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Introduction

1 Introduction

1.1  Final EIR Contents

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) has been prepared by the City of Rohnert Park,
Planning Department to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the proposed Rohnert Park 2040
General Plan Project (“proposed project” or “project”).

As prescribed by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Sections 15088 and 15132,
the lead agency (the City) is required to evaluate comments on environmental issues received from
persons who have reviewed the Draft EIR and to prepare written responses to those comments. This
document, together with the Draft EIR (incorporated by reference) comprise the Final EIR for this project.
This Final EIR includes individual responses to each letter received during the public review period for the
Draft EIR. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(c), the written responses describe the
disposition of significant environmental issues raised.

The City has provided a good faith effort to respond to all significant environmental issues raised by the
comments. The Final EIR also includes amendments to the Draft EIR consisting of changes suggested by
certain comments, as well as minor clarifications, corrections, or revisions to the Draft EIR. The Final EIR
includes the following contents:

e Section 1: Introduction

e Section 2: Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR, which also includes a list of all commenters and
public comment letters

e Section 3: Revisions to the Draft EIR

¢ Section 4: Mitigation Monitoring and Report Program

1.2 Draft EIR Public Review Process

The City of Rohnert Park distributed a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the EIR for a 30-day agency and
public review period starting on February 26, 2021, and ending on March 29, 2021. In addition, the city
held an EIR Scoping Meeting on March 11, 2021. The meeting, held at 6:00 p.m., was aimed at providing
information about the proposed project to members of public agencies, interested stakeholders and
residents/community members. The meeting was held in person at Rohnert Park City Hall at 130 Avram
Avenue, Second Floor, as well as virtually via Cable Channel 26 and the City of Rohnert Park YouTube
channel. The city received comment letters from five agencies and three individuals in response to the
NOP during the public review period, as well as various verbal comments during the EIR Scoping Meeting.
The NOP is provided in Appendix A of the Draft EIR, along with the NOP responses received. These
comments were addressed in the Draft EIR (refer to Table 1-1, beginning on page 1-5 of the Draft EIR).

The City published a Notice of Availability (NOA) of the Draft EIR on November 21, 2025, and filed a
Notice of Completion (NOC) with the Governor's Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation (LCI) to begin
the 45-day public review period (Public Resources Code Section 21161), which began on November 21,
2025. The City extended the public review period from an initial deadline of January 9, 2026 to January
16, 2026 to provide additional time for comment.

The Draft EIR was made available on the City’s project website (https://envisionrp.com/). The NOA was

published in the Rohnert Park Community Voice (a local newspaper), filed with the Sonoma County Clerk,
and emailed to individuals who requested written notifications related to the project. As a result of these
notification efforts, written and verbal comments on the content of the Draft EIR were received, including
five comment letters from agencies and verbal public comments at the Planning Commission hearing on
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December 11, 2025. Section 2, Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR, identifies these commenting
parties, their respective comments, and responses to these comments. None of the comments received,
or the responses provided, constitute “significant new information” by CEQA standards (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5).

1.3 EIR Certification Process and Project Approval

Before adopting the proposed project, the lead agency is required to certify that the EIR has been
completed in compliance with CEQA, that the decision-making body reviewed and considered the
information in the EIR, and that the EIR reflects the independent judgment of the lead agency.

Upon certification of an EIR, the lead agency makes a decision on the project analyzed in the EIR. A lead
agency may: (a) disapprove a project because of its significant environmental effects; (b) require
changes to a project to reduce or avoid significant environmental effects; or (c) approve a project despite
its significant environmental effects, if the proper findings and statement of overriding considerations are
adopted (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15042 and 15043).

In approving a project, for each significant impact of the project identified in the EIR, the lead or
responsible agency must find, based on substantial evidence, that either: (a) the project has been
changed to avoid or substantially reduce the magnitude of the impact; (b) changes to the project are
within another agency's jurisdiction and such changes have or should be adopted; or (c) specific
economic, social, or other considerations make the mitigation measures or project alternatives infeasible
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15091). Per Public Resources Code Section 21061.1, feasible means capable of
being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account,
economic, environmental, legal, social, and technological factors.

If an agency approves a project with unavoidable significant environmental effects, it must prepare a
written Statement of Overriding Considerations that sets forth the specific social, economic, or other
reasons supporting the agency’s decision and explains why the project’s benefits outweigh the significant
environmental effects (CEQA Guidelines Section 15093).

When an agency makes findings on significant effects identified in the EIR, it must adopt a reporting or
monitoring program for mitigation measures that were adopted or made conditions of project approval to
mitigate significant effects (CEQA Guidelines Section 15091[d]).

1.4  Draft EIR Recirculation Not Required

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 requires Draft EIR recirculation when comments on the Draft EIR or
responses thereto identify “significant new information.” Significant new information is defined as
including:

1. A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation
measure proposed to be implemented.

2. A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless mitigation
measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.

3. Afeasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously
analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the project, but the project's
proponents decline to adopt it.

4. The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that
meaningful public review and comment were precluded.

The comments, responses, and Draft EIR amendments presented in this document do not constitute such
“significant new information;” instead, they clarify, amplify, or make insignificant modifications to the
Draft EIR. For example, none of the comments, responses, and Draft EIR amendments disclose new or
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substantially more severe significant environmental effects of the proposed project, or new feasible
mitigation measures or alternatives considerably different than those analyzed in the Draft EIR that would
clearly lessen the proposed project’s significant effects.
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2 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

This section includes comments received during public circulation of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) prepared for the Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan.

The Draft EIR was circulated for a 57-day public review period that began on November 21, 2025 and
ended on January 16, 2026. The City of Rohnert Park received five written comment letters on the Draft
EIR and verbal public comments from the December 11, 2025 Planning Commission hearing, which are
summarized herein. The commenters and the page number on which each commenter’s letter appear are
listed below in Table 2-1.

Table 2-1 Comment Letters Received on the Draft EIR

Letter No. and Commenter Page No.

1 Constantin Raether, Program Manager, California Governor’s Office of Emergency Services 2-2
2 Yunsheng Luo, Branch Chief, California Department of Transportation 2-4
3 Erin Chappell, Regional Manager, California Department of Fish and Wildlife 2-15
4 Noah Housh, Community Development Director, City of Cotati 2-37
5 Andy Rodgers, Administrator, and Marcus Trotta, Plan Manager, Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater 2-42

Sustainability Agency

Public Hearing Comments 2-47

The comment letters and responses follow. The comment letters are numbered sequentially. Each
separate issue raised by the commenter, if more than one, has been assigned a number. The responses
to each comment identify first the number of the comment letter, and then the number assigned to each
issue (Response 1.1, for example, indicates that the response is for the first issue raised in Comment
Letter 1).

Where a comment resulted in a change to the Draft EIR text, a notation is made in the response indicating
that the text is revised. Changes in text are signified by strikeout font (strikecutfont) where text was
removed and by underlined font (underlined font) where text was added. These changes in text are also
included in Section 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR.
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Letter 1
Aileen Mahoney

From: Raether, Constantin@CalOES <Constantin.Raether@CalOES.ca.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 3:40 PM

To: bmiller@rpcity.org

Cc: LaMar-Haas, Victoria@CalOES; Aileen Mahoney; CalOES Mitigation Planning; Graulty,
William@CalOES

Subject: [EXT] City of Rohnert Park General Plan Update

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of Rincon Consultants. Be cautious before clicking on any links,
or opening any attachments, until you are confident that the content is safe .

Good afternoon

The California Governor's Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES) Local Hazard Mitigation Planning
Team has taken the time to review the proposed updates/changes to your General Plan.
Government Code 65302(g)(8) states “before preparing or revising its Safety Element, each city and
county shall consult.... the Office of Emergency Services for the purpose of including information
known by and available to the department.”

The Cal OES Local Hazard Mitigation Planning Team reviews and compares your current Safety
Element hazards against those listed in the most recent Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) approved Rohnert Park Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP). 11

Our office has reviewed your proposed Safety Element and found no substantive changes to your
hazard profiles when compared against the most recent FEMA approved Rohnert Park Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan.

Please reach out to you our office at mitigationplanning@caloes.ca.gov if you have any further
questions or need additional assistance.

Regards

Constantin Raether, Program Manager |
Local Mitigation Planning | Recovery Directorate
California Governor's Office of Emergency Services

Cal OES

GOVERMOR'S OFFICE
OF EMERGEMCY SERMICES

Office: (916) 328-7778
Cell: (216) 715-9408
www.caloes.ca.gov/HMGP

22
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Letter 1

COMMENTER: Constantin Raether, Program Manager, California Governor’s Office of Emergency
Services

DATE: December 10, 2025

Response 1.1

The commenter compared the Safety Element to those in the FEMA approved Rohnert Park Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan (LHMP). The commenter indicated they found no substantive changes to hazards in the
region as those in the Rohnert Park LHMP.

This comment is noted and passed on to decision-makers for consideration.

Final Environmental Impact Report
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Letter 2

CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

California Department of Transportation

DISTRICT 4
OFFICE OF REGIONAL AND COMMUNITY PLANNING
P.O. BOX 23660, MS-10D | OAKLAND, CA 94623-06460

www.dot.ca.gov

January 9, 2026 SCH #:20210205623
GTS #: 04-SON-2021-01049
GTS ID: 22140
Co/Rt/Pm: SON/101/13.24

Barry Miller, Consulting Project Manager
City of Rohnert Park

6750 Commerce Boulevard

Rohnert Park, CA 94928

Re: Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan — Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
Dear Barry Miller:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan. The Local
Development Review (LDR) Program reviews land use projects and plans to ensure
consistency with our mission and state planning priorities. The following comments are
based on our review of the November 2025 DEIR.

Please note this correspondence does not indicate an official position or approval by
Caltrans on this project and is for informational purposes only.

Project Understanding

The proposed General Plan serves several purposes: Provide the public opportunities
for meaningful participation in the planning and decision-making process; Provide a
description of current conditions within the city and trends influencing the future of the
city; Identify planning issues, opportunities, and challenges that should be addressed
in the 2040 General Plan; Explore land use and policy alternatives; Ensure that the
General Plan is current, internally consistent, and easy to use; Provide guidance in the
planning and evaluation of future land and resource decisions; and Provide a vision
and framework for the future growth of Rohnert Park.

Travel Demand Analysis

With the enactment of Senate Bill (SB) 743, Caltrans is focused on maximizing efficient
development patterns, innovative tfravel demand reduction strategies, and
multimodal improvements. For more information on how Caltrans assesses Vehicle

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.” 2-4
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Barry Miller, Consulting Project Manager
January 9, 2026
Page 2

Miles Traveled (VMT) analysis for land use projects, please review Caltrans’
Transportation Impact Study Guide (link).

The project VMT analysis and significance determination are undertaken in a manner
consistent with the Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation’s (LCI) Technical
Advisory. Per the DEIR, this project is found to have a significant and unavoidable VMT
impact. Caltrans acknowledges that the General Plan has identified Policy C-3.1,
Policy C-3.2 and Policy C-3.3 to help mitigate future developments’ potential VMT
impact. We commend the City for working with Sonoma County Transportation
Authority (SCTA) to explore developing a VMT mitigation bank alternative which would
help further reduce VMT.

Please consider including additional measures to further mitigate this impact:

Accelerate implementation of “Complete Streets” upgrades on major corridors
and Highway 101 interchanges, in coordination with Caltrans.

Expand and connect Class | and Il bikeways and improve pedestrian crossings,
especially for first/last mile access to SMART stations and bus stops.

- Support and expedite the planned State Farm Drive overcrossing and additional
SMART station west of Highway 101.

- Enhance transit service frequency, reliability, and integration with active
transportation.

- Prioritize transit-oriented development and infill and reduce parking minimums
near transit.

- Section 4.14-36, Implementation Program C-E: Transportation Demand
Management Program should also include the implementation of transit priority
roadway treatments and improved transit access on the 101 as strategies within
the TDM program. These strategies can enhance transit reliability and help
achieve VMT reduction goals. Please refer to the Caltrans Local Development
Review TDM Toolbox and the Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan for additional
strategies and best practices to reduce VMT through supporting transit priority
and access improvements, including parking management and employer-
based trip reduction programs.

- Project mitigation efforts, goals, policies, and Table 4.14-1 Project Consistency
Directives with Caltrans Directives should also align with and incorporate
Caltrans Directors Policy-040 Transit and the Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan and
Transit Needs Assessment.

These strategies are consistent with Caltrans, SCTA, and regional plans, and can help
reduce VMT, support mode shift, and improve fransportation equity. The City should

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.” 2-5
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Barry Miller, Consulting Project Manager
January 9, 2026
Page 3

work with Caltrans and regional partners to implement and fund these measures as
part of General Plan implementation and project review.

Multimodal Transportation Planning

Please review and include reference to the Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Plan (2021)
and the Caltrans District 4 Bike Plan (2018) in the DEIR. These two plans studied existing
conditions for walking and biking along and across the State Transportation Network
(STN) in the nine-county Bay Area and developed a list of location-based and
prioritized needs.

Please note that any Complete Streets reference should be updated to reflect
Caltrans Director’s Policy 37 (link) that highlights the importance of addressing the
needs of non-motorists and prioritizing space-efficient forms of mobility, while also
facilitating goods movement in a manner with the least environmental and social
impacts. This supersedes Deputy Directive 64-R1, and further builds upon its goals of
focusing on the movement of people and goods.

All goals, policies, and mitigation efforts involving transit within the EIR should be
represented in the Transportation and Traffic Section.

Thank you again for including Caltrans in the environmental review process. Should
you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Melissa Hernandez,
Associate Transportation Planner via LDR-D4@dot.ca.gov. For future early coordination
opportunities or project referrals, please visit Caltrans LDR welbsite (link) or contact LDR-
D4@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

oo

YUNSHENG LUO
Branch Chief, Local Development Review
Office of Regional and Community Planning

c: State Clearinghouse

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.” 2-6
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Letter 2

COMMENTER: Yunsheng Luo, Branch Chief, California Department of Transportation
DATE: January 9, 2026

Response 2.1

The commenter summarizes the project and concurs with the VMT analysis methodology provided in the
Draft EIR.

This comment is noted. The VMT analysis was completed consistent with the OPR Technical Advisory.

Response 2.2

The commenter recommends additional mitigation measures to assist in mitigating potential VMT impacts
from future developments.

The following additional mitigation measures requested by the commenter are similar to already
proposed General Plan goals and policies or in some cases already included in the General Plan as noted
below:

e Accelerate implementation of “Complete Streets” upgrades on major corridors and Highway 101
interchanges, in coordination with Caltrans.

o This request is redundant with 2040 General Plan Goals C-4 (Complete Streets, including policies to
implement complete streets upgrades), C-6 (Bicycle and Pedestrian improvements, including priority
projects), and C-7 (Safety Improvements) and associated policies, subject to funding availability.

e Expand and connect Class | and Il bikeways and improve pedestrian crossings, especially for first/last
mile access to SMART stations and bus stops.

o This request is redundant with 2040 General Plan Goal C-6 and related policies, subject to funding
availability.

e Support and expedite the planned State Farm Drive overcrossing and additional SMART station west of
Highway 101.
o This request is redundant with Policy C-1.3 (Engage in planning and design and seek outside funding
to complete the State Farm Drive overcrossing) and Policy C-8.3 (Investigate a new SMART station
on the west side of US 101), subject to funding availability.

e Enhance transit service frequency, reliability, and integration with active transportation.

o This request is redundant with Goal C-8 (Facilitate transit improvements and connections) and
related policies, subject to funding and coordination with local transit providers.

¢ Prioritize transit-oriented development and infill and reduce parking minimums near transit.

o This request is redundant with Policy C-9.2, which already states the City’s support for land use plans
and building design to support transit and Policy C-10.5, which calls for variable parking standards
depending on transit access.

e Section 4.14-36, Implementation Program C-E: Transportation Demand Management Program should
also include the implementation of transit priority roadway treatments and improved transit access on
the 101 as strategies within the TDM program. These strategies can enhance transit reliability and help
achieve VMT reduction goals. Please refer to the Caltrans Local Development Review TDM Toolbox
and the Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan for additional strategies and best practices to reduce VMT
through supporting transit priority and access improvements, including parking management and
employer-based trip reduction programs.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-7
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o TDM goals and policies are already incorporated into Goal C-3 and associated policies. Transit-
related goals and policies are included in Section 7.6 Transit.

The commenter’s request for revisions to Table 4.14-1 regarding Caltrans Directors Policy 40 and the
Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan and Transit Needs Assessment have been made to the Final EIR; however
it is noted that 2040 General Plan Goal C-8 (and related policies) are generally consistent with this
request. Goal C-8 is to facilitate transit improvements, and its policies seek to encourage and maximize
transit opportunities in a manner that is aligned with Caltrans Directors Policy 40. Table 4.14-1 of the
Draft EIR has been revised as follows (revised rows only):

Caltrans Directives

Project Consistency

Directors Policy 40: Transit. Public transit
provides vital mobility to many
Californians daily, central to powering our
state’s society and economy. As outlined

Consistent. The City’s Circulation Element includes goals

and policies that prioritize the provision of transit services,
including:

e Goal C-2: To coordinate with regional agencies on

in the Director's Complete Streets Policy
DP-37, it is California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans') organizational
priority to encourage and maximize
transit as a strategy to not only meet
state climate, health, equity, and

transportation improvements outside the city limits.

Goal C-4 (reproduced above).

Policy C-4.1 (reproduced above).

Policy C-4.2 (reproduced above).
Goal C-5: To encourage alternative travel modes,

environmental outcomes but also to
foster socially and economically vibrant,
thriving, and resilient communities.
Furthermore, public transit use results in
significant safety benefits for all road
users and aid California to achieve its
goal of eliminating fatalities and serious
injuries, as outlined in Director’s Road
Safety Policy DP-36 and the Secretary’s
Policy 01-25 on Road Safety.

including transit, driving, biking, and walking by improving
the multimodal circulation system

e Policy C-5.1: Multimodal Network Strategy and
Prioritization. The City shall identify and prioritize
components of a multimodal network to increase
continuity between pedestrian routes, bicycle routes, and
public transit.

o Goal C-8: Facilitate transit improvements and
connections to create better connections to destinations
around the city and between travel modes.

e Policy C-8.1: Transit Access. The City shall work with
transit providers and private developers and regional
partners to improve transit access as follows:

o Develop well-designed accessible pick-up and drop-
off locations and provide benches, shelters and
amenities as appropriate

o Focus transit service along corridors to maintain a
level of service that is meaningful to the community

o Work with paratransit providers to ensure Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant paratransit
services are available to eligible residents and visiting
clients

o Support last-mile solutions (e.g., shuttle service
shared-mobility services, proximity to pedestrian and
bicycle path connections) to connect public transit
riders to their ultimate destinations.

o Encourage transit providers to have adequate bike
racks on buses and rail cars to allow for convenient
mode transitions for bicyclists.

o Policy C-8.2: Regional Transit Connections. The City
shall coordinate with SMART, Sonoma County Transit,
and Golden Gate Transit to increase public transit service
between Rohnert Park and other cities in the Bay Area
and to coordinate:

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-8
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Caltrans Directives Project Consistency

Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan and
Transit Needs Assessment. The plan

includes goals, objectives and
performance measures, including for the
provision of complete streets, equity in
transportation choices, decreasing VMT,

and supporting long-term transit projects.

Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

o Multi-modal connections for regional trips

o Transit service or infrastructure improvements
o Closure of transit gaps, and
(]

Deployment of information and schedules with real-
time information.

e Goal C-9: Encourage transit ridership to support a
sustainable transportation system.

e Policy C-9.1: Maintain and Expand Transit Service. The
City shall support levels of transit service that are
adequate to meet and encourage ridership demand and

work with service providers to adjust train schedules and

bus routes to address new potential markets and levels
of demand.

e Policy C-9.2: Development Designed to Support Transit.
The City shall support land use plans and building design

that prioritizes higher intensity development close to
transit, active frontages, space for bus stop amenities,
and safety for people.

Consistent. The City’s Circulation Element includes a
specific focus on complete streets. Applicable goals and
policies include:

e Goal C-4 (reproduced above).

e Policy C-4.1 (reproduced above).

o Policy C-4.2 (reproduced above).

The City’s Racial Social and Environmental Justice Element

includes policies regarding the equitable provision of
services, including:

o Policy RSEJ-4.2 (reproduced above).
e Policy RSEJ-4.3 (reproduced above).

o Policy RSEJ-5.4 (reproduced above).

The City’s Circulation Element includes goals and policies

regarding VMT, including:

e Goal C-3: To reduce automobile dependency and
associated impacts.

o Policy C-3.1: Regional VMT Mitigation Bank. The City
shall encourage and support the Sonoma County
Transportation Authority (SCTA) in establishing a
regional VMT mitigation bank and/or regional VMT
impact fee program that can be used to fund effective
VMT reduction strategies at a regional level, while also
establishing a mechanism for private development to
offset their VMT impacts.

¢ Policy C-3.2: Development Review Requirements for
Vehicle Miles Traveled. The City shall, as part of
development project CEQA review, require new
development projects to achieve a reduction in vehicle
miles traveled (VMT) compared to baseline conditions.
The City will support SCTA'’s efforts in maintaining the
regional travel demand model, which will be used to

adjust baseline VMT levels over time and allow the City to

establish updated VMT benchmarks for project
applicants.

Final Environmental Impact Report
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Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Caltrans Directives Project Consistency

e Policy C-5.2: Promote Multimodal Mixed-Use

Developments. The City shall promote the development
of multimodal mixed-use development.

Policy C-6.3: Bike and Pedestrian Crossings in Central
Rohnert Park. The City shall continue to study the
feasibility of separated bicycle pedestrian crossings,
including crossings over Rohnert Park Expressway at the
SMART Multi-Use Path and work with Caltrans, SCTA and
SMART to implement feasible projects.

The City’s Circulation Element includes goals and policies

regarding the provision of transit services, including:

e Goal C-5 (reproduced above).
e Policy C-5.1 (reproduced above).

e Goal C-8: Facilitate transit improvements and

connections to create better connections to destinations

around the city and between travel modes.

Policy C-8.1: Transit Access. The City shall work with

transit providers and private developers and regional

partners to improve transit access as follows:

o Develop well-designed accessible pick-up and drop-
off locations and provide benches, shelters and
amenities as appropriate

o Focus transit service along corridors to maintain a
level of service that is meaningful to the community

o Work with paratransit providers to ensure Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant paratransit
services are available to eligible residents and visiting
clients

o Support last-mile solutions (e.qg., shuttle service,
shared-mobility services, proximity to pedestrian and
bicycle path connections) to connect public transit
riders to their ultimate destinations.

o Encourage transit providers to have adequate bike
racks on buses and rail cars to allow for convenient

mode transitions for bicyclists.

o Policy C-8.2: Regional Transit Connections. The City

shall coordinate with SMART, Sonoma County Transit
and Golden Gate Transit to increase public transit service
between Rohnert Park and other cities in the Bay Area
and to coordinate:

Multi-modal connections for regional trips

Transit service or infrastructure improvements,

Closure of transit gaps, and

Deployment of information and schedules with real-
time information.

O O O O

e Goal C-9: Encourage transit ridership to support a

sustainable transportation system.

Policy C-9.1: Maintain and Expand Transit Service. The
City shall support levels of transit service that are
adequate to meet and encourage ridership demand and
work with service providers to adjust train schedules and

bus routes to address new potential markets and levels
of demand.

Final Environmental Impact Report

2-10



City of Rohnert Park
Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Caltrans Directives Project Consistency

e Policy C-9.2: Development Designed to Support Transit.
The City shall support land use plans and building design
that prioritizes higher intensity development close to
transit, active frontages, space for bus stop amenities,
and safety for people.

Additionally, Section 4.14.2 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows:

Caltrans Director’s Policy 40 Transit

Director’s Policy 40, a policy regarding public transit, was adopted by Caltrans in February of 2026.
The policy reads:

Public transit provides vital mobility to many Californians daily, central to powering our state’s
society and economy. As outlined in the Director's Complete Streets Policy DP-37, it is California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans') organizational priority to encourage and maximize
transit as a strategy to not only meet state climate, health, equity, and environmental outcomes
but also to foster socially and economically vibrant, thriving, and resilient communities.
Furthermore, public transit use results in significant safety benefits for all road users and aid
California to achieve its goal of eliminating fatalities and serious injuries, as outlined in Director’'s
Road Safety Policy DP-36 and the Secretary’s Policy 01-25 on Road Safety.

The policy requires Caltrans to establish metrics to evaluate and measure the performance and need
for transit, increase engagement related to transit services, and improve planning and operational
analysis for transit.

Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan

The Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan (2025) identifies deficiencies and potential improvements to
increase transit reliability and access, and encourage more transit use along the State Transportation
Network in the Bay Area. The City of Rohnert Park is identified in the plan as containing equity priority
communities. The plan includes goals, objectives and performance measures, including for the
provision of complete streets, equity in transportation choices, decreasing VMT, and supporting long-
term transit projects.

These revisions supplement the existing analysis in the Draft EIR and do not introduce substantial new
information to the Draft EIR requiring recirculation.

Response 2.3

The commenter suggests a review and reference and addition of the Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Plan and
Bike Plan.

The District 4 Pedestrian and Bicycle plans provide a broad overview of pedestrian and bicycle
improvements along the State Transportation Network (STN). It is noted that the only STN facility in
Rohnert Park is Highway 101, which prohibits bicycle and pedestrian travel. The 2040 General Plan
includes Policy C-4.4 and Goal C-6, which will improve safety and mobility for bicyclists and pedestrians,
including at freeway ramp terminal intersections, where Caltrans and the City will continue to collaborate
on improvements. References to the Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Plan (2021) and the Caltrans District 4
Bike Plan (2018) have been incorporated into the Final EIR.

Page 4.14-12 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows:
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Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Plan

Caltrans’ District 4 Pedestrian Plan identifies and prioritizes pedestrian needs along and across the
State Highway System to inform future investments. The Plan notes that pedestrians are prohibited
on Highway 101 through the City of Rohnert Park, and thus does not include plans for pedestrian
improvements along the segment of Highway 101 in the Plan Area.

Caltrans District 4 Bike Plan

The Caltrans District 4 Bike Plan identifies infrastructure improvements that can enhance bicycle
safety and mobility throughout District 4 and remove some of the barriers to bicycling in the region.
The Plan notes that bicyclists are prohibited on Highway 101 through the City of Rohnert Park, and
thus does not include plans for bicycle improvements along the segment of Highway 101 in the Plan
Area.

This addition supplements the existing analysis in the Draft EIR and does not introduce substantial new
information to the Draft EIR requiring recirculation.

Response 2.4

The commenter requests that references to Complete Streets be updated to reflect Caltrans Directors’ Policy
37.

Caltrans Director Policy 37 is related to Complete Streets; the reference to Deputy Directive 64-R1 has
been replaced by a reference to Director Policy 37. The 2040 General Plan makes a number of references
to Complete Streets, including goals and policies within Section 7.3, Complete Streets and Section 7.4,
Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation.

Page 4.14-12 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows:

Caltrans Director’s Policy 37 Deputy-Directive-64-R1 Complete Streets—Integrating-the
Transportation-System

In 2021, Caltrans adopted Director’s Policy 37, prioritizing complete streets throughout the district.
The policy states:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) recognizes that walking, biking, transit,
and passenger rail are integral to our vision of delivering a brighter future for all through a world-
class transportation network. Additionally, Caltrans recognizes that streets are not only used for
transportation but are also valuable community spaces. Accordingly, in locations with current
and/or future pedestrian, bicycle, or transit needs, all transportation projects funded or overseen
by Caltrans will provide comfortable, convenient, and connected complete streets facilities for
people walking, biking, and taking transit or passenger rail unless an exception is documented
and approved. When decisions are made not to include complete streets elements in capital and
maintenance projects, the justification will be documented with final approval by the responsible
District Director.

Opportunities for complete streets exist in all phases of project development from planning and
design to construction, operations, and maintenance. Complete streets projects should prioritize
underserved communities that have been historically harmed and segmented by the
transportation network and should serve people of all ages and abilities. Furthermore, Caltrans
commits to removing unnecessary policy and procedural barriers and partnering with
communities and agencies to ensure projects on local and state transportation systems improve
the connectivity to existing and planned pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities, and accessibility
to existing and planned destinations, where possible.
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Table 4.14-1 on page 4.14-19 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows (revised row only):

Caltrans Directives Project Consistency

Caltrans Deputy Directive 64- Consistent. The City's Circulation Element includes a
R1Complete Streets=Integrating the specific focus on complete streets. Applicable goals and
Transportation-System. The Department policies include:
views-all-transportation-improvementsas o Goal C-4: To support the ongoing development of an

opportunitiesto-improve-safety access; integrated transportation network that allows safe and
and-mobility-forall-travelers-in-Galifornia convenient travel along and across streets for all users,
and-recognizes-bicycle pedestrianand including pedestrians, bicyclists, persons with
transitrrodes-as-integral-elements-ofthe disabilities, motorists, movers of commercial goods,
transportation-system-Providing-safe users and operators of public transportation, seniors,
Fobility for-all-users-including-motorists; youth, and families.
meye!ﬂsrpedestnaq&and—t%aﬁsﬁ—ndep& e Policy C-4.1: Streets for All Users. The City shall ensure
GOWSMW'% . that streets safely serve seniors, youth, those with
mission/vision—improving-Mebility i ﬁ disabilities, and all members of the community, and

; i . provide a network connecting residences, employment
Caltrans Dlrectqr's P°|_'°V 37 Complete areas, services, health care facilities, schools, parks,
Streets. In locations with current and/or retail areas, and public facilities.

future pedestrian, bicycle, or transit
needs, all transportation projects funded
or overseen by Caltrans will provide
comfortable, convenient, and connected
complete streets facilities for people
walking, biking, and taking transit or
passenger rail unless an exception is
documented and approved. Complete
streets projects should prioritize
underserved communities that have been
historically harmed and segmented by the
transportation network and should serve
people of all ages and abilities.

¢ Policy C-4.2: New Streets Designed as Complete
Streets. The City shall design local streets to
accommodate all street users with comfortable
pedestrian environments as the priority, including street
tree planting between the street and sidewalk, minimized
curb cuts, sidewalks on both sides of streets, and low
impact development features, where feasible

These revisions supplement the existing analysis in the Draft EIR and do not introduce substantial new
information to the Draft EIR requiring recirculation.
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Response 2.5

The commenter requests all goals, policies, and mitigation efforts involving transit within the EIR are
displayed in the Transportation and Traffic Section.

Transit-related goals, policies, and implementation actions in the General Plan are referenced as
appropriate under Impact T-1, beginning on page 4.14-18 of the Draft EIR.

Final Environmental Impact Report
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State of California — Natural Resources Agency GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE VALERIE TERMINI, Acting Director
Bay Delta Region

2825 Cordelia Road, Suite 100

Fairfield, CA 94534

(707) 428-2002
www.wildlife.ca.gov Letter 3

January 12, 2026

Barry Miller, FAICP, Consulting Project Manager
City of Rohnert Park

130 Avram Avenue

Rohnert Park, CA 94928

BMiller@rpcity.org

Subject: Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan, Program Environmental Impact Report,
SCH No. 2021020523, Sonoma County

Dear Barry Miller:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received a Notice of Intent to
Adopt a Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) from the City of Rohnert Park
(City) for the Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan (project) pursuant the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.! CDFW previously submitted
a letter dated March 22, 2021 in response to the EIR Notice to Preparation (NOP) for
the project.

CDFW is submitting comments on the EIR to inform the City, as the Lead Agency, of
our concerns regarding potentially significant impacts to biological resources associated
with the project.

CDFW ROLE

CDFW is a Trustee Agency with responsibility under CEQA (Pub. Resources Code,

§ 21000 et seq.) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15386 for commenting on
projects that could impact fish, plant, and wildlife resources. CDFW is also considered a
Responsible Agency if a project would require discretionary approval, such as permits
issued under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA), Lake and Streambed
Alteration (LSA) Program, or other provisions of the Fish and Game Code that afford
protection to the state’s fish and wildlife trust resources.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
Proponent: City of Rohnert Park

Objective: The project is a comprehensive update of the City’s 2020 General Plan. The
project designates land uses defining the type of development that can occur
throughout the City through the planning horizon year of 2040. Most of the future

1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq. The “CEQA
Guidelines” are found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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City of Rohnert Park
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development capacity in the City is within specific plan areas, planned developments,
and the Central Rohnert Park Priority Development Area, especially for residential
development. Development capacity in the rest of the City will be through strategic infill
sites. The project would include the rezoning of two sites on Snyder Lane from Public
Institutional to High Density Residential to ensure consistency with the Housing
Element.

Location: The approximately 7.3-square-mile planning area, which includes the City of
Rohnert Park and its Sphere of Influence, with an approximate center at 38.348326°N,
122.701654°W.

REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS
California Endangered Species Act

Please be advised that a CESA Incidental Take Permit (ITP) must be obtained if the
project has the potential to result in “take” of plants or animals listed or candidates
under CESA, either during construction or over the life of the project. The project has
the potential to result in take of California tiger salamander (Ambystoma
californiense), which is CESA listed as threatened, and Sonoma sunshine
(Blennosperma bakeri), Sebastopol meadowfoam (Limnanthes vinculans), and
Burke’s goldfields (Lasthenia burkei), which are CESA listed as endangered
species, and burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) and Crotch's bumble bee
(Bombus crotchii), which are CESA candidate species, as further described
below. Thank you for including a requirement for the project to conduct
preconstruction surveys and obtain a CESA ITP for take of Crotch’s bumblebee if
the surveys result in positive detection. Issuance of a CESA ITP is subject to CEQA
documentation; the CEQA document must specify impacts, mitigation measures, and a
mitigation monitoring and reporting program. If the project will impact CESA listed
species, early consultation is encouraged, as significant modification to the project and
mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain a CESA ITP.

CEQA requires a Mandatory Finding of Significance if a project is likely to substantially
restrict the range or reduce the population of a threatened or endangered species. (Pub.
Resources Code, §§ 21001, subd. (c) & 21083; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15380, 15064, &
15065.). Impacts must be avoided or mitigated to less-than-significant levels unless the
CEQA Lead Agency makes and supports Findings of Overriding Consideration (FOC).
The CEQA Lead Agency’s FOC does not eliminate the project proponent’s obligation to
comply with CESA.

Lake and Streambed Alteration

An LSA Notification, pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq., is required
for project activities affecting lakes or streams and associated riparian habitat.
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Notification is required for any activity that may substantially divert or obstruct the
natural flow; change or use material from the bed, channel, or bank including associated
riparian or wetland resources; or deposit or dispose of material where it may pass into a
river, lake, or stream. Work within ephemeral streams, washes, watercourses with a
subsurface flow, and floodplains are subject to LSA Notification requirements. Project
activities may impact streams or lakes, therefore an LSA Notification may be
warranted, as further described below. CDFW would consider the CEQA document
for the project and may issue an LSA Agreement. CDFW may not execute the final LSA
Agreement until it has complied with CEQA as a Responsible Agency.

Raptors and Other Nesting Birds

CDFW has jurisdiction over actions that may result in the disturbance or destruction of
active nest sites or the unauthorized take of birds. Fish and Game Code sections
protecting birds, their eggs, and nests include sections 3503 (regarding unlawful take,
possession or needless destruction of the nests or eggs of any bird), 3503.5 (regarding
the take, possession or destruction of any birds-of-prey or their nests or eggs), and
3513 (regarding unlawful take of any migratory nongame bird). Migratory birds are also
protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).

California Fully Protected Species

Fully protected species may not be taken or possessed at any time and no licenses or
permits may be issued for their take except as follows:

o Take is for necessary scientific research;

e Efforts to recover a fully protected, endangered, or threatened species, live
capture and relocation of a bird species for the protection of livestock; or

e They are a covered species whose conservation and management is provided
for in a Natural Community Conservation Plan (Fish & G. Code, §§ 3511, 4700,
5050, & 5515).

Specified types of infrastructure projects may be eligible for an ITP for unavoidable
impacts to fully protected species if certain conditions are met (Fish & G. Code

§ 2081.15). Project proponents should consult with CDFW early in the project planning
process. The project has the potential to impact white-tailed kite (Elanus
leucurus), which is a California fully protected species.

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the City in

adequately identifying and/or mitigating the project’s significant, or potentially significant,
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direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. Attachment 1
includes CDFW’s below recommended mitigation measures in a Draft Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program.

. Project Description and Related Impact Shortcoming
COMMENT 1: Program Environmental Impact Report Subsequent Project Review

The EIR is a Program EIR but does not include a checklist for subsequent project
review. As described in CDFW’s letter response to the NOP, while Program EIRs
have a necessarily broad scope, CDFW recommends providing as much information
related to anticipated future activities as possible. CDFW recognizes that, pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines section 15152, subdivision (c), if a Lead Agency is using the
tiering process in connection with an EIR or large-scale planning approval, the
development of detailed, site-specific information may not be feasible and can be
deferred, in many instances, until such time as the Lead Agency prepares a future
environmental document. This future environmental document would cover a project
of a more limited geographical scale and is appropriate if the deferred information
does not prevent adequate identification of significant effects of the planning
approval at hand. The CEQA Guidelines section 15168, subdivision (c)(4) states,
“Where the later activities involve site specific operations, the agency should
use a written checklist or similar device to document the evaluation of the site
and the activity to determine whether the environmental effects of the
operation were within the scope of the program EIR.” Based on CEQA
Guidelines section 15183.3 and associated Appendix N Checklist, and consistent
with other program EIRs (e.g., California Vegetation Treatment Program
Environmental Impact Report and associated checklist in Appendix PD-3 - Project-
Specific Analysis at:

https://bof.fire.ca.gov/projects-and-programs/calvtp-homepage-and
storymap/#:~:text=The%20CalVTP%20Program%20Environmental%20Impact,with
%20the%20CalVTP%20Program%20EIR), CDFW recommends creating a
procedure or checklist for evaluating subsequent project impacts on
biological resources to determine if they are within the scope of the Program
EIR or if an additional environmental document is warranted. This checklist
should be included as an attachment to the EIR. Future analysis should include all
special-status species and sensitive habitat including, but not limited to, species
considered rare, threatened, or endangered species pursuant to CEQA Guidelines,
section 15380.

When used appropriately, the checklist should be accompanied by enough relevant
information and reasonable inferences to support a “within the scope” of the EIR
conclusion. For subsequent project activities that may affect sensitive biological
resources, a site-specific analysis should be prepared by a Qualified Biologist to
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provide the necessary supporting information. In addition, the checklist should cite

the specific portions of the EIR, including page and section references, containing 3.2
the analysis of the subsequent project activities’ significant effects and indicate

whether it incorporates all applicable mitigation measures from the EIR.

Environmental Setting and Related Impacts Shortcomings

Mandatory Findings of Significance: Does the project have the potential to
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal?

And,

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
CDFW or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)?

COMMENT 2: Deferred Mitigation

Issue, specific impacts, why they may occur and be potentially significant: If
the project may result in physical changes in the environment, such as facilitating
development, then the project could: 1) reduce the number or restrict the range of an
endangered, rare, or threatened species, or 2) have a substantial adverse effect, 3.3
either directly or through habitat modifications, on candidate, sensitive, or special-
status species. The EIR documents 70 special-status plant species and 37 special-
status animal species either within or in the vicinity of the City of Rohnert Park (D-1
through D-7). The project area has potential to support special-status species
including, but not limited to, Sonoma sunshine, Sebastopol meadowfoam, and
Burke’s goldfields, CESA listed as endangered; California tiger salamander, a CESA
listed as threatened species; and burrowing owl, a CESA candidate species and
California Species of Special Concern, in addition to the other species mentioned
above, however, the EIR does not include mitigation measures for impacts to CESA-
listed species, other than Crotch’s bumblebee.

As described in CDFW'’s letter response to the NOP, California tiger salamander
may be directly or indirectly impacted by the project resulting in mortality of
individuals from direct impacts or indirect impacts from degradation of habitat
adjacent to ground disturbance and other factors. Additionally, the project may result
in the permanent and temporary loss of California tiger salamander habitat.

The EIR indicates that wetlands may be present within project sites. As described in
CDFW's letter response to the NOP, wetlands in the Santa Rosa Plain may support
Sonoma sunshine, Sebastopol meadowfoam, and Burke’s goldfields, and loss of
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wetland habitat may result in in mortality of individuals and/or indirect impacts from
degradation of habitat adjacent to ground disturbance due to altering hydrological
conditions or other factors may occur.

The project could result in burrowing owl injury or mortality of adults, and permanent
wintering (i.e., non-nesting) habitat loss. Additionally, the project may result in a
permanent reduction of burrowing owl foraging habitat in Sonoma County. Burrowing
owl is a special-status species and was approved as a candidate species under
CESA because the species’ population viability and survival are adversely affected
by risk factors such as precipitous declines from habitat loss, fragmentation, and
degradation; evictions from wintering sites without habitat mitigation; and human
disturbance (Shuford and Gardali 2008; Department of Fish and Game Staff Report
on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012); personal communication, CDFW Statewide
Burrowing Owl Coordinator Esther Burkett, May 13, 2022, CDFW Petition for
Western Burrowing Owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea), 2024). Based on the
foregoing, if burrowing owls are wintering on or within 500 meters (1,640 feet) of the
project site, or if burrowing owl foraging habitat is removed, project impacts to
burrowing owl would be potentially significant.

The EIR states that projects facilitated by the EIR will follow existing local
government policies and applicable protective measures in the Santa Rosa Plain
Conservation Strategy (SRP CS) (EIR pages 4.3-18). However, the SRP CS is a
guidance document that was developed several years ago and conditions for some
species have deteriorated since it was developed, therefore the SRP CS
conservation measures may not adequately mitigate impacts to special-status
species to less-than-significant. Additionally, the SRP CS does not cover all special-
status species in the Project area. Therefore, while the SRP CS is a useful
reference, the EIR should not rely on the SRP CS’s measures to mitigate impacts to
less-than-significant and should instead conduct a current evaluation of impacts and
appropriate mitigation measures.

The EIR states that impacts to biological resources would be less-than-significant in
part because of a requirement for the City to “...complete a site-specific biological
resource assessment prepared by a qualified biologist that establishes the existing
resources present, potential impacts on the resources, and mitigation measures for
these impacts” (see EIR page 4.3-18). However, the proposed biological resource
assessments inappropriately defer formulating mitigation measures and may not
appropriately identify special-status species that may be impacted and measures
reducing such impacts to less-than-significant. Further, the proposed biological
resource assessments would not be subject to public review under CEQA, thereby
circumventing key purposes of CEQA including informing the public and
governmental decision makers about the potential, significant environmental effects
of a proposed project and identifying ways that environmental damage can be
avoided or significantly reduced (CEQA Guidelines, § 15002). CEQA Guidelines
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section 15126.4, subdivision (b) states: “Formulation of mitigation measures shall
not be deferred until some future time. The specific details of a mitigation measure,
however, may be developed after project approval when it is impractical or infeasible
to include those details during the project's environmental review provided that the
agency (1) commits itself to the mitigation, (2) adopts specific performance
standards the mitigation will achieve, and (3) identifies the type(s) of potential
action(s) that can feasibly achieve that performance standard and that will
considered, analyzed, and potentially incorporated in the mitigation measure.
Compliance with a regulatory permit or other similar process may be identified as
mitigation if compliance would result in implementation of measures that would be
reasonably expected, based on substantial evidence in the record, to reduce the
significant impact to the specified performance standards.”

No specific mitigation measures relating to take of CESA-listed species other than
Crotch’s bumblebee are included in the biological resources section of the EIR. The
lead agency (the City) has therefore not committed itself to mitigation, nor does the
EIR adopt specific performance standards for mitigation goals, nor does it identify
types of actions that could meet these standards.

It is conceivable based on the lack of mitigation measures that California tiger
salamander, Sonoma sunshine, Sebastopol meadowfoam, Burke’s goldfields,
burrowing owl, and other special-status species would: 1) not be appropriately
evaluated in subsequent biological surveys, or 2) that future environmental review
pursuant to CEQA would not require appropriate mitigation measures to reduce
impacts to less-than-significant.

Therefore, if special-status species occur on or adjacent to project sites, impacts to
special-status species would be potentially significant, and impacts to species
considered threatened, endangered, or rare may be considered a mandatory finding
of significance (CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15065 & 15380).

Recommended Mitigation Measures: To reduce potential impacts to less-than-
significant and comply with CESA, CDFW recommends including mitigation
measures in the EIR which evaluate such foreseeable potentially significant impacts.
Where future site-specific impacts may not be presently foreseeable based on the
project’s broad scope, the checklist discussed in Comment 1 above should be used
to determine if a future CEQA environmental document is required. CDFW would
appreciate the opportunity to review a revised EIR and may have further comments
once more specific species information is provided.

For example, CDFW recommends including the mitigation measures below in this
EIR:
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MM-BIO-1. Prior to commencing construction-related activities on grassland or
wetland habitat suitable to support California tiger salamander, the project shall
obtain a CESA ITP from CDFW for impacts to California tiger salamander and
comply with the ITP. Copies of the ITP shall be provided to the City prior to the
commencement of construction-related activities. The project shall obtain
authorization from USFWS for impacts to California tiger salamander and comply
with the authorization. The project shall also provide habitat compensation for
California tiger salamander in accordance with the ITP, SRP CS, and the
USFWS’ Reinitiation of Formal Consultation on Issuance of Clean Water Act,
Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on the Santa Rosa
Plain, Sonoma County, California (2020 PBO). Please note that the CESA ITP
habitat compensation requirements are often consistent with the SRP CS and
2020 PBO but may differ based on site specific conditions.

MM-BIO-2. Prior to ground disturbance, the project shall submit a wetland
assessment and an evaluation of potential direct and indirect impacts to any on-
site or adjacent off-site wetland habitat, such as modification of hydrological
conditions or construction related sedimentation into occupied wetland habitat, to
CDFW for review and obtain CDFW’s written acceptance of the assessment and
evaluation.

If direct or indirect impacts to potentially suitable wetlands for special-status plant
species including, but not limited to, Sonoma sunshine, Sebastopol 3.3
meadowfoam, and Burke’s goldfields may occur, the project shall submit to
CDFW two years of completed botanical survey results and obtain CDFW’s
written approval of the results prior to project construction. The botanical survey
results should follow CDFW’s 2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating
Impacts to Special-Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural
Communities (https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocols#377281280-
plants) and the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy, Appendix D: Guidelines
for Conducting and Reporting Botanical Inventories for Federally Listed Plants on
the Santa Rosa Plain (https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/santa-rosa-plain-
conservation-strategy). If CDFW is unable to accept the survey results, the
project shall conduct additional surveys prior to initiation of project activities or
may assume presence of special-status plants, such as Sonoma sunshine,
Burke’s goldfields, and Sebastopol meadowfoam. Please be advised that for
CDFW to accept the results, they should be completed in conformance with the
above survey protocols and guidelines, including, but not limited to conducting
surveys during appropriate conditions, utilizing appropriate reference sites, and
evaluating all direct and indirect impacts such as altering off-site hydrological
conditions where the above species may be present. Surveys should include the
entire extent of any directly or indirectly impacted suitable wetland habitat,
including portions of the wetland on adjacent parcels or not directly impacted, as
impacts to part of a wetland often affects the entire wetland. Evaluation of indirect
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impacts may necessitate a thorough hydrological assessment that fully analyzes
existing and post-project conditions to seasonal wetland habitat. Surveys
conducted during drought conditions may not be acceptable. If the botanical
surveys result in the detection of the above CESA listed plants that may be
impacted by the project, or the presence of these species is assumed, the project
shall obtain a CESA ITP from CDFW prior to construction and comply with all
requirements of the ITP including but not limited to providing habitat
compensation. In addition, the project shall consult with the USFWS for any
impacts to suitable habitat for plants listed under the federal Endangered Species
Act (e.g., wetlands) and provide compensatory habitat mitigation as required.

MM-BIO-3. If the project occurs during the burrowing owl wintering season from
September 1 to January 31, prior to project activities a Qualified Biologist shall
conduct a burrowing owl habitat assessment within 1,640 feet of the project area
pursuant to the California Department of Fish and Game (now CDFW) 2012 Staff
Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW 2012 Staff Report, available here:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocols#377281284-birds), unless
otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. The Qualified Biologist shall have a
minimum of two years of experience implementing the CDFW 2012 Staff Report
habitat assessment and survey methodology. The habitat assessment shall focus
on searching the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and potentially
other sources for any burrowing owl records on or within one mile of the project
area, vegetation type and height, suitable burrows (with an opening of greater
than 11 centimeters in diameter and a depth of greater than 150 centimeters),
burrow surrogates (culverts, piles of concrete rubble, piles of soil, burrows
created along soft banks of ditches and canals, pipes, and similar structures),
and presence of burrowing owl sign (tracks, molted feathers, cast pellets, prey
remains, egg shell fragments, owl white wash, and nest burrow decoration
material), and the presence of burrowing owl individuals or pairs. If the habitat
assessment does not identify suitable habitat and surveys are not conducted as
described below, an additional habitat assessment shall be conducted within 14
days prior to construction and if new potentially suitable burrowing owl refugia
are present surveys shall be conducted as described below, unless otherwise
approved in writing by CDFW. The results of the habitat assessment shall be
emailed to CDFW and the project shall obtain CDFW’s written approval of the
habitat assessment prior to starting project activities.

If suitable burrowing owl habitat is observed, four surveys shall be conducted to
detect the presence of burrowing owl pursuant to the CDFW 2012 Staff Report,
and shall begin on August 1. The site visits shall be spread evenly throughout
August and the non-breeding season, unless otherwise approved in writing by
CDFW. The survey results shall be emailed to CDFW and the project shall obtain
CDFW’s written approval of the survey results prior to starting project activities.
In addition, a take avoidance survey shall be completed within 14 days prior to
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the start of construction, as described in the CDFW 2012 Staff Report. Time
lapses of more than 14 days between project activities may trigger subsequent
surveys including but not limited to a final survey conducted within 24 hours prior
to ground disturbance.

If burrowing owl is detected, the project shall immediately notify CDFW. The
project shall avoid impacts to the burrowing owl and implement a 1,640-foot
buffer area around the owl site in which no project activities shall occur, unless
otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. A Qualified Biologist or Biological
Monitor shall monitor any detected owl to ensure it is not disturbed.

If the surveys result in the detection of the burrowing owl that may be impacted
by the project, or the presence of this species and impacts to it are assumed, the
project shall obtain and comply with an ITP from CDFW.

Habitat compensation for impacts to occupied wintering burrowing owl habitat
(habitat known to have been occupied by wintering burrowing owl within the last
three years) shall also be provided at a minimum 3:1 mitigation to impact ratio
prior to project construction, unless otherwise approved by CDFW. Habitat
mitigation shall include permanent preservation of high-quality burrowing owl
wintering habitat through a conservation easement and implementing and
funding a long-term management plan in perpetuity, to be finalized before project
construction, unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. The burrowing owl
mitigation plan shall be submitted to CDFW for approval before project
construction and include a review of suitability of mitigation lands for burrowing
owl as confirmed by a Qualified Biologist. The project shall obtain CDFW'’s
written approval of the burrowing owl mitigation plan. Please be advised that an
ITP obtained for burrowing owl may have additional requirements to achieve full
mitigation.

COMMENT 3: White-tailed Kite and other Nesting Birds

Issue, specific impacts, why they may occur and be potentially significant: The
project may impact nesting birds such as white-tailed kite, which is a California fully
protected species. Nesting birds are also protected by Fish and Game Code section
3500 et seq. and the federal MBTA. Human activity and removal of habitat has
contributed to the loss of a significant proportion of the total number of birds in the
United States and Canada since the 1970s (Rosenburg et al. 2019). Nesting birds
may be disturbed by habitat removal or noise and visual disturbances above
ambient levels, which could result in active nest loss or abandonment or reduced
health and vigor of young, resulting in a potentially significant impact.

Recommended Mitigation Measure: To reduce potential impacts to white-tailed
kite and other nesting birds to less-than-significant and comply with Fish and Game
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Code section 3500 et seq. and federal MBTA, CDFW recommends including the
below mitigation measure in the EIR.

MM-BIO-4. If construction, grading, vegetation removal, or other project-related
activities are scheduled during the avian nesting season, February 1 to August
31, a Qualified Biologist shall conduct a survey for active bird nests within 7 days
prior to the beginning of project-related activities. The survey shall cover the
entire project area and a minimum 500-foot buffer or the distance necessary as
determined by a Qualified Biologist. If a lapse in project-related work of seven
days or longer occurs, another survey shall be conducted before Project work
can be reinitiated. If an active nest is found during surveys, the Qualified Biologist
shall immediately notify CDFW and establish site- and species-specific no-work
buffers to ensure the nest is not disturbed. The buffer distances shall be specified
to protect the bird’s normal behavior to prevent nesting failure or abandonment
and comply with Fish and Game Code section 3500 et seq. and the federal
MBTA. Abnormal nesting behaviors which may cause reproductive harm include,
but are not limited to, defensive flights/vocalizations directed towards project
personnel, standing up from a brooding position, and flying away from the nest.
The Qualified Biologist shall have authority to order the cessation of all nearby
project activities if the nesting birds exhibit abnormal behavior which may cause
reproductive failure (nest abandonment and loss of eggs and/or young) until an
appropriate buffer is established.

The Qualified Biologist shall monitor the behavior of the birds (adults and young,
when present) at the nest site to ensure that they are not disturbed by project
work. Nest monitoring shall continue during project work until the young have
fully fledged (have completely left the nest site and are no longer being fed by the
parents), as determined by the Qualified Biologist, unless otherwise approved in
writing by CDFW.

lll. Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by CDFW or USFWS?

COMMENT 4: Riparian Habitat, Wetlands, Sensitive Natural Communities, and
Lake and Streambed Notification

Issue, specific impacts, why they may occur and be potentially significant: If
the project may result in physical changes in the environment, then the project could
result in potentially significant impacts to riparian habitat, wetlands, or other sensitive
natural communities such as Northern Vernal Pools
(https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/Natural-Communities#sensitive).

2-25

3.4

3.5



Docusign Envelope ID: 0F20C610-18F1-4D59-B10A-40DF7C6BA3CO

Barry Miller

City of Rohnert Park
January 12, 2026
Page 12

Recommended Mitigation Measure: If impacts to riparian habitat, wetlands, or
other sensitive natural communities may occur, to reduce potential impacts to less-
than-significant and comply with Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq., CDFW
recommends including the mitigation measure below.

MM-BIO-5. The project shall submit an LSA notification for any direct on-site or
indirect off-site impacts to streams or lakes. For project activities that may
substantially alter the bed, bank, or channel of any streams (including ephemeral
or intermittent streams), an LSA Notification shall be submitted to CDFW
pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 1602 prior to project construction. If
CDFW determines that a LSA Agreement is warranted, the project shall comply
with all required measures in the LSA Agreement, including, but not limited to
requirements to mitigate impacts to the streams and riparian habitat. Permanent
impacts to the stream and associated riparian habitat shall be mitigated by
restoration of riparian habitat at a 3:1 mitigation to impact ratio based on acreage
and linear distance as close to the project area as possible and within the same
watershed and year as the impact, unless otherwise approved in writing by
CDFW. Temporary impacts shall be restored on-site in the same year as the
impact. The project shall also consult with the Regional Water Quality Control
Board and Army Corps of Engineers to impacts to waters such as streams, lakes,
and wetlands, and obtain permits if necessary pursuant to the Clean Water Act
and Porter Cologne Water Quality Control Act.

MM-BIO-6. The Project shall implement restoration on-site or off-site to mitigate
temporary or permanent impacts to sensitive natural communities at a minimum
1:1 (restore on-site temporary impacts) or 3:1 (permanent impacts) mitigation to
impact ratio for acres and linear feet of impacts, and trees, if applicable, shall be
replaced at an appropriate ratio based on size and species, and temporal habitat
loss, or provide habitat compensation including permanent protection of habitat
at the same ratio through a conservation easement and preparing and funding
implementation of a long term management plan, unless otherwise approved in
writing by CDFW.

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and
negative declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make
subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, §
21003, subd. (e).) Accordingly, please report any special-status species and natural
communities detected during project surveys to the CNDDB. The CNDDB field survey
form can be filled out and submitted online at the following link:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data. The types of information reported
to CNDDB can be found at the following link:
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-Animals.
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ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FILING FEES

The project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment
of environmental document filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the
Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of
environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the environmental document filing fee is
required in order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested, and final.
(Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code,

§ 21089.)

CONCLUSION

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the EIR to assist the City in
identifying and mitigating project impacts on biological resources.

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to

Nick Wagner, Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist), at (707) 428-2075 or
Nicholas.Wagner@wildlife.ca.gov; or Melanie Day, Senior Environmental Scientist
(Supervisory), at (707) 210-4415 or Melanie.Day@wildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

DocuSigned by:

B77 6211EF486

rin' Chappell
Regional Manager
Bay Delta Region

Attachment 1: Draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

ec: Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation, State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
(SCH No. 2021020523)
Vincent Griego, USFWS - Vincent Griego@fws.gov
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ATTACHMENT 1

Draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Biological Resources (BIO)

Implementation | Responsible

Mitigation Measure (MM) Description Schedule Party

MM-BIO-1. Prior to commencing construction-related activities on
grassland or wetland habitat suitable to support California tiger
salamander, the project shall obtain a CESA ITP from CDFW for
impacts to California tiger salamander and comply with the ITP. Copies
of the ITP shall be provided to the City prior to the commencement of
construction-related activities. The project shall obtain authorization
from USFWS for impacts to California tiger salamander and comply Prior to and
with the authorization. The project shall also provide habitat during ground
compensation for California tiger salamander in accordance with the disturbance
ITP, SRP CS, and the USFWS’ Reinitiation of Formal Consultation on
Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County,
California (2020 PBO). Please note that the CESA ITP habitat
compensation requirements are often consistent with the SRP CS and
2020 PBO but may differ based on site specific conditions.

Project
Applicant

MM-BIO-2. Prior to ground disturbance, the project shall submit a
wetland assessment and an evaluation of potential direct and indirect
impacts to any on-site or adjacent off-site wetland habitat, such as
modification of hydrological conditions or construction related
sedimentation into occupied wetland habitat, to CDFW for review and
obtain CDFW'’s written acceptance of the assessment and evaluation.

If direct or indirect impacts to potentially suitable wetlands for special-
status plant species including, but not limited to, Sonoma sunshine,
Sebastopol meadowfoam, and Burke’s goldfields may occur, the project
shall submit to CDFW two years of completed botanical survey results
and obtain CDFW’s written approval of the results prior to project Prior to and
construction. The botanical survey results should follow CDFW’s 2018 during ground
Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special-Status disturbance
Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities
(https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocols#377281280-
plants) and the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy, Appendix D:
Guidelines for Conducting and Reporting Botanical Inventories for
Federally Listed Plants on the Santa Rosa Plain
(https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/santa-rosa-plain-conservation-
strategy). If CDFW is unable to accept the survey results, the project
shall conduct additional surveys prior to initiation of project activities or
may assume presence of special-status plants, such as Sonoma
sunshine, Burke’s goldfields, and Sebastopol meadowfoam. Please be
advised that for CDFW to accept the results, they should be completed

Project
Applicant
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in conformance with the above survey protocols and guidelines,
including, but not limited to conducting surveys during appropriate
conditions, utilizing appropriate reference sites, and evaluating all direct
and indirect impacts such as altering off-site hydrological conditions
where the above species may be present. Surveys should include the
entire extent of any directly or indirectly impacted suitable wetland
habitat, including portions of the wetland on adjacent parcels or not
directly impacted, as impacts to part of a wetland often affects the
entire wetland. Evaluation of indirect impacts may necessitate a
thorough hydrological assessment that fully analyzes existing and post-
project conditions to seasonal wetland habitat. Surveys conducted
during drought conditions may not be acceptable. If the botanical
surveys result in the detection of the above CESA listed plants that may
be impacted by the project, or the presence of these species is
assumed, the project shall obtain a CESA ITP from CDFW prior to
construction and comply with all requirements of the ITP including, but
not limited to providing habitat compensation. In addition, the project
shall consult with the USFWS for any impacts to suitable habitat for
plants listed under the Endangered Species Act (e.g., wetlands) and
provide compensatory habitat mitigation as required.

MM-BIO-3. If the project occurs during the burrowing owl wintering
season from September 1 to January 31, prior to project activities a
Qualified Biologist shall conduct a burrowing owl habitat assessment
within 1,640 feet of the project area pursuant to the California
Department of Fish and Game (now CDFW) 2012 Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW 2012 Staff Report, available here:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Survey-Protocols#377281284-
birds), unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. The Qualified
Biologist shall have a minimum of two years of experience
implementing the CDFW 2012 Staff Report habitat assessment and
survey methodology. The habitat assessment shall focus on searching
the CNDDB and potentially other sources for any burrowing owl records
on or within one mile of the project area, vegetation type and height,
suitable burrows (with an opening of >11 cm in diameter and a depth of
>150 cm), burrow surrogates (culverts, piles of concrete rubble, piles of
soil, burrows created along soft banks of ditches and canals, pipes, and
similar structures), and presence of burrowing owl sign (tracks, molted
feathers, cast pellets, prey remains, egg shell fragments, owl white
wash, and nest burrow decoration material), and the presence of
burrowing owl individuals or pairs. If the habitat assessment does not
identify suitable habitat and surveys are not conducted as described
below, an additional habitat assessment shall be conducted within 14
days prior to construction and if new potentially suitable burrowing owl
refugia are present surveys shall be conducted as described below,
unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. The results of the
habitat assessment shall be emailed to CDFW and the project shall
obtain CDFW'’s written approval of the habitat assessment prior to
starting project activities.

Prior to and
during ground
disturbance

Project
Applicant

If suitable burrowing owl habitat is observed, four surveys shall be
conducted to detect the presence of burrowing owl pursuant to the
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CDFW 2012 Staff Report, and shall begin on August 1. The site visits
shall be spread evenly throughout August and the non-breeding
season, unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. The survey
results shall be emailed to CDFW and the project shall obtain CDFW’s
written approval of the survey results prior to starting project activities.
In addition, a take avoidance survey shall be completed within 14 days
prior to the start of construction, as described in the CDFW 2012 Staff
Report. Time lapses of more than 14 days between project activities
may trigger subsequent surveys including, but not limited to a final
survey conducted within 24 hours prior to ground disturbance.

If burrowing owl is detected, the project shall immediately notify CDFW.
The project shall avoid impacts to the burrowing owl and implement a
1,640-foot buffer area around the owl site in which no project activities
shall occur, unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. A Qualified
Biologist or Biological Monitor shall monitor any detected owl to ensure
it is not disturbed.

If the surveys result in the detection of the burrowing owl that may be
impacted by the project, or the presence of this species and impacts to
it are assumed, the project shall obtain and comply with an ITP from
CDFW.

Habitat compensation for impacts to occupied wintering burrowing owl
habitat (habitat known to have been occupied by wintering burrowing
owl within the last 3 years) shall also be provided at a minimum 3:1
mitigation to impact ratio prior to project construction, unless otherwise
approved by CDFW. Habitat mitigation shall include permanent
preservation of high-quality burrowing owl wintering habitat through a
conservation easement and implementing and funding a long-term
management plan in perpetuity, to be finalized before project
construction, unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. The
burrowing owl mitigation plan shall be submitted to CDFW for approval
before project construction and include a review of suitability of
mitigation lands for burrowing owl as confirmed by a Qualified Biologist.
The project shall obtain CDFW’s written approval of the burrowing owl
mitigation plan. Please be advised that an ITP obtained for burrowing
owl may have additional requirements to achieve full mitigation.

MM-BIO-4. If construction, grading, vegetation removal, or other
project-related activities are scheduled during the avian nesting season,
February 1 to August 31, a Qualified Biologist shall conduct a survey for
active bird nests within 7 days prior to the beginning of project-related
activities. The survey shall cover the entire project area and a minimum

500-foot buffer or the distance necessary as determined by a Qualified Prior to and _
Biologist. If a lapse in project-related work of 7 days or longer occurs, during ground Pro;ect
another survey shall be conducted before Project work can be disturbance Applicant

reinitiated. If an active nest is found during surveys, the Qualified
Biologist shall immediately notify CDFW and establish site- and
species-specific no-work buffers to ensure the nest is not disturbed.
The buffer distances shall be specified to protect the bird’s normal
behavior to prevent nesting failure or abandonment and comply with
Fish and Game Code section 3500 et seq. and the federal MBTA.
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Abnormal nesting behaviors which may cause reproductive harm
include, but are not limited to, defensive flights/vocalizations directed
towards project personnel, standing up from a brooding position, and
flying away from the nest. The Qualified Biologist shall have authority to
order the cessation of all nearby project activities if the nesting birds
exhibit abnormal behavior which may cause reproductive failure (nest
abandonment and loss of eggs and/or young) until an appropriate
buffer is established.

The Qualified Biologist shall monitor the behavior of the birds (adults
and young, when present) at the nest site to ensure that they are not
disturbed by project work. Nest monitoring shall continue during project
work until the young have fully fledged (have completely left the nest
site and are no longer being fed by the parents), as determined by the
Qualified Biologist, unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW.

MM-BIO-5. The project shall submit an LSA notification for any direct
on-site or indirect off-site impacts to streams or lakes. For project
activities that may substantially alter the bed, bank, or channel of any
streams (including ephemeral or intermittent streams), an LSA
Notification shall be submitted to CDFW pursuant to Fish and Game
Code section 1602 prior to project construction. If CDFW determines
that a LSA Agreement is warranted, the project shall comply with all
required measures in the LSA Agreement, including, but not limited to
requirements to mitigate impacts to the streams and riparian habitat. Prior to and
Permanent impacts to the stream and associated riparian habitat shall during ground
be mitigated by restoration of riparian habitat at a 3:1 mitigation to disturbance
impact ratio based on acreage and linear distance as close to the
project area as possible and within the same watershed and year as
the impact, unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW. Temporary
impacts shall be restored on-site in the same year as the impact. The
project shall also consult with the Regional Water Quality Control Board
and Army Corps of Engineers to impacts to waters such as streams,
lakes, and wetlands, and obtain permits if necessary pursuant to the
Clean Water Act and Porter Cologne Water Quality Control Act.

Project
Applicant

MM-BIO-6. The Project shall implement restoration on-site or off-site to
mitigate temporary or permanent impacts to sensitive natural
communities at a minimum 1:1 (restore on-site temporary impacts) or
3:1 (permanent impacts) mitigation to impact ratio for acres and linear
feet of impacts, and trees, if applicable, shall be replaced at an
appropriate ratio based on size and species, and temporal habitat loss,
or provide habitat compensation including permanent protection of
habitat at the same ratio through a conservation easement and
preparing and funding implementation of a long-term management
plan, unless otherwise approved in writing by CDFW.

Prior to and
during ground
disturbance

Project
Applicant
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Letter 3

COMMENTER: Erin Chappell, Regional Manager, California Department of Fish and Wildlife
DATE: January 12, 2026

Response 3.1

The commenter provides a summary of the project, COFW'’s role, and regulatory requirements, including the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA), lake and streambed alteration, raptors and other nesting birds,
and California fully-protected species.

This comment is noted. The EIR provides a summary of CESA, the California Fish and Game Code, the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, Natural Community Conservation Plans, and other regulatory requirements in
Section 4.3.2, Regulatory Setting, and provides a summary of potential special-status and protect species
that may be found in the project area in Section 4.3.1, Setting. Species with the potential to occur in the
Plan Area are listed in Appendix D to the Draft EIR, including white-tailed kite.

Section 4.3.1b, Special-Status Species, of the Draft EIR lists CESA listed species that are known to occur
or may possibly be found in the Plan Area. Impact BIO-1, beginning on page 4.3-16 includes the following
statement on page 4.3-17: “All development under the proposed project would be subject to the
provisions of the various federal and State natural resources regulations (discussed in Section 4.3.1,
Setting) and their respective permitting processes.” Mitigation Measure BIO-3, provided on page 4.3-20 of
the Draft EIR, also includes the following requirement: “Further, consultation with the CDFW will be
necessary in the event Crotch’s bumble bee was observed within a project site and an Incidental Take
Permit, in accordance with the California Endangered Species Act, may be required prior to initiating any
ground disturbance on the site.”

Section 4.3.14a, Definitions, includes a description of wetlands and waters mapped by the National
Wetland Inventory within the Plan Area. Impact BIO-2, beginning on page 4.3-21, includes the following
statement on page 4.3-21:

The issuance of a grading permit by the City Engineer for ministerial and discretionary projects
requires obtaining other permits required by State or federal agencies. These include but are not
limited to streambed alteration permits from the CDFW and permits for grading in the vicinity of
wetlands and certain watercourses from the USACE. These permit clearances may also be required
as conditions of approval for grading work to commence. Approval of permits also requires findings
that the proposed grading will not result in erosion, stream sediment, or other adverse off-site effects
to riparian habitat. Additionally, Section 4.3.1b Special-Status Habitats includes Drainages, wetlands
and associated riparian vegetation under the jurisdiction of CDFW or the Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB)as waters of the State or USACE (USACE) as waters of the U.S.

These requirements noted in the Draft EIR address the concerns raised by the commenter regarding
compliance with regulations and protection of special-status species.

Response 3.2

The commenter recommends the creation of a checklist to evaluate expected project-specific biological
resource impacts to determine if they are within the scope of the EIR or if additional environmental review is
needed.

The General Plan includes goals and policies that require project-level biological resource evaluations be
conducted, ensuring that future development undergoes the type of site-specific analysis required by the
CEQA Guidelines. In particular, Policy RC-4.3: Biological Resource Assessment requires that future
development occurring in or near sensitive biological resources be evaluated with a site-specific
biological resource assessment. This policy ensures that special-status species and sensitive habitats
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are evaluated at the project level. Furthermore, General Plan policies RC-4.1: Habitat Preservation, RC-4.5:
Special Status Species Protection and RC-4.6: Active Construction Assessment, also protect special-
status species by requiring the preservation of wetlands and sensitive habitats, protection of special-
status species in cooperation with State and Federal agencies, and stop work requirements if any special-
status species are discovered on an active construction area . Collectively, these policies establish a
procedural framework for evaluating biological resources during City review of individual development
projects. This framework serves the same function as a formal checklist; therefore, in this case a
checklist is not necessary.

Response 3.3

The commenter states that there may be deferred mitigation and provides three mitigation measures that
would reduce potentially significant biological impacts. The commenter expresses concern related to
potential impacts to California tiger salamander, Sonoma sunshine, Sebastopol meadowfoam, Burke’s
goldfields, wetland habitat, and burrowing owl.

Because the Draft EIR provides a programmatic analysis, it evaluates potential biological resource
impacts at a broad scale based on existing regional data. It does not, and cannot, determine site-specific
effects for future individual development projects. Because a project-level analysis cannot be completed
at this time for projects facilitated by the proposed General Plan in the future, Policy RC-4.3: Biological
Resource Assessment is included in the proposed General Plan, so that future development occurring in
or near sensitive biological resources be evaluated with a site-specific biological resource assessment.
These project-level analyses will identify current site conditions, conduct appropriate surveys, and apply
mitigation measures tailored to the specific resources present. These requirements ensure that future
projects undergo detailed biological evaluation under current conditions and that any potentially
significant impacts are fully addressed through project-level CEQA review and inform the requirements
for regulatory permitting. Accordingly, the Draft EIR accurately discloses the potential for significant
impacts while relying on established tiering provisions to ensure appropriate future analysis.

The proposed General Plan includes goals and policies (RC-4.3: Biological Resource Assessment, RC-4.1:
Habitat Preservation, RC-4.5: Special Status Species Protection and RC-4.6: Active Construction
Assessment) to conduct a project specific site assessment and avoid impacts to special-status species
(including California tiger salamander, burrowing owl, Sonoma sunshine, Sebastopol meadowfoam, and
Burke's goldfield), and their habitats. The EIR also includes mitigation measures BIO-1, Pre-Construction
Bird Surveys, Avoidance, and Notification; BIO-2, Roosting Bats; and BIO-3, Conduct Pre-construction
Crotch’s Bumble Bee Surveys and Implement Avoidance Measures to protect nesting birds, roosting bats
and Crotch’s bumble bee, which provide sufficient mitigation to protect these species during
development of specific projects under the program EIR.

Additionally, the proposed General Plan policy for a project specific site assessment (Policy RC-4.3)
conducted by a qualified biologist at the time of project development is intended to allow for changing
conservation strategies and agency recommendations, and the impact conclusion in Section 4.3.3 Impact
Analysis, threshold 1 in the EIR is not solely reliant on the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy.

The Draft EIR’s reliance on a tiered project-level Biological Resources Assessment (Policy RC-3) is not
improper deferral because the General Plan includes a clear, and enforceable policy requiring site-specific
biological evaluation for any future project with the potential to affect sensitive habitats or special-status
species. The EIR lists all species currently known to occur within the Plan Area which may be affected by
projects facilitated by the General Plan. Because specific development sites and individual project
designs are not yet known, project-level impacts cannot be meaningfully disclosed at this stage. The
General Plan’s requirement for a project-level Biological Resources Assessment ensures that future
projects will undergo site-specific analysis under current conditions.

Please refer to Response to Comment 3.1 regarding performance standards for CESA species.
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The project-level Biological Resources Assessment (Policy RC-3) would be prepared by a qualified
biologist that establishes the existing resources present, potential impacts on the resources, and
mitigation measures for these impacts. Any protocol level-survey requirements would be identified during
this assessment and would follow the most current agency recommendations and industry standards at
the time of the assessment. The commenter’s assertion that the future Biological Resources
Assessments would not be conducted adequately is speculative.

The commenter’'s recommended example mitigation measures requiring an incidental take permit for
California salamander; wetland assessment to be submitted to CDFW for review and evaluation of
potential impacts to Sonoma sunshine, Sebastopol meadowfoam, and Burke’s goldfields, and subsequent
incidental take permitting; and burrowing owl habitat assessment, protocol surveys and subsequent
incidental take permitting; are noted. New mitigation measures and revisions to the Draft EIR are not
required because the General Plan requires project-specific Biological Resources Assessments (Policy
RC-3), which would identify existing resources present on an individual project site, potential impacts to
the biological resources for a specific project, and mitigation measures for these impacts applicable to
that project. Additionally, project-specific analysis would use CDFW recommendations, if applicable.

Response 3.4

The commenter recommends the inclusion of a mitigation measure that addresses potential impacts to
white-tailed kite and other nesting birds.

The Draft EIR includes Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Pre-Construction Bird Surveys, Avoidance, and
Notification, provided beginning on page 4.3-18 of the Draft EIR. This measure requires a nesting bird
survey within a 500-foot buffer of an individual project site, where construction would occur during the
nesting season (February 1 to August 31).

The recommended mitigation measure MM-BI0-4 includes notifying CDFW for consultation on avoidance
buffers if active nests are found during nesting bird surveys. CDFW does not have jurisdiction to approve,
modify, or enforce buffer distances for nesting birds where the department does not have permitting
authority over a project. CEQA requires mitigation measures to be fully enforceable by the lead agency,
and measures that depend on approval or discretionary input from an outside agency without permitting
authority are considered improper deferral and may not be enforceable.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1 has been revised as follows:

For construction activities initiated during the bird nesting season (February 1 — August 31) involving
removal of vegetation or other nesting bird habitat, including abandoned structures and other
manmade features, a pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be conducted no more than three
days prior to initiation of ground disturbance and vegetation removal activities. If a lapse in project-
related work of seven days or longer occurs, another survey shall be conducted before project work
can be reinitiated. The nesting bird preconstruction survey shall be conducted on foot and shall
include a 500-foot buffer around the construction site...

This revision adds clarity and timing to the need for a follow-on nesting bird survey if work pauses during
construction, and does not constitute a substantial change to the Draft EIR.

Response 3.5

The commenter recommends the inclusion of two mitigation measures that address potentially significant
impacts to riparian habitats, wetlands, and sensitive natural communities.

As noted in Response 3.1, the Draft EIR acknowledges regulatory permitting would be required where
projects would affect jurisdictional areas, including riparian habitats. Proposed General Plan policies
under Goal RC-5 (To preserve, enhance, and restore creeks and riparian corridors), would also protect
riparian habitats, as described in Impact BIO-2, beginning on page 4.3-21 of the Draft EIR.
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New mitigation measures or revisions to Draft EIR are not required because proposed General Plan Policy
RC-3 requires Biological Resources Assessment for individual development projects, which would require
the identification of existing resources present on individual project sites, potential impacts to the
identified resources, and mitigation measures for these impacts. Additionally, project-specific analysis
would use CDFW recommendations, if applicable.

Response 3.6

The commenter requests that any special-status species and natural communities detected during surveys
be reported to the California Natural Diversity Database.

This comment is noted. All special-status species and natural communities observed during surveys are
listed in Appendix D, Potential to Occur Species Tables. In accordance with Public Resources Code Section
21003(e), qualified biologists that conduct future pre-construction surveys of individual project sites in
the Plan Area will report special-status species and natural communities detected during project surveys
to the California Natural Diversity Database.

Response 3.7

The commenter notes that payment of filing fees will be required when filing the Notice of Determination for
the EIR.

This comment is noted. Should the City certify the Final EIR and approve the project, the City will pay filing
fees as required.
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Letter 4

City of Cotati

Sonoma County, California

January 15, 2026

Barry Miller, FAICP

City of Rohnert Park, Planning Department
130 Avram Avenue, 2" Floor

Rohnert Park, CA 94928

RE: City of Cotati comments on the Draft EIR for the Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan
Dear Mr. Miller:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the
Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan, a project of area-wide significance under Section 15206 of CEQA.

The primary concern of the City of Cotati continues to be the impact of development projects within the City o
Rohnert Park on roadway and intersection function and safety within the City of Cotati.

Ongoing development and expected buildout of Rohnert Park (most notably SOMO Village, the Southeast
Specific Plan (Willowglen), and the University District) are causing significant impacts on the level of traffic
congestion, Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT), and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions in Cotati. Further, the
orderly evacuation of residents during times of emergency and/or the provision of emergency services via
shared roadway and circulation networks has the potential to be similarly impacted by increased development
and density. Obviously, these impacts are expected to worsen as development occurs without effective and
timely mitigation. Unfortunately, the DEIR does not adequately analyze the potential impacts associated with
this future development and as a result adequate mitigation is not proposed to address these impacts. The DEIR
instead appears to rely on a single agreement between Rohnert Park and Cotati for a single project (SOMO
Village) as adequate mitigation for these foreseeable and expected significant impacts within Cotati but does
not provide analysis to support such a conclusion.

The City of Cotati respectfully requests that the DEIR be revised to address the following:

1. The analysis should evaluate the proposed project's consistency with the Circulation Element of the Cit
of Cotati's 2015 General Plan. According to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, a project may have a
significant transportation impact if it conflicts with an adopted program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system.

The City of Cotati maintains policies designed to ensure safe and efficient operating conditions
throughout the citywide roadway network. These include the use of Level of Service (LOS) standards
and the requirement that new development projects fully mitigate their transportation impacts.

4.2

Although the Draft EIR identifies East Cotati Avenue as a major arterial, it does not adequately analyze
or address the project's potential impacts on Cotati roadways or its consistency with the City's adopted
circulation-related programs and policies.

2. The analysis should evaluate Rohnert Park’s contribution to traffic impacts on Cotati roadways. A
significant number of Rohnert Park residents travel through Cotati to and from U.S. Highway 101 and § 4.3
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Highway 116. This occurs particularly along Old Redwood Highway and increasingly via West Sierra
Avenue and Commerce Boulevard. In addition, all residents in Rohnert Park’s L Section must use Cotati
roadways to access their properties. Although this section of Rohnert Park was previously built out, it is
now subject to potential increased development under SB 9 (allowing lot splits and duplexes), accessory
dwelling unit (ADU) construction, and ABAG/MTC’s Transit-Oriented Communities (TOC) policies.
These changes could generate additional traffic on Cotati’s roadways, significantly beyond levels
anticipated in the draft EIR.

The Draft EIR should thoroughly examine Rohnert Park’s contribution to traffic volumes on Cotati
roadways and propose strategies to mitigate these impacts. Potential mitigation measures include:
e Expansion and clarification of the Regional Traffic Impact Fee program (Policy C2.2) as needed
to adequately mitigate for impacts associated with the growth anticipated and projected under the
draft Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan. 4.4
e Direct financial or in-kind contributions to roadway and intersection improvements within
Cotati, such as the signal at East Cotati Avenue at La Salle and the signal at Old Redwood
Highway at William/George Streets.
e Support for bicycle and transit improvements to reduce vehicle dependency and address
cumulative regional traffic effects, including enhanced and expanded access to the SMART
stations serving Rohnert Park.

. The analysis should be expanded to include adequate evacuation routes and emergency service vehicle
access. Ensuring the safe, orderly and adequate evacuation of existing and future residents for both

Rohnert park and Cotati is critical to the safety of residents and the orderly management of our

communities emergency response. 4.5

Taking a regional approach will help to ensure that inter-jurisdictional travel impacts are fully analyzed,
adequate mitigation is identified and required and that Cotati’s circulation system remains safe and
efficient.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the DEIR for the Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan. City of
Cotati staff look forward to working with Rohnert Park to mitigate the regional traffic impacts of the projected
growth of the City of Rohnert Park and welcome an opportunity to meet to discuss how best to implement these
measures.

Sincerely,

Ak,

Noah Housh
Community Development Director
City of Cotati

Damien O’Bid, Cotati City Manager
Craig Scott, Cotati Director of Public Works/City Engineer
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Letter 4

COMMENTER: Noah Housh, Community Development Director, City of Cotati
DATE: January 15, 2026

Response 4.1

The commenter asserts that the DEIR does not adequately mitigate potential impacts for ongoing
development and expected buildout of Rohnert Park that directly impacts the City of Cotati. The commenter
asserts that the Draft EIR impact conclusions rely on a single agreement between Rohnert Park and Cotati
for the SOMO Village project.

This comment is related to the analysis of transportation impacts within the City of Cotati. The comment
asserts that a significant CEQA transportation impact will occur due to traffic congestion. A subsequent
comment includes a request that Level of Service (LOS) be analyzed. As per CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.3(a) “a project’s effect on automobile delay shall not constitute a significant environmental
impact.” City of Cotati Circulation Element Policy Cl 1.3 establishes a LOS policy based on intersection
delay; however, per CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(a), the proposed General Plan’s effect on
automobile delay shall not constitute a significant environmental impact. .

The addition of project-related traffic to the Cotati roadway system does not constitute a geometric
hazard because the 2040 General Plan does not modify the geometry of Cotati roadways or create an
incompatible use as the types of vehicles to be generated by new development in Rohnert Park will follow
a similar fleet mix as the rest of the background fleet mix.

Emergency vehicles retain the ability to preempt traffic signals and bypass vehicles along Cotati
roadways, and thus the adequacy of emergency vehicle access is not expected to be significantly
impacted versus 2040 Current General Plan conditions.

Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) impacts are addressed under Impact T-2, beginning on page 4.14-33 of the
Draft EIR, and GHG emission impacts are addressed under Impact GHG-1, beginning on page 4.7-13 of
the Draft EIR. VMT and GHG emissions analyses were based on outputs from the SCTA Travel Demand
Model, as noted in the Draft EIR.

Cumulative impacts were discussed throughout the Draft EIR, including as it relates to transportation and
GHG emissions. The cumulative development scenario is described in Section 3.3, beginning on page 3-2
of the Draft EIR, and identifies specific projects identified in the City of Cotati, as well as regional trip
estimates as contributing to the cumulative scenario. Cumulative GHG emission impacts are described
under Section 4.7.4, beginning on page 4.7-18 of the Draft EIR. As stated therein, the proposed project
would result in a considerable contribution to significant cumulative GHG emission impacts. Cumulative
VMT impacts are described under Section 4.14.4, beginning on page 4.14-40 of the Draft EIR. As stated
therein, the proposed project would result in a considerable contribution to significant cumulative VMT
impacts but would not have a considerable contribution to cumulative roadway safety and emergency
vehicle access impacts.

The City of Rohnert Park is actively working with the City of Cotati to address traffic operations between
both cities and potential fees, and will continue to meet regularly with Cotati staff to address the issues
raised in the comment letter.

Response 4.2

The commenter recommends the project must be evaluated for consistency with the City of Cotati’s 2015
Circulation Element in accordance with Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. The commenter asserts the
project is not consistent with the City of Cotati’s adopted Circulation Element policies, operating conditions
standards and requirements.
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Transportation impacts are discussed in Section 4.14, Transportation, of the Draft EIR. Existing Traffic
and Year 2040 Traffic Forecasting analysis was completed for East Cotati Avenue; please refer to
Appendix C, Tables 5 and 6, of the Draft EIR.

It should be noted that congestion (level of service or LOS) is no longer the metric by which
transportation impacts are analyzed under CEQA, this is described on page 4.14-10 of the Draft EIR under
Senate Bill 743. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(a) “a project’s effect on automobile delay
shall not constitute a significant environmental impact.” City of Cotati Policy Cl 1.3 establishes a LOS
policy based on intersection delay; however, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(a), the
project’s effect on LOS shall not constitute a significant environmental impact. The addition of additional
traffic generated by the project does not preclude the implementation of Cotati’'s General Plan policies
related to the circulation system.

As noted in Response 4.1, the City of Rohnert Park intends to continue working with the City of Cotati to
address traffic operations between both cities. Additionally, as noted in Table 4.14-2 on page 4.14-20 of
the Draft EIR, the proposed General Plan includes goals and policies to maintain existing LOS and
roadway operations, including Goal C-1, Policy C-1.4, and Policy C-1.5.

Response 4.3

The commenter requests an evaluation of Rohnert Park’s traffic impacts on Cotati roadways and relevant
highways. The commenter asserts that potentially impacted roadways are within close proximity of sites
with potential for development based on local policies and state laws.

Please refer to Response 4.2 regarding the CEQA findings of traffic impacts along City of Cotati
roadways.

Section 2.3.2, General Plan Buildout, of the Draft EIR states:

Development projections for the 2040 General Plan were determined by analyzing vacant and
underutilized parcels within the City and the reasonable level of development potential that is allowed
under the applicable land use designation factoring for known physical and/or regulatory
requirements. Most of the future development capacity in Rohnert Park is within specific plan areas,
planned developments, and two Priority Development Areas. Development capacity in the rest of the
city will be through strategic infill sites.

The Draft EIR evaluates reasonably anticipated growth from the proposed project through 2040 and is not
a maximum buildout analysis; therefore, it is reasonable to not count potential additional units under SB 9
and ADUs.

Response 4.4

The commenter requests an examination of Rohnert Park’s traffic volumes on Cotati and suggests
mitigation measures for potential impacts. The proposed mitigation measures support clarification on Policy
C2.2, financial contributions for Cotati intersections, and bikeway and transit improvements.

Please refer to Response 4.2 regarding the CEQA findings of traffic impacts along City of Cotati
roadways.

Proposed Policy C-2.2 states:

Policy C-2.2: Coordinate with Neighboring Jurisdictions on Regional Improvements. The City shall
continue to collect regional traffic mitigation fees and collaborate with adjacent jurisdictions to fund
Rohnert Park’s proportional share of regional traffic improvements. The City’s proportional share
payment shall be provided when established criteria that ensure construction of improvements have
been met.
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The commenter’s request to expand this policy is noted; however, this policy already requires
coordination with neighboring jurisdictions, such as the City of Cotati, and addresses regional traffic
improvements. The commenter’s request for financial contributions for City of Cotati intersection
improvements is noted, and addressed by proposed Policy C-2.2.

The proposed project supports bikeway and transit improvement projects through proposed Circulation
Element Goal C-6 and Policies C-6.1 to C-6.11, which support bicycle infrastructure improvements that
reduce vehicle dependency. These policies are provided in Table 4.14-3, beginning on page 4.14-25 of the
Draft EIR. For a detailed map of existing and planned bicycle facilities refer to Figure 4.14-2 on page 4.14-
5 of the Draft EIR.

The proposed project supports traffic reductions and transit improvements through proposed Circulation
Element Policies C-8.2, C-8.3, and C-9.1. These policies are provided in Table 4.14-2 on page 4.14-23 of
the Draft EIR.

Response 4.5

The commenter requests the analysis include adequate information pertaining to evacuation routes,
emergency service vehicle access at a regional level. The commenter urges the regional analysis to provide
adequate mitigation and provide consistency with the City of Cotati’s Circulation Element.

As noted in Policy HS-2.1 and Implementation Program HS-A, the City intends to undertake an AB 747 and
SB 99 evacuation study and constraints analysis, which could include participation in a regional or
subregional evacuation study. Other policies are related to emergency planning, management, access
and education, as well as enforcing the maintenance of an emergency response plan. The project would
also not facilitate urban development within the Fire Hazard Severity Zone. Impacts of the 2040 General
Plan to emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans were analyzed in Impact WFR-1,
beginning on page 4.17-11 of the Draft EIR.

Additionally, the City of Rohnert Park recently partnered with County of Sonoma in the Multi-Jurisdictional
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) which is scheduled to be completed in 2026. The anticipated LHMP
will contain adequate information on regional evacuation routes and emergency service vehicle access.
The 2018 City of Rohnert Park LHMP contains adequate information pertaining to the evacuation routes.
Please refer to LHMP Figure 3.1.
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Letter 5

0,

SANTA ROSA PLAIN

GROUNDWATER
SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY

January 16, 2026

Barry Miller, FAICP

City of Rohnert Park Planning Department
130 Avram Avenue

Rohnert Park, CA 94928

RE: City of Rohnert Park General Plan 2040 and Draft Environmental Impact Report
Comment Letter from the Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the Rohnert Park Draft General
Plan 2040 and Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR), in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs), formed under California's Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA), play a crucial role in managing local
groundwater resources. The Santa Rosa Plain basin is a medium priority basin and is
regulated by SGMA. The Santa Rosa Plain GSA was established in 2017, and the City is
a member agency of the GSA through a Joint Powers Agreement.

Since the GSA’s establishment, the City and GSA have had a positive and close
working relationship. Together with our member agencies and partners, the GSA is
dedicated to managing the groundwater basin for sustainably. Land use policies and
zoning designations will influence land use decisions and future growth and are
therefore interconnected with overall water demand and groundwater management.

The Department of Water Resources has approved a Groundwater Sustainability Plan
(GSP) for the Santa Rosa Plain sub-basin. The GSP can be accessed here,
https://santarosaplaingroundwater.org/gsp/ and should be reviewed to ensure the
city's updated General Plan aligns with the goals and objectives of the GSP. The most
recent groundwater conditions and a status summary of the GSA’s programs and
initiatives are described in the Water Year 2024 Annual Report, which can be
accessed here: https://santarosaplaingroundwater.org/wp-content/uploads/1-

055 WY 2024-FINAL ADA.pdf

We appreciate the inclusion of General Plan policies promoting conjunctive use water
supply management, water use efficiencies, groundwater sustainability, and

www.santarosaplaingroundwater.org

Board of Directors

Susan Harvey
City of Cotati, Chair

John Nagle
Sonoma RCD,
Vice-Chair

Emily Sanborn
City of Rohnert Park

Elias Zegarra
Gold Ridge RCD

Lynda Hopkins
Sonoma Water

Evan Jacobs
Independent Water

Systems

Sam Salmon
Town of Windsor

Mark Stapp
City of Santa Rosa

Neysa Hinton
City of Sebastopol

Chris Coursey
County of Sonoma
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groundwater recharge and stormwater infiltration. We request that the City consider adding the
following policies to General Plan 2040 to reinforce an aligned commitment to sustainable groundwater
management and regional collaboration.

1. Policy regarding growth and groundwater demand:

The City will review the DWR-approved Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) to ensure that land
use and growth assumptions in the General Plan and subsequent amendments are consistent with
the 50-year water demand projections in the DWR-approved GSP and that projected groundwater
demand will not exceed GSP sustainable management criteria or result in undesirable results in
accordance with the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).

2. Policies regarding regional collaboration:

The City shall continue to support cooperative, regional groundwater management planning by local
water agencies, water users, and other affected parties to ensure a sustainable, adequate, safe, and
economically viable groundwater supply for existing and future uses within the City.

The City shall coordinate with the Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency, Sonoma 572
County Water Agency, and other appropriate agencies to monitor groundwater resources and to

update the Groundwater Sustainability Plan to included policies, programs, and regulations for

preserving and enhancing the watershed and surface and groundwater resources.

3. Policies regarding GSP implementation, funding and actions:

The City shall cooperate with the Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency in planning
and implementing programs and projects that improve regional water supply resilience and achieve
and maintain groundwater sustainability, consistent with the Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act.

The City shall coordinate with the Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency in seeking
any available state or federal assistance to support local groundwater management programs. The
City will use its regulatory authority, as appropriate, to implement the requirements of the
Groundwater Sustainability Plan.

We appreciate the City’s close collaboration on planning and implementing groundwater sustainability
programs. Continued coordination helps ensure that local land-use planning decisions support
groundwater sustainability goals and minimizes potential conflicts. Thank you for the opportunity to
provide input on the Rohnert Park 2024 Draft and EIR. If you have any questions or would like to discuss
these comments, please reach out to Andy Rodgers, GSA Administrator,
arodgers@santarosaplaingroundwater.org.

Sincerely,

e

Andy Rodgers, Administrator
Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency
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Marcus Trotta, Plan Manager
Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sustainability Agency
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Letter 5

COMMENTER: Andy Rodgers, Administrator, and Marcus Trotta, Plan Manager, Santa Rosa Plain
Groundwater Sustainability Agency

DATE: January 16, 2026

Response 5.1

The commenter recommends the Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Santa Rosa Plain subbasin and
2024 Water Year Annual Report be reviewed for consistency with the proposed General Plan update.

The Santa Rosa Plan Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) and associated Groundwater
Sustainability Plan (GSP) are discussed beginning on page 4.9-14 of the Draft EIR. The following text has
been added to the regulatory setting of the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act, on page 4.9-13 of
the Draft EIR:

The Santa Rosa Plain GSA provides annual reporting, developed with guidance and recommendations
based on California Department of Water Resources Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) and
SGMA legislation. The annual report provides an update on hydrogeologic setting, groundwater

subbasin status, and GSP implementation progress.

This additional information pertains to the purpose of the GSA Water Annual Report, and this revision
does not constitute a substantial change to the Draft EIR.

The consistency of the proposed project with the established GSP is addressed under Impact HWQ-5,
beginning on page 4.9-26. As noted therein, future development facilitated by the project must be
consistent with 2040 General Plan goals and policies, and must adhere to state and local regulations.
Impact HWQ-5 concluded that impacts were less than significant.

Response 5.2

The commenter requests three policies regarding growth and groundwater demand, regional collaboration,
and GSP implementation be added to the General Plan update.

The City has considered the commenter’s requested additional policies related to sustainable
groundwater management and regional collaboration, and has added the policies into the proposed
General Plan as Policy PFS-3.10 (Agency Coordination), Policy PFS-3.11 (Groundwater Sustainability), and
Program PFS-V (Review Groundwater Sustainability Plan) in the Public Facilities and Services Element.
The additional policies and program are listed below, and have also been added to the discussion of
groundwater sustainability provided under Impact HWQ-2 on page 4.9-19 and Impact U-2 beginning on
page 4.16-15 of the Draft EIR.

Policy PFS-3.10: Agency Coordination. The City shall coordinate with the Santa Rosa Plain
Groundwater Sustainability Agency, Sonoma County Water Agency, and other appropriate agencies to
monitor groundwater resources and to update the Groundwater Sustainability Plan to included
policies, programs, and regulations for preserving and enhancing the watershed and surface and
groundwater resources.

Policy PFS-3.11: Groundwater Sustainability. The City shall cooperate with the Santa Rosa Plain
Groundwater Sustainability Agency in planning and implementing programs and projects that
improve regional water supply resilience and achieve and maintain groundwater sustainability,
consistent with the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act.

Program PFS-V: Review Groundwater Sustainability Plan. The City will review the DWR-approved
Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) every five years to ensure that land use and growth
assumptions in the General Plan and subsequent amendments are consistent with the 50-year water
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demand projections in the DWR-approved GSP and that projected groundwater demand will not
exceed GSP sustainable management criteria or result in undesirable results in accordance with the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).

Related policies: PFS-3.10, Agency Coordination; PFS-3.11, Groundwater Sustainability
Responsible Department: Public Works
Timing: 2026-2030. 2031-2035, 2036-2040
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Public Hearing Comments

DATE: December 11, 2025, Planning Commission Hearing

Response PH1
Commenters expressed concern about the Business Park designation in the northeast corner of the city.

This comment has been noted and passed on to decision-makers for consideration. The potential
environmental impacts of the proposed Business Park land use designations are discussed throughout
the Draft EIR. In addition, Section 6, Alternatives, of the Draft EIR, considered project alternatives that
would reduce the Business Park land use designations in the northeast portion of the city; in particular,
refer to the discussions of Alternative 2, Environmental Conservation, beginning on page 6-11 of the Draft
EIR, and Alternative 4, “Missing Middle Housing” West of Highway 101, beginning on page 6-26 of the
Draft EIR.

Response PH2
Commenters expressed a desire to see more opportunities for single-story single family homes.

This comment has been noted and passed on to decision-makers for consideration. The proposed project
anticipates the future development of 3,022 single family residential units, as specified in Table 2-1 on
page 2-7 of the Draft EIR. As described in Table 2-2, beginning on page 2-11 of the Draft EIR, single-family
residential developments are allowed in the following land use designations: Rural Estate Residential,
Estate Residential, Low Density Residential, Medium Density Residential, and High Density Residential. As
demonstrated on Figure 2-4 on page 2-6 of the Draft EIR, these land use designations allowing for single
family development are provided throughout the city as part of the proposed project. For more
information, please refer to the Draft EIR Section 2, Project Description, and Section 4.10, Land Use and
Planning.

Furthermore, Impact PH-1 on page 4.12-5 states:

The State requires that all local governments adequately plan to meet the housing needs of their
communities (HCD 2021). Given that the State is currently in an ongoing housing crisis due to an
insufficient housing supply, the additional units under the proposed project would further assist in
addressing the existing crisis and meeting the housing needs of the City’'s communities.

Therefore, the residential units anticipated to be developed as facilitated by the proposed project address
identified housing needs.
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3 Revisions to the Draft EIR

This chapter presents specific text changes made to the Draft EIR since its publication and public review.
The changes are presented in the order in which they appear in the original Draft EIR and are identified by
the Draft EIR page number. Text deletions are shown in strikethrough, and text additions are shown in
underline. The information contained within this chapter clarifies and expands on information in the Draft
EIR and does not constitute “significant new information” requiring recirculation. (See Public Resources
Code Section 21092.1; CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5.)

3.1 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Executive Summary
Page ES-5, Table ES-1, revised row only:

Impact Mitigation Measure(s) Residual Impact

Biological Resources

Impact BIO-1. Development BIO-1 Pre-Construction Bird Surveys, Avoidance, Less than significant
facilitated by the proposed and Notification with mitigation
project would have the For construction activities initiated during the bird

potential to modify habitat that  nesting season (February 1 — August 31)

could affect special-status involving removal of vegetation or other nesting

species during construction bird habitat, including abandoned structures and

and operation. Impacts would  other manmade features, a pre-construction

be less than significant with nesting bird survey shall be conducted no more

mitigation. than three days prior to initiation of ground

disturbance and vegetation removal activities. If a
lapse in project-related work of seven days or
longer occurs, another survey shall be conducted
before project work can be reinitiated. The
nesting bird preconstruction survey shall be
conducted on foot and shall include a 500-foot

buffer around the construction site...

Section 4.3, Biological Resources
Page 4.3-18, Mitigation Measure BIO-1:

For construction activities initiated during the bird nesting season (February 1 — August 31) involving
removal of vegetation or other nesting bird habitat, including abandoned structures and other
manmade features, a pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be conducted no more than three
days prior to initiation of ground disturbance and vegetation removal activities. If a lapse in project-
related work of seven days or longer occurs, another survey shall be conducted before project work
can be reinitiated. The nesting bird preconstruction survey shall be conducted on foot and shall
include a 500-foot buffer around the construction site...

Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality
Page 4.9-13, Sustainable Groundwater Management Act:

The Santa Rosa Plain GSA provides annual reporting, developed with guidance and recommendations
based on California Department of Water Resources Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) and
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SGMA legislation. The annual report provides an update on hydrogeologic setting, groundwater
subbasin status, and GSP implementation progress.

Page 4.9-19, Impact HWQ-2:

Policy PFS-3.2: Groundwater Management. The City shall continue to: locally manage groundwater
pumping consistent with its Water Policy Resolution; prohibit the construction of new private wells in
the City; require the abandonment of existing private wells as a condition of development and comply
with the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act.

Policy PFS-3.10: Agency Coordination. The City shall coordinate with the Santa Rosa Plain
Groundwater Sustainability Agency, Sonoma County Water Agency, and other appropriate agencies to
monitor groundwater resources and to update the Groundwater Sustainability Plan to included
policies, programs, and regulations for preserving and enhancing the watershed and surface and
groundwater resources.

Policy PFS -3.11: Groundwater Sustainability. The City shall cooperate with the Santa Rosa Plain
Groundwater Sustainability Agency in planning and implementing programs and projects that
improve regional water supply resilience and achieve and maintain groundwater sustainability,
consistent with the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act.

Program PFS-V: Review Groundwater Sustainability Plan. The City will review the DWR-approved
Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) every five years to ensure that land use and growth
assumptions in the General Plan and subsequent amendments are consistent with the 50-year water
demand projections in the DWR-approved GSP and that projected groundwater demand will not
exceed GSP sustainable management criteria or result in undesirable results in accordance with the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).

Section 4.14, Transportation and Traffic

Page 4.9-11, State of California and Caltrans Regarding Complete Streets:

Caltrans Director’s Policy 37 Deputy-Directive-64-R1 Complete Streets—Integrating-the
Transportation-System

In 2021, Caltrans adopted Director’s Policy 37, prioritizing complete streets throughout the district.
The policy states:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) recognizes that walking, biking, transit,
and passenger rail are integral to our vision of delivering a brighter future for all through a world-
class transportation network. Additionally, Caltrans recognizes that streets are not only used for
transportation but are also valuable community spaces. Accordingly, in locations with current
and/or future pedestrian, bicycle, or transit needs, all transportation projects funded or overseen
by Caltrans will provide comfortable, convenient, and connected complete streets facilities for
people walking, biking, and taking transit or passenger rail unless an exception is documented
and approved. When decisions are made not to include complete streets elements in capital and
maintenance projects, the justification will be documented with final approval by the responsible
District Director.

Opportunities for complete streets exist in all phases of project development from planning and
design to construction, operations, and maintenance. Complete streets projects should prioritize
underserved communities that have been historically harmed and segmented by the
transportation network and should serve people of all ages and abilities. Furthermore, Caltrans
commits to removing unnecessary policy and procedural barriers and partnering with
communities and agencies to ensure projects on local and state transportation systems improve
the connectivity to existing and planned pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities, and accessibility
to existing and planned destinations, where possible.
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Page 4.9-12, preceding Section c., Regional and Local Regulations:

Caltrans Director’s Policy 40 Transit

Director’s Policy 40, a policy regarding public transit, was adopted by Caltrans in February of 2026.
The policy reads:

Public transit provides vital mobility to many Californians daily, central to powering our state’s
society and economy. As outlined in the Director's Complete Streets Policy DP-37, it is California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans') organizational priority to encourage and maximize
transit as a strategy to not only meet state climate, health, equity, and environmental outcomes
but also to foster socially and economically vibrant, thriving, and resilient communities.
Furthermore, public transit use results in significant safety benefits for all road users and aid
California to achieve its goal of eliminating fatalities and serious injuries, as outlined in Director’'s
Road Safety Policy DP-36 and the Secretary’s Policy 01-25 on Road Safety.

The policy requires Caltrans to establish metrics to evaluate and measure the performance and need
for transit, increase engagement related to transit services, and improve planning and operational
analysis for transit.

Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan

The Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan (2025) identifies deficiencies and potential improvements to
increase transit reliability and access, and encourage more transit use along the State Transportation
Network in the Bay Area. The City of Rohnert Park is identified in the plan as containing equity priority
communities. The plan includes goals, objectives and performance measures, including for the
provision of complete streets, equity in transportation choices, decreasing VMT, and supporting long-
term transit projects.

Caltrans District 4 Pedestrian Plan

Caltrans’ District 4 Pedestrian Plan identifies and prioritizes pedestrian needs along and across the
State Highway System to inform future investments. The Plan notes that pedestrians are prohibited
on Highway 101 through the City of Rohnert Park, and thus does not include plans for pedestrian
improvements along the segment of Highway 101 in the Plan Area.

Caltrans District 4 Bike Plan

The Caltrans District 4 Bike Plan identifies infrastructure improvements that can enhance bicycle
safety and mobility throughout District 4 and remove some of the barriers to bicycling in the region.
The Plan notes that bicyclists are prohibited on Highway 101 through the City of Rohnert Park, and
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Page 4.9-19, Table 4.14-1, revised rows only:

thus does not include plans for bicycle improvements along the segment of Highway 101 in the Plan

Area.

Caltrans Directives

Caltrans Director’s Policy 37 Complete
Streets. In locations with current and/or
future pedestrian, bicycle, or transit
needs, all transportation projects funded
or overseen by Caltrans will provide
comfortable, convenient, and connected
complete streets facilities for people
walking, biking, and taking transit or
passenger rail unless an exception is
documented and approved. Complete
streets projects should prioritize

underserved communities that have been

historically harmed and segmented by the

transportation network and should serve
people of all ages and abilities.

Directors Policy 40: Transit. Public transit

Project Consistency

Consistent. The City’s Circulation Element includes a specific
focus on complete streets. Applicable goals and policies
include:

e Goal C-4: To support the ongoing development of an
integrated transportation network that allows safe and
convenient travel along and across streets for all users,
including pedestrians, bicyclists, persons with disabilities,
motorists, movers of commercial goods, users and operators
of public transportation, seniors, youth, and families.

o Policy C-4.1: Streets for All Users. The City shall ensure that
streets safely serve seniors, youth, those with disabilities, and
all members of the community, and provide a network
connecting residences, employment areas, services, health
care facilities, schools, parks, retail areas, and public
facilities.

o Policy C-4.2: New Streets Designed as Complete Streets.
The City shall design local streets to accommodate all street
users with comfortable pedestrian environments as the
priority, including street tree planting between the street and
sidewalk, minimized curb cuts, sidewalks on both sides of
streets, and low impact development features, where feasible

Consistent. The City’s Circulation Element includes goals and

provides vital mobility to many

Californians daily, central to powering our

state’s society and economy. As outlined

in the Director's Complete Streets Policy
DP-37, it is California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans') organizational
priority to encourage and maximize
transit as a strategy to not only meet
state climate, health, equity, and
environmental outcomes but also to
foster socially and economically vibrant,
thriving, and resilient communities.
Furthermore, public transit use results in
significant safety benefits for all road
users and aid California to achieve its
goal of eliminating fatalities and serious
injuries, as outlined in Director’s Road
Safety Policy DP-36 and the Secretary’s
Policy 01-25 on Road Safety.

policies that prioritize the provision of transit services, including:

e Goal C-2: To coordinate with regional agencies on
transportation improvements outside the city limits.
Goal C-4 (reproduced above).

e Policy C-4.1 (reproduced above).

e Policy C-4.2 (reproduced above).

e Goal C-5: To encourage alternative travel modes, including
transit, driving, biking, and walking by improving the
multimodal circulation system

e Policy C-5.1: Multimodal Network Strategy and
Prioritization. The City shall identify and prioritize
components of a multimodal network to increase continuity
between pedestrian routes, bicycle routes, and public transit.

e Goal C-8: Facilitate transit improvements and connections to
create better connections to destinations around the city and
between travel modes.

e Policy C-8.1: Transit Access. The City shall work with transit

providers and private developers and regional partners to
improve transit access as follows:
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Caltrans Directives

Caltrans Bay Area Transit Plan and
Transit Needs Assessment. The plan

includes goals, objectives and
performance measures, including for the
provision of complete streets, equity in
transportation choices, decreasing VMT,

and supporting long-term transit projects.

Revisions to the Draft EIR

Project Consistency

o Develop well-designed accessible pick-up and drop-off
locations and provide benches, shelters and amenities as
appropriate

o Focus transit service along corridors to maintain a level of
service that is meaningful to the community

o Work with paratransit providers to ensure Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant paratransit services are
available to eligible residents and visiting clients

o Support last-mile solutions (e.g., shuttle service, shared-

mobility services, proximity to pedestrian and bicycle path
connections) to connect public transit riders to their
ultimate destinations.

o Encourage transit providers to have adequate bike racks
on buses and rail cars to allow for convenient mode
transitions for bicyclists.

e Policy C-8.2: Regional Transit Connections. The City shall
coordinate with SMART, Sonoma County Transit, and Golden

Gate Transit to increase public transit service between
Rohnert Park and other cities in the Bay Area and to
coordinate:

o Multi-modal connections for regional trips,

o Transit service or infrastructure improvements
o Closure of transit gaps, and
o]

Deployment of information and schedules with real-time
information.

e Goal C-9: Encourage transit ridership to support a
sustainable transportation system.

e Policy C-9.1: Maintain and Expand Transit Service. The City
shall support levels of transit service that are adequate to
meet and encourage ridership demand and work with service
providers to adjust train schedules and bus routes to address
new potential markets and levels of demand.

e Policy C-9.2: Development Designed to Support Transit. The
City shall support land use plans and building design that
prioritizes higher intensity development close to transit,
active frontages, space for bus stop amenities, and safety for
people.

Consistent. The City’s Circulation Element includes a specific

focus on complete streets. Applicable goals and policies
include:

e Goal C-4 (reproduced above).
e Policy C-4.1 (reproduced above).
e Policy C-4.2 (reproduced above).

The City’s Racial Social and Environmental Justice Element
includes policies regarding the equitable provision of services,
including:

e Policy RSEJ-4.2 (reproduced above).

e Policy RSEJ-4.3 (reproduced above).
e Policy RSEJ-5.4 (reproduced above).

The City’s Circulation Element includes goals and policies
regarding VMT, including:

Final Environmental Impact Report
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Caltrans Directives Project Consistency

e Goal C-3: To reduce automobile dependency and associated
impacts.

e Policy C-3.1: Regional VMT Mitigation Bank. The City shall
encourage and support the Sonoma County Transportation
Authority (SCTA) in establishing a regional VMT mitigation
bank and/or regional VMT impact fee program that can be
used to fund effective VMT reduction strategies at a regional
level, while also establishing a mechanism for private
development to offset their VMT impacts.

e Policy C-3.2: Development Review Requirements for Vehicle
Miles Traveled. The City shall, as part of development project
CEQA review, require new development projects to achieve a
reduction in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) compared to
baseline conditions. The City will support SCTA's efforts in
maintaining the regional travel demand model, which will be
used to adjust baseline VMT levels over time and allow the
City to establish updated VMT benchmarks for project
applicants.

¢ Policy C-5.2: Promote Multimodal Mixed-Use
Developments. The City shall promote the development of
multimodal mixed-use development.

e Policy C-6.3: Bike and Pedestrian Crossings in Central
Rohnert Park. The City shall continue to study the feasibility
of separated bicycle pedestrian crossings, including
crossings over Rohnert Park Expressway at the SMART Multi-
Use Path and work with Caltrans, SCTA and SMART to
implement feasible projects.

The City’s Circulation Element includes goals and policies
regarding the provision of transit services, including:

e Goal C-5 (reproduced above).

e Policy C-5.1 (reproduced above).

e Goal C-8: Facilitate transit improvements and connections to
create better connections to destinations around the city and
between travel modes.

e Policy C-8.1: Transit Access. The City shall work with transit
providers and private developers and regional partners to
improve transit access as follows:

o Develop well-designed accessible pick-up and drop-off
locations and provide benches, shelters and amenities as
appropriate

o Focus transit service along corridors to maintain a level of
service that is meaningful to the community

o Work with paratransit providers to ensure Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant paratransit services are
available to eligible residents and visiting clients

o Support last-mile solutions (e.g., shuttle service, shared-

mobility services, proximity to pedestrian and bicycle path
connections) to connect public transit riders to their

ultimate destinations.

o Encourage transit providers to have adequate bike racks
on buses and rail cars to allow for convenient mode

transitions for bicyclists.

e Policy C-8.2: Regional Transit Connections. The City shall
coordinate with SMART, Sonoma County Transit, and Golden




Revisions to the Draft EIR

Caltrans Directives Project Consistency

Gate Transit to increase public transit service between

Rohnert Park and other cities in the Bay Area and to
coordinate:

o Multi-modal connections for regional trips
Transit service or infrastructure improvements,
Closure of transit gaps, and

Deployment of information and schedules with real-time
information.

(¢]

[¢]

[¢]

e Goal C-9: Encourage transit ridership to support a
sustainable transportation system.

e Policy C-9.1: Maintain and Expand Transit Service. The City
shall support levels of transit service that are adequate to
meet and encourage ridership demand and work with service
providers to adjust train schedules and bus routes to address
new potential markets and levels of demand.

e Policy C-9.2: Development Designed to Support Transit. The

City shall support land use plans and building design that
prioritizes higher intensity development close to transit
active frontages, space for bus stop amenities, and safety for
people.

Section 4.16, Utilities and Service Systems
Page 4.16-17, Impact U-2:

Policy PFS-3.8: Water Efficiency in Existing Buildings. The City shall encourage renovation of
existing buildings to achieve higher levels of water efficiency beyond what is required in the City’s
building code.

Policy PFS-3.10: Agency Coordination. The City shall coordinate with the Santa Rosa Plain
Groundwater Sustainability Agency, Sonoma County Water Agency, and other appropriate agencies to
monitor groundwater resources and to update the Groundwater Sustainability Plan to included
policies, programs, and regulations for preserving and enhancing the watershed and surface and
groundwater resources.

Policy PFS -3.11: Groundwater Sustainability. The City shall cooperate with the Santa Rosa Plain
Groundwater Sustainability Agency in planning and implementing programs and projects that
improve regional water supply resilience and achieve and maintain groundwater sustainability,
consistent with the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act.

Program PFS-V: Review Groundwater Sustainability Plan. The City will review the DWR-approved
Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) every five years to ensure that land use and growth
assumptions in the General Plan and subsequent amendments are consistent with the 50-year water
demand projections in the DWR-approved GSP and that projected groundwater demand will not
exceed GSP sustainable management criteria or result in undesirable results in accordance with the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).

3.2 Revisions to Draft EIR Appendices

No revisions to Draft EIR Appendices have been made.
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

4 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program

CEQA requires that a reporting or monitoring program be adopted for the conditions of project
approval that are necessary to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment (Public
Resources Code 21081.6). This mitigation monitoring and reporting program is intended to track and
ensure compliance with adopted mitigation measures during the project implementation phase. For
each mitigation measure recommended in the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR),
specifications are made herein that identify the action required, the monitoring that must occur, and
the agency or department responsible for oversight.
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Mitigation Measure/
Condition of Approval

Biological Resources
BIO-1

Pre-Construction Bird Surveys, Avoidance, and Notification

For construction activities initiated during the bird nesting season (February 1 — August 31) involving
removal of vegetation or other nesting bird habitat, including abandoned structures and other
manmade features, a pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be conducted no more than three
days prior to initiation of ground disturbance and vegetation removal activities. If a lapse in project-
related work of seven days or longer occurs, another survey shall be conducted before project work
can be reinitiated. The nesting bird preconstruction survey shall be conducted on foot and shall
include a 500-foot buffer around the construction site. The survey shall be conducted by a biologist
familiar with the identification of avian species known to occur in northern California Bay Area
communities (i.e., qualified biologist). If nests are found, an avoidance buffer shall be determined by a
qualified biologist dependent upon the species, the proposed work activity, and existing disturbances
associated with land uses outside of the site, which shall be demarcated by the biologist with bright
orange construction fencing, flagging, construction lathe, or other means to demarcate the boundary.
All construction personnel shall be notified as to the existence of the buffer zone and to avoid
entering the buffer zone during the nesting season. No ground disturbing activities shall occur within
the buffer until the biologist has confirmed that breeding/ nesting is completed, and the young have
fledged the nest. Encroachment into the buffer shall occur only at the discretion of the qualified
biologist on the basis that the encroachment will not be detrimental to an active nest. A report
summarizing the pre-construction survey(s) shall be prepared by a qualified biologist and shall be
submitted to the City prior to the commencement of construction activities.

Proposed project site plans shall include a statement acknowledging compliance with the federal
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and California Fish and Game Code (CFGC) that includes avoidance
of active bird nests and identification of Best Management Practices to avoid impacts to active nests,
including checking for nests prior to construction activities during February 1 to August 31 and what
to do if an active nest is found so that the nest is not inadvertently impacted during grading or
construction activities.

BIO-2

Prior to tree removal, a qualified biologist shall conduct a focused survey of all trees to be removed or
impacted by construction activities to determine whether active roosts of special status bats are
present on site. If tree removal is planned for the fall, the survey shall be conducted in September to
ensure tree removal will have adequate time to occur during seasonal periods of bat activity (March 1
to April 15, September 1 to October 15, or when evening temperatures rise above 45 degrees
Fahrenheit and/or no more than 0.5 inch of rainfall within 24 hours occurs, as described below). If tree
removal is planned for the spring, then the survey shall be conducted during the earliest possible time
in March, to allow for suitable conditions for both the detection of bats and subsequent tree removal.
Trees containing suitable potential bat roost habitat features shall be clearly marked or identified. If
day roosts are found to be potentially present, the biologist shall prepare a site-specific roosting bat
protection plan to be implemented by the contractor following the City’s approval. The plan shall
incorporate the following guidance as appropriate:

e When possible, removal of trees identified as suitable roosting habitat should be conducted during
seasonal periods of bat activity, including the following:
1. Between September 1 and about October 15, or before evening temperatures fall below 45
degrees Fahrenheit and/or more than 0.5 inch of rainfall within 24 hours occurs.
2. Between March 1 and April 15, or after evening temperatures rise above 45 degrees Fahrenheit
and/or no more than 0.5 inch of rainfall within 24 hours occurs.

Roosting Bats

e If a tree must be removed during the breeding season (April 15 to August 31) and is identified as
potentially containing a colonial maternity roost, then a qualified biologist shall conduct acoustic
emergence surveys or implement other appropriate methods to further evaluate if the roost is an
active maternity roost. Under the biologist’s guidance, the contractor shall implement measures
similar to or better than the following:

1. Ifitis determined that the roost is not an active maternity roost, then the roost may be
removed in accordance with the other requirements of this measure.

Action Required

Require project proponents to retain a qualified
biologist familiar with avian species in the
northern California Bay Area to conduct
required surveys, prepare a survey report, and
establish an avoidance buffer, if warranted.

Review and approve the survey report.

Confirm that individual project site plans
include a statement acknowledging
compliance with the MBTA and CFGC
including the Best Management Practices for
avoidance of active bird nests.

Require project proponents to retain a qualified
biologist to conduct required surveys, and
prepare a site-specific roosting bat protection
plan, if warranted.

Review and approve the site-specific roosting
bat protection plan.

Prior to ground disturbance
and vegetation removal
activities.

Prior to ground disturbance
and vegetation removal
activities.

Prior to site plan approval.

Prior to tree removal or
construction activities that
would impact trees.

Monitoring Frequency

Once per project

Once per project

Once per project

Once per project that
requires tree removal
or would impact trees
during construction
activities.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Compliance
Verification

Responsible Agency Initial

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division

Compliance
Verification
Date

Compliance
Verification
Comments
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Compliance
Verification
Date

Compliance
Verification
Comments

Compliance

Verification
Initial

Mitigation Measure/
Condition of Approval

Action Required Monitoring Frequency = Responsible Agency

2. Ifitis found that an active maternity roost of a colonial roosting species is present, the roost
shall not be disturbed during the breeding season (April 15 to August 31).

e Potential colonial hibernation roosts shall only be removed during seasonal periods of bat activity.
Potential non-colonial roosts that cannot be avoided shall be removed on warm days in late
morning to afternoon when any bats present are likely to be warm and able to fly. Appropriate
methods shall be used to minimize the potential harm to bats during tree removal. Such methods
may include using a two-step tree removal process. This method is conducted over two
consecutive days and works by creating noise and vibration by cutting non-habitat branches and
limbs from habitat trees using chainsaws only (no excavators or other heavy machinery) on day
one. The noise and vibration disturbance, together with the visible alteration of the tree, is very
effective in causing bats that emerge nightly to feed to not return to the roost that night. The
remainder of the tree is removed on day two.

BIO-3

For construction activities located in vacant or undeveloped areas containing open grasslands,
shrublands, or chaparral, a habitat assessment for Crotch’s bumble bee shall be performed by a
qualified biologist knowledgeable and experienced with Crotch’s bumble bee and the habitat in which
they occur. If the biologist determines that suitable habitat for Crotch’s bumble bee is present, a
focused survey shall be performed during the species’ active flight period for Crotch’s bumble bee and
peak blooming period of nectar and pollen sources (May 1 through July 31). The Crotch’s bumble bee
survey shall be conducted on foot and shall encompass the entirety of a project site and focus on
areas that allow for the highest probability of detection, such as high abundance nectar or pollen
sources and rodent burrows that may be used for breeding and nesting. If Crotch’s bumble bee is
determined to be present, the project proponent shall map the locations of the observed bumble bee,
areas of abundant nectar or pollen sources, and any active nesting sites. A report summarizing the
results of the habitat assessment and focused survey (if required) shall be prepared by the qualified
biologist and shall be submitted to the City prior to the commencement of construction activities.
Further, consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife will be necessary in the event
Crotch’s bumble bee was observed within a project site and an Incidental Take Permit, in accordance
with the California Endangered Species Act, may be required prior to initiating any ground disturbance
on the site.

Conduct Pre-construction Crotch’s Bumble Bee Surveys and Implement Avoidance Measures

Cultural Resources
CR-1
The City shall conduct a study to establish and maintain an archaeological, cultural, historical, and

architectural resource database. The study shall be aimed at the protection of buildings, structures,
and sites that are more than 50 years old and have demonstrated cultural, historical, or architectural

significance. This measure shall be added as an implementation program in the General Plan
Resource Conservation Element.

Historical, Cultural, and Architectural Resource Database

CR-2

The City shall require all discretionary projects to investigate the potential to disturb archaeological
resources. If preliminary reconnaissance suggests that archaeological resources may exist on a
proposed project site, a Phase | archaeological resources study shall be performed by a qualified
professional meeting the Secretary of the Interior's (SOI) Professional Qualification Standard (PQS)
for archaeology (NPS 1983). A Phase | archaeological resources study shall include a pedestrian
survey of the project site and sufficient background research and, as necessary, field sampling to
determine whether archaeological resources may be present. Archival research shall include a
records search at the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) and a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search with
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), and consultation with FIGR, including a request to
FIGR to conduct a tribal registry records search and an invitation to FIGR to provide a cultural monitor
for the survey. The Phase | technical report documenting the study shall include recommendations to
avoid or reduce impacts on archaeological resources. The project sponsor shall implement the

Requirement for Archaeological Resources Study

Require project proponents to retain a qualified
biologist to conduct a Crotch’s bumble bee
habitat assessment and focused survey (if
warranted), and prepare a report.

Review and approve the report.

Confirm the project proponent conducted
consultation with the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife, if warranted.

Confirm the project proponent obtained an
Incidental Take Permit, if warranted.

Confirm the implementation program has been
added into the 2040 General Plan Resource
Conservation Element.

Conduct a study to establish the resource
database.

Confirm the implementation program has been
added into the 2040 General Plan Resource
Conservation Element.

Review and approve archaeological studies for
discretionary projects.

Prior to construction of each
individual project.

Prior to construction.

Prior to construction.

Prior to construction.

Prior to publication of the final
2040 General Plan Resource
Conservation Element.

Following adoption of the
General Plan and prior to
demolition or alteration of
buildings, structures, or sites
more than 50 years old.

Prior to publication of the final
2040 General Plan Resource
Conservation Element.

Following adoption of the
General Plan and prior to
approval of individual
projects.

Once per project
located in vacant or
undeveloped areas
containing open
grasslands,
shrublands, or
chaparral.

Once per project.

Once per project.

Once per project.

Once

Once

Once

Once per project.

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division;
California
Department of Fish
and Wildlife

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division
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Mitigation Measure/

Condition of Approval

recommendations. This measure shall be added as an implementation program in the General Plan
Resource Conservation Element.

Implementation of this program may require additional recommendations to avoid and/or reduce
impacts to archaeological resources which would be determined on a project-by-project basis.

CR-3

For any development facilitated by the project where human remains are expected to be present
based on the results of tribal consultation and/or as identified by a qualified archaeologist, the City
shall consult with FIGR and other local California Native American tribe(s) as applicable on the
decision to employ a canine forensics team. If a canine forensics team is employed, the City shall
require the team to attempt to identify human remains in a non-invasive way (e.g., non-excavation).
Any requirements for the use of a canine forensics team shall be documented in the tribal cultural
resources treatment plan prepared under Mitigation Measure TCR-2. The tribal cultural resources
treatment plan may require revisions to the design of development facilitated by the project or an

Sensitive Location of Human Remains

addendum to the treatment plan in the event that human remains are identified, with avoidance as the
preferred recommendation, as set forth in Mitigation Measure TCR-1. For any development facilitated

by the project, regardless of whether Native American remains or burials are expected to be present,
in the event of an inadvertent discovery of tribal cultural resources or Native American remains or
burials, the City shall consult with FIGR to determine the appropriate treatment, with a priority for
avoidance as set forth in TCR-1.

Action Required

Consult with FIGR and other local California
Native American Tribe(s) when development
would occur where human remains are
expected to be present.

Confirm requirements for the use of a canine
forensics team is documented in the tribal
cultural resources’ treatment plan.

Consult with FIGR in the event of an
inadvertent discovery of tribal cultural
resources or Native American remains or
burials.

Prior to construction of each
individual project.

Prior to construction of each
individual project.

Prior to construction of each
individual project.

Monitoring Frequency

Once per project.

Once per project.

As needed.

Responsible Agency

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Compliance

Verification
Initial

Compliance
Verification
Date

Compliance
Verification
Comments

N-1 Construction Noise Reduction Measures

The following measures to minimize exposure to construction noise shall be included as standard
conditions of approval for applicable projects involving construction:

1. Mufflers. During excavation and grading construction phases, all construction equipment, fixed or

mobile, shall be operated with closed engine doors and shall be equipped with properly operating
and maintained mufflers consistent with manufacturers’ standards.

2. Stationary Equipment. All stationary construction equipment shall be placed so that emitted noise

is directed away from the nearest sensitive receptors.

3. Equipment Staging Areas. Equipment staging shall be located in areas that will create the greatest

distance feasible between construction-related noise sources and noise-sensitive receptors.
4. Smart Back-up Alarms. Mobile construction equipment shall have smart back-up alarms that

automatically adjust the sound level of the alarm in response to ambient noise levels. Alternatively,
back-up alarms shall be disabled and replaced with human spotters to ensure safety when mobile

construction equipment is moving in the reverse direction.
N-2 Construction Vibration Reduction Measures

The following measures to minimize exposure to construction vibration shall be included as standard

conditions of approval for applicable projects involving construction:

1. Building Examination. The pre-existing condition of any buildings within 25 feet of any
construction activities shall be recorded in order to evaluate damage from project-related

construction. Fixtures and finishes within a 25-foot radius of construction activities susceptible to
damage will be documented (photographically and in writing) prior to construction. All damage will

be repaired back to its pre-existing condition.

2. Stationary Equipment. All vibratory stationary construction equipment shall be placed as far as
possible from the nearest sensitive receptors.

3. Equipment Staging Areas. Equipment staging shall be located in areas that will create the greatest

distance feasible between construction-related vibration sources and noise-sensitive receptors.

Revise the City's standard conditions of
approval to include construction noise
reduction measures.

Revise the City’s standard conditions of
approval to include construction vibration
reduction measures.

Prior to approval of a
construction project following
adoption of the 2040 General
Plan.

Prior to approval of a
construction project following
adoption of the 2040 General
Plan.

Once

Once

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division

Final Environmental Impact Report

4-5



City of Rohnert Park
Rohnert Park 2040 General Plan

Mitigation Measure/
Condition of Approval

Tribal Cultural Resources
TCR-1

When feasible, development facilitated by the project shall be designed to avoid known tribal cultural
resources. The feasibility of avoidance of tribal cultural resources shall be determined by the City and
applicant in consultation with FIGR, as required by State law.

Avoidance of Tribal Cultural Resources

TCR-2 Tribal Cultural Resource Plan

A Tribal Cultural Resources (TCR) Plan shall be required for development occurring in areas identified
as potentially sensitive for tribal cultural resources during consultation with FIGR.

If the project includes ground disturbance, the TCR Plan shall include a TCR treatment plan to be
implemented in the event an unanticipated archaeological resource that may be considered a tribal
cultural resource is identified during construction. In the event of an inadvertent discovery of tribal
cultural resources or a Native American remain or burial, the TCR Plan shall require consultation with
FIGR. The treatment plan shall include any necessary monitoring requirements, suspension of all
earth-disturbing work in the vicinity of the find, avoidance of the resource or, if avoidance of the
resource is infeasible, the plan shall outline the appropriate treatment of the resource in consultation
with FIGR and, if applicable, a qualified archaeologist.

Examples of appropriate treatment for tribal cultural resources include, but are not limited to,
protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource, protecting traditional use of the
resource, preservation in place, protecting the confidentiality of the resource, or heritage recovery. The
TCR Plan and treatment plan shall be reviewed and approved by the City and FIGR to confirm
compliance with this measure prior to construction.

TCR-3 Native American Monitoring

For development occurring in areas identified as potentially sensitive for tribal cultural resources
through consultation with FIGR, the project applicant shall retain a FIGR tribal monitor to observe all
ground disturbance, including archaeological excavation, associated with development facilitated by
the project. Monitoring methods and requirements shall be outlined in a tribal cultural resources
treatment plan prepared as described above under Mitigation Measure TCR-2. In the event of a
discovery of tribal cultural resources, the steps identified in the TCR treatment plan prepared under
Mitigation Measure TCR-2 shall be implemented.

TCR-4 Sensitive Location of Human Remains

For any development facilitated by the project where human remains are expected to be present
based on the results of tribal consultation and/or as identified by a qualified archaeologist, the City
shall consult with FIGR and other local California Native American tribe(s) as applicable on the
decision to employ a canine forensics team. If a canine forensics team is employed, the City shall
require the team to attempt to identify human remains in a non-invasive way (e.g., non-excavation).
Any requirements for the use of a canine forensics team shall be documented in the TCR treatment
plan prepared under Mitigation Measure TCR-2. The TCR treatment plan may require revisions to the
design of development facilitated by the project or an addendum to the treatment plan in the event
that human remains are identified, with avoidance as set forth in TCR-1 as the preferred
recommendation. For any development facilitated by the project, regardless of whether Native
American remains or burials are expected to be present, in the event of an inadvertent discovery of
tribal cultural resources or Native American remains or burials, the City shall consult with FIGR to
determine the appropriate treatment, with a priority for avoidance as set forth in TCR-1.

Action Required

Require avoidance of known tribal cultural
resources in project design plans.

Consult with FIGR on the location of tribal
cultural resources.

Require the preparation of a Tribal Cultural
Resources (TCR) Plan in consultation with
FIGR.

Require the preparation of a treatment plan in
consultation with FIGR.

Review and approve the TCR Plan and
treatment plan.

Require project proponents to retain a FIGR
tribal monitor to observe all ground
disturbance.

Consult with FIGR and other local California
Native American Tribe(s) when development
would occur where human remains are
expected to be present.

Confirm requirements for the use of a canine
forensics team is documented in the tribal
cultural resources’ treatment plan.

Consult with FIGR in the event of an
inadvertent discovery of tribal cultural
resources or Native American remains or
burials.

Prior to approval of final
design plans.

Prior to project approval of
individual developments in
areas sensitive for TCRs.

Prior to construction of
ground-disturbing projects in
areas sensitive for TCRs.

Prior to construction.

Prior to and during ground-
disturbing activities of each
individual project in areas
sensitive for TCRs.

Prior to construction of each
individual project.

Prior to construction of each
individual project.

Prior to construction of each
individual project.

Monitoring Frequency

Once per project.

Once per project

Once per project

Once per project

Once per project.

Once per project.

Once per project.

As needed.

Compliance  Compliance
Verification  Verification
Initial Date

Responsible Agency

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division;
Federated Indians of
Graton Rancheria
(FIGR)

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division

City of Rohnert Park
Development
Services Department,
Planning Division

Compliance
Verification
Comments
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