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July 18, 2024 
 
County of San Diego Planning Commission 
County Operations Center 
5520 Overland 
San Diego, CA 92123 
 
[DELIVERED VIA EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE] 
 
RE: Comments Regarding Draft Climate Action Plan 
 
Dear Members of the County of San Diego Planning Commission, 
 
On behalf of the undersigned coalition, we’d like to thank you for your decision to hold a workshop 
regarding the draft County of San Diego Climate Action Plan (CAP). We believe this is an appropriate 
venue for Commissioners to ask questions and learn more about the details of the CAP. 
 
As we mentioned previously, our coalition’s members have been leaders in reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions from the built environment.  Our members see themselves as part of the solution to addressing 
climate change.  Our members, and for those who have business commercial or residential property, their 
tenants also recognize and support reasonable measures to increase energy efficiency. 
 
It’s important to note, and as the 2019 greenhouse gas inventory demonstrates, 45 percent of climate 
emissions are from “on-road transportation.”  Our coalition believes the best way to control transportation 
emissions is to increase jobs creation adjacent to where people live.  This live-work balance is even more 
important in the numerous unincorporated communities in the County of San Diego. 
 
On June 6th, the Board of Supervisors supported County staff’s efforts to begin processing development 
projects consistent with the General Plan under Section 15183, without the need to further environmental 
analysis. The CAP Checklist is an important element to allow for the buildout of the General Plan, and as 
proposed, elements of the CAP and the CAP Checklist make development within the unincorporated 
areas of the county prohibitive. 
 
Below are specific areas in which we have concern and believe more information is needed prior to 
adoption of draft CAP and/or the CAP Checklist: 
 

1. T-3.1: While we support the movement toward electric vehicles and understand the need to 
provide the necessary charging infrastructure, we believe that any mandate to construct this 
equipment should be aligned with demand, rather than an arbitrary requirement to build the 
infrastructure. This is an extremely expensive requirement that is often unfeasible in commercial 



 
 
 

settings.  Serving those additional loads on a property-by-property basis can be challenging, and 
expensive, particularly in the unincorporated county.   
 
Question: 
 
Has an analysis been completed to understand the cost for non-county property owners to 
implement these actions?   
 

2. T-6.2a: Transportation demand management (TDM) is a cautionary tale.  In some cases, 
mandates under a TDM program that drive either operational changes or impact employees from 
a cost or convenience standpoint could harm economic development efforts, as well as conflicts 
with the greatest means of reducing emissions, which is having jobs adjacent to homes.  
Voluntary programs, coupled with financial incentives to pay for ride sharing are something to be 
used and expanded, as outlined in Actions T-6.1 and T-6.3.   

 
Questions: 
 
Has staff developed a working outline of what the TDM ordinance would include, and what 
options and/or requirements would be placed on new development in the unincorporated areas?  
Has staff reviewed other jurisdictions and analyzed the cost to implement the options to be 
included in the ordinance? 
 

3. E-2.1: Our coalition opposes building electrification mandates.  Numerous examples exist of the 
need for a variety of clean energy production methods that cannot meet this standard.  Whether its 
life sciences, restaurants, or other manufacturers, including the provision of services in larger 
buildings, some processes or equipment require natural gas.  It’s a relatively small amount, by 
comparison to other emission sources, and shouldn’t be immediately discarded given the 
implications.  It is important to note that a recent decision by the full federal 9th Circuit Court of 
Appeals to uphold the denial of the City of Berkeley’s electrification ordinance suggests that 
electrification mandates are not legal and should not be pursued. 
 
Question: 
 
Has staff reviewed the Berkeley decision and the impact on this action? 
 

4. E-2.2 and W-2.1/2.2: The State of California already has some of the most stringent energy 
efficiency requirements in the world.  Some jurisdictions like the public relations narrative of 
going beyond state requirements using “reach” or “stretch” codes.  Even though the State has 
offered additional tiers beyond the CalGreen code, they are strictly voluntary, and in our 
member’s experience, it has been a challenge to implement those more stringent “tiers” in other 
jurisdictions.  Reaching a 30% electrification in residential will likely not be able to be 
accomplished through incentives alone. The County should consider the total cost of energy 
retrofits when evaluating incentive programs as building retrofits far exceed the cost of replacing 
gas appliances.  
 
Questions: 

 
Has staff analyzed the cost for existing residential and non-residential developments to implement 
the required codes outlined in this section?  
To what extent are projects currently required to achieve any of the proposed codes? 



 
 
 

What “qualifying improvements” would trigger the requirement to make these additional 
upgrades? 
Would existing buildings fall under a Building Energy Performance Standard? How would such a 
standard be developed? 
What is the breakdown of energy reductions among the three actions outlined in E-22? 

 
In closing, the undersigned coalition would also like to note that the implementation of the County’s CAP 
and the specific measures to be utilized are critically important to ensuring a reasonable, practical, and 
feasible program in order to achieve the goals set forth in the County’s General Plan. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration of our questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
	

                             
Jerry Sanders      Lori Holt Pfeiler 
President & CEO     President & CEO 
San Diego Regional Chamber of Commerce  Building Industry Association of San Diego  

County  
 

            
Craig Benedetto      Melanie Woods 
Legislative Advocate     Vice President, Local Public Affairs 
NAIOP San Diego     California Apartment Association 
 

              
Chris Duggan      Molly Kirkland 
Director, Local Government Affairs   Director of Public Affairs 
California Restaurant Association   Southern California Rental Housing  

Association 
	



From: henkinp@earthlink.net
To: MontgomerySteppe, Monica; Vargas, Nora (BOS); Lawson-Remer, Terra; Desmond, Jim; Anderson, Joel
Cc: FGG, Public Comment
Subject: [External] BOARD REFERRAL - STATUS
Date: Friday, July 19, 2024 12:09:12 PM

Hi Monica, Supervisors,

 

At the 4/9 regular meeting, Perita and Cesar Javier mentioned that a
pottery kiln, apparently releasing noxious substances affecting their
health, was located in their neighborhood, possibly in violation of zoning
or environmental rules.  You gave them a referral.  What was the
outcome?

 

The outcomes of referrals to County Staff, made at public meetings,
should be reported at the next meeting.

 

In fact, at the 7/16 meeting, Perita Javier again mentioned her health
problems possibly coming from ths pottery kiln.  This  would be an
excellent time to use hand-held air pollution monitors, to measure (zero in
on) air pollution and its components coming from a specific source (an
accidental leak. maybe?) in the immediate area.

 

I am also a bit surprised that there was no referral at that meeting.

 

Please, though, let me know the status of the referral  on 4/9.

 

Regards,

 

Paul Henkin



From: David Xu
To: FGG, BCC
Cc: FGG, Public Comment; Potter, Andrew
Subject: [External] Proclamation of Childhood Cancer Awareness Month
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2024 12:25:47 PM
Attachments: clear logo.png

sample proclamation.pdf

Dear San Diego County Board of Directors,

My name is David Xu, and I founded YouthvsCancer (www.youthvscancer.org) , a 501c3
non-profit in San Diego empowering youth leadership to raise awareness and funds for
childhood cancer research. I currently go to Pacific Trails Middle School. I will be in the 8th
grade in the fall.

I started YouthvsCancer after my older brother passed away from a rare type of kidney cancer.
Since then, my family has been trying their best to raise money for children's cancer so no
other child will have the same fate as my brother. We
are currently trying to let it be known that September is childhood cancer awareness month.
Although it will be a small act, it will make a huge
difference! However, we cannot make this wish a reality unless you take
action.

September is National Childhood Cancer Awareness Month. This month provides an excellent
opportunity for San Diego County to demonstrate its support in recognizing that childhood
cancer touches the lives of those who live in our community. Of those diagnosed,
approximately 20% of our children will die and 60% will survive challenged by life-altering
conditions. Childhood cancer
does not discriminate by race, economic level, or region. We cannot ignore
the #1 disease killer of our children. Recognition of this month is a
wonderful opportunity to educate the public of the reality of childhood
cancer and its impact on our children, our families, our community.

YouthvsCancer would be honored if San Diego county would sponsor an official proclamation
to recognize September as San Diego County Childhood Cancer Awareness Month, just like a
lot of other counties in California did. 

Your proclamation would lend official recognition to the important work of
educating the public, as well as emphasize your personal commitment to help
support your constituency. I have enclosed a sample proclamation which may
help your office compose the appropriate proclamation for San Diego.

If the board has any questions concerning the request, the sample
proclamation, or National Childhood Cancer Awareness Month, please email me
at info@youthvscancer.org. I will follow-up with your office on this request
in the next few days. As always, we appreciate your support of National
Childhood Cancer Awareness Month and helping care for our children in need,
to help them to survive, and help them to thrive throughout their lives.

Thank you for consideration on this special request!



Sincerely,
David Xu
Founder & President



SAMPLE LOCAL PROCLAMATION:
PROCLAMATION CHILDHOOD CANCER AWARNESS MONTH SEPTEMBER 20XX

Whereas Childhood Cancer is the #1 disease related killer of kids and teenagers
in the U.S.  One in five children diagnosed with cancer will die within five
years of diagnosis. In addition, 1 in 285 American children will be
diagnosed with cancer before the age of 20. Cancer alone represents
nearly half of the top seven causes of death by disease in children aged
0-19 yrs. The average age of death for a child with cancer is 8, causing
a child to lose 70 years of expected life.

Whereas Childhood cancer is on the rise, with an estimated 17,293 children
diagnosed every year (47 per day) in the United States alone. Childhood
cancers and adult cancers are different, yet we continue to use the
downsized adult cancer protocols on kids with many times devastating
effects. The lack of childhood cancer research has tremendous impact
on kids and significant costs to society.

Whereas 1,190 children (aged 0 -14) and 540 adolescents (aged 15-19) are
expected to die from cancer in 2022.

Whereas The overall incidence of childhood cancer is on the increase, averaging
0.8% increase per year since 1975.

Whereas Children who survive the five years after cancer diagnosis experience a
15-fold increased risk of developing Congestive Heart Failure and 7-fold
higher risk of premature death due to cardiac causes. Survivors are also
at increased risk for reoccurrence of the original cancer or of a
secondary cancer. More than 95% of childhood cancer survivors will
have a significant health related issue by the time they are 45 years of
age; these health-related issues are side-effects of either the cancer or
more commonly, the result of its treatment. 1/3 will suffer severe and
chronic side effects; 1/3 will suffer moderate to severe health problems;
and 1/3 will suffer slight to moderate side effects.

Whereas The five-year survival rate for DIPG (Diffuse Intrinsic Pontine Gliomas)
remains almost 0%. The median survival for a child diagnosed with DIPG
is 8-11 months.

Whereas The financial toll that a childhood cancer diagnosis and treatment can
take on a family is devastating. The average cost associated with
childhood cancer for a single child is $833,000 in medical costs and lost
parental wages (based upon 2018 figures).



Whereas Many adult cancers can be diagnosed early, yet in 80% of kids, cancer
has already spread to other areas of the body by the time it is
diagnosed.

Whereas It is now understood by the scientific and research community that
hazardous exposures in the environment are powerful causes of cancer
in children and such exposures can be reduced or eliminated to
decrease the rising number of children diagnosed with cancer.

Whereas Despite these facts, childhood cancer research is vastly and
consistently underfunded. A total of 34 drugs have been approved by
the FDA for use in the treatment of childhood cancers. 28 of these drugs
were originally approved only for adult use. Today we have only six
drugs that were approved in the first instance for use in cancer
treatment for children.

Now therefore, I, (name of elected official, title), by the authority vested in this office
do hereby proclaim September 2022 as Childhood Cancer Awareness Month in
(city/county/state).  I encourage our community including all citizens, government
agencies, private businesses, nonprofit organizations, the media, and other
interested groups to increase awareness of what Americans can do to support the
fight against childhood cancer.



From: Zurita, Teresa
To: Valdivia, Janely; Vizcarra, Nancy
Subject: RE: Referral Request: Web Feedback
Date: Thursday, July 25, 2024 10:13:04 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: COB, Records <COBRecords@sdcounty.ca.gov>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2024 10:09 AM
To: Zurita, Teresa <Teresa.Zurita@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Valdivia, Janely <Janely.Valdivia@sdcounty.ca.gov>; 
Vizcarra, Nancy <Nancy.Vizcarra@sdcounty.ca.gov>; Miller, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Miller2@sdcounty.ca.gov> 
Subject: Referral Request: Web Feedback

Good morning Board Ops Team,

Please see below referral for your processing.

Thank you and please let us know if you have any questions.

KATHERINE  ILAGAN|Admin Analyst II
Public Records Act Unit, Public Records Request Center Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
1600 Pacific Highway Rm 402, San Diego, CA 92101
1 (619) 531-5368 |Telework: Tues-Fri 830-5pm
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers

-----Original Message-----
From: AEMAdmin@sdcounty.ca.gov <AEMAdmin@sdcounty.ca.gov>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2024 9:44 AM
To: COB, Records <COBRecords@sdcounty.ca.gov>
Subject: Web Feedback

You've received a new form based mail from https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/cob/feedback.html.

Values:

COMMENT :
Dear Sir/madam: We have been voicing potential impact of  Ceramics Kiln emitting poison gas/toxicity situated in a 
Residential Zone neighborhood at County D-4 , City D9 specifically at 5238 Streamview Dr SD West Chollas Creek 
( within the Environment Justice blue spot / APCD emission area). Is LUEG of APCD and County the same group 
crafting, revising Mun Code/ ordinance? The City of SD copied Code Ruling 11 and 10 revised it( particularly Rule 
11 merely deleting wood fuel for ceramics kiln) the City implemented this and permitting it in a Residential Zone, 
violation of CA Land Use & Planning Laws on variance. We reported it to Environment & Health and so with Land 
Use and pointed/advised us to APCD( LUEG).. WE BELIEVE THE COUNTY CAN RESOLVE THE ISSUE



BECAUSE THE RULING IS VAGUE , SUBJECT TO INTERPRETATION..ITS NOT ONLY IN RESIDENTIAL
BUT CLOSE TO WALDORF & MARSHALL ELEM. SCHOOL..CHILDREN & VULNERABLE RESIDENTS
ARE AT THE MERCY OF HONEST & WISE RULING. HELP

NAME :
Cesar & Purita Javier(  consistent attendees of BD Supervisor Meeting)

PHONE :

Submit :
Submit



























































From: Morgan West
To: FGG, Public Comment
Subject: [External] Remove Renner
Date: Thursday, August 22, 2024 10:08:34 AM

San Diego County Board of Supervisors
1600 Pacific Highway
San Diego, CA 92101

Subject: Request for Immediate Removal of Supervisor Terra Lawson-Remer Due to Lewd,
Unprofessional, and Unpunctual Conduct

Dear Members of the San Diego County Board of Supervisors,

I am writing to express my deep concern regarding the recent behavior exhibited by Supervisor Terra
Lawson-Remer. Her actions and conduct have been consistently lewd, unprofessional, unpunctual, and
highly disrespectful, tarnishing the reputation of your esteemed office and undermining the confidence of
San Diego County residents in our local government.

As public servants, members of the Board of Supervisors hold a critical responsibility to represent their
constituents with integrity, respect, and professionalism. Unfortunately, Supervisor Lawson-Remer’s
conduct, including a pattern of lateness and disregard for timely obligations, has not met these
expectations. Her behavior reflects poorly on both the County and the Board of Supervisors. The
inappropriate nature of her actions has caused significant discomfort among community members and
has led to widespread calls for her immediate removal.

In light of these concerns, I respectfully request that you take the necessary steps to remove Supervisor
Lawson-Remer from her position. It is crucial that our public representatives adhere to the highest
standards of behavior, and when those standards are breached, swift action must be taken to restore
public trust.

I trust that the Board will carefully consider this matter and take appropriate action to ensure that the
integrity of San Diego’s leadership is upheld.

Thank you for your attention to this important issue. I look forward to your prompt response.

Sincerely,

Concerned Citizen 



From: Shiva Mosch
To: FGG, CLERB; Vargas, Nora (BOS); Anderson, Joel; Lawson-Remer, Terra; Desmond, Jim; MontgomerySteppe,

Monica; Potter, Andrew; FGG, Public Comment
Cc: action@endjewhatred.com
Subject: [External] Commending Law Enforcement for Actions at UCSD Encampment
Date: Tuesday, August 20, 2024 1:29:51 PM

To: San Diego County Board of Supervisors, Citizen’s Law Enforcement Review Board (CLERB):

First, I want to thank the San Diego County Sheriffs for dismantling and clearing the illegal encampment at UCSD.
It is unfortunate that others are slandering the Sheriff’s Department for doing their job as peace officers performing
their duties and following policy and procedure.

The illegal encampment at UCSD was anything but peaceful. Not only were weapons found during the clearing of
the illegal encampment, but the participants vandalized campus, and wore keffiyehs (a symbolic scarf supportive of
Hamas and their "cause”) and face masks to hide their identities while shouting antisemitic genocidal chants such as
“there is only one solution - intifada revolution,” “we are the intifada,” and “globalize the intifada'' as well as
screaming “murder the Jews” to an identifiably Jewish student.

Actions by participants in the illegal encampment at UCSD included innumerable cases of antisemitism and calls for
violence. Stickers found include those espousing age-old antisemitic tropes and glorifying gun violence in the name
of resistance. Brochures being handed out included images celebrating the terrorists who perpetrated the attack on
Israel on October 7th as “martyrs” with others that discussed how to “organize the intifada” in addition to a lot of
anti-American vitriol. Chants and chalkings included phrases such as: “Glory to the martyrs,” “We don’t want two
states, we want ‘48,” “Death to America,” and “End Israel.”

The phrase “From the river to the sea, Palestine will be free” was heard from the illegal encampment as well as seen
on sidewalk chalk, on stickers, and in pamphlets. In April, Congress passed a bipartisan resolution condemning the
chant as antisemitic.

https://gottheimer.house.gov/posts/release-house-passes-gottheimer-led-bipartisan-resolution-condemning-
antisemitic-from-the-river-to-the-sea-chants

They used intimidation tactics to prevent Jewish students from crossing campus and made campus such a dangerous
place that classes were disrupted and had to be canceled for the safety of all students and staff. In fact, police
cautioned Jewish students to avoid the area and only travel in groups for their safety.

While the First Amendment guarantees the right to freedom of speech and expression, it is essential to understand
that this right does not grant individuals the license to break the law or put others in danger. Protesters engaging in
illegal encampments, wielding weapons, carrying dangerous substances, and promoting hateful rhetoric cannot use
free speech as a shield to justify their actions. With rights come responsibilities, and those who abuse their rights
through unlawful behavior must be held accountable for their actions.

Let us uphold the principles of free speech while recognizing the limitations of that right when it comes to engaging
in illegal and harmful behaviors. It is crucial for us as a society to condemn such actions and ensure that individuals
cannot misuse free speech to evade accountability for their illegal conduct.

The illegal encampment at UCSD, similar to others across the country, was created specifically to foment hate
against the Jewish people. Whilst they wrongly accuse Israel of genocide, they call for the genocide of the Jewish
people.

Encampment members had the choice to stop their illegal, racist conduct and leave. On Monday, May 6th, they were
clearly advised through both email and verbal warnings that they were part of an illegal encampment and failed to
disperse. Instead, they chose to resort to violence against the Sheriff’s department and other law enforcement
personnel and are now playing victim once again.



Resisting arrest and physically pushing law enforcement officers is against the law and there are consequences for
breaking the law. It is as simple as that.

Sheriffs on scene conducted themselves professionally in the face of unruly protestors and appropriately handled
and arrested individuals who attempted to violently corner, push, and resist arrest. Thankfully, and similar to Hamas
recording their terror attack on Israeli civilians on October 7th, the protestors themselves recorded the event which
clearly shows their aggression towards law enforcement.

The Sheriff’s Department accomplished their mission to enforce law and order when it was needed -- and for that
we need to commend law enforcement, not appease criminal bullies. I stand with the San Diego County Sheriff’s
Department against any complaints of unjustified actions and also ask that the charges against the violent protestors
do NOT get dropped.

Sincerely,

Best regards
Shiva



From: Nina Russell
To: FGG, Public Comment
Subject: [External] housing and landlord protections
Date: Saturday, August 17, 2024 11:40:07 AM

Hello,

I am a housing provider in Oceanside CA and I would like to propose some reasonable
protections for landlords in the county. Currently the county enacts new rules and laws for
tenants but fails to consider the devastating impacts of those laws when it comes to individual
housing providers. I realize that the city wants to protect tenants from abuse and help
facilitate affordable and fair housing, however the laws are so one sided that they have
opened the door for rampant abuse and far-reaching disastrous consequences for us. For
example, rent caps. I understand the value of rent caps, however this law doesn't protect
homeowners when a transfer of property occurs such as in my case when my mother died and
our property tax on a rental property increased from approximately $3,000 a year to
approximately $13,000 a year and the rent collected was only $1,600 a month. The rent cap
did not allow me to raise the rent enough to pay the property taxes and other expenses while
paying for maintenance and management of the property.  I propose a condition that rent can
legally be raised at a percentage commensurate with the percentage of raised costs of fixed
expenses such as property tax, insurance, utilities or major structural repairs. Without such
considerations, fair housing isn't really fair to property owners and genuinely puts us at risk of
losing our properties and facing financial ruin. Rent caps should not be used as a tool to try
and solve homelessness, housing shortages, poverty or any other of the world's housing
problems when the only ones supporting it are private homeowners. I am asking you to add
language in the rent cap law that gives homeowners some protection and rights so that we
are not harmed when our fixed expenses rise at a higher percentage than the rent cap. I am
asking that this new change be retroactive to provide such consideration to any rental owner
who has been affected by this cap since it first began. 

Thank You,
Concerned housing provider 



From: henkinp@earthlink.net
To: Vargas, Nora (BOS); Desmond, Jim; Anderson, Joel; MontgomerySteppe, Monica; Lawson-Remer, Terra; Asmbly

Boerner-Horvath (77); Asmbly David Alvarez (80 CV); Asmbly Laurie Davis (74); CA Asmbly Akilah Weber (79-La
Mesa); CA Asmbly Maienschein (76); CA Asmbly Marie Waldron (75); CA Asmbly Ward (78); CA Senator
Blakespear; CA Senator Brian Jones (40); CA Senator Kelly Seyarto (32); CA Senator Steve Padilla (18 CV); CA
Senator Toni Atkins

Cc: FGG, Public Comment; .SD Mayor Todd Gloria; City Clerk City of La Mesa; Mayor Bill Wells El Cajon; Mayor Dane
White Escondido; Mayor Esther Sanchez Oceanside CA; Mayor John Franklin City of Vista; Mayor John McCann;
Mayor John Minto City of Santee; Mayor Keith Blackburn Carlsbad; Mayor Lesa Heebner Solana Beach; Mayor
Mark A. La Mesa; Mayor Paloma Aguirre Imperial Beach; Mayor Racquel Vasquez Lemon Grove; Mayor Rebecca
Jones San Marcos; Mayor Richard Bailey Coronado; Mayor Ron Morrison National City; Mayor Steve Vaus Poway.;
Mayor Tony Kranz Encinitas; Mayor Tracy Martinez Del Mar

Subject: [External] TJ SEWAGE ON THE WAY TO BEING FIXED?
Date: Thursday, August 22, 2024 10:46:55 PM

 

Hi All,

 

Great News and a big thank you for all who worked on the sewage
problem. Now let’s clean the air!

 

Regards, Paul

 

NBC San Diego

Border Water Authority awards $400M contract to expand South Bay
plant

[8-22-2024]

 

California's elected leaders Wednesday applauded the International Boundary and
Water Commission's announcement that it has awarded the contract for a project to
expand the South Bay International Wastewater Treatment Plant.

Over the course of the project, the IBWC will use the more than $400 million in federal
funding secured by the Congressional delegation to repair and expand the plant.

 

"Today's announcement for the South Bay International Wastewater Treatment Plant is a
step in the right direction in beginning to seriously address toxic waste and raw sewage



flowing from the Tijuana River," said Sen. Alex Padilla, D-California.

"The health and environmental hazards created by this pollution has contaminated
Southern California's air and water for too long, and I'm committed to fighting for more
federal resources to address this crisis with the urgency it demands."

 

In March, the San Diego Congressional delegation secured over $156 million in funding
toward critical repairs to the South Bay International Wastewater Treatment Plant.

 

In 2019, the delegation secured $300 million to expand the South Bay plant from 25 million
gallons per day to 50 million gallons per day. In 2022, the delegation passed legislation to
clear the path for the IBWC to use the funds to address harmful pollutants in the Tijuana
River Valley.

 

"Our communities can't wait. I'm glad to see the IBWC take this important step, which will
allow them to put the more than $400 million my colleagues and I secured for the South
Bay International Wastewater Treatment Plant to work for repairs and upgrades," said Rep.
Juan Vargas, D-San Diego. "This project will help double the plant's capacity, prevent up to
90% of untreated wastewater from reaching the coast, and provide cleaner and safer
water.

 

"I'll keep fighting alongside the San Diego Congressional delegation to secure the
resources needed to combat pollution in the Tijuana River Valley, make sure Mexico does
its part, and ensure our water, land, and air is safe for all," he said.

 

In 2019, the delegation secured $300 million to expand the South Bay plant from 25 million
gallons per day to 50 million gallons per day. In 2022, the delegation passed legislation to
clear the path for the IBWC to use the funds to address harmful pollutants in the Tijuana
River Valley.In May 2024, the elected officials called on the U.S. Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention to look into the contaminants in the water, soil, and air from the sewage
and the connection to reported increases in illnesses and other symptoms. The CDC has
agreed to begin an investigation into the public health impacts of the Tijuana River sewage
pollution.

 

"This announcement has been a long time coming -- and I'm so excited to see the $400
million that our congressional delegation secured result in big, meaningful progress to end
the Tijuana River Valley crisis," said Rep. Sara Jacobs, D-San Diego. "Our work isn't over
yet, and we will continue to review the progress of the IBWC construction, collaborate with
our Mexican counterparts, and work together to ensure that communities on both sides of
the border can live safely."



SANDIEGOCOUNTY.GOV 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
August 23, 2024 
 
 
TO:  Supervisor Nora Vargas, Chairwoman  
  Supervisor Terra Lawson-Remer, Vice Chair 
  Supervisor Joel Anderson 

Supervisor Monica Montgomery Steppe  
Supervisor Jim Desmond 

   
FROM:  Joan Bracci,  
  Interim Deputy Chief Administrative Officer/Chief Financial Officer  
  Finance & General Government Group 
  
GREEN OAK RANCH ACQUISITION NEGOTIATION UPDATE 
 
On April 30, 2024 (24) the Board of Supervisors (Board) approved an agenda item that directed the 
interim Chief Administrative Officer to enter into good faith negotiations with the owners/trustees of Green 
Oak Ranch for the purchase of the property identified as Assessor Parcel Numbers 217-011-45, 217-
011-47 and 217-011-15 (Green Oak Ranch Property). Additionally, upon successful negotiations, the 
Board authorized payment of an Option Deposit, addition of the Green Oak Ranch Property to the FY 
2025-26 Capital Improvement Needs Assessment (CINA), and development of a master plan for a long-
term buildout of the property. 
 
Department of General Services (DGS) staff contacted the trustees and made an initial offer to purchase 
the property based on the appraised value. After several follow up attempts, staff were advised by Tina 
Woods, Green Oak Ranch Trustee, that the Green Oak Ranch Land Board had entered into an 
agreement with Solutions for Change and the property was no longer available for acquisition.  
 
Should you have any questions regarding this issue, please contact Marko Medved, Director of General 
Services, at Marko.Medved@sdcounty.ca.gov.  
 

cc:  Ebony N. Shelton, Chief Administrative Officer 
Caroline Smith, Interim Deputy Chief Administrative Officer, Health and Human Services Agency 
Marko Medved, Director, Department of General Services 

Respectfully, 
 
 
 
JOAN BRACCI 
INTERIM DEPUTY CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER/CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 
 

JOAN BRACCI 
INTERIM DEPUTY CHIEF 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER / CHIEF 
FINANCIAL OFFICER 

FINANCE & GENERAL GOVERNMENT GROUP 
1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY, ROOM 298, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101-2422 

(619) 531-5413  
 

JUDY YING 
INTERIM CHIEF OPERATIONS 

OFFICER 
























