101.” 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-673 

 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-674 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-675 

 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-676 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-677 

 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-678 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

Letter 
I7 

Anna Chambers 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter A13. The 
responses below provide cross references to the portions of Letter A13 where responses to 
the same comments have already been provided. 

I7-1 The comment references an attachment to the main body of the letter, which is a 
letter submitted by the Ventura County Coalition of Labor, Agriculture, and 
Business (CoLAB) and included in this final EIR as Letter A13. The County has 
reviewed the attachment and determined that it raises significant environmental 
issues for which a response is required. The County’s responses to these issues 
are provided in response to Letter A13, and these responses are cross-
referenced below.  

I7-2 The comment describes that CoLAB has provided the following comments to the 
Agricultural Policy Advisory Committee describing issues with the draft EIR “that 
CoLAB believes will negatively impact the viability of local agriculture.” This 
comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental 
issue for which a response is required. 

I7-3 Refer to response to comment A13-7 and Master Response MR-5 regarding the 
feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I7-4 Refer to response to comment A13-8 regarding the Right-to-Farm Ordinance and 
land use conflicts. 

I7-5 Refer to response to comment A13-9 regarding impacts related to urban-
agriculture interface. 

I7-6 Refer to response to comment A13-10 regarding General Plan Policies AG-5.2 
and AG-5.3. 

I7-7 Refer to response to comment A13-11 regarding water resources and loss of 
topsoil. 

I7-8 Refer to response to comment A13-12 regarding mitigation measure 
suggestions. 
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Letter 
I8 

Anna Chambers 
February 27, 2020 

 

I8-1 The comment references an attachment to the main body of the letter. The 
County has reviewed the attachment and determined that it raises significant 
environmental issues for which a response is required. The County’s responses 
to these issues are provided below.  

I8-2 The comment provides a description of the McLoughlin Family Committee and 
history of the McLoughlin Family and an opinion of the adequacy of the 2040 
General Plan and draft EIR with respect to analysis of impacts on the farming 
industry. This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required.  

I8-3 Table 6-26 in the Background Report summarizes the capital improvement 
projects for fiscal years 2018 through 2021 identified in the Ventura County 
Transportation Department’s Capital Improvements Program (CIP). As explained 
on page 6-87 of the Background Report, the CIP “is an internal programming 
document that identifies all capital improvement projects (e.g., roads and bridges) 
the County intends to build, replace or improve over a 20-year horizon…The CIP 
provides a means for the County to determine the capital improvement projects 
and funding priorities over a 20-year horizon.” One of the CIP projects listed in 
Table 6-26 is a feasibility study for widening of Olivas Park Drive from Telephone 
Road to Seaborg Drive to improve traffic safety. This feasibility study is a project 
ranked #9 in the Strategic Master Plan, a Ventura County Public Works document 
that identifies needs and transportation improvements recommended for 
programming. These are existing infrastructure planning processes that are 
separate from the 2040 General Plan; therefore, an analysis of the potential 
effects of these projects is not appropriate in the draft EIR. 
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 The 2040 General Plan does not include any policies specific to Olivas Park 
Drive or the property owned by McLoughlin Family Committee. Policy PFS-1.6 
would prioritize capital improvements that repair and replace inadequate 
facilities, while Policy AG-2.2 would specifically require that transportation and 
other capital improvements are planned to “avoid or mitigate impacts to important 
farmland to the extent feasible.”   

I8-4 The comment raises concerns about the potential for inconsistencies of the 2040 
General Plan with the Save Open Space and Agricultural Resources (SOAR) 
initiative that could result in physical environmental impacts, citing Section 3.2.2, 
“Relationship to Other Plans and Regulations,” of the draft EIR, which explains 
that the County SOAR initiative’s Agricultural, Open Space, and Rural goals and 
policies “are included in the 2040 General Plan with only technical, non-
substantive revisions for clarification and internal consistency with the rest of the 
2040 General Plan” (draft EIR page 3-8).  

The draft EIR does not highlight specific policy language differences between 
SOAR and the 2040 General Plan; however, the 2040 General Plan does include 
notes regarding the source of each policy. To ensure consistency with SOAR, all 
lands in the existing General Plan with a land use designation of Agricultural, 
Open Space, or Rural located outside of Existing Community and Urban 
designated areas are maintained unchanged in the 2040 General Plan (see draft 
EIR page 3-5). Subsequent projects must comply with the 2040 General Plan, as 
well as SOAR, which is part of the 2040 General Plan itself. Compliance with 
regulatory requirements is assumed in the draft EIR analysis. 

Refer also to Master Response MR-2 regarding the 2040 General Plan’s 
consistency with SOAR.  

I8-5 The comment anticipates that implementation of the 2040 General Plan would 
result in broad economic impacts that have not been evaluated in the draft EIR 
and requests recirculation of the draft EIR.  

 EIRs are not required to treat a project’s economic or social effects as significant 
effects on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines, § 15131). Economic effects 
need only be considered in an EIR where there is a clear link between those 
effects and physical environmental changes. The comment does not provide 
evidence to link the general economic issues raised in this comment to any 
adverse physical changes to the environment not already addressed in the draft 
EIR. Therefore, no revisions to the draft EIR have been made in response to this 
comment. 

Refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the 
draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I9 

Anna Chambers 
February 27, 2020 

 

I9-1 The comment references an attachment to the main body of the letter. The 
County has reviewed the attachment and determined that it raises significant 
environmental issues for which a response is required. The County’s responses 
to these issues are provided below.  

I9-2 The history of the McLoughlin family and their land in Ventura County is noted. 
This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. 

I9-3 The comment addresses statements in the Coastal Area Plan, which is a 
component of the General Plan, relative to property owned by the commenter 
and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is 
required. Note also that no changes were made to the Coastal Area Plan as part 
of the preparation of the 2040 General Plan. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. Refer to response to comment I8-3 for a discussion of widening of 
Olivas Park Drive, which is not a component of the 2040 General Plan. 

I9-4 The comment expresses general concern about the portrayal of a specific 
property in the draft EIR with respect to access to infrastructure. This property is 
not specifically described in the draft EIR. The comment does not provide 
sufficient detail about where such misstatements occur to permit identification 
and correction. Therefore, no further response is provided. 

I9-5 The comment states that the 2040 General Plan and draft EIR ignore the 28 
percent increase in the homeless population in the community. While the origin of 
this 28 percent figure is unclear, it appears that the commenter is concerned 
about an existing social condition that the commenter would like the 2040 
General Plan to rectify. This comment is acknowledged for the record and will be 
forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a 
decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

The comment is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR because the 
homeless population is an existing condition and EIRs are not required to treat a 
project’s social effects as significant effects on the environment (State CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15131). Social effects need only be considered in an EIR where 
there is a clear link between those social effects and physical environmental 
changes. The homelessness issues raised in this comment would not result in 
any adverse physical changes to the environment not already addressed in the 
draft EIR. 

I9-6 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 
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I9-7 The comment states that the draft EIR does not adequately address the indirect 
impacts of implementing the 2040 General Plan and labels such impacts as, 
“less than significant.” It’s not clear if the commenter is referring to the entire draft 
EIR or to specific analysis. As explained in the “Approach to Environmental 
Analysis” (page 4-3 of the draft EIR):  

Adverse physical impacts to the environment associated with 
implementation of the 2040 General Plan are the focus of this 
environmental analysis. Physical changes could result from subsequent 
development pursuant to land use designations established in the 2040 
General Plan, implementation of policies and implementation programs 
identified in the 2040 General Plan, and offsite or indirect development 
that is necessitated by the 2040 General Plan (e.g., new facilities, 
infrastructure upgrades). For the purpose of this environmental analysis, 
the types of actions that could result in physical changes to the 
environment under the 2040 General Plan are referred to collectively as 
“future development.” 

By analyzing the entire “program,” the draft EIR does address the direct and 
indirect impacts of the project.  

I9-8 The comment asserts that the General Plan policies would increase the cost of 
normal farming operations, which would “make it difficult for farming to remain 
profitable.” The comment does not provide clear link between this economic 
effect and physical environmental changes, such as conversion of farmland. 
EIRs are not required to treat a project’s economic or social effects as significant 
effects on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines, § 15131). The economic 
issues raised in this comment would not result in any adverse physical changes 
to the environment not already addressed in the draft EIR. For further discussion 
of specific policies in the 2040 General Plan that could have an economic effect 
on farming operations, including programs that would provide economic support 
to agricultural operations, refer to response to comment I4-4. 

I9-9 The comment asserts that the impacts of “increased competition for water” are 
not adequately evaluated in the draft EIR but does not offer specifics about what 
information is missing or how consideration of additional materials could affect 
the environmental analysis. The commenter is referred to Section 4.10, 
“Hydrology and Water Quality,” for an evaluation of the potential effects of 
implementing the 2040 General Plan on groundwater and surface water quantity 
and quality, and Section 4.17, “Utilities,” for a discussion of water supply. See 
also response to comment I4-3. No changes to the draft EIR have been made in 
response to this comment. 

I9-10 This comment regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR is noted. However, no 
specific issues related to the content, analysis, conclusions, or overall adequacy 
of the draft EIR are raised in this comment. Therefore, no further response is 
provided. Refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why 
recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I10 

Aubrey E Sloan 
February 25, 2020 

 

I10-1 This comment is introductory in nature and expresses concern related to local 
agriculture history. The comment does not raise a specific significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. 

I10-2 The comment indicates that data presented in the Background Report and used 
to describe the existing setting for the analysis of potential impacts to agricultural 
resources in the draft EIR should be refined and updated to reflect the most 
current data available. Refer to Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the 
County appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing 
environmental setting in the draft EIR.  

The data of concern to the commenter includes Figure 9-6, a pie chart depicting 
the sources of water used for agriculture in 2013; Table 9-7, which provides a 
summary of the market value of agricultural products between 2005 and 2015; 
and Figure 9-7, which shows agricultural areas and watersheds for the entire 
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county with sufficient clarity to illustrate the spatial relationship between the 
resources. While this information provides context for the analysis in the draft 
EIR, it does not directly influence the analysis of potential impacts on farmland 
and agricultural resources pursuant to the thresholds of significance established 
in Appendix G of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines and the 
County’s Initial Study Assessment Guidelines. Furthermore, the comment 
provides no evidence that the most current data would substantially differ from 
that presented or change the analysis in the draft EIR. The data characterizing 
agricultural land use in the county provides a reasonable representation of 
conditions to inform an analysis of potential effects. No revisions to the draft EIR 
have been made in response to this comment. 

I10-3 The comment asserts that the Background Report and draft EIR do not 
adequately discuss water demand, supply, and pumping costs, and indicates that 
an analysis of the effects of increased competition for water should be included in 
the draft EIR. The commenter is referred to Section 4.10, “Hydrology and Water 
Quality,” for an evaluation of the potential effects of implementing the 2040 
General Plan on groundwater and surface water quantity and quality, and 
Section 4.17, “Utilities,” for a discussion of water supply.  

Pumping costs are not specifically discussed because EIRs are not required to 
treat a project’s economic or social effects as significant effects on the 
environment (State CEQA Guidelines, § 15131). Social and economic effects 
need only be considered in an EIR where there is a clear link between those 
economic or social effects and physical environmental changes. The economic 
issues raised in this comment would not result in any adverse physical changes 
to the environment not already addressed in the draft EIR.  

Specific to the commenter’s stated area of concern, increased pumping costs 
would only be relevant where there is substantial evidence that they would 
indirectly result in the loss of agricultural resources. As explained in the 
“Methodology” subsection of Section 4.1, “Agriculture and Forestry Resources,” a 
reduction in available water resources for irrigation is considered an indirect 
impact on agricultural resources (see page 4.2-3 of the draft EIR). Indirect effects 
are evaluated under Impact 4.2-1 (Loss of Prime Farmland, Farmland of 
Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Local Importance) in 
Section 4.2, “Agriculture and Forestry Resources,” of the draft EIR. Consistent 
with the County’s Initial Study Assessment Guidelines, the subsequent 
discussion focusses on indirect loss of agricultural soils and land use conflicts. 
The analysis concludes that the impact to farmland would be significant and 
unavoidable because “any direct or indirect loss of Important Farmlands would 
be considered a permanent loss of a valuable resource,” and there “are no 
actions or policies that the County could feasibly mandate to fully replace the loss 
of Important Farmland” (see page 4.2-17 of the draft EIR). Additional discussion 
of potential indirect effects related to pumping cost would be speculative and 
would not significantly change the analysis or conclusions of the draft EIR. No 
changes to the draft EIR have been made in response to this comment. 
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Letter 
I11 

Audrey H Fester 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I11-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I11-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I11-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I11-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of General 
Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations.  

I11-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I11-6 Refer to response to comment I4-6 regarding wildfires, fire prevention, and the 
County’s Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor ordinances. 

I11-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths.  

I11-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I11-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 and Master Response MR-7, which explains 
in detail why recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I12 

Barb Miller 
February 25, 2020 

 

I12-1 The comment expresses a desire to address anticipated effects of climate 
change through the 2040 General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the 
draft EIR. The comment states that the data and policies of the 2040 General 
Plan should be supported by science. Refer to response to comment I3-2 and 
Master Response MR-1 for discussion of the methods and science used to 
support development of the 2040 General Plan policies and programs related to 
greenhouse gas emissions.  

The comment also asserts that to meet the goals of the Paris Climate 
Agreement, oil and gas production will need to be curtailed. See Master 
Response MR-4 for additional discussion of oil and gas production within the 
plan area and the 2040 General Plan’s relationship to this industry. 
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Letter 
I13 

Barbara Leighton 
February 23, 2020 

 

I13-1 The comment expresses a desire to address anticipated effects of climate 
change through the 2040 General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the 
draft EIR. The description of the commenting individual and concern for the 
future of the region are noted. This comment does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. The commenter also refers 
to letters submitted by 350 Ventura County Climate Hub and Climate First: 
Replacing Oil & Gas. See responses to Letters O1 and O20, respectively. 
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Letter 
I14 

Beverly Chambers de Nicola 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I8. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I8 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I14-1 Refer to response to comment I8-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin 
family, and the adequacy of the 2040 General Plan and draft EIR. 

I14-2 Refer to response to comment I8-3 regarding roadway expansion, addition of 
bike paths and lanes, and the resulting loss of farmland and impacts related to 
farming operations. 

I14-3 Refer to Master Response MR-2 regarding the 2040 General Plan’s consistency 
with the Save Open Space & Agricultural Resources Initiative.  

I14-4 Refer to response to comment I8-5 regarding analysis of economic issues in the 
draft EIR. Also, refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why 
recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I15 

Beverly Chambers de Nicola 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter A13. The 
responses below provide cross references to the portions of Letter A13 where responses to 
the same comments have already been provided. 

I15-1 The comment describes that the Ventura County Coalition of Labor, Agriculture, 
and Business (CoLAB) has provided the following comments to the Agricultural 
Policy Advisory Committee describing issues with the draft EIR “that CoLAB 
believes will negatively impact the viability of local agriculture.” This comment is 
introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental issue for 
which a response is required.  

I15-2 Refer to response to comment A13-7 and Master Response MR-5 regarding the 
feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I15-3 Refer to response to comment A13-8 regarding the Right-to-Farm Ordinance and 
land use conflicts. 

I15-4 Refer to response to comment A13-9 regarding impacts related to urban-
agriculture interface. 

I15-5 Refer to response to comment A13-10 regarding General Plan Policies AG-5.2 
and AG-5.3. 

I15-6 Refer to response to comment A13-11 regarding water resources and loss of 
topsoil. 

I15-7 Refer to response to comment A13-12 regarding mitigation measure 
suggestions.  
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Letter 
I16 

Beverly Chambers de Nicola 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats the same comments provided in Letter I6. The responses below 
provide cross references to the portions of Letter I6 where responses to the same comments 
have already been provided. 

I16-1 Refer to response to comment I6-1, which discusses setbacks from freeways and 
high traffic roads as a way to reduce adverse air quality effects for sensitive 
receptors, and the feasibility of Mitigation Measure AQ-3 (Policy HAZ-10.X). 
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Letter 
I17 

Beverly Chambers de Nicola 
February 25, 2020 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I9. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I9 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I17-1 Refer to response to comment I9-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin family 
and their land in Ventura County. 

I17-2 Refer to response to comment I9-3 regarding statements in the Coastal Area Plan. 

I17-3 Refer to response to comment I9-4 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I17-4 Refer to response to comment I9-5 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I17-5 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I17-6 Refer to response to comment I9-7 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I17-7 Refer to response to comment I9-8 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I17-8 Refer to response to comment I9-9 regarding water supply.  

I17-9 Refer to response to comment I9-10 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I18 

Beverly Gutierrez 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I18-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I18-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I18-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I18-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of General 
Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I18-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I18-6 Refer to response to comment I4-6 regarding wildfires, fire prevention, and the 
County’s Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor ordinances. 

I18-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I18-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I18-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I19 

Bruce Holley 
February 23, 2020 

 

I19-1 This comment regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR is noted. However, no 
specific issues related to the content, analysis, conclusions, or overall adequacy 
of the draft EIR are raised in this comment. Therefore, no further response is 
provided. 

I19-2 The comment states that the 2040 General Plan Update Background Report 
contains incomplete and incorrect generalized information such that the reader 
cannot evaluate impacts or determine which parcels or areas may lack sufficient 
site exposure for solar installations to be effective or feasible. Refer to Master 
Response MR-6 for a discussion of the accuracy and timeliness of the 
information provided in the Background Report. Note that the EIR provides a 
programmatic evaluation of the 2040 General Plan and is not intended to support 
parcel-level analysis. For example, Figure 9-7 shows agricultural areas and 
watersheds for the entire county with sufficient clarity to illustrate the spatial 
relationship between the resources. The data characterizing agricultural land use 
in the County provides a reasonable representation of conditions to inform an 
analysis of potential effects. The commenter’s reference to solar installations 
does not appear to be related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Also refer to 
response to comment I10-2. 

I19-3 The comment suggests that the draft EIR should consider expanding the 
potential for the agricultural processing facilities through modification of the 
zoning ordinance as mitigation in the draft EIR. Refer to response to comment 
O32-24 regarding this suggestion.  

I19-4 The comment states that the draft EIR does not analyze impacts related to water, 
economics, farmworker housing, and compatibility issues from urban/agriculture 
interface. Refer to response to comment O32-15 for a discussion of where these 
issues are addressed in the EIR—with the exception of economic impacts, which 
are not required to be treated as significant effects on the environment (State 
CEQA Guidelines, § 15131). Mitigation measures are provided for significant 
impacts, as required by the California Environmental Quality Act. The comment 
does not provide specific issues related to the content, analysis, conclusions, or 
overall adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no further response is provided. 
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Letter 
I20 

Bruce Smith, AICP 
February 24, 2020 

 

I20-1 The comment asserts that any zone change under the 2040 General Plan could 
be inconsistent with the Guidelines for Orderly Development and could result in 
impacts not discussed in the draft EIR. Further, the comment asserts that lack of 
building intensity standards for Existing Communities would be inconsistent with 
the requirements of existing California General Plan law. The 2040 General Plan 
land use diagram establishes land use designations for the unincorporated 
county, including portions of the county within the Existing Community area 
designation. These land use designations do not change the land use zoning or 
building intensities on any properties compared to existing conditions; the 
designations were established based on the underlying zoning, thereby creating 
consistency. Any subsequent zoning amendment applications would also require 
update to the 2040 General Plan to maintain this consistency.  

Future zoning amendments would be subject to review by the County. Potential 
for inconsistency with the Guidelines for Orderly development would be 
evaluated at the time the proponent applies for the zone change. The draft EIR 
has assumed that future development would be consistent with established 
regulations; the County has no basis upon which to speculate about future 
zoning amendments that could be inconsistent with the Guidelines for Orderly 
Development. Any such applications would undergo project-specific evaluation at 
the time the request is made.   
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Every location in the unincorporated county has a General Plan land use 
designation that includes an intensity maximum, as expressed by building 
footprint coverage. Population densities were intentionally omitted from the 2040 
General Plan and are not required under State law. Refer to Master Response 
MR-2 for further discussion of the development potential (maximum density, 
intensity, and lot coverage) established by the land use designations in the 2040 
General Plan.  

I20-2 The comment states that the 2040 General Plan, Land Use and Community 
Character Element, Table 2-1, General Plan Land Use Designations and Zoning 
Compatibility Matrix (page 2-19), incorrectly identifies the Rural Agriculture zone 
as a compatible land use with the Agricultural land use designation. Planning 
Division staff have reviewed the existing General Plan Figure 3.2a, Zoning 
Compatibility Matrix, Non-Coastal Zones (page 73), and determined that 
identifying the Rural Agriculture zone as a new compatible land use with the 
Agricultural land use designation in Table 2-1 of the 2040 General Plan was 
recommended to the Board of Supervisors in error. The Planning Division will 
recommend that the Board of Supervisors correct this error in Table 2-1 during 
the adoption hearings for the final 2040 General Plan.   

The comment also states that Table 2-1 indicates that the Rural Agriculture zone 
is a compatible land use with the proposed Existing Community-Agricultural 
(ECU-Agricultural) land use designation and asserts that the potential impacts of 
this compatibility should be analyzed in the draft EIR. By way of background, the 
draft EIR Section 4.11, “Land Use and Planning,” indicates that the current 
Existing Community and Urban designations were retained as new area 
designations in the 2040 General Plan (page 4.11-9). Additionally, the Existing 
Community designation identifies existing urban residential, commercial, or 
industrial enclaves located outside Urban-designated areas. Furthermore, the 
County originally established the Existing Community designation to recognize 
existing  unincorporated areas that have been developed with urban building 
intensities and urban land uses; to contain these enclaves within specific areas to 
prevent further expansion; and to limit the building intensity and land use to 
previously established levels to minimize incompatible land uses in these areas. 
The 2040 General Plan proposes to refine the Existing Community and Urban 
land use designations, as they currently exist in the current General Plan, by 
establishing new land use designations that provide more detailed information on 
the types of land uses (e.g., commercial, industrial, residential) that would be 
allowable within areas currently designated as Existing Community and Urban 
(Table 4.11-1). The draft EIR explains that these refined land use designations 
would result in future development that is consistent with the land uses, 
densities, and parcel sizes of Existing Communities based on current zoning 
(page 4.11-19).   

The comment asserts that the potential impacts of deeming the Rural Agriculture 
zone compatible with the proposed Existing Community-Agricultural (ECU-
Agricultural) General Plan designation should be analyzed in the draft EIR, and 
that such compatibility is “inconsistent with the purpose and intent of the [Save 
Open Space and Agricultural Resources (SOAR)] ordinance.” The compatibility 
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of this zone classification and land use designation remains unchanged from the 
existing General Plan, Figure 3.2a, Zoning Compatibility Matrix, Non-Coastal 
Zones (page 73), which identifies the Rural Agriculture zone as a compatible with 
the Existing Community land use designation. Because the existing General Plan 
designation of all land that would be subject to the proposed ECU-Agricultural 
land use designation is Existing Community, none of the land is subject to the 
SOAR initiative measure which only applies to land designated Agricultural, 
Open Space, and Rural. Therefore, SOAR is not implicated and no additional 
analysis in the draft EIR is required to identify potential impacts of the 
compatibility of the Rural Agriculture zone and the Existing Community-
Agricultural (ECU-Agricultural) land use designation. The remainder of the 
comment addresses implementation of the 2040 General Plan and is not related 
to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is acknowledged for the 
record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration 
prior to making a decision on adopted a final 2040 General Plan.  

I20-3 The comment addresses the draft 2040 General Plan and is not related to the 
adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. However, this 
comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-
making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a 
final 2040 General Plan. Also refer to Master Response MR-2 describing the 
Parks and Recreation designation of the 2040 General Plan. 

I20-4 The comment cites Policy LU-12.1 in the 2040 General Plan, through which the 
County would “support the development of parks and recreation facilities within 
areas designated as Existing Community, Area Plans, or Areas of Interest” and 
asserts that this policy could result in a loss of agricultural and natural resources 
because it “may prevent the County from denying such a project.” First, Existing 
Community, Area Plans, and Areas of Interest are the portions of the county that 
are envisioned to accommodate the majority of the anticipated population growth 
over the 20-year planning horizon. These are the areas where populations that 
would use park facilities are located. They are not generally areas that support 
high-quality agricultural land or natural resources. Second, there is no reason 
that the County cannot both implement Policy LU-12.1 encouraging development 
of parks to serve existing communities and implement policies in the 2040 
General Plan that protect agricultural and natural resources. Therefore, the 
commenter’s concern that Policy LU-12.1 would result in environmental impacts 
that are not evaluated in the draft EIR is speculative given the regulatory 
environment and the policies in the 2040 General Plan.  

By analyzing the entire 2040 General Plan on a programmatic level, the draft EIR 
addresses the direct and indirect impacts of Policy LU-12.1. The comment does 
not raise a new or substantially more severe significant impact that was not 
already included in the draft EIR. No changes to the draft EIR have been made in 
response to this comment. Also refer to Master Response MR-2 describing the 
Parks and Recreation designation of the 2040 General Plan.  

I20-5 The comment provides suggested edits to the 2040 General Plan. Refer to 
response to comment O33-9 for discussion of the internal consistency of the 
2040 General Plan and Area Plans. However, this comment is acknowledged for 
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the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their 
consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 
No further response is required. 

I20-6 The comment makes several statements regarding the description of Alternative 
2 in Chapter 6, “Alternatives,” of the draft EIR. In response to this comment, the 
third paragraph under in Section 6.5.2, “Alternative 2: Existing Community and 
Urban Area Designations Alternative,” on page 6-15 of the draft EIR is revised to 
read: 

However, the land use diagram of this alternative would be different from 
the 2040 General Plan in the following ways. Very Low Density or Low 
Density Residential lands outside of the Existing Community area 
designation (boundary) and Urban area designation (boundary) would 
remain the same as under the 2040 General Plan. Very Low Density or 
Low Density Residential lands located within the Existing Community area 
designation (boundary) and Urban area designation (boundary) would be 
designated as Medium-Density Residential or Residential High-Density.  

 As noted by the commenter, Alternative 2 would accommodate the same 
projected population, housing, and employment increases in the unincorporated 
county as the 2040 General Plan. As indicated on page 6-16 of the draft EIR, 
these changes in the land use diagram would necessitate “changes in the zoning 
designations and minimum parcel sizes (suffices in the Zoning Compatibility 
Matrix) as well as updates to the development standards to ensure increases in 
lot coverages, reduced setbacks and parking requirements, increased building 
heights to a maximum of 45 or 50 feet to accommodate a minimum of 3-story 
development (such as podium parking with two-stories residential above) in order 
to allow the county to accommodate the same amount of forecasted growth as 
the 2040 General Plan within more compact areas.” In the draft EIR the County 
describes potentially feasible policies and programs that incentivize this 
development pattern would support implementation of this alternative. The 
commenter’s concern about the effectiveness of these programs is noted and no 
further response to this issue is required. 

 No edits have been made to the language in the fourth paragraph on page 6-16 
of the draft EIR, which is excerpted below. Both of the following statements are 
correct.  

Overall population growth, housing, and employment projections for this 
alternative would be the same as under the 2040 General Plan. The lands 
within the Existing Community area designation (boundary) and Urban 
area designation (boundary) would become highly urbanized communities 
featuring high density and intensity development that create substantial 
additional opportunities to accommodate new housing units and 
commercial, office, and mixed-use land uses, which in turn would result in 
substantially higher rates of population and job growth within these area 
designations relative to the 2040 General Plan. 
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I20-7 The comment questions a statement within the description of Alternative 2 that 
forecast growth would occur within a smaller disturbance footprint than 
development the 2040 General Plan. However, this statement is accurate. As 
explained in the draft EIR (page 6-16), this alternative would employ policy 
incentives and disincentives to focus future population, housing, and employment 
growth within the Urban and Existing Community area designations. As 
described in the response to comment I20-6, the draft EIR describes the 
following potentially feasible policies and programs that could implement this 
alternative:  

The types of policies and programs that would be created or revised to 
focus development within these areas would include changing 
development impact fees, parking standards, and permitting timelines. 
County investments in new or upgraded public infrastructure and other 
public expenditures would be prioritized within Urban and Existing 
Community area designations and limited elsewhere. This alternative 
could also include use of a transfer of development rights programs in 
which land owners outside of Urban and Existing Community area 
designations would be compensated for redirecting their development 
rights to land within these areas (page 6-16). 

Alternative 2 includes more than just a transfer of development rights program. 
The comment also does not explain why transfer of development rights programs 
are “highly speculative.” This alternative is a potentially feasible development 
alternative that would avoid or substantially lessen one or more of the significant 
environmental effects identified in the draft EIR. The California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) does not require that alternatives analysis include 
quantification of impacts. The evaluation of Alternative 2 meets the CEQA 
standard for level of detail and permits a comparison between alternatives. A 
determination of feasibility ultimately rests with the decision-making body of the 
lead agency.  

I20-8 The draft EIR provides an appropriately supported and reasoned assessment of 
potentially feasible alternatives. CEQA does not require that alternatives analysis 
include quantification of impacts. As indicated in response to comment I20-7, 
above, for Alternative 2, the draft EIR describes the potentially feasible policies 
and programs that could implement Alternative 3, including the same types of 
policies and programs described for Alternative 2 plus specified revisions to the 
land use diagram to further accommodate growth within targeted areas of the 
county. Alternative 3 includes more than just a transfer of development rights 
program. The comment also does not explain why transfer of development rights 
programs are “highly speculative.” The analysis of alternatives is comparative 
and is not required to provide an equal level of detail in the draft EIR as the 
evaluation of the 2040 General Plan.   
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Letter 
I21 

Carol Holly 
February 27, 2020 

 

I21-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H “Buffers (Setback)” and 
Section MR-4.I “Directional Drilling,” regarding the findings and conclusions 
related to buffers (setbacks) and directional drilling in oil and gas operations. 

I21-2 The description of the commenting individual’s role and experiences as a 
principal in the Ojai Unified School District and the 2006 incident at oil well #36 in 
the Ojai Oil Field are noted. Based on these experiences and the effects of air 
quality impairment on sensitive receptors, the commenter expresses support for 
setback requirements between oil wells and schools. Refer to response to 
comment I21-1, above, regarding the effects of implementing General Plan 
Policy COS-7.2 (Oil Well Distance Criteria) related to health and safety.  

The comment also references attachments to the main body of the letter that 
documents details about the 2006 release from well #36. The County has 
reviewed the attachments and determined that they do not contain comment on 
the content or conclusions of the draft EIR, nor do they raise any significant 
environmental issues for which a response is required. All comment letters 
submitted to the County on the draft EIR are provided with complete attachments 
in Attachment 1 to this final EIR.  

Finally, the comment requests that the County “reject the mitigation measure and 
retain the 2500’ setback from schools.” As proposed in the 2040 General Plan, 
Policy COS-7.2 would require new discretionary oil wells to be located a 
minimum of 2,500 from any school. Based on the literature review and balancing 
the potential to hamper access to oil and gas reserves identified in Section 4.12, 
“Minerals and Petroleum Resources,” Mitigation Measure PR-1 would reduce the 
setback for schools to 1,500 feet. This comment is acknowledged for the record 
and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior 
to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. Refer also to Master 
Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H, “Buffers (Setbacks),” for additional discussion 
of Policy COS-7.2, setback requirements, and Mitigation Measure PR-1. 
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Letter 
I22 

Carolyn Diacos 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I22-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I22-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I22-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I22-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of General 
Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I22-5 Refer to Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County appropriately 
uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental setting in the 
draft EIR. 

I22-6 Refer to response to comment I4-6 regarding wildfires, fire prevention, and the 
County’s Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor ordinances. 

I22-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I22-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I22-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I23 

Chad Christensen 
February 25, 2020 

 

I23-1 The comment states that the draft EIR does not recognize the true impacts of 
climate change already occurring or provide enough emissions reductions to meet 
the State’s mandated climate goals. Chapter 12 of the Background Report is 
incorporated into Section 4.8, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions,” of the draft EIR, which 
summarizes anticipated effects of climate change on Ventura County and provides 
a recent inventory of the county’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Where 
feasible, the draft EIR estimates the anticipated emissions reductions from certain 
measures (displayed in Table 4.8-1) using Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change’s Global Warming Potential values from the most recent Fifth Assessment 
Report. The 2040 General Plan does include measurable targets for GHG 
reductions for 2030, 2040, and 2050 that are aligned with the State’s legislative 
GHG reduction targets and other reduction goals (page 4.8-6, draft EIR). 
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The comment also states that language used in the 2040 General Plan policies is 
insufficient to result in meaningful reductions. In preparing the GHG analysis 
provided in the draft EIR, the County considered, and included references to, the 
proposed 2040 General Plan policies and implementation programs most 
applicable to the analysis. As explained in the methodology subsection in Section 
4.8, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions,” (page 4.8-7), the analyses evaluate whether 
the GHG reduction benefits of these policies and programs are supported by 
substantial evidence. Substantial evidence leading to estimates of GHG emissions 
resulting from implementation of the 2040 General Plan include both qualitative 
and quantitative assessments, consistent with Section 15064.4(a) of the State 
CEQA Guidelines. The draft EIR includes a detailed quantitative and qualitative 
analysis of the 118 policies and 45 implementation programs included in the 2040 
General Plan to reduce GHG emissions in the county (pages 4.8-37 to 4.8-45).  

Table 4.8-5, as revised in the final EIR, summarizes the policies and programs 
that would have quantifiable GHG reductions by 2030 (page 4.8-39). 
Implementation of the quantified policies and programs in Table 4.8-5 would 
collectively provide reductions of 168,065 metric tons of carbon dioxide 
equivalent (MTCO2e) by 2030, an approximate 11 percent reduction from 
forecast 2030 levels and 30 percent of the reductions needed to meet a target of 
1,138,708 MTCO2e for consistency with emissions targets identified in Policy 
COS-10.2 (41 percent below 2015 levels by 2030). An additional 242,748 
MTCO2e of reductions would be needed to close the gap with the 2030 target 
(page 4.8-40). For additional discussion refer to Master Response MR-1; 
Attachment 2 to the final EIR, which provides revisions the GHG calculations of 
draft EIR Appendix D; and final EIR Chapter 3, “Revisions to the draft EIR.” 

Other policies and programs of the 2040 General Plan would also result in GHG 
reductions but specific amounts cannot be determined at this time as described 
on pages 4.8-39. Qualitative analysis of the GHG reduction benefits of 43 
programs included in the 2040 General Plan to reduce GHG emissions is 
provided in Table 4.8-6 (pages 4.8-40 to 4.8-43). 

The draft EIR also includes seven feasible mitigation measures that address the 
potentially significant GHG emissions impacts of the 2040 General Plan (draft 
EIR pages 4.8-45 to 4.8-47). Thus, the draft EIR correctly identifies and 
considers 2040 General Plan policies and programs in the GHG emissions 
analysis conducted in the draft EIR and correctly includes feasible and 
enforceable mitigation measures in the draft EIR analysis of GHG emissions. 

The draft EIR concludes, in its post-mitigation significance conclusion for Impact 
4.8-1 (Generate GHG Emissions, Either Directly or Indirectly, That May Have an 
Significant Impact on the Environment), that the 2040 General Plan policies and 
recommended mitigation measures would not be sufficient to reduce GHG 
emissions to the established 2030 and 2040 reduction target because the 
policies, while supportive of future GHG reductions, do not contain enough 
specificity for their numeric contribution to the established 2030 and 2040 targets 
to be quantified. The draft EIR explains that: 
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No additional feasible mitigation has been identified at this time beyond 
the mitigation measures identified above and the policies and 
implementation programs of the 2040 General Plan. Under the 2040 
General Plan future GHG emissions in the county would be on a 
downward trajectory compatible with State plans, policies, and regulations 
that would also result in GHG reductions in the county (page 4.8-52). 

In Impact 4.8-2 (Conflict with an Applicable Plan, Policy, or Regulation for the 
Purpose of Reducing the Emissions of GHGs) beginning on page 4.8-49), the 
draft EIR explains that the 2040 General Plan includes several implementation 
programs with a quantifiable effect on future GHG emissions, and a substantial 
number of additional programs and policies in every GHG emission sector that 
would result in further GHG emissions, although their effect on GHG emissions 
cannot be quantified at this program level of analysis. The 2040 General Plan 
policies and programs complement the main area of local government influence 
over GHG emissions, including renewable energy and energy efficiency, land 
use decisions, and local transportation infrastructure and policy. The available 
information that can be quantified demonstrates that future emissions in the 
county would be on a downward trajectory through 2050. Qualitative evidence 
shows that the many policies and programs that cannot be quantified at this time 
would lead to further GHG reductions and additional progress toward State GHG 
reduction targets. However, for these reasons and those described in Impact 4.8-
1, the County cannot meaningfully quantify the effect of all its 2040 General Plan 
policies and programs on future GHG emissions, and therefore, cannot conclude, 
at this program level of analysis, that future GHG emissions in the 
unincorporated county under the 2040 General Plan would be sufficiently 
reduced to meet the State’s 2030 or post-2030 targets.  

Also refer to Master Response MR-1 for additional discussion of how the 2040 
General Plan, its policies and programs, and draft EIR mitigation measures 
address GHG emissions.  

I23-2 The comment states that the GHG inventory conducted for the County does not 
include a significant portion of present emissions from current fossil fuel extraction 
and production and states that unspecified recent studies indicate significant 
under-assessment of methane emissions. The commenter does not provide the 
study; therefore, the County cannot adequately address the science or findings of 
this reference. The GHG inventory prepared to characterize baseline emissions in 
the county is summarized in Table 4.8-1 of the draft EIR. This inventory provides 
estimates for stationary source emissions, which cover oil and gas extraction 
activity within the county. The commenter is correct that fugitive methane 
emissions have been reportedly undercounted by certain studies; this inventory 
was conducted using the most current science and reporting available. Refer to 
Master Response MR-1 for additional discussion of fugitive methane emissions 
and how stationary sources were included in the GHG inventory.  

I23-3 The comment requests that the County declare a climate emergency, prepare a 
Climate Action Plan for 2020-2040 that is separate from the 2040 General Plan, 
and set clear climate action goals and mandate enforceable policies. Refer to 
Master Response MR-1 for discussion of the draft EIR’s detailed quantitative and 
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qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 implementation programs included 
in the 2040 General Plan to reduce GHG emissions in the county (draft EIR 
pages 4.8-37 to 4.8-45), and seven feasible mitigation measures that would 
address the significant GHG emissions impacts of the 2040 General Plan and 
further reduce GHG emissions in the county (draft EIR pages 4.8-45 to 4.8-47).  

The 2040 General Plan sets GHG reduction targets at 10-year intervals that were 
developed in consideration of statewide GHG reduction targets and other 
reduction goals. Because the 2040 General Plan encompasses policies and 
targets that would similarly be contained in a standalone Climate Action Plan, the 
2040 General Plan can be used in the same way to reduce countywide emissions.  

 Regarding the concept that “declaration of climate emergency” should be the 
basis for the County’s climate goals and policies, note that local emergency 
declarations are made by the governing body or a designated official and are part 
of a relatively short-term response effort (see, e.g., Gov. Code, §§ 8550 et seq. 
[California Emergency Services Act]). Because an emergency declaration is a 
quasi-legislative act authorizing the short-term exercise of extraordinary 
governmental powers, it would occur separately from the 2040 General Plan 
policies, which would guide County actions through 2040.  

The comment is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this 
comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-
making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a 
final 2040 General Plan. 

I23-4 The comment directs the County to set 5-year interval reduction goals and lists 
strategies to reduce emissions. Implementation Program AA in the Conservation 
and Open Space Element of the 2040 General Plan would require updates to the 
GHG emissions inventory to track GHG reduction performance at 5-year 
intervals. In addition, many of the policy suggestions in the comment have been 
considered in development of the 2040 General Plan.  

 These suggestions are noted and are generally congruent with the types of 
policies and programs included in the 2040 General Plan and analyzed in the 
draft EIR. The 2040 General Plan includes policies and programs to facilitate 
alternative transportation modes including public transit (Policies HAZ-10.6 and 
HAZ-10.8); policies that would reduce food waste (Policy PFS-5.4); policies that 
encourage sustainable farming (AG-5.1 through AG-5.3), including Policy AG-5.2 
that would support the transition from fossil-fuel-powered equipment to electric- 
or renewable-powered equipment and Program AG-L to sequester carbon 
through changes in farming practices; as well as policies to increase use of 
renewable energy (Policies COS-8.1 through COS-8.11). Refer to Master 
Response MR-4, Section MR-4.J, “Potential to Stop Issuing Permits for New 
Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas Operations),” regarding the suggestion that the 
County prohibit petroleum extraction. Because this comment is not related to the 
adequacy of the draft EIR, no further response is required. However, this 
comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-
making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a 
final 2040 General Plan. 
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I23-5 The statement comparing the costs of the strategies suggested in comment I23-4 
to the costs of several anticipated climate change impacts is noted. This 
comment is a concluding statement and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. 

 

Letter 
I24 

Chris Raymond 
February 26, 2020 

 

I24-1 The comment asserts that the draft EIR does not include a complete analysis 
related to glare impacts by stating that Policy PFS-2.2 and Implementation 
Program U would result in new sources of glare that were not evaluated.  Policy 
PFS-2.2 encourages incorporation of design features that promote sustainability 
in new development, and Implementation Program U in the Conservation and 
Open Space Element would require solar canopies on certain non-residential 
developments. 

Impact 4.1-3 (Create a New Source of Disability Glare or Discomfort Glare for 
Motorists Traveling along Any Road of the County Regional Road Network) 
analyzes the glare impacts of the 2040 General Plan on motorists. The analysis 
describes the policies of the 2040 General Plan and provisions of the Non-
Coastal Zoning Ordinance and Coastal Zoning Ordinance that would reduce 
potential glare impacts, and concludes that while these policies and provisions 
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would generally reduce glare impacts, there would be still be limited 
circumstances in which future development would include reflective materials 
such as metal or glass and be visible from one or more Regional Road Network 
(RRN) roadways such that discomfort or disability glare for motorists traveling 
along an RRN roadway could occur (page 4.1-27).  

The draft EIR identifies Mitigation Measure AES-1 for this potentially significant 
impact. This measure would establish an implementation program through which 
applicants for future discretionary development projects that include use of 
reflective surfaces which the County determines would potentially be visible to 
motorists traveling along the County RRN would be required to submit a detailed 
site plan and list of project materials to the County for review and approval. If the 
County determines that the project would include materials that would produce 
disability or discomfort glare for motorists, the County will either require the use 
of alternative materials or require that the applicant submit a study demonstrating 
that the project would not introduce a source of substantial glare. Through this 
process, it is expected that sustainable design features encouraged in Policy 
PFS-2.2 that conflict with the requirements of Mitigation Measure AES-1 would 
be eliminated or revised through design of the project because the requirement 
of Mitigation Measure AES-1 to evaluate and address glare generated along the 
County RRN would supersede the County’s encouragement of building elements 
where they are found to generate such impacts at the project-level. Design could 
be modified by, for example, relocating a parking lot required to orient solar 
canopies to avoid glare impacts to a regional roadway. The technological and 
economic feasibility of sustainable design features encouraged in the 2040 
General Plan would be determined at the project level for individual development 
applications.  
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Letter 
I25 

Christina Pasetta 
February 24, 2020 

 

I25-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F Flaring, regarding the findings 
and conclusions related to flaring in oil and gas operations. 
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Letter 
I26 

Christina Pasetta 
February 20, 2020 

 

I26-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H Buffers (Setback) regarding 
the findings and conclusions related to buffers (setbacks) in oil and gas 
operations. 

I26-2 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.J Potential to Stop Issuing 
Permits for New Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas Operations) regarding the 
findings and conclusions related to phasing out the oil and gas industry. 
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Letter 
I27 

Christine Brennan 
February 26, 2020 

 

I27-1 The description of the commenting individual’s participation in Ojai Trees and 
concerns regarding climate change in Ventura County are noted. This comment 
does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is required. 
The commenter refers to a letter submitted by Climate First: Replacing Oil & Gas. 
See responses to Letter O20. Also, refer to Master Response MR-1 regarding 
greenhouse gas reduction planning concerns. 
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Letter 
I28 

Christopher Tull 
February 19, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I3. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I3 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I28-1 Refer to response to comment I3-1 regarding the commenter’s concerns about 
climate change and the draft EIR analysis.  

I28-2 Refer to response to comment I3-2 regarding the use of current climate change 
science in the draft EIR analysis. 

I28-3 The comment calls for certain GHG reducing policies. Refer to response to 
comment I3-3 for a discussion of these suggestions. 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-739 

 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-740 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-741 

 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-742 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-743 

 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-744 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-745 

Letter 
I29 

Christopher Tull 
February 27, 2020 

 

I29-1 Refer to the response to comment O1-1. The comment introduces a petition to 
the Ventura County Board of Supervisors regarding the 2040 General Plan and 
draft EIR. This petition was also submitted by 350 Ventura County Climate Hub. 
See responses to Letter O1 for a discussion of the concerns raised in this 
petition. The 206 signatories are acknowledged for the record. Comment letters 
submitted to the County on the draft EIR are provided with complete attachments 
in Attachment 1 to this final EIR. 

I29-2 The comment reiterates general concerns from the petition about the effects of 
ongoing oil and gas extraction. These concerns are acknowledged for the record 
and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior 
to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

The comment also summarizes the foreseeable environmental changes 
associated with anthropogenic climate change and emphasizes the need to 
conduct environmental impact analysis using the latest science. See response to 
comment I28-2 for a discussion of the methodology used to evaluate greenhouse 
gas (GHG) emissions for baseline conditions and future target years in the draft 
EIR. The comment summarizes more detailed comments provided elsewhere in 
the comment letter. See responses to comments I29-3 and I29-4, below. 

I29-3 Refer to response to comment O1-2 for a discussion of GHG emissions and the 
global warming potential of methane.  

I29-4 Refer to response to comment O1-3. 

I29-5 Refer to response to comment O1-4. The comment summarizes more detailed 
comments provided elsewhere in the comment letter. See responses to 
comments I29-6 through I29-18, below, regarding impacts and mitigation 
measures. 

I29-6 Refer to response to comment O1-5. 

I29-7 Refer to response to comment O1-6 for a discussion of programs to protect 
scenic resources and agriculture and forest resources from degradation due to 
significant climate impacts.  

I29-8  Refer to response to comment O1-7 regarding criteria air pollutant emissions. 

I29-9 The comment asserts the new implementation program does not include impacts 
as a result of climate change and should include mitigation regarding the 
restoration of wetlands and stormwater management. Refer to response to 
comment O1-8, which explains that EIRs are not required to include an analysis 
of impacts that are a result of climate change.  
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I29-10 Refer to response to comment O1-9 for an explanation of why the draft EIR 
correctly omits analysis of the impacts of pesticide and herbicide use on 
biological resources. 

I29-11 Refer to response to comment O1-10 for a discussion of the energy consumption 
analysis in the draft EIR. 

I29-12 Refer to response to comment O1-11 regarding GHG mitigation. 

I29-13 Refer to response to comment O1-12 for a discussion of the evaluation of 
potential hazards included in the draft EIR. 

I29-14 Refer to response to comment O1-13 regarding hydrology and water quality. 

I29-15 Refer to response to comment O1-14 regarding analysis of incompatible land 
uses and new development resulting in negative health implications.  

I29-16 The comment requests an analysis of a scenario in which wells have been put on 
hold and the operator cannot close the wells due to lack of funds. Additionally, 
the comment asserts wells must be properly closed to restore functioning 
ecosystems to mitigate climate change impacts and insurance is needed along 
with bigger bonds. Refer to response to comment O1-15 and Master Response 
MR-4, Section MR-4.J, “Potential to Stop Issuing Permits for New Wells (Phase 
Out Oil and Gas Operations),” regarding the findings and conclusions of the draft 
EIR related to phasing out the oil and gas industry.  

I29-17 Refer to response to comment O1-16 for a discussion GHG mitigation measures. 

I29-18 The comment asserts that the failure to develop wholesale and commercial scale 
renewable energy generation and microgrids is a significant environmental 
impact, for which community microgrids is a feasible mitigation. Refer to 
response to comment O1-17.  

I29-19 The comment states that the failure to properly manage waste has a significant 
environmental impact, especially when it produces methane which is driving 
climate change. Refer to response to comment O1-18.  

I29-20 The comment summarizes more detailed comments provided elsewhere in the 
comment letter. See responses to comments O1-20 through O1-32 regarding 
policy recommendations for the General Plan to achieve GHG reduction goals to 
mitigate climate change.  

I29-21 Refer to response to comment O1-20 regarding comments submitted by Bruce 
Smith. Also, see responses to Letter I20 from Bruce Smith..  

I29-22 Refer to response to comment O1-21 regarding overriding considerations and 
evaluation of vehicle miles traveled. 

I29-23 Refer to response to comment O1-22 regarding the assertion that 2040 General 
Plan Policy CTM 3-9 has a significant environmental impact.  
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I29-24 The comment is related to vehicle miles of travel benchmarks and public review. 
Refer to response to comment O1-23. 

I29-25 The comment suggests additional topics that could be considered in the 2040 
General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Refer to 
response to comment O1-24. 

I29-26 The comment provides suggested edits to policies proposed and suggests 
additional topics that could be considered in the 2040 General Plan and is not 
related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Refer to response to comment O1-25. 

I29-27 The comment asserts that local renewable energy generation must be part of the 
mitigation plan for reducing transmission facility fire hazard risk. Refer to 
response to comment O1-26. 

I29-28 The comment suggests additional topics that could be considered in the 2040 
General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Refer to 
response to comment O1-27. 

I29-29 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H “Buffers (Setback),” Section 
MR-4.J “Potential to Stop Issuing Permits for New Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas 
Operations),” Section MR-4.F “Flaring,” and Section MR-4.G “Pipeline 
Requirements” regarding the findings and conclusions related to buffers 
(setbacks), phasing out the oil and gas industry, flaring, and pipelines in oil and 
gas operations. The remainder of the comment addresses implementation of the 
2040 General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR.  However, 
this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the 
decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopted a final 2040 General Plan. 

I29-30 The comment suggests additional policies to be included in the 2040 General 
Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Refer to response to 
comment O1-29. 

I29-31 The comment suggests additional topics that could be considered in the 2040 
General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Refer to 
response to comment O1-30. 

I29-32 The comment provides suggested actions that could benefit water resources, but 
fails to provide evidence linking benefits from these actions to impacts from 
implementation of the 2040 General Plan identified in the draft EIR. Refer to 
response to comment O1-31. 

I29-33 The comment suggests additional topics that could be considered in the 2040 
General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Refer to 
response to comment O1-32. 

I29-34 Refer to response to comment O1-33. 
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Letter 
I30 

Christopher Tull 
February 27, 2020 

 

I30-1 The comment requesting support for a dedicated bike network in the county is 
not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. 
However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 
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Letter 
I31 

Chuck Carmichael 
February 25, 2020 

 

I31-1 The comment expresses concern about 2040 General Plan policies and 
programs that the commenter asserts could increase fuel loads and their 
potential to effect wildfire hazards. See response to comment O32-30 for a 
discussion of the potential for 2040 General Plan policies and programs and the 
potential to increase wildland fire hazard.  
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Letter 
I32 

Clint Fultz 
February 23, 2020 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I3. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I3 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I32-1 Refer to response to comment I3-1 regarding the commenter’s concerns about 
climate change and the draft EIR analysis. 

I32-2 Refer to response to comment I3-2 regarding the use of the most current climate 
change science in the draft EIR analysis. 

I32-3 Refer to response to comment I3-3 regarding suggested mitigation measures. 
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Letter 
I33 

Cynthia Thomas Dickson 
February 27, 2020 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I9. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I9 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I33-1 Refer to response to comment I9-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin family 
and their land in Ventura County. 

I33-2 Refer to response to comment I9-3 regarding statements in the Coastal Area Plan. 

I33-3 Refer to response to comment I9-4 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I33-4 Refer to response to comment I9-5 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I33-5 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I33-6 Refer to response to comment I9-7 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I33-7 Refer to response to comment I9-8 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I33-8 Refer to response to comment I9-9 regarding water supply. 

I33-9 Refer to response to comment I9-10 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I34 

Daniel J Chambers 
February 27, 2020 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I8. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I8 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I34-1 Refer to response to comment I8-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin 
family, and the adequacy of the 2040 General Plan and draft EIR. 

I34-2 Refer to response to comment I8-3 regarding roadway expansion, addition of 
bike paths and lanes, and the resulting loss of farmland and impacts related to 
farming operations. 

I34-3 Refer to Master Response MR-2 regarding the 2040 General Plan’s consistency 
with the Save Open Space and Agricultural Resources initiative.  

I34-4 Refer to response to comment I8-5 regarding analysis of economic issues in the 
draft EIR. Also, refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why 
recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 

 

Letter 
I35 

Dario Grossberger 
February 27, 2020 

I35-1 Refer to response to comment O32-29 regarding the analysis of policies that 
encourage production of alternative fuels and Master Response MR-7, which 
explains in detail why recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I36 

Dave Chambers 
February 25, 2020 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I9. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I9 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I36-1 Refer to response to comment I9-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin family 
and their land in Ventura County. 

I36-2 Refer to response to comment I9-3 regarding statements in the Coastal Area Plan. 

I36-3 Refer to response to comment I9-4 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I36-4 Refer to response to comment I9-5 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I36-5 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I36-6 Refer to response to comment I9-7 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I36-7 Refer to response to comment I9-8 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I36-8 Refer to response to comment I9-9 regarding water supply. 

I36-9 Refer to response to comment I9-10 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I37 

Dave Holroyd Chambers 
February 25, 2020 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I8. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I8 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I37-1 Refer to response to comment I8-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin 
family, and the adequacy of the 2040 General Plan and draft EIR. 

I37-2 Refer to response to comment I8-3 regarding roadway expansion, addition of 
bike paths and lanes, and the resulting loss of farmland and impacts related to 
farming operations. 

I37-3 Refer to response to comment I8-4 and Master Response MR-2 regarding the 
2040 General Plan’s consistency with the Save Open Space and Agricultural 
Resources initiative.  

I37-4 Refer to response to comment I8-5 regarding analysis of economic issues in the 
draft EIR. Also, refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why 
recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 

 

Letter 
I38 

Dave Holroyd Chambers 
February 25, 2020 

This comment letter repeats the same comments provided in Letter I6. The responses below 
provide cross references to the portions of Letter I6 where responses to the same comments 
have already been provided. 

I38-1 Refer to response to comment I6-1, which discusses setbacks from freeways and 
high traffic roads as a way to reduce adverse air quality effects for sensitive 
receptors, and the feasibility of Mitigation Measure AQ-3 (Policy HAZ-10.X). 
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Letter 
I39 

Dave Holroyd Chambers 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter A13. The 
responses below provide cross references to the portions of Letter A13 where responses to 
the same comments have already been provided. 

I39-1 The comment describes that the Ventura County Coalition of Labor, Agriculture, 
and Business (CoLAB) has provided the following comments to the Agricultural 
Policy Advisory Committee describing issues with the draft EIR “that CoLAB 
believes will negatively impact the viability of local agriculture.” This comment is 
introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental issue for 
which a response is required. 

I39-2 Refer to response to comment A13-7 and Master Response MR-5 regarding the 
feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I39-3 Refer to response to comment A13-8 regarding the Right-to-Farm Ordinance and 
land use conflicts. 

I39-4 Refer to response to comment A13-9 regarding impacts related to urban-
agriculture interface. 

I39-5 Refer to response to comment A13-10 regarding 2040 General Plan Policies AG-
5.2 and AG-5.3. 

I39-6 Refer to response to comment A13-11 regarding water resources and loss of 
topsoil. 

I39-7 Refer to response to comment A13-12 regarding mitigation measure 
suggestions. 
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Letter 
I40 

Dave Holroyd Chambers and Beverly Chambers de Nicola 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter A13. The 
responses below provide cross references to the portions of Letter A13 where responses to 
the same comments have already been provided. 

I40-1 The comment describes that the Ventura County Coalition of Labor, Agriculture, 
and Business (CoLAB) has provided the following comments to the Agricultural 
Policy Advisory Committee describing issues with the draft EIR “that CoLAB 
believes will negatively impact the viability of local agriculture.” This comment is 
introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental issue for 
which a response is required. 

I40-2 Refer to response to comment A13-7 and Master Response MR-5 regarding the 
feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I40-3 Refer to response to comment A13-8 regarding the Right-to-Farm Ordinance and 
land use conflicts. 

I40-4 Refer to response to comment A13-9 regarding impacts related to urban-
agriculture interface. 

I40-5 Refer to response to comment A13-10 regarding 2040 General Plan Policies AG-
5.2 and AG-5.3. 

I40-6 Refer to response to comment A13-11 regarding water resources and loss of 
topsoil. 

I40-7 Refer to response to comment A13-12 regarding mitigation measure 
suggestions. 
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Letter 
I41 

David S Armstrong 
February 27, 2020 

I41-1 The comment asserts that the draft EIR does not adequately address impacts 
associated with proposed 2040 General Plan policies, specifically related to 
agriculture and forestry resources, because the impact assessment methodology 
does not account for the complexity of the 2040 General Plan. The comment also 
introduces more detailed comments below as based on the California Agricultural 
Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) Model.  

The LESA model is a point-based approach for rating the relative importance of 
agricultural land resources that was developed by the California Department of 
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture 
and farmland. It is based upon specific, measurable features at the parcel scale 
and is most appropriately applied at the project level. Refer to response to 
comment I41-2 and I41-3, below, for detailed response. 

 The draft EIR analyzes, at a programmatic level, the physical changes that could 
occur upon implementation of the 2040 General Plan. Contrary to the 
commenter’s assertion, the analysis of potential agricultural impacts is not limited 
to evaluation of direct land use conflicts. As explained under the subheading 
“Methodology” on page 4.2-3: 

The analysis considers whether future development under the 2040 
General Plan could result in loss of agricultural resources or conversion of 
agricultural resources to non-agricultural uses by allowing for non-
agricultural land uses to be located directly on existing designated 
farmland. It also considers whether the 2040 General Plan would result in 
indirect loss of agricultural resources by allowing for non-agricultural land 
uses adjacent to classified farmland. Examples of indirect losses of 
agricultural resources due to land use conflicts include: decreased solar 
access due to building heights from nonagricultural uses, dust exposure 
from construction or ongoing operations, and a reduction in available 
water resources for irrigation. Indirect loss of agricultural soils is due to 
increased wind and water erosion and direct loss of important soils is 
attributed to removal or permanent overcovering. 
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The discussion in the draft EIR under the subheading “Thresholds of Significance” 
explains the development of thresholds for the evaluation. As explained, the option 
to evaluate the 2040 General Plan based on the LESA model was not employed. 
Instead, thresholds were developed by combining the County of Ventura’s adopted 
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines, which include threshold criteria to assist in 
the evaluation of significant impacts for individual projects, and the sample 
questions provided in Appendix G of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Guidelines. This has resulted in an appropriately thorough and CEQA-
compliant evaluation of the potential for implementation of the 2040 General Plan 
to result in conversion of agricultural land.  

The comment suggests that the draft EIR does not provide an analysis or 
meaningful mitigation of policies and mitigation measures that could result in the 
conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses or create physical changes, but 
provides no specific examples. The draft EIR discusses the potential for direct 
and indirect loss of Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique 
Farmland, and Farmland of Local Importance under Impact 4.2-1 beginning on 
page 4.2-9. Any future development that causes the loss of Important Farmland 
that exceeds the County’s acreage thresholds would be considered significant. 
Potential for conflicts between Farmland and non-agricultural uses to result in 
conversion or loss of agricultural land is evaluated in Impact 4.2-2 beginning on 
page 4.2-17 of the draft EIR. As summarized on page 4.2-18, the 2040 General 
Plan includes policies and programs that limit potential for land use conflicts in 
addition to the County’s robust existing regulatory framework established to 
protect agricultural resources; therefore, potential for conflicts would be minimal. 

I41-2 The comment states that the draft EIR does not quantify existing conditions or 
anticipated changes in water availability for agricultural uses. Refer to response 
to comment A13-11 for a discussion of available water resources for irrigation 
and indirect impacts to agricultural land. Also refer to response to comment O7-4 
addressing the availability of water for the agricultural industry. 

 Specifically, the commenter cites the proposed groundwater sustainability plan 
for the Oxnard Basin and restrictions on water use purportedly proposed by Fox 
Canyon Groundwater Management Agency. These changes are being made by 
water purveyors in response to State legislation and are not part of the 2040 
General Plan. A reduction in available water resources that causes conversion of 
farmland is not a potential impact of the project and is, therefore, appropriately 
excluded from the draft EIR impact discussion.  

Although the comment states that the proposed 2040 General Plan policies will 
play a significant role in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses, no 
specific areas of concern are identified. Refer to response to comment I41-1, 
above, regarding the draft EIR’s discussion of potential conversion of farmland to 
non-agriculture uses and Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of 
Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I41-3 The comment states that the 2040 General Plan would create minimum lot size 
requirements for the Open Space and Agricultural land use designations, which it 
asserts would make more than half of farms in the county non-conforming with the 
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General Plan, and that as a result existing agricultural uses would be shut down or 
otherwise become non-agricultural uses. The comment further states that there is 
no analysis of the effect that policies establishing minimum parcel sizes could have 
on existing agricultural operations. Because these existing land uses would be 
considered non-conforming, the comment indicates that the 2040 General Plan 
could impair the ability for agricultural properties that do not meet the parcel size 
requirements to obtain building permits. The 2040 General Plan proposes no 
change in the minimum lot sizes of any land use designations. Therefore, the 
commenter’s assertion that the 2040 General Plan would create new minimum lot 
size requirements is inaccurate. Furthermore, EIRs are not required to speculate 
about a project’s environmental impacts (State CEQA Guidelines, § 15145). As an 
initial matter, the 2040 General Plan would not make or require any regulatory 
changes that would render any existing legal lot nonconforming as to minimum lot 
size. Moreover, no County land use approval is needed to engage in agricultural 
production regardless of the size of the parcel or its conformance to the applicable 
minimum lot size. In addition, there is no blanket prohibition on the issuance of 
building permits for structures proposed on legal lots that do not conform to the 
applicable minimum lot size. There is no evidence that existing agricultural uses 
would be “shut down” or that building permits would be denied if landowners do 
not purchase adjacent land to increase lot sizes to conform to the minimum lot size 
requirements of the 2040 General Plan. Discussion of potential indirect effects 
related to minimum lot sizes would be speculative and would not significantly 
change the analysis or conclusions of the draft EIR. No changes to the draft EIR 
have been made in response to this comment.  

I41-4 The comment suggests that any outcome of the 2040 General Plan “that results 
in stopping the production of agriculture constitutes a conversion” pursuant to 
CEQA and asserts that the draft EIR fails to evaluate all potential impacts.  

In fact, the evaluation of the effect of a project on agriculture under CEQA 
addresses conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance as defined by the United States Department of Agriculture 
(see Pub. Res. Code, § 21060.1 and Section II.a of Appendix G to the State 
CEQA Guidelines). Changes to the existing environment are also evaluated for 
their potential to result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use (see 
Section II.e of Appendix G). Therefore, the analysis in the draft EIR appropriately 
addresses effects to land that meets the requirements of these designations; an 
evaluation of all land in agricultural production is not required. Further, CEQA 
does not define the term “conversion” for the purpose of this evaluation. See 
response to comment O5-29 for additional discussion of agricultural conversion. 

 As discussed in response to comments I41-2 and I41-3, above, there is no 
evidence that the policies and implementation programs proposed in the 2040 
General Plan would result in changes to the existing environment that would 
cause conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use beyond those analyzed in 
the draft EIR. The potential for specific future projects to conflict with, or cause 
the conversion of, agricultural land would be evaluated at the project level. As 
discussed on page 4.2-17 of the draft EIR, the potential to result in the 
conversion of Farmland is considered a significant and unavoidable impact due 
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to the potential that future projects could result in direct or indirect loss of 
Important Farmlands because there are no actions or policies that the County 
could feasibly mandate to fully replace the loss of Important Farmland. Refer to 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I42 

David Czarnecki 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I8. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I8 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I42-1 Refer to response to comment I8-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin 
family, and the adequacy of the 2040 General Plan and draft EIR. 

I42-2 Refer to response to comment I8-3 regarding roadway expansion, addition of 
bike paths and lanes, and the resulting loss of farmland and impacts related to 
farming operations. 

I42-3 Refer to response to comment I8-4 and Master Response MR-2 regarding the 
2040 General Plan’s consistency with the Save Open Space and Agricultural 
Resources initiative.  

I42-4 Refer to response to comment I8-5 regarding analysis of economic issues in the 
draft EIR. Also, refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why 
recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I43 

Dawn Kuznkowski 
February 25, 2020 

 

I43-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.A County’s Authority to Regulate 
Oil and Gas Development, Section MR-4.F Flaring, and Section MR-4.J Potential 
to Stop Issuing Permits for New Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas Operations), 
regarding the findings and conclusions related to the County’s authority to 
prohibit specific activities such as hydraulic fracturing, flaring in oil and gas 
operations, and phasing out the oil and gas industry. 
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Letter 
I44 

Dennis Reynolds 
February 25, 2020 

 

I44-1 The comment expresses concern about the economic impacts of the draft EIR 
and asserts that the draft EIR is biased against oil and gas producers. The 
comment apparently conflates the draft EIR with the 2040 General Plan. The 
2040 General Plan is the genesis of Policy COS-7.2; the draft EIR evaluates the 
potential for the policies and programs proposed in the 2040 General Plan to 
hamper or preclude access to the resource (refer to Impact 4.12-3). As noted by 
the commenter, the draft EIR determines that the effect of the 2040 General Plan 
would be significant and unavoidable. 

EIRs are not required to treat a project’s economic or social effects as significant 
effects on the environment (CEQA Guidelines, § 15131). Social and economic 
effects need only be considered in an EIR where there is a clear link between 
those economic or social effects and physical environmental changes. Therefore, 
the commenter’s concerns about the fairness and the financial implications of 
Policy COS-7.2 are appropriately excluded from discussion in the draft EIR. The 
economic issues raised in this comment would not result in any adverse physical 
changes to the environment not already addressed in the draft EIR. However, 
this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the 
decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

 For further discussion of the setback proposed in COS-7.2, as well as draft EIR 
Mitigation Measure PR-1, which would reduce the minimum setback for schools 
from 2,500 feet to 1,500 feet, refer to Master Response MR-4. Master Response 
MR-4 also provides further context regarding the County’s authority to regulate 
oil and gas development (MR-4.A), antiquated permits and takings (MR-4.B), and 
the underlying motives of the proposed oil and gas policies (MR-4.C). 

Regarding the comment that the draft EIR should be recirculated, refer to Master 
Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft EIR is not 
required. 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-780 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-781 

Letter 
I45 

Derek McLaughlin 
No date 

 

I45-1 The comment raises concerns about current operation and expansion of the Port 
of Hueneme, locating residential units near freeways, and preservation of natural 
shorelines. The comment does not clearly address the draft 2040 General Plan 
and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is 
required. However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be 
forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a 
decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. Note that the effects of the 2040 
General Plan on air quality are addressed in the draft EIR in Section 4.3, “Air 
Quality.” Specifically, Impact 4.3-5 (starting on page 4.3-20) analyzes the 
potential impacts to sensitive receptors from locating new residential 
development and other sensitive uses near high traffic volume freeways and 
roadways and other sources of toxic air contaminants. The draft EIR proposes 
Mitigation Measure AQ-3, which, as revised in the final EIR, would require that 
new sensitive receptors not be located within 1,000 feet of any freeway or 
roadway experiencing traffic volumes that exceed 50,000 vehicles per day, 
respectively, unless a site-specific Ventura County Air Pollution Control District-
approved health risk assessment shows that associated levels of cancer risk at 
the sensitive receptors would not exceed 10 in 1 million. Refer to final EIR 
Chapter 3, “Revisions to the draft EIR,” for the revisions to Mitigation Measure 
AQ-3. 

I45-2 The comment is related to implementation of Policy COS-1.15, proposed in the 
2040 General Plan, through which the County would establish a goal to plant two 
million trees by 2040. The comment expresses concern about the greenhouse 
gas emissions associated with embedded energy of water that would be used to 
irrigate the trees and the potential for nonnative trees to degrade natural 
ecosystems.  

The draft EIR analyzes, at a programmatic level, the physical changes that could 
occur upon implementation of the 2040 General Plan; this includes planting trees 
pursuant to Policy COS-1.15 which states “The County shall establish and 
support a countywide target for the County, cities in Ventura County, agencies, 
organizations, businesses, and citizens to plant two million trees throughout the 
county by 2040.” The commenter recommends that this policy should require 
native and drought tolerant trees. The effects of the 2040 General Plan on 
natural ecosystems, greenhouse gas emissions, and air quality, are addressed in 
the draft EIR in Section 4.4, “Biological Resources,” Section 4.8, “Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions,” and Section 4.3, “Air Quality,” respectively. The location, 
species, and program for establishing the trees planted pursuant to Policy COS-
1.15 have not been established. Furthermore, the policy encourages the planting 
of trees throughout Ventura County, regardless of jurisdictional boundaries and 
property owner (e.g. unincorporated versus city and private versus public entity) 
and provides broad flexibility in the species and type of trees planted to achieve 
this goal. For this reason, it is not possible to provide a detailed analysis of the 
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potential water demand and source of water to establish the trees. Additionally, 
because this policy encourages a wide range of opportunities to plant up to two 
million trees countywide, it does not limit the species and type of trees. An EIR is 
not required to speculate about environmental impacts. It is anticipated that 
implementation of this policy would not conflict with the County’s programs 
related to water use efficiency, promotion of renewable energy, and preservation 
of natural communities. Also, the GHG projections included in the 2040 General 
Plan and draft EIR account for GHG emissions associated with the embedded 
energy of future water consumption, which includes water for irrigation.  

This comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the 
decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

I45-3 The comment states that climate change is the most important topic addressed in 
the 2040 General Plan and requests that the County preserve the Oxnard 
Performing Arts Center. The comment addresses the draft 2040 General Plan 
and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is 
required. Refer to Master Response MR-1 for a discussion of the Climate Action 
Plan that is incorporated into the 2040 General Plan. Climate change is also 
addressed in the draft EIR in Section 4.8, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions.”  
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Letter 
I46 

Diana Kubilos 
February 27, 2020 

 

I46-1 The commenting individual’s participation in Ventura County Climate Hub is 
noted. This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. Refer to the responses to 
Letter O1 for responses to the comments raised in the petition. 

I46-2 The comment provides suggestions about the types of programs that could be 
included in the 2040 General Plan. These include a citizen advisory committee to 
provide input about the climate change and community resilience, support for 
trails and sustainable transport, refinement to Policy COS-1.15 to address food 
security through the types of trees that would be planted, and “Transition 
Streets.” As explained in draft EIR Table 4.8-6 (page 4.8-40) and in the text 
(page 4.8-44), the 2040 General Plan includes several programs that would 
reduce GHG emissions by reducing vehicle miles traveled and promoting trips by 
people walking and biking, and other options to driving alone (Programs CTM-A, 
and CTM-I to CTM-O). The 2040 General Plan also includes programs to reduce 
GHG emissions through water efficiency and conservation as explained on page 
4.8-44. The 2040 General Plan also would include programs that reduce GHG 
emissions associated with the hauling and production of food including 
encouraging local consumption of locally produced food (page 4.8-33). The 2040 
General Plan also includes Implementation Program COS-CC, which would 
establish a Climate Emergency Council to advise the Board of Supervisors on 
implementation of the climate action plan goals, policies, and programs of the 
2040 General Plan.  

The draft EIR includes Mitigation Measure GHG-4, in which the Climate 
Emergency Council would develop recommended subprograms to implement the 
52 GHG reduction policies of the 2040 General Plan that do not have associated 
implementation programs (draft EIR Table 4.8-7, page 4.8-45). Refer to final EIR 
Chapter 3, “Revisions to the draft EIR,” for revisions to Mitigation Measure GHG-4.  

The comment does not identify how these changes to the 2040 General Plan 
would address environmental effects found to be significant in the draft EIR. 
Therefore, no further response is required. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan.  
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Letter 
I47 

Diane Diedrich 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I47-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I47-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I47-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost.  

I47-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I47-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I47-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I47-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I47-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I47-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I48 

Dominick McCormick 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I48-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I48-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I48-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I48-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I48-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I48-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I48-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I48-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6 

I48-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I49 

Donald Price 
February 25, 2020 

 

I49-1 The description of the commenting individual’s role as an environmental engineer 
is noted. This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. 

I49-2 The comment states that the frequency of greenhouse gas (GHG) strategy 
implementation and monitoring reports and GHG emission inventory updates 
have been extended beyond agreed limits associated with Implementation 
Program Z and Implementation Program AA in the Conservation and Open 
Space Element of the 2040 General Plan. While these policies are included in 
Section 4.8, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions,” of the draft EIR, the comment 
addresses policies and implementation programs of the 2040 General Plan and 
is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR.  

Program Z and Program AA both support implementation and monitoring of the 
GHG reduction strategy (refer to Table 4.8-8 in the draft EIR). Program Z 
supports public participation by establishing a process for communication and 
public feedback on strategies. Program AA would require updates to the GHG 
emissions inventory to track GHG reduction performance at 5-year intervals. The 
comment provides no evidence that requiring update of the inventory at 2-year 
intervals would result in improved management and reduction of GHG emissions. 
There would be no change to the analysis or conclusions in the draft EIR. 
However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

I49-3 The comment addresses the GHG inventory prepared for baseline levels (2015) 
and future target years (2020, 2030, 2040, and 2050). The comment notes that 
the County may not achieve State targets and calls attention to the draft EIR’s 
significant and unavoidable conclusion for Impact 4.8-2 (Conflict with an 
Applicable Plan, Policy, or Regulation for the Purpose of Reducing the Emissions 
of GHGs). The draft EIR GHG analysis demonstrates that the 2040 General Plan 
would set future GHG emissions on a downward trajectory consistent with State 
reduction targets, provides detailed discussion of the 118 policies and 45 
implementation programs of the 2040 General Plan that are supportive of future 
GHG reductions, and provides detailed discussion of why the County cannot 
determine at this time that future GHG emissions would align with State 2030 
and post-2030 targets for GHG reduction. Refer to Master Response MR-1 for a 
discussion of these targets and additional details pertaining to the methodology 
used to estimate GHG emissions for these years. 

I49-4 The comment suggests that the implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-1 
may be premature because it may be possible in the future to use natural gas 
pipelines to distribute hydrogen for fuel cell electric vehicles, if fuel cell electric 
vehicles become widely available, although, as the commenter acknowledges, 
there are several issues with the feasibility of such a proposal. Decarbonization 
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of future residential and commercial buildings through prohibition of natural gas 
infrastructure under Mitigation Measure GHG-1 is consistent with the trajectory of 
Part 6 of Title 24 of the California Building Code (California Energy Code).The 
draft EIR identifies Mitigation Measure GHG-1 to reduce the potentially significant 
GHG emissions impacts of the 2040 General Plan (Impact 4.8-1 and Impact 4.8-
2). Refer to final EIR Chapter 3, “Revisions to the draft EIR,” for revisions to 
Mitigation Measure GHG-4. No further response to this comment is required. 

I49-5 This comment expresses appreciation that climate change is addressed in the 
2040 General Plan, and notes that the 2040 General Plan will not on its own 
prevent anticipated impacts of global climate change from affecting the county, 
and refers to the need for worldwide transition away from fossil fuel use to 
renewable energy to avoid climate change impacts. This comment does not 
address the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is acknowledged 
for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their 
consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 
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Letter 
I50 

Dulaine and Douglas La Barre 
February 3, 2020 

 

I50-1 For comments related to greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction planning concerns, 
refer to Master Response MR-1. For concerns regarding oil and gas, refer to 
Master Response MR-4. 

I50-2 The comment refers to some oil and gas operations in the county as “super-
emitters.” Refer to Master Response MR-1 regarding oil and gas operations and 
how these activities are addressed in the GHG inventories prepared for the 2040 
General Plan and draft EIR. 

I50-3 The comment requests that the 2040 General Plan “defend” the 5-pound air 
pollution limits for Ojai Valley. As discussed in the draft EIR and explained further 
in response to comment O20-14, the comment refers to a threshold of 
significance for daily reactive organic gas and nitrogen oxide emissions in the 
Ojai Valley which is referenced in the Ojai Valley Area Plan.  This threshold, 
which applies to sources that are not permitted by the Ventura County Air 
Pollution Control District, was added to the Ventura County Air Pollution Control 
District’s Air Quality Assessment Guidelines in 1989 and the reference to this 
threshold was thereafter added to the Ojai Valley Area Plan in 1995. The 2040 
General Plan would not change this threshold. The comment addresses the draft 
2040 General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, 
no response is required. However, this comment is acknowledged for the record 
and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior 
to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

I50-4 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H Buffers (Setback) regarding 
the findings and conclusions related to buffers (setbacks) in oil and gas 
operations. 

I50-5 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F Flaring and Section MR-4.J 
Potential to Stop Issuing Permits for New Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas 
Operations), regarding the findings and conclusions related to flaring and 
phasing out the oil and gas industry. 

I50-6 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.A, County’s Authority to 
Regulate Oil and Gas Development, regarding the County’s authority to prohibit 
specific activities such as hydraulic fracturing. 

I50-7 The climate change impacts summarized in the comment are noted. The 
comment addresses the draft 2040 General Plan and is not related to the 
adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. However, this 
comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-
making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a 
final 2040 General Plan. 
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Letter 
I51 

Edward Chambers, MD 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I9. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I9 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I51-1 Refer to response to comment I9-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin family 
and their land in Ventura County. 

I51-2 Refer to response to comment I9-3 regarding statements in the Coastal Area 
Plan. 

I51-3 Refer to response to comment I9-4 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I51-4 Refer to response to comment I9-5 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR.  

I51-5 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I51-6 Refer to response to comment I9-7 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I51-7 Refer to response to comment I9-8 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I51-8 Refer to response to comment I9-9 regarding water supply. 

I51-9 Refer to response to comment I9-10 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I52 

Edward Michael McMonigle  
February 27, 2020 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I9. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I9 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I52-1 Refer to response to comment I9-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin family 
and their land in Ventura County. 

I52-2 Refer to response to comment I9-3 regarding statements in the Coastal Area Plan. 

I52-3 Refer to response to comment I9-4 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I52-4 Refer to response to comment I9-5 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR.  

I52-5 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I52-6 Refer to response to comment I9-7 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I52-7 Refer to response to comment I9-8 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I52-8 Refer to response to comment I9-9 regarding water supply. 

I52-9 Refer to response to comment I9-10 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I53 

Elizabeth Chambers Martinez 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I9. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I9 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I53-1 Refer to response to comment I9-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin family 
and their land in Ventura County. 

I53-2 Refer to response to comment I9-3 regarding statements in the Coastal Area 
Plan. 

I53-3 Refer to response to comment I9-4 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I53-4 Refer to response to comment I9-5 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I53-5 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I53-6 Refer to response to comment I9-7 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I53-7 Refer to response to comment I9-8 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I53-8 Refer to response to comment I9-9 regarding water supply. 

I53-9 Refer to response to comment I9-10 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I54 

Elizabeth Chambers Martinez 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter A13. The 
responses below provide cross references to the portions of Letter A13 where responses to 
the same comments have already been provided. 

I54-1 The comment describes that the Ventura County Coalition of Labor, Agriculture, 
and Business (CoLAB) has provided the following comments to the Agricultural 
Policy Advisory Committee describing issues with the draft EIR “that CoLAB 
believes will negatively impact the viability of local agriculture.” This comment is 
introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental issue for 
which a response is required. 

I54-2 Refer to response to comment A13-7 and Master Response MR-5 regarding the 
feasibility of Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I54-3 Refer to response to comment A13-8 regarding the Right-to-Farm Ordinance and 
land use conflicts. 

 Also, refer to response to comment A13-9 regarding impacts related to urban-
agriculture interface. 

I54-4 Refer to response to comment A13-10 regarding 2040 General Plan Policies AG-
5.2 and AG-5.3. 

I54-5 Refer to response to comment A13-11 regarding water resources and loss of 
topsoil. 

I54-6 Refer to response to comment A13-12 regarding mitigation measure 
suggestions. 
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Letter 
I55 

Elizabeth Chambers Martinez 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I8. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I8 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I55-1 Refer to response to comment I8-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin 
family, and the adequacy of the 2040 General Plan and draft EIR. 

I55-2 Refer to response to comment I8-3 regarding roadway expansion, addition of 
bike paths and lanes, and the resulting loss of farmland and impacts related to 
farming operations.  

I55-3 Refer to response to comment I8-4 and Master Response MR-2 regarding the 
2040 General Plan’s consistency with the Save Open Space and Agricultural 
Resources initiative.  

I55-4 Refer to response to comment I8-5 regarding analysis of economic issues in the 
draft EIR. Also, refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why 
recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I56 

Elizabeth Siboldi 
February 26, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I23. The 
responses below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I23 where responses to the 
same comments have already been provided. 

I56-1 Refer to response to comment I23-1 regarding the effects of climate change on 
Ventura County.  

I56-2 Refer to response to comment I23-2 regarding the GHG inventory conducted for 
the County. 

I56-3 Refer to response to comment I23-3 regarding the climate action planning 
incorporated in the 2040 General Plan. 

I56-4 Refer to response to comment I23-4 regarding suggestions for the County to set 
5-year interval reduction goals and strategies to reduce emissions. 

I56-5 The information summarizing the economic costs of the proposed 2040 General 
Plan are noted. This comment is a concluding statement and does not raise a 
significant environmental issue for which a response is required. 
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Letter 
I57 

Emily Hirsch 
February 23, 2020 

 

I57-1 The comment refers to the level of greenhouse gas emissions reductions 
provided by the 2040 General Plan relative to State goals. Refer to Master 
Response MR-1 for discussion of these topics. See also response to comment 
I50-3 regarding the Ventura County Air Pollution Control District’s recommended 
threshold of significance for reactive organic gas and nitrogen oxide emissions in 
Ojai Valley. 

The comment addresses the  2040 General Plan and is not related to the 
adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. However, this 
comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-
making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a 
final 2040 General Plan. 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-823 

 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-824 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-825 

Letter 
I58 

Erik Fruth 
February 27, 2020 

 

I58-1 The comment provides suggested edits to policies proposed in the 2040 General 
Plan related to social justice, environmental justice, and inclusivity and is not 
related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. 

I58-2 The comment provides suggestions for the 2040 General Plan and is not related 
to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Specifically, the comment requests the inclusion 
of programs that provide a framework for implementation of the greenhouse gas-
related policies and programs of the 2040 General Plan that is observable, 
measurable, and provides for public participation. Note that the programs in the 
2040 General Plan would largely achieve these goals. See, for example, 
Programs Z, AA, BB, and CC of the Conservation and Open Space Element. 
However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 
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Letter 
I59 

Fiona Bremner 
February 21, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I3. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I3 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I59-1 Refer to response to comment I3-1 regarding the commenter’s concerns about 
climate change and the draft EIR analysis. 

I59-2 Refer to response to comment I3-2 regarding the use of the most current climate 
change science in the draft EIR analysis. 

I59-3 Refer to response to comment I3-3 regarding suggested mitigation measures. 

I59-4 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F Flaring, regarding the findings 
and conclusions related to flaring in oil and gas operations. Refer to response to 
comment O1-29 for discussion of the recommendation to ban gas-fueled lawn 
and garden equipment.  
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Letter 
I60 

Fred J Ferro 
February 25, 2020 

 

I60-1 The description and concerns related to the oil and gas industry of the 
commenting individual are noted. This comment is introductory in nature and 
does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is required. 
See responses to comments I60-2 through I60-4, below, regarding policies 
addressed in the draft EIR that pertain to the oil and gas industry.  

I60-2 The comment addresses implementation of Policy COS-7.4 in the 2040 General 
Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment 
is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making 
bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. 

Further, the comment states that the economic impacts of implementing Policy 
COS-7.4 should be analyzed. However, EIRs are not required to treat a project’s 
economic or social effects as significant effects on the environment (State CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15131). Social and economic effects need only be considered in an 
EIR where there is a clear link between those economic or social effects and 
physical environmental changes. The economic issues raised in this comment 
would not result in any adverse physical changes to the environment not already 
addressed in the draft EIR. Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.B, 
“Antiquated Permits and Takings,” regarding takings. This comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopted a final 2040 General 
Plan. 

I60-3 Regarding revisions to Policy COS-7.4, refer to response to comment I60-2, 
above. Also, refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why 
recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 

I60-4 The comment states that recent available County Agricultural Commissioner data 
should have been used in discussing impacts that would affect the local 
agricultural industry. It is unclear which data from the County Agricultural 
Commissioner the commenter refers to. The data used for the impact analysis 
accurately represent existing physical conditions at the time of publication of the 
notice of preparation in January 2019 (refer to Section 4.2, “Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources,” in the draft EIR). Nonetheless, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. 
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Letter 
I61 

Gabriel R. Duarte 
February 27, 2020 

 

I61-1 The commenting individual’s concerns related to the oil and gas industry and the 
draft EIR’s analysis of oil and gas mineral resources are noted. This comment is 
introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental issue for 
which a response is required. 

I61-2 Refer to Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County appropriately 
uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental setting in the 
draft EIR. The commenter indicates that the draft EIR and Background Report do 
not provide a complete description of the existing and current regulatory setting 
for production of mineral resources. The commenter does not specify the 
additional information regarding the regulatory setting applicable to analysis of 
impacts to mineral and petroleum resources that needs to be included in the EIR. 

The Background Report Section 8.4, “Mineral Resources,” 8.5, “Energy 
Resources,” and Section 10.2 “Legal and Regulatory Framework for Water 
Management (Class II Underground Injection Control Program),” provide relevant 
regulatory information necessary for understanding and evaluating the impacts of 
the 2040 General Plan on petroleum resources. Additionally, the draft EIR 
Mineral and Petroleum Resources Section 4.12.1, Background Report Setting 
Updates, includes additional information laws and regulations that pertain to 
petroleum development. This includes federal laws and regulations related to gas 
pipelines, state laws and regulations related to the California Pipeline Safety Act 
of 1981, Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD) Rule No. 71.1 – 
Crude Oil Production and Separation and Rule No. 54 – Sulfur Compounds, 
VCAPCD Primary (Non-Emergency) Flares, VCAPCD Emergency Flares, and 
VCAPCD Permitted Flare Variances, and Non-Coastal and Coastal Zoning 
Ordinances.  In the response to this comment, and based on the April 9, 2020 
comment letter from the California Geologic Energy Management Division 
(CalGEM) describing its current regulatory program, the regulatory framework 
section has been augmented. The enhance discussion of regulatory framework 
would not alter the findings or analysis in the EIR. The augments to the 
regulatory setting for Section 4.12 are provided in final EIR Chapter 3, “Revisions 
to the Draft EIR.”  

I61-3 The commenter asserts that the draft EIR fails to analyze impacts to mineral 
resource zones that would occur as a result of implementation of the 2040 
General Plan. The draft EIR Section 4.12.2 Environmental Impacts and Mitigation 
Measures (page 4.12-5) indicates that “To determine the potential for the 2040 
General Plan to conflict with the extraction of mineral resources, the proposed 
land use diagram was compared to maps of aggregate resources maintained by 
the State (mineral resource zones mapped by the California Division of Mines 
and Geology [now known as the California Geological Survey]) and County (as 
Mineral Resource Protection [MRP] overlay zone) described in the Background 
Report. The potential for physical changes within identified mineral resource 
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zones (MRZs) was determined using geographic information system software. 
Specifically, the analysis focused on MRZ-2 lands, which are identified in the 
County’s NCZO with an MRP Overlay. Consistent with ISAG [Initial Study 
Assessment Guidelines] Section 3a, any land use proposed on or immediately 
adjacent to land zoned in the MRP Overlay designation or adjacent to a principal 
access road to a property with the boundaries of an existing conditional use 
permit for mineral (e.g., aggregate) resources extraction is considered to have 
the potential to hamper or preclude access to mineral resources.”   

The draft concludes that with the implementation of policies proposed in the 2040 
General Plan, the potential for development on or adjacent to mineral resources 
that are zoned, mapped, or permitted for extraction, which could hamper or 
preclude extraction of the resources, would be less than significant (4.12-10) for 
Impact 4.12-1: Result in Development on or Adjacent to Existing Mineral 
Resources Extraction Sites or Areas Where Mineral Resources Are Zoned, 
Mapped, or Permitted for Extraction, Which Could Hamper or Preclude Extraction 
of the Resources (4.12-9)).  Additionally, the draft EIR concludes that future 
development would not be anticipated to result in the loss of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the State and 
this impact would be less than significant (4.12-10) for Impact 4.12-2: Result in 
the Loss of Availability of a Known Mineral Resource That Would Be of Value to 
the Region and the Residents of the State (4.12-10).  

Refer to response to comment O5-90 regarding the interplay between the land 
use designations in the 2040 General Plan and mineral resource zones and 
Master Response MR-2 for a detailed discussion of how buildout was analyzed in 
the draft EIR. Response to comment O9-8 provides a discussion of the potential 
for indirect impacts due to incompatible land uses. 

I61-4 The comment states that the draft EIR does not include the analysis requested in 
the above comments. For the reasons described in response to comments I61-1 
and I61-2, above, the draft EIR analysis is adequate. Also, refer to Master Response 
MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I62 

Garry Star 
February 24, 2020 

 

I62-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H Buffers (Setback) regarding 
the findings and conclusions related to buffers (setbacks) in oil and gas 
operations. 

I62-2 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.G Pipeline Requirements, 
regarding the findings and conclusions related to pipelines in oil and gas 
operations.  

I62-3  Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F Flaring regarding the findings 
and conclusions related to flaring in oil and gas operations. 

I62-4 The comment suggests revising the policies proposed the 2040 General Plan to 
achieve measurable, enforceable reductions in GHG emissions. Refer to Master 
Response MR-1 for discussion of the draft EIR’s detailed quantitative and 
qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 implementation programs included in 
the 2040 General Plan to reduce GHG emissions in the county and the seven 
feasible mitigation measures included in the draft EIR to address the potentially 
significant GHG impacts of the 2040 General Plan and achieve additional GHG 
emissions reductions.  
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Letter 
I63 

Gary L Wolfe 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I63-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I63-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I63-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I63-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I63-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I63-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I63-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I63-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I63-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I64 

Geoffrey Dann 
February 25, 2020 

I64-1 The comment addresses the 2040 General Plan and is not related to the 
adequacy of the draft EIR, therefore no further response is required. The 
comment also expresses concerns about climate change, which is addressed in 
the draft EIR in Section 4.8, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions.” This comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan.  
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Letter 
I65 

George A Graham 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I65-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I65-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I65-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I65-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I65-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I65-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I65-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I65-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I65-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I66 

Geraldine Gramckow 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I66-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I66-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I66-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I66-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I66-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I66-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I66-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I66-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I66-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I67 

Gloria Valladolid 
February 22, 2020 

 

I67-1 The commenter refers to a letter submitted by Climate First: Replacing Oil & Gas. 
See responses to Letter O20. 
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Letter 
I68 

Gordon Clint 
February 23, 2020 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I29. The 
responses below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I29 where responses to the 
same comments have already been provided. 

I68-1 The concerns of the commenter regarding climate change and importance of the 
County’s General Plan are noted. This comment is introductory in nature and 
does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is required. 

I68-2 Refer to response to comment I29-3 with respect to the treatment of methane 
and oil and gas extraction. 

I68-3 Refer to response to comment I29-4 with respect to statewide greenhouse gas 
(GHG) reduction goals. 

I68-4 The commenter’s concerns related to climate change are noted. This comment is 
introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental issue for 
which a response is required.  

I68-5 Refer to response to comment I29-6 regarding mitigation for climate change impacts.  

I68-6 Refer to response to comment O1-7 regarding criteria air pollutant emissions. 

I68-7 Refer to response to comment I29-8 regarding impacts and mitigation related to 
climate change and stormwater management. 

I68-8 The comment addresses the draft 2040 General Plan and is not related to the 
adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. However, this 
comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-
making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a 
final 2040 General Plan. 

I68-9 Refer to response to comment I29-10 regarding the evaluation of energy use in 
the draft EIR. 

I68-10 Refer to response to comment I29-11 for a discussion of decarbonization and 
electrification of the transportation system. 

I68-11 Refer to response to comment I29-12 regarding the use and transport of 
hazardous materials as well as feasible mitigation. 

I68-12 Refer to response to comment O1-13 regarding hydrology and water quality. 

I68-13 Refer to response to comment I29-14 regarding incompatible land uses, health 
risk, and environmental justice. 

I68-14 Refer to response to comment I29-15 regarding economic effects and climate 
changes effects. 
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I68-15 Refer to response to comment I29-16 for discussion of 2040 General Plan Policy 
CTM-C. 

I68-16 Refer to response to comment I29-17 regarding California Environmental Quality 
Act requirements for the analysis of GHG effects.  

I68-17 Refer to response to comment I29-18 regarding renewable energy and microgrids. 

I68-18 Refer to response to comment I29-19 regarding regulations and policies related 
to solid waste and recycling.  

I68-19 Refer to response to comment I29-20 regarding comments submitted by Bruce 
Smith. Also, see responses to Letter I20 from Bruce Smith. 

I68-20 Refer to response to comment I29-21 regarding use of a statement of overriding 
considerations and evaluation of vehicle miles traveled. 

I68-21 See response to comment I29-22 regarding concerns about environmental 
impacts associated with modifications to State Route 118 proposed in the 2040 
General Plan.  

I68-22 Refer to response to comment I29-23 regarding vehicle miles traveled benchmarks. 

I68-23 Refer to response to comment I29-24 regarding suggested topics to be 
considered in the 2040 General Plan. 

I68-24 Refer to response to comment I29-24 regarding suggested revisions to proposed 
2040 General Plan policies. 

I68-25 Refer to response to comment I29-26 regarding proposed renewable energy 
policies in the 2040 General Plan.  

I68-26 Refer to response to comment I29-27 regarding suggested topics to be 
considered in the 2040 General Plan. 

I68-27 Refer to response to comment I29-28 regarding the commentary on the County’s 
policies and procedures relative to the oil and gas industry. 

I68-28 Refer to response to comment I29-29 regarding suggested topics to be 
considered in the 2040 General Plan. 

I68-29 Refer to response to comment I29-30 regarding suggested topics to be 
considered in the 2040 General Plan. 

I68-30 Refer to response to comment I29-31 regarding water resources. 

I68-31 Refer to response to comment I29-32 regarding suggested topics to be 
considered in the 2040 General Plan. 

I68-32 The comment emphasizes the need for an adequate plan that sufficiently 
reduces GHG emissions. This comment is conclusory in nature and does not 
raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is required. 
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Letter 
I69 

Gregory H Smith 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I69-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I69-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I69-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost.  

I69-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I69-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I69-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I69-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I69-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I69-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 



Comments and Responses to Comments   

 Ventura County 
2-856 2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-857 

Letter 
I70 

H Elaine Cavaletto 
February 27, 2020 

I70-1 The commenting individual’s concerns regarding the EIR are noted. This 
comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental 
issue for which a response is required. 

I70-2 The comment states that “wildlife corridor” is an issue and that restrictions on 
brush removal leads to increased fuel load and increased wildfire risk. The 
commenter’s reference to restrictions on brush removal within wildfire corridors is 
unclear. This term is not used in the draft 2040 General Plan. Refer to response 
to comment I4-6 regarding the County’s Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife 
Corridor ordinances, which are separate from the 2040 General Plan, and the 
draft EIR’s analysis of wildfire impacts. 

I70-3 The commenter’s references to purchasing farmland for agricultural preservation 
is unclear and increased regulatory demand are unclear. It is inferred that the 
commenter may be referring to Mitigation Measure AG-2. Refer to Master 
Response MR-5 for further discussion of the feasibility and applicability of 
Mitigation Measure AG-2. 

I70-4 Refer to Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County appropriately 
uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental setting in the 
draft EIR. 

I70-5 The commenter expresses concerns such as theft, vandalism, and speeding cars 
as potential indirect impacts to landowners. State CEQA Guidelines, Section 
15126.2(a) explains that “[a]n EIR shall identify and focus on the significant 
effects of the proposed project on the environment.” Therefore, only the 
environmental impacts caused by adoption of the 2040 General Plan need to be 
addressed in the EIR. The draft EIR is not required to analyze the impacts of the 
project to landowners, only the environment. In addition, the 2040 General Plan 
requires that the County provide adequate law enforcement and emergency 
services to county residents (Policy PFS-11.1), and future development, in 
particular on the edges or outside of existing developed areas, to maintain 
adequate service ratios and other performance standards. See response to 
comment I2-5 for additional discussion.  

The comment expresses concern for indirect and direct impacts related to 
competition for water supplies for agriculture. Refer to response to comment 
A13-11 regarding water supplies. 

It is assumed that the commenter is referencing Policy AG-5.2 and AG-5.3 when 
referring to the conversion of “ag equipment to electric” and “requiring all water 
pumps.” Refer to response to comment A13-10 regarding 2040 General Plan 
Policies AG-5.2 and AG-5.3.  

The commenter’s reference to water supply increases are vague and no 
response can be provided. 
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Letter 
I71 

Harmony Echberg 
February 22, 2020 

 

I71-1 The commenter’s concerns regarding climate change in Ventura County are 
noted. This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required.  

I71-2 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H Buffers (Setback) regarding 
the findings and conclusions related to buffers (setbacks) in oil and gas 
operations. 

I71-3 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.G, “Pipeline Requirements,” 
regarding the findings and conclusions related to pipelines in oil and gas 
operations. 

I71-4 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F, “Flaring,” regarding the 
findings and conclusions related to flaring in oil and gas operations. 

I71-5 The comment asserts that the greenhouse gas policies of the 2040 General Plan 
are not actionable. Refer to Master Response MR-1 for discussion of the draft 
EIR’s detailed quantitative and qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 
implementation programs included in the 2040 General Plan to reduce 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in the county and the seven feasible mitigation 
measures included in the draft EIR to address the potentially significant GHG 
impacts of the 2040 General Plan and achieve additional GHG emissions 
reductions. Regarding streamlining approval of future development projects 
consistent with the 2040 General Plan, the draft EIR includes Mitigation Measure 
GHG-3, which would remove the CEQA streamlining provision proposed in 
Program COS-EE from the 2040 General Plan, and specify that the potential 
GHG emissions impacts of future, discretionary projects be reviewed in 
accordance with the most recent adopted version of the ISAGs at the time of 
project-level environmental review. For a full discussion of the potential for the 
2040 General Plan to result in GHG emissions that contribute to climate change, 
refer to Section 4.8, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions,” in the draft EIR. 

I71-6 The comment recommends that the County adopt the strongest measures to 
ensure GHG emissions are curbed, particularly from oil and gas operations that 
are “super-emitters.” Refer to Master Response MR-1 regarding oil and gas 
operations and how these activities are addressed in the GHG inventory 
prepared for the 2040 General Plan and draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I72 

Heather Gilchrist-Wise 
February 27, 2020 

 

I72-1 The commenting individual’s concerns regarding the draft EIR are noted. This 
comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant environmental 
issue for which a response is required. Refer to responses to comments I72-1 
through I72-6, below, for responses to the commenter’s specific concerns. 

I72-2 The comment states that the 2040 General Plan policies would increase wildfire 
risk and should, therefore, be removed or rewritten. See response to comment 
O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 General Plan policies and 
programs that encourage tree planting and preservation for a discussion of the 
potential to increase wildland fire hazard. Note that the County’s Habitat 
Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor ordinances, which were adopted in March of 
2019 to provide protections for areas designated as important wildlife corridors 
within the non-coastal unincorporated area, are separate from the 2040 General 
Plan currently under review.  

I72-3 The comment states that the California Environmental Quality Act requires indirect 
impacts to be analyzed and provides an example of indirect agricultural impacts 
that the comment asserts were not analyzed in the draft EIR. Refer to response to 
comment I2-5 regarding the analysis of indirect impacts on agriculture resulting 
from buildout of the 2040 General Plan. Note that the County’s Habitat 
Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor ordinances, which were adopted in March of 
2019 to provide protections for areas designated as important wildlife corridors 
within the non-coastal unincorporated area, are separate from the 2040 General 
Plan currently under review. 

I72-4 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I72-5 It is assumed that the commenter is referencing Policy AG-5.2 and AG-5.3. Refer 
to response to comment A13-9 regarding impacts related to urban-agriculture 
interface. 

I72-6 This comment expresses concerns about the 2040 General Plan and is not 
related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. 
However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 
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Letter 
I73 

(illegible) C/O Hoffman, Vance, & Worthington 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I73-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I73-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I73-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I73-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I73-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I73-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I73-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I73-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I73-9 Refer to Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the 
draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I74 

James Brehm 
February 26, 2020 

 

I74-1 This comment expresses concerns about the 2040 General Plan, specifically with 
how it addresses climate change. This comment is acknowledged for the record 
and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior 
to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

 The comment asserts that the policies of the 2040 General Plan are not 
actionable. Refer to Master Response MR-1for discussion of the draft EIR’s 
detailed quantitative and qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 
implementation programs included in the 2040 General Plan to reduce greenhouse 
gas (GHG) emissions in the county and the seven feasible mitigation measures 
included in the draft EIR to address the potentially significant GHG impacts of the 
2040 General Plan and achieve additional GHG emissions reductions.. For a full 
discussion of the potential for the 2040 General Plan to result in GHG emissions 
that contribute to climate change, refer to Section 4.8, “Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions,” in the draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I75 

Jan Dietrick and Ron Whitehurst 
February 27, 2020 

 

I75-1 The comments regarding the draft EIR analysis of the 2040 General Plan 
Agriculture Element and the need to include climate change in planning are 
noted. This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. 

 Regarding the comment that the Background Report does not clearly convey the 
commenter’s statement that “(p)lanning that matches the climate crisis is vital,” 
the draft EIR references Chapter 12 of the Background Report, which provides 
an overview of climate change science, sources of greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions in the county, and the regulatory setting for GHG emissions (Section 
12.1, starting at page 12-1) and describes the anticipated impacts of climate 
change in the county (Section 12.2, starting at page 12-19). Section 12.2 
addresses the impacts of climate change on agriculture in the county, including 
from increased temperature, changes in precipitation patterns, and sea level rise. 
Also refer to Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR, including discussion on the level of detail and scale of 
information. 

Additionally, the comment states that five programs are added to the EIR, but are 
not in the draft 2040 General Plan. These five programs are not identified and no 
further specifics are provided in the comment. Thus, no further response can be 
provided.  

 Regarding the comment that the County should create a separate goal for 
Integrated Pest Management, this comment addresses the 2040 General Plan 
and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. 

I75-2 The comment addresses additional topics including food security, resilience 
strategies involving agriculture, carbon sequestration on agricultural lands, 
regenerative agricultural practices, and use of fertilizers that the commenter 
requests be addressed in the 2040 General Plan. As explained in the draft EIR, 
the 2040 General Plan includes eight implementation programs that would 
support reduced greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from the agricultural uses in 
the county, including programs that reduce use of inorganic fertilizers, encourage 
farmers to adopt organic growing techniques, encourage the capture and storage 
of concentrated carbon in soils from farm waste and woody biomass; and 
improve soil health and reduce the need to apply inorganic fertilizers (pages 4.8-
39 to 4.8-43). This comment is acknowledged for the record and will be 
forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a 
decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 
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I75-3 The comment suggests that the language of Policy AG-5.1 be amended and that 
the GHG reduction benefits of the amended policy be represented in the GHG 
inventory. Contrary to the commenter’s assertion, the GHG inventory does 
assume reduced use of inorganic nitrogen fertilizer by 2030. Table 4.8-5 (page 
4.8-39) of the draft EIR provides a numerical estimate of the anticipated GHG 
reductions association with Program AG-H: Nutrient Management Plans by 2030. 
Based on the analysis provided in Appendix D of the draft EIR, the County 
assumed that 25 percent of inorganic nitrogen fertilizer would be replaced by 
locally sourced organic waste resulting in 33,830 metric tons of carbon dioxide 
equivalent by 2030. The GHG inventory was conducted using the most current 
and available data, reasonable assumption predicated upon facts, and expert 
opinion supported by facts consistent with State CEQA Guidelines, Section 
15384. This comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

I75-4 The comment requests that additional topics be addressed in the 2040 General 
Plan including cover cropping, crop rotation, low- and no-till farming, carbon 
farming, regenerative agricultural practices, and integrated pest management. 
Note that the 2040 General Plan includes implementation programs that 
encourage and facilitate carbon farming (Implementation Program AG-L) and 
provide subsidies for producing resilient crops (Implementation Program AG-O). 
Also refer to response to comment I75-2. This comment is acknowledged for the 
record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration 
prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

 Additionally, the comment states that the Background Report and EIR omit 
reference to state legal requirements for the consideration of alternatives and 
cumulative effects before an applicant is approved to use a regulated pesticide. It 
is not clear to what legal requirements the comment refers, and no specifics are 
provided in the comment. The draft EIR contains an analysis of alternatives to 
the project and cumulative effects of the project, as required by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (see Chapters 6, “Alternatives,” and 5, “Cumulative 
Impacts,” respectively). No further response to this comment can be provided.  
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Letter 
I76 

Jeannette Welling 
February 9, 2020 

 

I76-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H Buffers (Setback) regarding 
the findings and conclusions related to buffers (setbacks) in oil and gas 
operations. 

I76-2 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.G Pipeline Requirements, 
regarding the findings and conclusions related to pipelines in oil and gas 
operations.  

I76-3 The comment requests that the County revise 2040 General Plan policies to 
achieve measurable, enforceable reductions in greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions and adopt the strongest possible measures. Refer to Master 
Response MR-1 for discussion of the draft EIR’s detailed quantitative and 
qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 implementation programs included 
in the 2040 General Plan to reduce GHG emissions in the county and the seven 
feasible mitigation measures included in the draft EIR to address the potentially 
significant GHG impacts of the 2040 General Plan and achieve additional GHG 
emissions reductions.  
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Letter 
I77 

Jeffery P Smith 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I77-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I77-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I77-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I77-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I77-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I77-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I77-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I77-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6.  

I77-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 regarding adequacy of the draft EIR and 
Master Response MR-7, which explains in detail why recirculation of the draft 
EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I78 

Jenn Foster 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter O30. The 
response below provides cross references to the portions of Letter O30 where responses to 
the same comments have already been provided. 

I78-1 The comment inquires as to how the County would “establish a preponderance of 
evidence” that an archaeological or cultural resource is significant, asserts that 
archaeological sites in Ventura County are “decreasing at a rapid rate” and 
suggests a revised definition of “archaeological significance.” Refer to response 
to comment O30-1 for discussion of these issues.  
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Letter 
I79 

Jennifer Johnson 
February 26, 2020 

 

I79-1 This comment expresses concerns about the 2040 General Plan and is not 
related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. 
However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. Also, refer to Master Response MR-1 for 
information pertaining to greenhouse gas reduction planning concerns. 
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Letter 
I80 

Jim Whitney 
February 19, 2020 

 

I80-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H Buffers (Setback) regarding 
the findings and conclusions related to (buffers) setbacks in oil and gas 
operations. 

 

Letter 
I81 

Jim Whitney 
February 19, 2020 

 

I81-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F Flaring regarding the findings 
and conclusions related to flaring in oil and gas operations. 
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Letter 
I82 

Jim Whitney 
February 19, 2020 

I82-1 The comment requests revision of policies in the 2040 General Plan to achieve 
measurable, enforceable reductions in greenhouse gas emissions. The 2040 
General Plan does include measurable targets for greenhouse gas reductions for 
2030, 2040, and 2050 that are aligned with the State’s legislative greenhouse 
gas reduction targets and other reduction goals (page 4.8-6). Refer to Master 
Response MR-1 for further discussion. 

 

Letter 
I83 

Jim Whitney 
February 19, 2020 

I83-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.G Pipeline Requirements, regarding 
the findings and conclusions related to pipelines in oil and gas operations. 



  Comments and Responses to Comments 

Ventura County 
2040 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 2-887 

 

Letter 
I84 

Jimmy Young 
February 26, 2020 

 

I84-1 This comment expresses concerns about the 2040 General Plan and is not 
related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. 
However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan.  

The 2040 General Plan includes measurable targets for greenhouse gas 
reductions for 2030, 2040, and 2050 that are aligned with the State’s legislative 
greenhouse gas reduction targets and other reduction goals (page 4.8-6). Refer 
to Master Response MR-1 for further discussion. 
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Letter 
I85 

John Brooks 
February 10, 2020 

 

I85-1 The comment suggests that a Climate Action Plan should be separate from the 
2040 General Plan and should include stronger policy language. The policies and 
programs to reduce greenhouse gas emissions are not made less effective or 
enforceable by virtue of incorporation into the 2040 General Plan. Refer to 
Master Response MR-1 for further discussion.  

This comment expresses concerns about 2040 General Plan policies and 
programs to reduce GHG emissions and is not related to the adequacy of the 
draft EIR. Therefore, no further response is required. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan.  

I85-2 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H Buffers (Setback), regarding 
the findings and conclusions related to buffers (setbacks) in oil and gas 
operations. 

I85-3 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.G Pipeline Requirements, 
regarding the findings and conclusions related to pipelines in oil and gas 
operations.  

I85-4 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F Flaring, regarding the findings 
and conclusions related to flaring in oil and gas operations. 
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Letter 
I86 

John Brooks 
February 17, 2020 

 

I86-1 The comment states that “climate disruption caused by greenhouse gas 
emissions is the primary concern that has to be addressed” in the 2040 General 
Plan, as well as the opinion that failing to do so would result in a “deeply flawed 
document.” The 2040 General Plan addresses climate change by integrating 
climate change policies and/or implementation programs into every element of 
the plan. Refer to Master Response MR-1 for additional discussion. 
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Letter 
I87 

John Brooks 
February 26, 2020 

I87-1 The comments written by Steve Nash (refer to Letter I197) and concerns over the 
lack of concrete climate action are noted. This comment is introductory in nature 
and does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 
required. 

I87-2 The comment expresses opinions about the importance of climate change and 
the need to cease oil and gas extraction. See response to I86-1, above, for a 
discussion of how climate planning is integrated into the 2040 General Plan. 
Refer to Master Response MR-1 for discussion of the draft EIR’s detailed 
quantitative and qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 implementation 
programs included in the 2040 General Plan to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions in the county and the seven feasible mitigation measures included in 
the draft EIR to address the potentially significant GHG impacts of the 2040 
General Plan and achieve additional GHG emissions reductions. Refer to Master 
Response MR-4 for discussion of the suggestion that the 2040 General Plan 
require phaseout of petroleum extraction in the unincorporated county.  

The comment also cites seven specific 2040 General Plan policies (as identified 
in Section 4.3, “Air Quality,” of the draft EIR) and, for each one, asks about the 
County’s goals, plans to achieve, and anticipated timeframe. These polices are 
considered qualitatively in the analysis of potential effects on air quality in 
Section 4.3 of the draft EIR. The impact analysis is not predicated on any 
assumptions of measurable reductions in air pollutants from these policies. 

This comment on policies of the 2040 General Plan is acknowledged for the 
record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration 
prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan.  

I87-3 The comment provides a suggested addition to the energy thresholds of 
significance in the draft EIR related to achieving a 100 percent renewable energy 
economy by 2045.  

For the purpose of evaluating the potential environmental effects of implementing 
the 2040 General Plan, the thresholds of significance are based on the County’s 
Initial Study Assessment Guidelines (ISAG), as well as the checklist presented in 
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines; best available data; and the 
applicable regulatory standards of the County and federal and state agencies 
with jurisdiction over the resources at issue. As explained in Section 4.1, 
“Environmental Impact Analysis,” (page 4-1) and described in detail for each 
resource analysis, “deviation from the ISAG thresholds, which were established 
by the County to evaluate the impacts of individual projects, was sometimes 
necessary to appropriately consider the programmatic nature of a general plan 
for the entire unincorporated area, and to incorporate the 2019 revisions to the 
Appendix G checklist.” 
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The thresholds of significance used in the draft EIR to evaluate energy-related 
impacts are described on page 4.6-6. In Impact 4.6-1 (starting at page 4.6-18), 
the draft EIR analyzes whether implementation of the 2040 General Plan would 
result in the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy 
resources or conflict with or impede State or local plans for renewable energy or 
energy efficiency. On pages 4.8-21 and 4.8-22, the draft EIR provides analysis 
demonstrating the implementation of the 2040 General Plan would not conflict 
with or obstruct State plans for renewable energy and energy efficiency. Note 
that the State has not adopted any plans defining a 100 percent renewable 
energy economy or demonstrating how it would be achieved.  

The suggested threshold would be consistent with Senate Bill (SB) 100, which is 
a Statewide renewable portfolio requirement implemented by state agencies 
including the California Public Utilities Commission, the California Energy 
Commission, and the California Air Resources Board. With full implementation of 
SB 100 by the end of 2045, zero-carbon sources would account for 100 percent 
of the electricity in the California grid. At least 60 percent will be provided through 
renewable energy resources such as wind and solar. The remaining 40 percent 
would be provided through a combination of renewable and zero-carbon sources, 
which are anticipated to include recognized methods like energy storage, as well 
as new technologies that are yet unknown. SB 100 is a statewide requirement 
that is imposed upon electricity providers. The draft EIR analysis demonstrates 
that 2040 General Plan implementation would not conflict with or impede SB 100 
(page 4.8-22). No further response to this comment is required and no revisions 
have made to the draft EIR in response to this comment. 

I87-4 The comment cites specific 2040 General Plan policies (as identified in Section 
4.8, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions,” of the draft EIR) and, for each one, asks 
about the County’s goals, plans to achieve, and anticipated timeframe. The 
comment addresses implementation of the 2040 General Plan and is not related 
to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is acknowledged for the 
record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration 
prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. Also, refer to 
Master Response MR-1 for additional discussion of the 2040 General Plan, its 
policies and programs, and mitigation measures related to GHG emissions 
reductions. 

I87-5 The comment asserts that the County should be carbon neutral by 2040, to be 
consistent with Executive Order B-55-18, which calls for the State to achieve 
carbon neutrality by 2045 and net negative GHG emissions thereafter. The 
thresholds of significance used in the draft EIR to evaluate GHG-related impacts 
are described on pages 4.8-7 through 4.8-11, and the basis and methodology for 
establishing GHG reduction targets in the 2040 General Plan are described in 
Master Response MR-1.  

I87-6 The comment cites specific 2040 General Plan implementation programs and 
policies (as identified in Section 4.8, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions,” of the draft 
EIR) and, for each one, asks about the County’s goals, plans to achieve, and 
anticipated timeframe; for some policies, the commenter provides suggested 
revisions. The comment addresses implementation of the 2040 General Plan and 
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is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. Also, refer to Master Response MR-1 for additional discussion of 
the 2040 General Plan, its policies and programs, and draft EIR mitigation 
measures related to GHG emissions reductions. 

I87-7 The comment states that the draft EIR’s significance conclusion for climate 
change is unacceptable and requests that the County adopt stronger measures 
to reduce GHG emissions impacts. Refer to Master Response MR-1 for 
discussion of the draft EIR’s detailed quantitative and qualitative analysis of the 
118 policies and 45 implementation programs included in the 2040 General Plan 
to reduce GHG emissions in the county and the seven feasible mitigation 
measures included in the draft EIR to address the potentially significant GHG 
impacts of the 2040 General Plan and achieve additional GHG emissions 
reductions.  
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Letter 
I88 

John Brooks 
February 27, 2020 

 

I88-1 This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. The commenter refers to 
more detailed comments provided later in the letter; refer to response to 
comment I88-2, below. Also, the commenter refers to a letter submitted by 
Climate First: Replacing Oil & Gas. See responses to Letter O20. 

I88-2 The comment provides suggested edits to policies proposed in the 2040 General 
Plan and suggests additional topics that could be considered in the 2040 General 
Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment 
is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making 
bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. Also, refer to Master Response MR-1 for discussion of how the 
2040 General Plan, its policies and programs, and mitigation measures address 
greenhouse gas emissions. 
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Letter 
I89 

John Chambers 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I9. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I9 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I89-1 Refer to response to comment I9-2 regarding the history of the McLoughlin family 
and their land in Ventura County. 

I89-2 Refer to response to comment I9-3 regarding statements in the Coastal Area 
Plan. 

I89-3 Refer to response to comment I9-4 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I89-4 Refer to response to comment I9-5 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I89-5 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I89-6 Refer to response to comment I9-7 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I89-7 Refer to response to comment I9-8 regarding analysis of social and economic 
issues in the draft EIR. 

I89-8 Refer to response to comment I9-9 regarding water supply. 

I89-9 Refer to response to comment I9-10 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 
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Letter 
I90 

John Cloonan 
February 18, 2020 

 

I90-1 The comments about the need for enforceable reductions to meet California’s 
climate goals are noted. Refer to Master Response MR-1for discussion of the 
draft EIR’s detailed quantitative and qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 
45 implementation programs included in the 2040 General Plan to reduce 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in the county and the seven feasible mitigation 
measures included in the draft EIR to address the potentially significant GHG 
impacts of the 2040 General Plan and achieve additional GHG emissions 
reductions.  

I90-2   Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.J Potential to Stop Issuing 
Permits for New Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas Operations) regarding the 
findings and conclusions related to phasing out the oil and gas industry. The 
remainder of the comment addresses implementation of the 2040 General Plan 
and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopted a final 2040 General 
Plan. 

I90-3 This comment urges the County to adopt the strongest possible measures to 
reduce GHG emissions that are measurable and enforceable. Refer to Master 
Response MR-1for discussion of the draft EIR’s detailed quantitative and 
qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 implementation programs included 
in the 2040 General Plan to reduce GHG emissions in the county and the seven 
feasible mitigation measures included in the draft EIR to address the potentially 
significant GHG impacts of the 2040 General Plan and achieve additional GHG 
emissions reductions. 
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Letter 
I91 

John M Foster 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats a comment provided in Letter O30. The response below provides 
cross references to the portions of Letter O30 where responses to the same comments have 
already been provided. 

I91-1 The comment inquires as to how the County would “establish a preponderance of 
evidence” that an archaeological or cultural resource is significant, asserts that 
archaeological sites in Ventura County are “decreasing at a rapid rate” and 
suggests a revised definition of “archaeological significance.” Refer to response 
to comment O30-1 for discussion of these issues.  
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Letter 
I92 

John Vanoni 
No date 

 

I92-1 The comment states that the draft EIR does not analyze the impacts of 2040 
General Plan policies that would increase fuel load and vegetation, thus 
increasing wildfire fire risk. See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of 
the potential for 2040 General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree 
planting and preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland 
fire hazard.  

I92-2 For the reasons explained in response to comment O32-30, the draft EIR 
analysis of potential wildfire impacts is adequate and no revisions are warranted. 
Also, refer to Master Response MR-7 which explains in detail why recirculation of 
the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I93 

Joseph Lampara 
February 26, 2020 

 

I93-1 The commenter’s understanding of the feasibility requirements for mitigation are 
noted. The California Environmental Quality Act requires that an EIR “describe 
feasible measures which could minimize significant adverse impacts” (State 
CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.4(a)(1)). It is the obligation of the decision-making 
body of the lead agency that chooses to approve a project for which an EIR has 
been certified to determine if there are considerations that make the mitigation 
identified in the EIR infeasible. These factors can include economic feasibility.  

I93-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 
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Letter 
I94 

Josh Wells 
February 25, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I94-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I94-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I94-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I94-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I94-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I94-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I94-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I94-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6.  

I94-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 and Master Response MR-7, which explains 
in detail why recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I95 

June Behar 
February 26, 2020 

 

I95-1 This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. 

I95-2 This comment expresses an opinion about the Climate Action Plan that was 
prepared for the 2040 General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the 
draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. Refer to Master Response MR-1 for a discussion of the scientific 
and technical basis of the climate planning in the 2040 General Plan, as well as 
the extraneous factors that limit reasonably feasible emissions reductions. 

I95-3 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.J Potential to Stop Issuing 
Permits for New Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas Operations), Section MR-4.G 
Pipeline Requirements, and Section MR-4.F Flaring regarding the findings and 
conclusions related to phasing out the oil and gas industry, pipelines, and flaring 
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in oil and gas operations. The remainder of this comment addresses 
implementation of the 2040 General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of 
the draft EIR.  However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be 
forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a 
decision on adopted a final 2040 General Plan. 

I95-4 The comment requests measurable, enforceable Climate Action Plan policies, 
maintenance of the air emissions threshold of significance for the Ojai Valley, 
and evaluation and mitigation of the total air emissions of discretionary projects 
subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The comment also 
includes reference to enforcing policies without allowing loopholes.  

Refer to Master Response MR-1for discussion of the draft EIR’s detailed 
quantitative and qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 implementation 
programs included in the 2040 General Plan to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions in the county and the seven feasible mitigation measures included in 
the draft EIR to address the potentially significant GHG impacts of the 2040 
General Plan and achieve additional GHG emissions reductions.  

As discussed in the draft EIR and explained further in response to comment O20-
14, the comment refers to a threshold of significance for daily reactive organic 
gases and oxides of nitrogen emissions in the Ojai Valley which is referenced in 
the Ojai Valley Area Plan. This threshold, which applies to sources that are not 
permitted by the Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD), was 
added to VCAPCD’s Air Quality Assessment Guidelines in 1989 and the 
reference to this threshold was thereafter added to the Ojai Valley Area Plan in 
1995. The 2040 General Plan would not change this threshold. 

Similarly, the 2040 General Plan would not affect the methodology for calculation 
of impacts to air quality at the project level. As explained in Section 4.3, “Air 
Quality,” of the draft EIR (page 4.3-5), the County’s Initial Study Assessment 
Guidelines state that the Air Quality Assessment Guidelines published by the 
VCAPCD should be used for determining thresholds of significance for air quality 
impacts. VCAPCD’s guidance recommends the sample air quality checklist 
questions contained in Appendix G Section III(a-d) of the State CEQA 
Guidelines, with additional guidelines specific to Ventura County. Also refer to the 
response to comment O20-15 for discussion regarding the types of air emissions 
sources addressed by VCAPCD guidance and thresholds.  

This comment expresses an opinion about the 2040 General Plan that is not 
related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. 
However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan.  
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Letter 
I96 

Jurgen Gramckow 
February 24, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I4. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I4 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I96-1 Refer to response to comment I4-1 regarding the adequacy of the draft EIR. 

I96-2 Refer to Master Response MR-5 regarding the feasibility of Mitigation Measure 
AG-2. 

I96-3 Refer to response to comment I4-3 regarding water availability and cost. 

I96-4 Refer to response to comment I4-4 regarding economic feasibility of 2040 
General Plan policies that could affect agricultural operations. 

I96-5 Refer to response to comment I4-5 regarding the commenter’s request for 
detailed studies and Master Response MR-6 for discussion of how the County 
appropriately uses the Background Report to describe the existing environmental 
setting in the draft EIR. 

I96-6 See response to comment O32-30 for a discussion of the potential for 2040 
General Plan policies and programs that encourage tree planting and 
preservation for a discussion of the potential to increase wildland fire hazard. 

I96-7 Refer to response to comment I4-7 regarding potential incompatibilities with 
adjacent bicycle and pedestrian paths. 

I96-8 The commenter refers to letters submitted by Aera Energy. See responses to 
Letters O5 and O6. 

I96-9 Refer to response to comment I4-9 and Master Response MR-7, which explains 
in detail why recirculation of the draft EIR is not required. 
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Letter 
I97 

Karen Lindberg and John Tarascio 
February 24, 2020 

 

I97-1 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.J Potential to Stop Issuing 
Permits for New Wells (Phase Out Oil and Gas Operations), regarding the 
findings and conclusions related to phasing out oil and gas operations. The 
remainder of the comment addresses implementation of the 2040 General Plan 
and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. 

I97-2 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.G, “Pipeline Requirements,” 
regarding the findings and conclusions related to the conveyance of oil and 
produced water via pipelines instead of trucking. The remainder of the comment 
addresses implementation of the 2040 General Plan and is not related to the 
adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is acknowledged for the 
record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their consideration 
prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

I97-3 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F, “Flaring,” regarding the 
findings and conclusions related to flaring in oil and gas operations. The 
remainder of the comment addresses implementation of the 2040 General Plan 
and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. 

I97-4 The comment states that the 2040 General Plan should be revised to achieve 
measurable, enforceable reductions in greenhouse gas emissions. Refer to 
Master Response MR-1 regarding the development of the 2040 General Plan 
policies and programs. No specific issues related to the content, analysis, 
conclusions, or overall adequacy of the draft EIR are raised in this comment. 
Therefore, no further response is provided. 
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Letter 
I98 

Karen Socher 
February 1, 2020 

 

I98-1 The comment asserts that the policies in the 2040 General Plan do not achieve 
enough emissions reductions and suggests that it inappropriately excludes 
policies related to production of non-renewable resources. Refer to Master 
Response MR-1for discussion of the draft EIR’s detailed quantitative and 
qualitative analysis of the 118 policies and 45 implementation programs included 
in the 2040 General Plan to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in the 
county and the seven feasible mitigation measures included in the draft EIR to 
address the potentially significant GHG impacts of the 2040 General Plan and 
achieve additional GHG emissions reductions. No specific issues related to the 
content, analysis, conclusions, or overall adequacy of the draft EIR are raised in 
this comment. Therefore, no further response is provided. 

I98-2 The comment suggests that phasing out the production of oil and gas in the 
unincorporated county is an appropriate policy for inclusion in the 2040 General 
Plan. This industry is a source of projected GHG emissions and eliminating 
extraction activities would be expected to have a favorable reduction in 
emissions. Refer to Master Response MR-4 for response to the comment 
requesting inclusion of a General Plan policy to phase out oil and gas production 
in the county. 

I98-3 The comment notes that the Los Angeles Sustainability Plan includes a goal to 
develop a sunset strategy for oil and gas extraction and suggests that the County 
consider a similar strategy. Refer to response to comment I98-2, above. This 
comment also expresses an opinion about the 2040 General Plan and is not 
related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. Therefore, no response is required. 
However, this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to 
the decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 
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Letter 
I99 

Kari Aist 
February 27, 2020 

 

This comment letter repeats many of the same comments provided in Letter I3. The responses 
below provide cross references to the portions of Letter I3 where responses to the same 
comments have already been provided. 

I99-1 Refer to response to comment I3-1 regarding the commenter’s concerns about 
climate change and the draft EIR analysis. 

I99-2 Refer to response to comment I3-2 regarding the use of the most current climate 
change science in the draft EIR analysis. 

I99-3 Refer to response to comment I3-3 regarding suggested mitigation measures. 

I99-4 This comment is a concluding statement and does not raise a significant 
environmental issue for which a response is required. 
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Letter 
I100 

Katharine S Simmons 
February 27, 2020 

 

I100-1 The comment states that, as written, the 2040 General Plan does not meet 
requirements for streamlining and tiering subsequent California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) review of project-level greenhouse gas emissions pursuant 
to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5. This is accurate and reflected in the 
draft EIR. There is no requirement that the 2040 General Plan meet CEQA 
requirements for streamlined review. Page 4.8-46 of the draft EIR recommends 
Mitigation Measure GHG-3, which would remove the CEQA streamlining 
provision proposed in Implementation Program COS-EE from the 2040 General 
Plan and specify that the potential greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions impacts of 
future, discretionary projects be reviewed in accordance with the most recent 
adopted version of the ISAG at the time of project-level environmental review. 
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Mitigation Measure GHG-3 could result in additional GHG emission reductions if 
improved technologies, design features, or the like that are infeasible or 
unavailable today become available and are included in future development or 
required as part of future project-level reviews. To the extent this were to occur, 
this mitigation measure would improve progress toward meeting the 2030 and 
post-2030 GHG reduction targets. However, it would be speculative to determine 
at this time whether and how Mitigation Measure GHG-3 would affect future GHG 
emissions in the county. Because climate change impacts would remain 
significant and unavoidable following mitigation, the County has determined that 
CEQA streamlining pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15183.5 for 
GHG emissions was not an appropriate 2040 General Plan program.  

I100-2 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.H, “Buffers (Setbacks),” 
regarding the findings and conclusions related to buffer (setback) distance. 

I100-3 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.G, “Pipeline Requirements,” 
regarding the findings and conclusions related to the conveyance of oil and 
produced water. The remainder of the comment addresses implementation of the 
2040 General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, 
this comment is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the 
decision-making bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on 
adopting a final 2040 General Plan. 

I100-4 Refer to Master Response MR-4, Section MR-4.F, “Flaring,” regarding the 
findings and conclusions related to flaring in oil and gas operations. The 
remainder of the comment addresses implementation of the 2040 General Plan 
and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. However, this comment is 
acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies 
for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. 

I100-5 The comment states that the 2040 General Plan should be revised to achieve 
measurable, enforceable reductions in GHG emissions. The 2040 General Plan 
includes measurable targets for GHG emission reductions for 2030, 2040, and 
2050 that are aligned with the State’s legislative GHG reduction targets and other 
reduction goals (see page 4.8-6 of the draft EIR). Refer to Master Response 
MR-1 for additional detail. This comment expresses disapproval of the 2040 
General Plan and is not related to the adequacy of the draft EIR. This comment 
is acknowledged for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-making 
bodies for their consideration prior to making a decision on adopting a final 2040 
General Plan. 

 Also, the comment states that the County should adopt “the strongest possible 
measures to ensure that greenhouse gas emissions are curbed.” Refer to Master 
Response MR-1 for additional detail regarding the development of the GHG 
inventory, policies, and programs of the 2040 General Plan. 
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