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1 Introduction 
This Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (Final SEIR) contains the public and agency comments 
received during the public review comment period for the SOMO Village Project Draft SEIR. 

The SEIR is an informational document intended to disclose to the Lead Agency, the City of Rohnert Park (City), and 
the public the environmental consequences of approving and implementing the SOMO Village Project (proposed 
project) or one of the alternatives to the project described in the Draft SEIR. All written comments received during 
the public review period (December 13, 2019 to January 27, 2020) on the Draft SEIR are addressed in this Final 
SEIR. 

The responses in the Final SEIR clarify, correct, and/or amplify text in the Draft SEIR, as appropriate. Also included 
are text changes made at the initiative of the Lead Agency. These changes (summarized in Chapter 2) do not alter 
the conclusions of the Draft SEIR. This document has been prepared in accordance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; California Public Resources Code (PRC), Sections 21000–21177). 

Background 
In accordance with CEQA, the City released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on June 7, 2019, for the required 30-day 
review period. The purpose of the NOP was to provide notification that an SEIR for the project was being prepared 
and to solicit guidance on the scope and content of the document. The City held a public scoping meeting on June 
19, 2019 to take verbal comments on the scope of the SEIR. A supplemental NOP was released on August 30, 
2019, to address the relocation of a proposed water tank from on-site within the SOMO Village site, to an off-site 
location in unincorporated Sonoma County. The public comment period for this supplemental NOP lasted 30 days 
from August 30, 2019 to September 30, 2019. The Draft SEIR was circulated for public review and comment for a 
period of 45 days from December 13, 2020 to January 31, 2020. 

The comments and responses that make up the Final SEIR, in combination with the Draft SEIR, as amended by the 
text changes, constitute the SEIR that will be considered for certification by the City. 

CEQA Requirements 
Under CEQA, the Lead Agency must prepare and certify a Final EIR prior to approving a proposed project. The 
contents of a Final EIR are specified in Section 15132 of the CEQA Guidelines, which states that the Final EIR shall 
consist of:  

a) The Draft EIR or a revision of the Draft.  

b) Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in summary.  

c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR.  

d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and consultation 
process.  

e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency.  
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The Lead Agency must provide each agency that commented on the Draft EIR with a copy of the Lead Agency’s 
response to their comments a minimum of 10-days before certifying the Final EIR. 

Use of the Final SEIR 
The Final SEIR allows public agencies, the public, and the City an opportunity to review revisions to the Draft SEIR 
and the Responses to Comments. The Final SEIR serves as the environmental document to support approval of the 
proposed project, either in whole or in part, or one of the alternatives to the project discussed in the Draft SEIR.  

As required by Section 15090 (a) (1)-(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, a Lead Agency, in certifying a Final EIR, must make 
the following three determinations:  

• The Final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA.  

• The Final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the Lead Agency, and the decision-making body 
reviewed and considered the information in the Final EIR prior to approving the project.  

• The Final EIR reflects the Lead Agency’s independent judgment and analysis.  

As required by Section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, no public agency shall approve or carry out a project for 
which an EIR has been certified that identifies one or more significant environmental effects of the project unless 
the public agency makes one or more written findings (Findings of Fact) for each of those significant effects, 
accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for each finding supported by substantial evidence in the record. 
The possible findings are:  

1. Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into the project which avoid or substantially 
lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Final EIR.  

2. Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and not 
the agency making the finding. Such changes have been adopted by such other agency or can and should 
be adopted by such other agency.  

3. Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment 
opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or project alternatives 
identified in the Final EIR.  

Additionally, pursuant to Section 15093(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, when a Lead Agency approves a project that 
would result in significant unavoidable impacts that are disclosed in the Final EIR, the agency must state in writing 
the reasons supporting the action. The Statement of Overriding Considerations shall be supported by substantial 
evidence in the Lead Agency’s administrative record.  

The Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations are included in a separate document that will be 
considered for adoption by the City at the time of project approval. 



1 – Introduction 

SOMO Village Project 9810.02 
June 2020 1-3 

Project Under Review 
In 2010, the City approved the Sonoma Mountain Village project and certified the Program EIR (SCH No. 
20070521116). Since that time, the project applicant has requested approval of modifications to various 
discretionary entitlements in support of the proposed project. The proposed project includes a mix of residential 
and commercial uses similar to what was approved as part of the 2010 prior approved project. The proposed project 
includes a total of 1,694 single-family attached and detached residences plus 56 accessory dwelling units (ADUs) 
on 176 acres with a range of densities dependent on transect zone (from 2-9 units/acre in suburban areas and as 
many as 25-70 units/acre in the urban core); 823,000 square feet (sf) of commercial, light industrial and retail 
uses (includes the existing 700,000 sf of commercial uses); and 38.54 acres in public and private parks and open 
space. The project is envisioned as a mixed-use urban village designed around a village center. 

A detailed project description is contained in the Draft SEIR in Chapter 2, Project Description. The environmental 
impact analysis is included in Chapters 3 and 4 of the Draft SEIR. 

Summary of Text Changes 
Chapter 3 in this Final SEIR, Changes to the Draft SEIR, identifies changes made to the document by section. These 
text changes are minor clarifications or amplifications of the analysis contained in the Draft SEIR and do not 
constitute significant new information that, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, would trigger the 
need to recirculate portions or all of the Draft SEIR. 

Responses to Comments 
A list of agencies commenting on the Draft SEIR is included in Chapter 2 in this Final SEIR. Four (4) comment 
letters were received. This included letters from Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART), the City of Cotati,  
Tableau Development, and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). Responses to comments 
received appear in Chapter 4 of this Final SEIR. Each comment letter is numbered and presented with brackets 
indicating how the letter has been divided into individual comments. Each comment is given a binomial with the 
number of the comment letter appearing first, followed by the comment number. For example, comments in 
Letter 1 are numbered 1-1, 1-2, 1-3, and so on. Immediately following the letter are responses, each with 
binomials that correspond to the bracketed comments. As the subject matter of one topic may overlap between 
letters, the reader must occasionally refer to one or more responses to review all the information on a given 
subject. To assist the reader, cross-references to other comments are provided. 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the proposed project includes all of the mitigation 
measures required of the project included in the Draft SEIR, as revised in Chapter 3 of this Final SEIR. The MMRP 
is included in Chapter 5 in this Final SEIR.  

If the City chooses to approve the proposed project or one of the alternatives described in the Draft SEIR, the 
MMRP shall be adopted at the same time as the CEQA Findings, as required by Section 21081.6 of the Public 
Resources Code. 
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Overview of the Public Participation and Review Process 
The City notified all responsible and trustee agencies and all known interested groups, organizations, and 
individuals that the Draft SEIR was available for review. The following list of actions took place during the 
preparation, distribution, and review of the Draft SEIR: 

• A Notice of Completion (NOC) was filed along with copies of the NOP stating the City’s intention to prepare 
an SEIR for the proposed project with the State Clearinghouse for the required 30-day public review 
period on June 7, 2019.  

• An additional NOC and copies of the supplemental NOP were filed with the State Clearinghouse for the 
required 30-day public review period on August 30, 2019, stating the City’s intention to prepare an SEIR 
(including the relocated water tank component) for the proposed project. 

• A NOC and copies of the Draft SEIR were filed with the State Clearinghouse on December 13, 2019 to 
start the required 45-day public review period. The City posted a legal notice in the Community Voice 
noticing interested groups, organizations, and individuals regarding the availability of the Draft SEIR. 

• Copies of the Draft SEIR were available for review on the City website 
(https://www.rpcity.org/city_hall/departments/development_services/planning_/environmental_docume
nts); at the Rohnert Park Cotati Library at 3250 Lynne Conde Way, and at the Rohnert Park City Hall at 130 
Avram Avenue, Rohnert Park, California. 

 
 

https://www.rpcity.org/city_hall/departments/development_services/planning_/environmental_documents
https://www.rpcity.org/city_hall/departments/development_services/planning_/environmental_documents
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2 List of Commenters 
The following is a list of the comments received by the close of the comment review period (January 27, 2020) 
on the Draft SEIR. No other comments were received. 

Federal 
There were no comments received from federal agencies. 

State Agencies 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, January 15, 2020 

Local Agencies 
City of Cotati, January 27, 2020 

Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit, January 27, 2020 

Organizations 
There were no comments received from organizations by the close of the comment review period. 

Individuals 
Jack Robertson (Tableau Development), January 27, 2020. 
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3 Revisions to the Draft SEIR 
Introduction 
This chapter presents minor corrections, additions, and revisions made to the Draft SEIR initiated by the Lead 
Agency and reviewing bodies, based on their review and in response to comments described in Chapter 4. New text 
is indicated in underline and text to be deleted is reflected by strike through, unless otherwise noted in the 
introduction preceding the text change. Text changes are presented in the section and page order in which they 
appear in the Draft SEIR (with the exception of the Executive Summary Table 1 (ES-1), which is presented at the 
end of this chapter). 

It should be noted that the changes represent minor clarifications/amplifications of the analysis contained in the 
Draft SEIR and do not constitute significant new information that, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088.5, would trigger the need to recirculate portions or all of the Draft SEIR. 

Chapter 2, Project Description 
Changes to Chapter 2, page 9, Table 2-2. Refer to Chapter 4 comment 3-6. 

Table 2-2. SOMO Village Project Comparison 

Land Use 

Proposed Project Prior Approved Project 

Metric Change and 
Narrative 

Number of Units or Acres Number of Units or 
Acres 

Residential 
Single-Family (detached) 482 units 324 units +158 units 
Single-Family (attached) 382 units 419 units -37 units 
Multi-Family/Mixed Use 830 units 951 units -121 units 
ADUs 56 units 198 units -142 units 

Subtotal 1,750 residential units 1,892 residential units -142 units  

Commercial/Industrial/Retail 
Existing buildings 700,000 sf (existing)  Same No change 
General Retail 78,000 sf 

103,000 sf 
107,329 -29,329 sf 

Grocery Store 5,000 sf 45,000 -40,000 sf 
Restaurant 20,000 sf 39,472 -19,472 sf  
Fitness Center 10,000 sf 30,000 -20,000 sf 
Childcare Center 10,000 sf 15,000 -5,000 sf 
Theater -- 25,000 -25,000 sf 
Hotel -- 91,000 -91,000 sf 
Office -- 425,978   
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Table 2-2. SOMO Village Project Comparison 

Land Use 

Proposed Project Prior Approved Project 

Metric Change and 
Narrative 

Number of Units or Acres Number of Units or 
Acres 

Subtotal 823,000 sf (includes existing 
buildings) 123,000 sf (new) 

1,541,779 sf (includes 
existing buildings) or 

841,779 sf (new) 

-718,779 sf 

Civic Buildings 
Fire Station 5,500 sf -- + 5,500 sf 
Civic Building space -- 35,000 sf -35,000 sf 

Subtotal 5,500 sf 35,000 sf -30,000 sf 

Parks and Open Space 
Parks 12.23 ac 9.3227.3a ac +2.91-15.07 ac 
Open Space 26.31 ac 17.94 ac-- +8.37+26.31 ac 

Subtotal 38.54 ac 27.263 ac +11.284 ac 
Source: Final Development Plan, 9/13/19. 

Changes to Chapter 2, page 11, Section 2.4.3 Parks and Open Space. Refer to Chapter 4, comment 3-7. 

The SOMO Village plan for parks will be unique within the community. Rohnert Park is designed as a 
collection of neighborhood which typically feature larger parks (and schools) in central locations. SOMO 
Village has two nearby examples. The park for the Willowglen neighborhood is located across Bodway 
Parkway and another large park is located approximately ½ mile to the north (Magnolia Park). SOMO 
proposes a series of smaller parks scattered throughout the development. This approach will provide 
more parks closer to the new homes and apartments within the project. Resident would have access to 
the larger nearby parks, with sports fields and large open play areas.  

A total of 38.54 acres is designated for active parks and open space, as shown on Figure 2-7, Parks and 
Open Space. This acreage is comprised of 4.0 acres of new public parks, 6.7 acres of a private wetland 
observatory preserve that includes public paths and a redeveloped ball field within the conservation 
easement area, 5.1 acres of existing private parks, and 22.74 acres of open space habitat for the 
California Tiger Salamander. 

Two existing “Village Center” private parks, totaling 5.1 acres, will anchor the urban core and 
commercial/light industrial areas. The Village Center would serve as a central gathering place for the 
community for farmer’s markets, and space for outdoor concerts. Other parks would include amenities 
such as a dog park, playgrounds, sports courts, and bicycle paths, as well as two unique park amenities; 
a splash pad; a renovation of an existing baseball field; and a wetlands observatory viewing and walking 
area that will provide a naturalist park area for viewing seasonal wildlife. Under the proposed project 
there is a net increasedecrease in active parks by 2.9115.07 acres and an increase in open space of 
approximately 8.3726.31 acres. 

The original Final Development Plan, approved in 2010, called for an all-weather soccer field. This was 
an obligation in the Development Agreement (DA). The field was moved off-site to Sunrise Park and has 
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been constructed to satisfy the DA requirement. The field is complete and has been in use since late 
2019.   

The 2010 entitlements did not include a tentative map. Therefore not subdivision of land was proposed 
which would have create separate park sites. The proposed entitlements, for 2020, include a tentative 
map which would create separate parcel for both private and public park facilities.  

Changes to Chapter 2, page 14, Section 2.4.5, Public Infrastructure and Services. Refer to Chapter 4, comment 
2-3 and 3-14. 

For Phase 1, which includes all development north of Valley House Drive, all storm drainage will be 
treated via street side bioretention areas for Phase 1N of the project, which stormwater drainage for part 
of Phases 0N, 2N, and 3N would be treated in a bioretention area at the western part of the project 
collected in a large bioretention bed located north of Valley House Drive, at the westerly limits of the 
project and adjacent to the SMART tracks, and be discharged through the City’s storm drain system.   

Chapter 3, Impacts Determined Consistent with Prior Analysis 
Changes to Chapter 3, page 15 (and corresponding location in Table ES-1). Refer to Chapter 4, comment 4-8. 

(MM 3.3-2[a] from 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of grading permits for the Southern portion 
of the project (south of Valley House Drive), the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall initiate 
an informal consultation with the USFWS and CDFW to discuss measures to avoid a potential take of CTS 
during construction.  

Although details of these measures would be developed in consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, they 
would likely include: 

• Retaining a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct a preconstruction survey and 
habitat assessment of the project site area to ensure that no potential upland retreat habitat 
has been created (e.g.i.e., through ground squirrel activity, or through placement of artificial 
structures such as debris piles) since the 2004 habitat assessment, 

• Seasonal restrictions on grading and construction to avoid the wet season dispersal period 
(i.e., October through March), 

• Installation of drift fences around the perimeter of the construction area to prevent any CTS 
from moving into the area, and, 
Providing compensation for loss of CTS upland habitat, as required by the USFWS and CDFW (either 
through avoidance, or purchase of mitigation credits at a USFWS/CDFW approved bank), if any 
suitable habitat is found during the preconstruction surveys referenced above, and, 

• Retaining qualified biologists, approved by the City, to monitor the project site area during 
construction to ensure that no CTS would be harmed. 

The project sponsor may choose to forego the above-mentioned habitat assessment and assume presence 
of CTS within the project site, then mitigate accordingly under the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. 
However, assuming no suitable upland retreat habitat is discovered during the habitat assessment and 
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Assuming complete avoidance can be achieved, no incidental take permit from either CDFW or USFWS 
would be required. However, iIf suitable upland retreat habitat is discovered and/or CTS are discovered to 
be present in the project site area, and a “take” of the species cannot be avoidedensured, Mitigation 
Measure 3.3-2(b) shall be required pursuant to the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. 

(MM 3.3-2(b) from 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor may choose to assume presence of CTS within 
the project site, then mitigate accordingly under the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. If the project 
sponsor chooses not to assume presence, Pprior to construction or issuance of grading permits for the 
Southern portion of the project, the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall complete protocol-
level surveys for CTS within the project site area. If protocol-level surveys are completed and find no CTS 
on the project site, no further mitigation is necessary. If the surveys do find CTS on the project site, the 
project sponsor and/or their representatives shall initiate formal consultation with the USFWS (pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act) and CDFW (pursuant to Section 2081 of the California 
Endangered Species Act) to require protocol-level surveys for CTS or obtain an incidental take permits for 
losstake of any individual CTS. Details of the requirements of the Incidental Take Permits would be 
developed during consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, but would likely include (but not be limited to) 
the following. 

• Preparation of a Biological Assessment pursuant to Section 7 of the FESA for submission to 
the USFWS for their review. 

• During construction, Rretaining qualified, permitted biologists to monitor for, and potentially 
move CTS outside of the project site area. 

• Payment of mitigation fees, and/or purchase of mitigation land to compensate for the loss of 
CTS and their habitat. 

Changes to Chapter 3, page 18 (and corresponding location in Table ES-1). Refer to Chapter 4, comment 3-2. 

(MM 3.3-5[a] from 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of a grading permit for phases with potential 
to impact wetlands (Phases 1C, 2, and 3 and undeveloped portions of Phase 1B), the project sponsor 
shall retain a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct a re-verification of the 2002 wetland 
delineation at the site in accordance with the 1987 Manual. This delineation shall also be expanded to 
include that any portion of the northern half of the project area comprising a detention basin in the 
northwest corner of the site. The delineation report shall be updated and submitted to the USACE for re-
verification prior to the issuance of grading permits for phases with potential to affect wetlands. If it is 
determined by the USACE that these features are jurisdictional, then the project sponsor would have the 
following options: avoidance, removal and replacement mitigation, or a combination thereof. If the 
avoidance option is adopted, a minimum 100 foot wetland buffer zone setback would be established. 
The project sponsor shall coordinate with the USACE to ensure that the most feasible mitigation option 
is incorporated.  

Changes to Chapter 3, page 21 (and corresponding location in Table ES-1). Refer to Chapter 4, comment 4-9. 

(MM 3.3-3[d] from 2010 EIR, modified) The CDFGW shall be consulted regarding the implementation of 
avoidance or passive relocation methods, and may require preparation of a Burrowing Owl Exclusion Plan, 
consistent with Appendix E of CDFG 2012). All activities that would result in a disturbance to burrows shall 
be approved by CDFGW prior to implementation. In the event of burrowing owls found nesting or wintering 
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at the project site, purchase of mitigation credits or off-site mitigation in consultation with CDFW shall be 
required. 

Chapter 4, Potentially Significant New/Site Specific Project Impacts 
Changes to Chapter 4, page 41. Refer to Chapter 4, comment 2-1. 

SMART Rail  

The Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) commuter rail system currently operates between San 
RafaelLarkspur and the Sonoma County Airport. SMART includes stations at the major population and 
job centers of the North Bay, including the Cotati station that is approximately one-half mile north of the 
project site. Commuter rail service is provided by 1719 round-trip trains on weekdays and five round-trip 
trains on weekends. Ttypical headways during the weekday morning and evening commute periods are 
3032 minutes, with longer headways during midday, late evening, and weekend periods. Future SMART 
extensions include Windsor, which is currently scheduled to be completed in 2021, Healdsburg and 
Cloverdale, with an infill station in North Petaluma planned. An extension of the SMART rail service to 
Larkspur is expected to open in 2020, with plans underway to extend the line north to Windsor.  

Executive Summary 
Changes to Executive Summary Table ES-1. Refer to Chapter 4, comments  4-8, 3-2, and 4-9. 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

Aesthetics and Urban Design (Chapters 3.1 and 4.1) 
a) Would the project have a substantial 
adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.1-1  (MM 3.1-1 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to submittal of a detailed grading permit, the project 
sponsor shall prepare a view corridor analysis in order to determine whether revised maximum building 
setback and height limits should be established within the T-4 General Urban Zone transect, so as to 
not obstruct views of the Sonoma Mountains from existing properties immediately west of the project 
site. The revised building height and setback restrictions should be limited to the extent lines of sight to 
the Sonoma Mountains from properties immediately west of the project site would not be obstructed 
by new buildings on the project site. Storey-poles shall be erected in the field prior to building 
construction to demonstrate that existing views would not be adversely affected. If required, the 
revised height and setback restrictions would be included as a Condition of Approval and would apply 
only to affected properties. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 

b) Would the project substantially damage 
scenic resources including, but not limited to 
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway? 

Not Applicable (N/A) N/A SOMO Site: 
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 

c) In non-urbanized areas, would the project 
substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site: 
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.1-2  (MM 3.1-2 in the 2010 EIR) Upon approval of grading permits, the stockpiling and 
storage of construction materials and equipment prior to installation and use, as future phases of the 
project would be implemented, shall be minimized to the extent practicable by the project sponsor. 
Although construction staging areas have not been designated at this time, such staging areas shall be 
located internal to the project site. The staging areas shall be located away from Camino Colegio and 
Bodway Parkway, and as close to or within the areas of construction as possible, out of the way of 
community traffic, pedestrian use, and local views. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 

d) Would the project create a new source of 
substantial light or glare that would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the area? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site: 
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.1-3  (MM 3.1-3[a] in the 2010 EIR) All new street and other public area lighting shall 
include fixtures that focus the light downward and include shields to prevent light spill to surrounding 
properties, sky glow, and glare, to the extent feasible. 
 
(MM 3.1-3[b] in the 2010 EIR) Reflective surfaces in public areas shall be kept to a minimum by using 
nonreflective material wherever possible. The use of nonreflective paints, solar treatments, and 
finishing materials will be encouraged during the development process. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

Air Quality (Chapter 3.2) 
a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air quality 
plan? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 

b) Would the project result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase of any criteria 
pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Significant 
and 
Unavoidable 

SOMO Site: Significant 
and Unavoidable 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.2-1  (MM 3.2-1[a] in the 2010 EIR) Prior to construction, the project sponsor shall 
implement recommended dust control measures. To reduce particulate matter emissions during 
project excavation and construction phases, the project contractor(s) shall comply with the dust 
control strategies developed by the BAAQMD. The project sponsor shall include in construction 
contracts the following requirements or measures shown to be equally effective. 

• Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose construction and demolition debris 
from the site, or require all such trucks to maintain at least two feet of freeboard; 

• Water all exposed or disturbed soil surfaces in active construction areas at least twice 
daily; 

• Use watering to control dust generation during demolition of structures or break-up of 
pavement; 

• Pave, apply water three times daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved 
parking areas and staging areas; 

• Sweep daily (with water sweepers) all paved parking areas and staging areas; 
• Provide daily clean-up of mud and dirt carried onto paved streets from the site; 
• Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply non-toxic soil binders to exposed stockpiles (dirt, 

sand, etc.); 
• Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph; 
• Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public 

roadways; 
• Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible; 
• Hydroseed or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas (previously 

graded areas inactive for ten days or more); 
• Install wheel washers for all existing trucks, or wash off the tires or tracks of all trucks and 

equipment leaving the site; 
• Install wind breaks at the windward side(s) of construction areas; 
• Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds (instantaneous gusts) exceed 25 

miles per hour over a 30-minute period or more; and 
• To the extent possible, limit the area subject to excavation, grading, and other dust-

generating construction activity at any one time. 
 
(MM 3.2-1[b] in the 2010 EIR) Prior to grading, the project sponsor shall designate a dust control 
coordinator. To facilitate control of dust during construction and demolition phases, the project 
sponsor shall include a dust control coordinator in construction contracts. All construction sites 
shall have posted in a conspicuous location the name and phone number of a designated 

SOMO Site:  
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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construction dust control coordinator who can respond to complaints by suspending dust-
producing activities or providing additional personnel or equipment for dust control. 
 

(MM 3.2-1[c] in the 2010 EIR) Reduce emissions from heavy-duty diesel-powered 
equipment. The project contractor(s) shall implement measures to reduce the 
emissions of pollutants generated by heavy-duty diesel-powered equipment operating 
at the project site during project excavation and construction phases. The project 
sponsor shall include in construction contracts the following requirements or measures 
shown to be equally effective.  

• Keep all construction equipment in proper tune, in accordance with 
manufacturer’s specifications;  

• Implement measures identified to reduce diesel powered equipment emissions.  

• Use late model heavy-duty diesel-powered equipment at the project site to the 
extent that it is readily available in the San Francisco Bay Area; •  

• Use diesel-powered equipment that has been retrofitted with after-treatment 
products (e.g., engine catalysts) to the extent that it is readily available in the San 
Francisco Bay Area;  

• Use low-emission diesel fuel for all heavy-duty diesel-powered equipment operating 
and refueling at the project site to the extent that it is readily available and cost 
effective in the San Francisco Bay Area (this does not apply to diesel-powered 
trucks traveling to and from the site); 

• Utilize alternative fuel construction equipment (i.e., compressed natural gas, liquid 
petroleum gas, and unleaded gasoline) to the extent that the equipment is readily 
available and cost effective in the San Francisco Bay Area;  

• Limit truck and equipment idling time to five minutes or less; and 

• Rely on the electricity infrastructure surrounding the construction sites rather than 
electrical generators powered by internal combustion engines to the extent 
feasible. 

 
MM 3.2-2  (MM 3.2-2 in the 2010 EIR, modified)1 Since operational criteria pollutant 
emissions of the proposed project would exceed the thresholds of significance recommended by 
the BAAQMD, the project sponsor shall include in the project design specifications the following 
minimum energy reduction measures or other measures shown to be equally effective: 

• Use solar or low-emission water heaters in the residential and retail buildings; 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
1 Mitigation measures in the Executive Summary‘s Table ES-1 do not show text modifications (i.e., changes to the original language as presented in the 2010 EIR). However, the mitigation measures do indicate in parentheses ( ) if they are from the 2010 EIR, revisions of the 2010 EIR mitigation measures 
(modified), or new mitigation measures (new). Refer to Chapter 3 and Chapter 4 for detailed information on mitigation measure revisions. 
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Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

• Provide energy-efficient heating, cooling, and other appliances, such as cooking 
equipment, refrigerators, and dishwashers; 

• Provide energy-efficient and automated controls for air conditioning; 
• Install ozone destruction catalyst on air conditioning systems, in consultation with the 

BAAQMD; 
• Use light colored roof materials to reflect heat; 
• Where feasible and appropriate, use light colored parking surface materials; 
• Plant shade trees in parking lots to reduce evaporative emissions from parked vehicles. 

 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 

c) Would the project expose sensitive 
receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 

d) Would the project result in other emissions 
(such as those leading to odors) adversely 
affecting a substantial number of people? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 

Biological Resources (Chapters 3.3 and 4.2) 
a) Would the project adversely affect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, any 
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, 
or special status species in local or regional 
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game or 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-1  (MM 3.3-1[a] in the 2010 EIR) The project sponsor shall retain a qualified biologist, 
approved by the City, to conduct focused surveys on all undeveloped/unimproved project areas for 
special-status plant species including, but not limited to, Sonoma sunshine, fragrant fritillary, Burke’s 
goldfields, Sebastopol meadowfoam, and showy Indian clover during the appropriate time of year 
(generally February through July), prior to issuance of a grading permit. 
 
If no special-status plants are located during the surveys, no further mitigation would be required. 
 
(MM 3.3-1[b] in the 2010 EIR) If any state or federally listed special-status plant species are found 
during the surveys in areas that cannot be avoided during construction, the project sponsor shall 
consult with the appropriate agency (i.e., USFWS, CDFW, or both) to obtain an incidental take permit for 
the removal of any state or federally listed plant populations in the project site area. Specific mitigation 
measures detailing replacement methods and ratios the project sponsor would be responsible for 
would be developed as required by the agency, but would likely include transplanting existing 
populations, collection of seed for planting at a mitigation site, and either purchase of mitigation lands 
where the lost plants will be reestablished, or purchase of mitigation credits at an approved mitigation 
bank prior to issuance of a grading permit. 
 
(MM 3.3-1[c] in the 2010 EIR) If any non-listed special-status plant species are found during the 
surveys in areas that cannot be avoided, the project sponsor shall notify CDFW within 24 hours so that 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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an opportunity can be made available to salvage plants, soil or seed banks, for use in rare plant 
restoration in mitigation areas prior to issuance of a grading permit. 
 
MM 3.3-2  (MM 3.3-2[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of grading permits for 
the Southern portion of the project (south of Valley House Drive), the project sponsor and/or their 
representatives shall initiate an informal consultation with the USFWS and CDFW to discuss measures 
to avoid a potential take of CTS during construction. Although details of these measures would be 
developed in consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, they would likely include: 

• Retaining a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct a preconstruction survey and 
habitat assessment of the project site area to ensure that no potential upland retreat habitat 
has been created (e.g. i.e., through ground squirrel activity, or through placement of artificial 
structures such as debris piles) since the 2004 habitat assessment, 

• Seasonal restrictions on grading and construction to avoid the wet season dispersal period 
(i.e., October through March), 

• Installation of drift fences around the perimeter of the construction area to prevent any CTS 
from moving into the area, and, 

• Providing compensation for loss of CTS upland habitat, as required by the USFWS and CDFW 
(either through avoidance, or purchase of mitigation credits at a USFWS/CDFW approved 
bank), if any suitable habitat is found during the preconstruction surveys referenced above, 
and, 

• Retaining qualified biologists, approved by the City, to monitor the project site area during 
construction to ensure that no CTS would be harmed. 

 
The project sponsor may choose to forego the above-mentioned habitat assessment and assume 
presence of CTS within the project site, then mitigate accordingly under the Santa Rosa Plain 
Conservation Strategy. However, assuming no suitable upland retreat habitat is discovered during the 
habitat assessment and Assuming complete avoidance can be achieved, no incidental take permit 
from either CDFW or USFWS would be required. However, iIf suitable upland retreat habitat is 
discovered and/or CTS are discovered to be present in the project site area, and a “take” of the 
species cannot be avoidedensured, Mitigation Measure 3.3-2(b) shall be required pursuant to the 
Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. 
 
(MM 3.3-2[b] in the 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor may choose to assume presence of CTS 
within the project site, then mitigate accordingly under the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. If 
the project sponsor chooses not to assume presence, Pprior to construction or issuance of a grading 
permits for the Southern portion of the project, the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall 
complete protocol level surveys for CTS within the project site area. If protocol-level surveys are 
completed and find no CTS on the project site, no further mitigation is necessary. If the surveys do find 
CTS on the project site, the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall initiate formal 
consultation with the USFWS (pursuant to Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act) and CDFW 
(pursuant to Section 2081 of the California Endangered Species Act) to require protocol-level surveys 
for CTS or obtain an incidental take permits for losstake of any individual CTS. Details of the 
requirements of the Incidental Take Permit would be developed during consultation with the USFWS 
and CDFW, but would likely include (but not be limited to) the following. 
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• Preparation of a Biological Assessment pursuant to Section 7 of the FESA for submission to 
the USFWS for their review. 

• During construction Rretaining qualified, permitted biologists to monitor for, and potentially 
move CTS outside of the project site area. 

• Payment of mitigation fees, and/or purchase of mitigation land to compensate for the loss of 
CTS and their habitat. 

 
MM 3.3-3  (MM 3.3-3[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of a grading permits for 
the project, the project sponsor shall hire a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct both 
nesting and wintering season surveys for burrowing owl to determine if the site is used by this species. 
The timing and methodology for the surveys are based on the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation 
(CDFG 2012) and are summarized below. Refer to Appendix D of CDFG 2012 for additional detail. 
CDFW may require that these surveys be repeated annually if project construction is expected to span 
over two or more years. 
 
Winter (Non-Breeding) Season (September 1 through January 31)— Conduct at least four (4) visits, 
spread evenly, throughout the non-breeding season. 
Nesting Season (February 1 to August 31)— Conduct 4 survey visits: 1) at least one site visit between 
15 February and 15 April, and 2) a minimum of three survey visits, at least three weeks apart, between 
15 April and 15 July, with at least one visit after 15 June. 
 
In addition to the wintering and nesting season surveys, pre-construction surveys shall be conducted 
by a qualified biologist, approved by the City, within 14 days prior to the start of ground-disturbing work 
activities in known or suitable habitat areas. If burrowing owls are discovered during that survey, 
development of buffers or implementation of passive exclusion may be needed (MM 3.3-3(b) through 
3.3-3(d)). A final clearance survey shall be conducted no more than 24 hours before ground disturbing 
activities All surveys shall be conducted in accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation (CDFG 2012). 
 
If the above surveys do not identify any burrowing owls on the project site, no further mitigation would 
be required. However, should any individual burrowing owls or burrowing owl nests be located, 
Mitigation Measure 3.3-3(b), Mitigation Measure 3.3-3(c), and Mitigation Measure 3.3-3(d) shall be 
implemented. 
 
(MM 3.3-3[b] in the 2010 EIR, modified) If burrowing owls are discovered in the project area, the 
project sponsor shall notify the City and CDFW. A qualified biologist, approved by the City, shall 
implement a routine monitoring program and establish a fenced exclusion zone around each occupied 
burrow. No construction activities shall be allowed within the exclusion zone until such time that the 
burrows are determined to be unoccupied. The buffer zones shall be a minimum of 100 160 feet from 
an occupied burrow during the non-breeding season (September 1 through January 31), and a 
minimum of 656 feet from an occupied burrow during the breeding season (February 1 through August 
31). 
 
(MM 3.3-3[c] in the 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor shall provide appropriate passive 
relocation mitigation for project-related effects on the burrowing owl in consultation with CDFW. No 
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Relocated Water Tank: 
Potentially Significant 

relocation shall occur during the breeding season (i.e., passive relocation of burrowing owls can only be 
conducted during the non-breeding season). Mitigation can be conducted either on the project site, or 
at an off-site location that is approved by the CDFW. Preference is for on-site within open space areas, 
if possible. 
 
(MM 3.3-3[d] in the 2010 EIR) The CDFW shall be consulted regarding the implementation of 
avoidance or passive relocation methods, and may require preparation of a Burrowing Owl Exclusion 
Plan, consistent with Appendix E of CDFG 2012). All activities that would result in a disturbance to 
burrows shall be approved by CDFW prior to implementation. In the event of burrowing owls found 
nesting or wintering at the project site, purchase of mitigation credits or off-site mitigation in 
consultation with CDFW shall be required. 
 
MM 3.3-4  (MM 3.3-4[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) If construction is to occur between March 15 
through August 30, the project sponsor, in consultation with the CDFW, shall conduct a pre-
construction nesting bird survey of the project site within 14 days of when construction is planned to 
begin. The survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to determine if any 
birds are nesting on or directly adjacent to the project site 
 
(MM 3.3-4[b] in the 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor shall avoid all active bird nests located in 
and directly adjacent to the project site during the breeding season (approximately March 15 through 
August 30) while the nest is occupied with adults and/or young. This avoidance could consist of 
delaying construction to avoid the nesting season. Any occupied nest shall be monitored by a qualified 
biologist, approved by the City, to determine when the nest is no longer used. If the construction cannot 
be delayed, avoidance shall include the establishment of a non-disturbance buffer zone around the 
nest site. The size of the buffer zone shall be approved by the CDFW. The buffer zone shall be 
delineated by highly visible temporary construction fencing. 
 
MM 3.3-4[a]  (new) Pre-construction roosting bat surveys and evaluation of roosting habitat 
suitability for pallid bat shall be conducted by a qualified bat biologist familiar with these species within 
14 days prior to any tree removal or construction activities that occurs during the breeding season 
(April through August). A qualified bat biologist shall have experience performing roosting bat surveys, 
and be able to identify guano and urine stains at a minimum. For trees, roosting habitat characteristics 
to be determined by the qualified bat biologist would be height and structure of the tree, presence of 
obscuring foliage, peeling or loose bark, cracks or gaps within the trunk or crotch of the tree, and/or 
presence of woodpecker holes. If the qualified biologist determines that the tree does not provide 
potential roosting habitat for pallid bat listed above, no further mitigation is required.  
Trees or structures determined to have potential roosting habitat shall be removed after the time when 
bat maternity roosts would be vacated (typically beginning in July/August), but before hibernation 
begins (typically in October/November). For pallid bat, this would limit tree removal to the time period 
from September to early October (Western Bat Working Group 2018). The trees shall be removed in 
the late afternoon hours or close to dusk so that any bats potentially using a tree as a day roost will be 
active and able to leave the roost, and if so, will be minimally impacted by thermal stress and able to 
locate an alternative roost nearby. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
Yes 



3 – Revisions to the Draft SEIR 

SOMO Village Project 9810.02 
June 2020 3-14 

Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-1  (new) Rare Plant Surveys. Prior to issuance of grading permits, focused surveys for 
special-status plant species shall be conducted by a qualified project biologist in accordance with the 
following protocol and guidance: CNPS Botanical Survey Guidelines (CNPS 2001); Protocols for 
Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Populations and Sensitive Natural 
Communities (CDFW 2018); and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service General Rare Plant Survey Guidelines 
(Cypher 2002). The pre-construction survey shall be conducted during a period when the target 
species are observable and identifiable (e.g., blooming period). 
If special-status plants are detected during pre-construction surveys, the location of the species will be 
mapped and the following measures will be implemented:  
1. If complete avoidance is possible, special-status plants in the vicinity of the disturbance will be 
temporarily fenced or prominently flagged and a buffer established around the populations to prevent 
inadvertent encroachment by vehicles and equipment during the activity. Buffer size will depend on the 
construction activity and sensitivity of the plant species, and may range in size from 10 to 50 feet.  
2. If avoidance is not possible, seeds/bulbs will be collected and stored in appropriate storage 
conditions (e.g., cool and dry), and dispersed/transplanted to an area that would not be impacted 
following the construction activity and reapplication of salvaged topsoil. The top 6 inches of topsoil will 
be salvaged, stockpiled, and replaced as soon as practicable after project completion. The salvaged 
topsoil shall be redistributed at the same depth and contoured to blend with surrounding grades. 
Additionally, while it is not expected that a federal or state-listed plant species will be observed during 
these surveys, the applicant shall consult with the applicable agency (i.e., CDFW and/or USFWS) and 
written concurrence for measures required for federal or state-listed plant species. As part of the 
consultation process, a plan to transplant federal or state-listed species will be developed and 
appropriate take permits obtained, if necessary. A transplantation plan for any observed state or 
federally listed plants will include the following at a minimum: 
a) The area of occupied habitat to be preserved and removed. 
b) Identification of on-site or off-site preservation, restoration, or enhancement locations. 
c) Methods for preservation, restoration, enhancement, and/or translocation. 
d) A replacement ratio and success standard of 1:1 for impacted individuals. 
e) A monitoring program to ensure mitigation success. 
f) Adaptive management and remedial measures in the event that performance stands are not 
achieved 
g) Financial assurances and a mechanism for conservation of any mitigation lands required in 
perpetuity. 
 
MM 4.2-2  (new) Install Construction Barrier Fencing to Protect Sensitive Biological Resources 
Adjacent to the Construction Zone. The project proponent or its contractor will install orange 
construction barrier fencing to protect sensitive biological resources prior to any grading or 
construction. The construction specifications will require that a qualified biologist identify sensitive 
biological habitat on site and identify areas to avoid during construction. Sensitive resources that occur 
in and adjacent to the proposed construction area (study area) include Hinebaugh Creek, Copeland 
Creek, unnamed drainages, seasonal wetlands, oak trees, and any active bird nests. Any sensitive 
resources within the area that can be avoided by construction shall be fenced off to avoid disturbance 
in these areas. 
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MM 4.2-3  (new) Compensate for Removal of Oak Trees and Protect Oak Trees to be Preserved  
Prior to the removal of any oak trees at the relocated water tank site, the project sponsor shall hire a 
licensed and certified arborist to inventory all trees slated to be removed and access, as directed by 
the City as to size, health, species and location. This inventory shall be provided to the City of Rohnert 
Park Development Services Department. Regardless of any relationship to a “larger project”, the 
project sponsor shall then comply with the requirements of the arborist’s report for tree protection (for 
any trees to be retained) and the provisions of Section 17.15.050 of the Rohnert Park Municipal Code 
for any trees to be removed, including payment of in-lieu fees, the replacement of trees, or both. 
 
Oak trees within the proposed project area will be avoided and protected as required by General Plan 
policies (see “Regulatory Setting”). Furthermore, as described under MM 4.2-2, oaks will be protected 
by installing orange construction barrier fencing to prevent activities that result in soil compaction 
beneath the canopy or over the root zone. Prior to construction near oak trees or any pruning of oak 
trees, if necessary, the contractor will implement general oak tree preservation guidelines, including, 
but not limited to the following best practices: 

• No vehicles, construction equipment, mobile offices, or materials shall be parked, stored or 
located within the driplines of any oak trees. 

• Install 4-foot tall, orange, synthetic mesh fencing outside the dripline of all trees greater than 
6” dbh (diameter at breast height), or 10” dbh aggregate for multi-trunked trees. If site 
constraints do not allow for protection of a tree’s entire dripline, fence off as much of the 
dripline as possible. 

• If work or traffic must proceed within the driplines, one of the following techniques shall be 
followed: (1) place 6-12 inches of mulch in the work or traffic area; (2) place at least 4 inches 
of mulch in the work or traffic area and then place sheets of ¾ inch plywood or 4x4 inch 
lumber; or (3) place 4 – 6 inches of gravel with geotextile fabric beneath. 

• Soil surface removal greater than one foot shall not occur within the driplines of oak trees. No 
cuts shall occur within five feet of their trunks. 

• If roots are encountered during soil excavation, they shall be carefully pruned rather than left 
torn or crushed. Roots greater than 1 inch in diameter must always be pruned, and finer roots 
shall ideally also be pruned. Cut roots as far away from the trunk as possible. Use loppers, a 
handsaw, or a small chain saw to make a clear vertical cut. Leave adjacent root bark intact. 

• To the extent feasible, earthen fill greater than one foot deep shall not be placed within the 
driplines of oak trees, and no fill shall be placed within five feet of their trunks. 

• Avoid paving within the driplines of preserved oak trees. 
• Underground utility line trenching shall not be placed within the driplines of oak trees. If it is 

absolutely necessary to install underground utilities within the driplines of preserved oak trees, 
the trench shall either be bored or drilled but not within five feet of the trunk. 

 
MM 4.2-4  (new) Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Active Burrowing Owl Burrows and 
Implement the California Department of Fish and Game Guidelines for Burrowing Owl Mitigation, if 
Necessary. Consistent with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012), the project 
applicant shall conduct breeding season surveys (a), non-breeding season surveys (b), and, if 
necessary, a take avoidance survey (c) prior to construction. 
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a. Breeding Season Survey (February 1 – August 31): Conduct four survey visits as follows: (1) at 
least one survey shall be conducted between February 15 and April 15, and (2) a minimum of three 
survey visits shall occur, at least three weeks apart, between April 15 and July 15, with at least one 
visit after June 15. Surveys shall follow the methodology of the CDFG Staff Report on Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation, Appendix D for breeding season surveys.  
b. Non-Breeding Season Survey (September 1 - January 31): Follow same methodology as above 
in a) Breeding Season Survey, but conduct at least four visits, spread evenly, throughout the non-
breeding season. Surveys shall follow the methodology of Department of Fish and Game Staff Report 
on Burrowing Owl Mitigation, Appendix D for non-breeding season surveys. 
c. Take Avoidance Survey: If the breeding season surveys or non-breeding season surveys have 
been completed less than 14 days prior to construction, no further preconstruction surveys for 
burrowing owl are necessary. If more than 14 days have elapsed since one of the breeding season or 
non-breeding season surveys have occurred, a qualified biologist meeting requirements listed in the 
CDFG Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation survey methodology shall conduct take avoidance 
surveys within the project site within 14 days prior to construction to identify burrowing owls or their 
nesting areas. This survey shall follow survey protocols as developed by the Burrowing Owl Consortium 
in consultation with CDFW (CDFG 2012). If no active burrows or burrowing owls are observed, no 
further mitigation is required. If a lapse in construction of 15 days or longer occurs during the nesting 
season, additional take avoidance surveys shall be repeated before work may resume. 
d. If burrowing owls or active burrows are identified within the project site during the 
preconstruction surveys described in (a), (b), and (c) above, the following measures shall be 
implemented. While minimum buffers are suggested below, appropriate buffers shall be determined by 
the City in consultation with CDFW: 
 
1. During the non-breeding season for burrowing owls (September 1 through January 31), 
exclusion zones shall be established around any active burrows identified during the survey. The 
exclusion zone shall be no less than 160 feet in radius centered on the active burrow. With approval 
from the City after consultation with CDFW, burrowing owls shall be passively evicted and relocated 
from the burrows using one-way doors. The one-way doors shall be left in place for a minimum of 48 
hours and shall be monitored daily to ensure proper function. Upon the end of the 48-hour period, the 
burrows shall be excavated with the use of hand tools and refilled to discourage reoccupation.  
 
2. During the breeding season (February 1 through August 31), a qualified biologist familiar with 
the biology and behavior of this species shall establish exclusion zones of at least 250 feet in radius 
centered on any active burrow identified during the survey. No construction activities shall occur within 
the exclusion zone as long as the burrow is active and young are present. Once the breeding season is 
over and young have fledged, passive relocation of active burrows may proceed as described in 
measure b.1, above.  
 
3. The buffer widths may be reduced with the following measures:  

• A site specific analysis, reviewed and approved by City after consultation with CDFW, shall be 
prepared that documents and describes how the nesting or wintering owls would not be 
adversely affected by construction activities;  
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• Monitoring shall occur by a qualified biologist for a minimum of 10 consecutive days following 
initiation of construction indicating that the owls do not exhibit adverse reactions to 
construction activities;  

• Burrows are not in danger of collapse due to equipment traffic; and 
• Monitoring is continued at least once a week through the nesting/wintering cycle at the site 

and no change in behavior by owls is observed; biological monitoring reports shall be 
submitted to CDFW. 

 
MM 4.2-5  (new) Avoid Disturbance of Tree-, Shrub-, and Ground-Nesting Special-Status and 
Non- Special-Status Migratory Birds. Causing the abandonment or removing active nests (with eggs or 
young) of Cooper’s hawk, white-tailed kite, northern harrier, loggerhead shrike, yellow warbler, yellow-
breasted chat, horned lark, and grasshopper sparrow and many other non-special-status migratory 
birds violates the California Fish and Game Code and the federal MBTA. To avoid this impact, one or 
more of the following options will be implemented as part of development projects within the study 
area, depending on the timing of construction as specified below, and under the supervision of a 
qualified biologist.  
 
If construction activities are scheduled to occur during the breeding season for these species 
(generally between March 1 and August 15), a qualified wildlife biologist will be retained to conduct the 
following focused nesting surveys within the appropriate habitat:  
 
Tree- and shrub-nesting surveys will be conducted in riparian and oak woodland habitats within or 
adjacent to the construction work area to look for Cooper’s hawk, white-tailed kite, loggerhead shrike, 
yellow warbler and yellow-breasted chat.  
Ground-nesting surveys will be conducted in annual grasslands, seasonal wetlands, and agricultural 
areas within and adjacent to the construction work area to look for northern harrier, horned lark, and 
grasshopper sparrow and non-special-status migratory birds and raptors.  
 
The surveys should be conducted within 1 week prior to initiation of construction activities within those 
habitats and at any time between March 1 and August 15. If no active nests are detected during 
surveys, then no additional mitigation is required.  
If construction activities are scheduled to occur during the breeding season (generally between March 
1 and August 15), and if surveys indicate that special-status or non-special-status migratory bird nests 
are found in any areas that would be directly affected by construction activities, a no-disturbance 
buffer will be established around the site to avoid disturbance or destruction of the nest site until after 
the breeding season or after a wildlife biologist determines that the young have fledged (usually late-
June to mid-July). The extent of these buffers will be determined by a wildlife biologist and will depend 
on the level of noise or construction disturbance, line of sight between the nest and the disturbance, 
ambient levels of noise and other disturbances, and other topographical or artificial barriers. These 
factors should be analyzed to make an appropriate decision on buffer distances.  
 
If construction activities begin prior to the breeding season (i.e., if construction activity begins between 
September 1 and February 28), then construction can proceed until it is determined that an active 
special-status or non-special-status migratory bird or raptor nest is subject to abandonment as a result 
of construction activities. Construction activities should be in full force, including at a minimum, grading 
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of the site and development of infrastructure. A minor activity that initiates construction but does not 
involve the full force of construction activities will not qualify as “pre-existing construction.” Optimally, 
the project site will be entirely graded so that there is no potential for nesting birds at the beginning of 
the breeding season (generally between March 1 and August 15). If special-status or other migratory 
birds nest in the vicinity of the project under this pre-existing construction condition, then it is assumed 
that they are habituated or will habituate to the construction activities. Under this scenario, the pre-
construction survey should still be conducted on or after April 1 to identify any active nests in the 
vicinity, and active sites should be monitored by a wildlife biologist periodically until after the breeding 
season or after the young have fledged (usually late-June to mid-July). If active nests are identified on 
or immediately adjacent to the project site, then all non-essential construction activities (e.g., 
equipment storage, meetings, etc.) should be avoided in the immediate vicinity of the nest site; 
however, construction activities can proceed. 
 
MM 4.2-6  (new) Avoid the Introduction or Spread of Noxious Weeds into Previously Uninfested 
Areas. To prevent the introduction of new noxious weeds or spread of existing noxious weeds in the 
study area, the project proponent or its contractors will implement the following measures during 
construction activities: 

• Educate construction supervisors and managers on weed identification and the importance of 
controlling and preventing the spread of noxious weed infestations. 

• Clean construction equipment at designated wash stations before entering and upon leaving 
the construction work area. 

• Seed all disturbed areas on which there has been no construction within the same season 
with certified weed-free native mixes or certified weed-free rice straw. 

• Conduct a follow-up inventory of the construction area to verify that construction activities 
have not resulted in the introduction of new noxious weed infestations. 

• If new noxious weed infestations are located during the follow-up inventory, contact the 
appropriate resource agency to determine the appropriate species-specific treatment 
methods. 

b) 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 the California Department 
of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

c) Would the project have a substantial 
adverse effect on state or federally protected 
wetlands (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-5  (MM 3.3-5[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of a grading permit for 
phases with the potential to impact wetlands, the project sponsor shall retain a qualified biologist, 
approved by the City, to conduct a re-verification of the 2002 wetland delineation at the site in 
accordance with the 1987 Manual. This delineation shall also be expanded to include thatany portion 
of the northern half of the project area comprising a detention basin in the northwest corner of the site. 
The delineation report shall be updated and submitted to the USACE for re-verification prior to the 
issuance of grading permits for phases with potential to affect wetlands. If it is determined by the 
USACE that these features are jurisdictional, then the project sponsor would have the following options: 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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Relocated Water Tank: 
Potentially Significant 

avoidance, removal and replacement mitigation, or a combination thereof. If the avoidance option is 
adopted, a minimum 100 foot wetland buffer zone setback would be established. The project sponsor 
shall coordinate with the USACE to ensure that the most feasible mitigation option is incorporated. 
 
(MM 3.3-5[b] in the 2010 EIR) Where avoidance of existing wetlands is not feasible, then mitigation 
measures shall be implemented for the project related loss of any existing wetlands on site, such that 
there is no-net loss of wetland acreage or habitat value. Wetland habitat acreage replacement can be 
greater than the acreage of wetlands that fall under the jurisdiction of the USACE and/or the RWQCB. 
(i) Wetland mitigation shall be developed as a part of the Section 404 CWA permitting process, or for 
non-jurisdictional wetlands, during permitting through the RWQCB and/or CDFW. Mitigation is to be 
provided prior to issuance of grading permits for phases with the potential to impact wetlands. 
Mitigation could include purchase of the appropriate amount of credits from a Santa Rosa Plain 
mitigation bank. The exact mitigation ratio is variable, based on the type and value of the wetlands that 
would be affected by the project, but agency standards typically require a minimum of 1:1 for 
preservation and 1:1 for the construction of new wetlands. In addition, a wetland mitigation and 
monitoring plan shall be developed that includes the following: 

• Descriptions of the wetland types, and their expected functions and values; 
• Performance standards and monitoring protocol to ensure the success of the mitigation 

wetlands over a period of five to ten years; 
• Engineering plans showing the location, size and configuration of wetlands to be created or 

restored; 
• An implementation schedule showing that construction of mitigation areas will commence 

prior to or concurrently with the initiation of project construction; and 
• A description of legal protection measures for the preserved wetlands (i.e., dedication of fee 

title, conservation easement, and/or an endowment held by an approved conservation 
organization, government agency or mitigation bank). 

 
(ii) Mitigation is to be provided prior to the issuance of grading permits for phases with the potential to 
impact wetlands, the project sponsor shall acquire all appropriate wetland permits. These permits may 
include but are not limited to a Section 404 Wetlands Fill Permit from the USACE, or a Report of Waste 
Discharge from the RWQCB, a Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the RWQCB, and, if 
necessary, a Section 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the CDFW. 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-2  (new) Install Construction Barrier Fencing to Protect Sensitive Biological Resources 
Adjacent to the Construction Zone. The project proponent or its contractor will install orange 
construction barrier fencing to protect sensitive biological resources prior to any grading or 
construction. The construction specifications will require that a qualified biologist identify sensitive 
biological habitat on site and identify areas to avoid during construction. Sensitive resources that occur 
in and adjacent to the proposed construction area (study area) include Hinebaugh Creek, Copeland 
Creek, unnamed drainages, seasonal wetlands, oak trees, and any active bird nests. Any sensitive 
resources within the area that can be avoided by construction shall be fenced off to avoid disturbance 
in these areas. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 
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MM 4.2-3  (new) Compensate for Removal of Oak Trees and Protect Oak Trees to be Preserved 
Prior to the removal of any oak trees at the relocated water tank site, the project sponsor shall hire a 
licensed and certified arborist to inventory all trees slated to be removed and access, as directed by 
the City as to size, health, species and location. This inventory shall be provided to the City of Rohnert 
Park Development Services Department. Regardless of any relationship to a “larger project”, the 
project sponsor shall then comply with the requirements of the arborist’s report for tree protection (for 
any trees to be retained) and the provisions of Section 17.15.050 of the Rohnert Park Municipal Code 
for any trees to be removed, including payment of in-lieu fees, the replacement of trees, or both.  
 
Oak trees within the proposed project area will be avoided and protected as required by General Plan 
policies (see “Regulatory Setting”). Furthermore, as described under MM BIO-4.2-2, oaks will be 
protected by installing orange construction barrier fencing to prevent activities that result in soil 
compaction beneath the canopy or over the root zone. Prior to construction near oak trees or any 
pruning of oak trees, if necessary, the contractor will implement general oak tree preservation 
guidelines, including, but not limited to the following best practices: 

• No vehicles, construction equipment, mobile offices, or materials shall be parked, stored or 
located within the driplines of any oak trees. 

• Install 4-foot tall, orange, synthetic mesh fencing outside the dripline of all trees greater than 
6” dbh (diameter at breast height), or 10” dbh aggregate for multi-trunked trees. If site 
constraints do not allow for protection of a tree’s entire dripline, fence off as much of the 
dripline as possible. 

• If work or traffic must proceed within the driplines, one of the following techniques shall be 
followed: (1) place 6-12 inches of mulch in the work or traffic area; (2) place at least 4 inches 
of mulch in the work or traffic area and then place sheets of ¾ inch plywood or 4x4 inch 
lumber; or (3) place 4 – 6 inches of gravel with geotextile fabric beneath. 

• Soil surface removal greater than one foot shall not occur within the driplines of oak trees. No 
cuts shall occur within five feet of their trunks. 

• If roots are encountered during soil excavation, they shall be carefully pruned rather than left 
torn or crushed. Roots greater than 1 inch in diameter must always be pruned, and finer roots 
shall ideally also be pruned. Cut roots as far away from the trunk as possible. Use loppers, a 
handsaw, or a small chain saw to make a clear vertical cut. Leave adjacent root bark intact. 

• To the extent feasible, earthen fill greater than one foot deep shall not be placed within the 
driplines of oak trees, and no fill shall be placed within five feet of their trunks. 

• Avoid paving within the driplines of preserved oak trees. 
• Underground utility line trenching shall not be placed within the driplines of oak trees. If it is 

absolutely necessary to install underground utilities within the driplines of preserved oak trees, 
the trench shall either be bored or drilled but not within five feet of the trunk. 

 
MM 4.2-6  (new) Avoid the Introduction or Spread of Noxious Weeds into Previously Uninfested 
Areas. To prevent the introduction of new noxious weeds or spread of existing noxious weeds in the 
study area, the project proponent or its contractors will implement the following measures during 
construction activities: 

• Educate construction supervisors and managers on weed identification and the importance of 
controlling and preventing the spread of noxious weed infestations. 
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• Clean construction equipment at designated wash stations before entering and upon leaving 
the construction work area. 

• Seed all disturbed areas on which there has been no construction within the same season 
with certified weed-free native mixes or certified weed-free rice straw. 

• Conduct a follow-up inventory of the construction area to verify that construction activities 
have not resulted in the introduction of new noxious weed infestations. 

• If new noxious weed infestations are located during the follow-up inventory, contact the 
appropriate resource agency to determine the appropriate species-specific treatment 
methods. 

d) Would the project interfere substantially 
with the movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native 
wildlife nursery sites? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

e) Would the project conflict with any local 
policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy 
or ordinance? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Potentially Significant 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-6  (MM 3.3-6 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the removal of any trees in any project 
phase on the main project site, the project sponsor shall hire a licensed and certified arborist to 
inventory all trees slated to be removed and assess, as directed by the City, as to size, health, species 
and location. This inventory shall be provided to the City of Rohnert Park Development Services 
Department. Regardless of any relationship to a “larger project”, the project sponsor shall then comply 
with the requirements of the arborist’s report for tree protection (for any trees to be retained) and the 
provisions of Section 17.15.050 of the Rohnert Park Municipal Code for any trees to be removed, 
including payment of in-lieu fees, the replacement of trees, or both.  
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-2  (new) Install Construction Barrier Fencing to Protect Sensitive Biological Resources 
Adjacent to the Construction Zone. The project proponent or its contractor will install orange 
construction barrier fencing to protect sensitive biological resources prior to any grading or 
construction. The construction specifications will require that a qualified biologist identify sensitive 
biological habitat on site and identify areas to avoid during construction. Sensitive resources that occur 
in and adjacent to the proposed construction area (study area) include Hinebaugh Creek, Copeland 
Creek, unnamed drainages, seasonal wetlands, oak trees, and any active bird nests. Any sensitive 
resources within the area that can be avoided by construction shall be fenced off to avoid disturbance 
in these areas. 
 
MM 4.2-3  (new) Protect Oak Trees to be Preserved Oak trees within the proposed project area 
will be avoided and protected as required by General Plan policies (see “Regulatory Setting”). 
Furthermore, as described under MM BIO-4.2-2, oaks will be protected by installing orange 
construction barrier fencing to prevent activities that result in soil compaction beneath the canopy or 
over the root zone. Prior to construction near oak trees or any pruning of oak trees, if necessary, the 
contractor will implement general oak tree preservation guidelines, including, but not limited to the 
following best practices: 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
Yes 
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• No vehicles, construction equipment, mobile offices, or materials shall be parked, stored or 
located within the driplines of any oak trees. 

• Install 4-foot tall, orange, synthetic mesh fencing outside the dripline of all trees greater than 
6” dbh (diameter at breast height), or 10” dbh aggregate for multi-trunked trees. If site 
constraints do not allow for protection of a tree’s entire dripline, fence off as much of the 
dripline as possible. 

 
If work or traffic must proceed within the driplines, one of the following techniques shall be followed: 
(1) place 6-12 inches of mulch in the work or traffic area; (2) place at least 4 inches of mulch in the 
work or traffic area and then place sheets of ¾ inch plywood or 4x4 inch lumber; or (3) place 4 – 6 
inches of gravel with geotextile fabric beneath. 
Soil surface removal greater than one foot shall not occur within the driplines of oak trees. No cuts 
shall occur within five feet of their trunks. 
If roots are encountered during soil excavation, they shall be carefully pruned rather than left torn or 
crushed. Roots greater than 1 inch in diameter must always be pruned, and finer roots shall ideally 
also be pruned. Cut roots as far away from the trunk as possible. Use loppers, a handsaw, or a small 
chain saw to make a clear vertical cut. Leave adjacent root bark intact. 
To the extent feasible, earthen fill greater than one foot deep shall not be placed within the driplines of 
oak trees, and no fill shall be placed within five feet of their trunks. 
Avoid paving within the driplines of preserved oak trees. 
Underground utility line trenching shall not be placed within the driplines of oak trees. If it is absolutely 
necessary to install underground utilities within the driplines of preserved oak trees, the trench shall 
either be bored or drilled but not within five feet of the trunk.  

f) Would the project conflict with the 
provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-2  (MM 3.3-2[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of a grading permits for 
the Southern portion of the project (south of Valley House Drive), the project sponsor and/or their 
representatives shall initiate an informal consultation with the USFWS and CDFW to discuss measures 
to avoid a potential take of CTS during construction. Although details of these measures would be 
developed in consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, they would likely include: 

• Retaining a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct a preconstruction survey of the 
project site area to ensure that no potential upland retreat habitat has been created (i.e., 
through ground squirrel activity) since the 2004 habitat assessment, 

• Seasonal restrictions on grading and construction to avoid the wet season dispersal period 
(i.e., October through March), 

• Installation of drift fences around the perimeter of the construction area to prevent any CTS 
from moving into the area, 

• Providing compensation for loss of CTS upland habitat, as required by the USFWS and CDFW 
(either through avoidance, or purchase of mitigation credits at a USFWS/CDFW approved 
bank), if any suitable habitat is found during the preconstruction surveys referenced above, 
and, 

• Retaining qualified biologists, approved by the City, to monitor the project site area during 
construction to ensure that no CTS would be harmed. 

• Assuming complete avoidance can be achieved, no incidental take permit from either CDFW 
or USFWS would be required. However, if CTS are discovered to be present in the project site 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

area, and a “take” of the species cannot be avoided, Mitigation Measure 3.3-2(b) shall be 
required pursuant to the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. 

 
(MM 3.3-2[b] in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to construction or issuance of a grading permits for the 
Southern portion of the project , the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall initiate 
consultation with the USFWS (pursuant to Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act) and CDFW 
(pursuant to Section 2081 of the California Endangered Species Act) to obtain an incidental take 
permits for loss of any individual CTS. Details of the requirements of the Incidental Take Permit would 
be developed during consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, but would likely include (but not be 
limited to) the following: 

• Preparation of a Biological Assessment pursuant to Section 7 of the FESA for submission to 
the USFWS for their review. 

• Retaining qualified, permitted biologists to monitor for, and potentially move CTS outside of 
the project site area. 

• Payment of mitigation fees, and/or purchase of mitigation land to compensate for the loss of 
CTS and their habitat. 

 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Cultural Resources (Chapters 3.3 and 4.3) 
a) Would the project cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of 
historical resources pursuant to CEQA 
Section 15064.5? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.4-1  (MM 3.4-1 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to ground breaking the project sponsor shall provide 
construction specifications, inclusive of earth-disturbance required for the project, that instruct 
operators of site-grading and excavation equipment to be observant for unusual or suspect 
archaeological materials that may surface from below during site-grading and excavation operations. 
Archaeological materials include features such as concentrations of artifacts or culturally modified 
(darkened) soil deposits including trash pits older than fifty years of age. 
 
In the event that unknown archaeological remains are discovered during subsurface excavation and 
construction, land alteration work in the vicinity of the find shall be halted and a qualified archeologist 
consulted. Prompt evaluations could then be made regarding the find and a resource management 
plan that is consistent with CEQA requirements could then be implemented. If prehistoric archeological 
deposits are discovered, local Native American organizations shall be consulted and involved in 
making resource management decisions. All applicable State and local legal requirements concerning 
the treatment of cultural materials and Native American burials shall be enforced. 
 
If subsequent investigations result in the recording of prehistoric archeological sites that cannot be 
avoided and preserved, and the importance of the cultural deposits cannot be determined from 
surface evidence, then subsurface testing programs shall take place to make such determinations.  
 
Testing procedures shall be designed to specifically determine the boundaries of sites, the depositional 
integrity, and the cultural importance of the resources, as per CEQA criteria. These investigations shall 
be conducted by qualified professionals knowledgeable in regional prehistory. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

 
The testing programs shall be conducted within the context of appropriate research considerations and 
shall result in detailed technical reports that define the exact disturbance implications for important 
resources and present comprehensive programs for addressing such disturbances. Measures similar 
to the ones described below would also apply: 
 

• Avoidance of an archaeological site through modification of the roadway plan line that would 
allow for the preservation of the resource 

• Covering or “capping” sites with a protective layer of fill; this could be a good way of mitigating 
situations where public access may be increased as a result of development. Archaeological 
monitoring during the filling process would be recommended 

 
In circumstances where archaeological deposits cannot be preserved through avoidance or capping, 
data recovery through excavation would be the alternative. 
 
This measure would consist of excavating those portions of the site(s) that would be adversely 
affected. The work shall be accomplished within the context of detailed research and in accordance 
with current professional standards. The program should result in extraction of sufficient volumes of 
archaeological data so that important regional research considerations can be addressed. The 
excavation should be accomplished by qualified professionals and detailed technical reports should 
result. 
 
In considering subsurface testing and excavations of prehistoric archaeological sites, consultation with 
the local Native American community is essential; all aspects of the programs, including the treatment 
of cultural materials and particularly the removal, study and reinternment of Native American burials 
shall be addressed. All applicable State and local legal requirements concerning these issues shall be 
strictly adhered to. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA 
Section 15064.5? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Potentially Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Refer to MM 3.4-1. 
Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.3-1  (new) The City shall require that Native American and archaeological monitors are 
present during all initial ground-disturbing activities with the potential to encounter Native American 
cultural resources. A technical report with monitoring recommendations shall be prepared by a 
qualified archaeologist to guide the actions of monitors and construction crews in the event of an 
archaeological discovery. Archaeological and Native American monitoring may be adjusted at the 
recommendation of the qualified archaeologist, and in consultation with the City, based on inspection 
of exposed subsurface soils and their observed potential to contain intact cultural deposits or material. 
In the event that archaeological resources (sites, features, or artifacts) are exposed during construction 
activities for the proposed project, all construction work occurring within 100 feet of the find shall 
immediately stop until a qualified archaeologist, meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards, can evaluate the significance of the find and determine whether or not 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

additional study is warranted. Depending upon the significance of the find under CEQA (14 CCR 
15064.5(f); PRC Section 21082), the archaeologist may simply record the find and allow work to 
continue. If the discovery proves significant under CEQA, additional work such as preparation of an 
archaeological treatment plan, testing, or data recovery may be warranted. 

c) Would the project disturb any human 
remains, including those interred outside of 
formal cemeteries? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Potentially Significant 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.4-2  (MM 3.4-2 in the 2010 EIR) If human remains are discovered during any phase of 
project construction, all ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet of the remains shall be halted and 
the County coroner notified immediately. If the remains are determined by the County coroner to be 
Native American, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours, 
and the guidelines of the NAHC shall be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the remains. 
The project sponsor shall also retain a professional archaeologist with Native American burial 
experience to conduct a field investigation of the specific discovery site and consult with the Most 
Likely Descendant, if any, identified by the NAHC. As necessary, the archaeologist may provide 
professional assistance to the Most Likely Descendant, including excavation and removal of the 
human remains taking into account the provisions of State law, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines section 
15064.5(e) and Public Resources Code section 5097.98, to the satisfaction of the City of Rohnert Park 
Planning Department. Mitigation Measure 3.4-2 shall be implemented prior to the resumption of 
ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet of where the remains were discovered. 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.3-2  (new) In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, if 
human remains are found, the County Coroner shall be immediately notified of the discovery. No 
further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie 
adjacent remains shall occur until the County Coroner has determined, within 2 working days of 
notification of the discovery, the appropriate treatment and disposition of the human remains. If the 
County Coroner determines that the remains are, or are believed to be, Native American, he or she 
shall notify the NAHC in Sacramento within 24 hours. In accordance with California Public Resources 
Code, Section 5097.98, the NAHC must immediately notify those persons it believes to be the most 
likely descendent (MLD) from the deceased Native American. The MLD shall complete their inspection 
within 48 hours of being granted access to the site. The designated Native American representative 
would then determine, in consultation with the property owner, the disposition of the human remains. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Geology and Soils/Mineral Resources (Chapter 3.5) 
a) Would the project directly or indirectly 
cause potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or based on 
other substantial evidence of a known fault; 
ii) Strong seismic groundshaking; 
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction; 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

iv) Landslides. 
b) Would the project result in substantial soil 
erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

c) Would the project be located on a geologic 
unit or soil that is unstable, or that would 
become unstable as a result of the project, 
and potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction, or collapse? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

d) Would the project be located on expansive 
soil, as defined in Section 1802.3.2 of the 
2007 CBC creating substantial direct or 
indirect risks to life or property? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

e) Would the project have soils incapable of 
adequately supporting the use of septic 
tanks or alternative waste water disposal 
systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of waste water? 

N/A N/A SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

f) Would the project directly or indirectly 
destroy a unique paleontological resource or 
site or unique geological feature? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

a) Would the project result in the loss of 
availability of a known mineral resource that 
would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project result in the loss of 
availability of a locally important mineral 
resource recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land use 
plan? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Global Climate Change (Chapter 3.14) 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Chapter 3.6) 
a) Would the project create a significant 
hazard to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project create a significant 
hazard to the public or the environment 
through reasonably-foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.6-1  (MM 3.6-1 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to project grading, a Phase II Environmental Site 
Assessment (ESA) shall be conducted by the project sponsor in areas of known concern identified in 
the Phase I ESA. These areas are near the chemical storage areas, near the existing diesel UST, near 
the historic diesel fuel spill site, near the nitrogen above ground storage tank and near the solvent pit 
tank. This investigation shall involve the collection and analysis of soil and groundwater samples. 
Sampling shall extend at least to depths proposed for site grading or excavation, and samples shall be 
tested for elevated levels of petroleum hydrocarbons, volatile organic compounds, or lead. This 
assessment shall be completed by a Registered Environmental Assessor, Registered Geologist, 
Professional Engineer, or similarly qualified individual prior to initiating any earth-moving activities at 
the project site. Soils with concentrations of hazardous substances above regulatory threshold limits 
shall be disposed of off-site in accordance with California hazardous waste disposal regulations (CCR 
Title 26) or shall be managed in place with approval of DTSC, Sonoma County Department of Public 
Health Services, or the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). 
 
In the event that residual or unknown contamination is visually discovered during site grading or 
excavation activities, further investigations shall be completed to verify the extent of contaminated 
soils and if any necessary remediation actions would be required. Because the contaminated materials 
could pose a potential health hazard to construction workers, if contaminated soil is confirmed, a 
comprehensive Site Safety and Health Plan would be required to keep occupational exposure within 
prescribed limits and to prevent the migration of contaminants beyond the site boundaries (a California 
Division of Occupational Safety and Health Administration requirement for work at hazardous waste 
sites). 
 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

The plan would be prepared by a consultant specializing in the handling of hazardous materials in 
accordance with regulatory requirements and the Occupational Safety and Health Guidance Manual 
for Hazardous Waste Site Activities. It would identify potential hazards, material handling procedures, 
dust suppression measures, necessary personal protective clothing and devices, and appropriate 
equipment. In addition to measures that protect on-site workers, the plan would include measures to 
minimize public exposure to contaminated soil or groundwater. Such measures would include dust 
control, appropriate site security, restriction of public access, perimeter air monitoring, posting of 
warning signs, and would apply from the time of surface disruption throughout the completion of 
earthwork construction. 
 
If elevated levels of hazardous materials are detected, more effective dust control measures would 
need to be implemented including more frequent watering of excavated materials, or more frequent 
covering of material that is stockpiled at the point of excavation. If levels of detection at the 
construction site perimeter do not exceed allowable levels of exposure for workmen at the site, it is 
unlikely that pedestrians or other members of the general public would be subject to harmful 
exposures. 
 
The Safety and Health Plan would need to be implemented through the direction of a Site Safety 
Officer. 
 
MM 3.6-2  (MM 3.6-2 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to commencing the demolition, removal and/or 
remodeling or reconstruction of exterior or interior portions of existing buildings on the project site, the 
project sponsor shall retain a qualified environmental specialist (e.g., a Registered Environmental 
Assessor) to inspect the buildings. The specialist shall identify any asbestos, polychlorinated biphenyls, 
mercury, lead, or other hazardous materials present which would then be tested. If found at levels that 
would require special handling, these materials would need to be managed as required by law and 
according to federal and state regulations and guidelines, including those of the Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District, the California Division of Occupational Safety and Health Administration, and the 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

c) Would the project emit hazardous 
emissions or handle hazardous or acutely-
hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Refer to MM 3.6-1 and MM 3.6-2. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

d) Would the project be located on a site 
which is included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as 
a result, would it create a significant hazard 
to the public or the environment? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

e) For a project located within an airport land 
use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport 
or public use airport, would the project result 
in a safety hazard or excessive noise for 
people residing or working in the project 
area? 

N/A N/A SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

f) Would the project impair implementation of 
or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

g) Expose people or structures, either directly 
or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury 
or death involving wildland fires? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Hydrology/Water Quality (Chapter 3.7) 
a) Would the project violate any water quality 
standards or waste discharge requirements 
or otherwise substantially degrade surface or 
ground water quality? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project substantially decrease 
groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such 
that the project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

c) Would the project substantially alter the 
existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course 
of a stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner which 
would: 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site? 
Substantially increase the rate or amount of 
surface runoff in a manner which would 
result in flooding on- or offsite? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.7-1  (MM 3.7-1 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to issuance of a grading permit, a Final 
Drainage Master Plan for all on- and off-site drainage facilities (including water quality facilities - BMPs) 
shall be prepared by the project sponsor and submitted to the City of Rohnert Park for review and 
approval. The Final Drainage Plan shall be prepared by a Registered Civil Engineer and shall be in 
conformance with the City of Rohnert Park Storm Drain Design Standards, Municipal Code 16.16.020 
C. Storm Drains and General Plan goals and policies in Section 7.2 Drainage, Erosion, Stormwater, and 
Flooding and Section 6.3 Water Quality. The Final Drainage Plan shall include a comparative analysis 
of stormwater runoff peak flow rate and volume from the site for flow events important to stream 
geomorphology conditions and flood flow conveyance. The Final Drainage plan shall be prepared in 
accordance with the SCWA and SUSUMP Design Standards and shall include design measures and 
BMPs that demonstrate that peak flows from under project buildout conditions would not result in a 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

Create or contribute runoff water which 
would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 
Impede or redirect flood flows? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

net increase over pre-development conditions in either a 2 year or 10 year storm event. The Final 
Drainage Plan shall include at a minimum, written text addressing existing conditions, the effects of 
project improvements, all appropriate calculations, a watershed map, potential increases in 
downstream flows and volumes, proposed on-site and off-site improvements, on-site water quality 
facilities, effectiveness of water quality BMPs, operation and maintenance responsibilities, inspection 
schedules, reporting requirements and shall include specifics regarding the timing of implementation. 
Grading permits shall be issued following City approval of the proposed Final Drainage Plan. The 
Drainage Plan shall be coordinated in its development with the Water Quality Management Plan to 
maximize the efficiency of BMPs for both stormwater detention and water quality treatment. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, 
would the project risk release or pollutants 
due to project inundation? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 
a water quality control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Land Use and Planning (Chapter 3.8) 
a) Would the project physically divide an 
established community? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project cause a significant 
environmental impact due to conflict with 
any land use plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Noise (Chapter 3.9)  
a) Would the project result in generation of a 
substantial temporary or permanent increase 
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the 
project in excess of standards established in 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Significant 
and 
Unavoidable 

SOMO Site:  
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.9-1  (MM 3.9-1 in the 2010 EIR, modified) A seven- to eight-foot-high solid 
concrete/masonry wall along the property line on the north side of Camino Colegio between 
Manchester Avenue and Mitchell Drive shall be constructed prior to commencement of construction 

SOMO Site:  
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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Environmental Topic 
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New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

the local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

activities on the project site adjacent to Camino Colegio. The wall shall be designed to be similar to the 
existing wall along Camino Colegio between Manchester Avenue and Mainsail Drive. 
 
MM 3.9-2  (MM 3.9-2 in the 2010 EIR) Implement Mitigation Measure 3.9-1 to ensure that 
exterior noise levels in the backyards of the homes located along Camino Colegio between Manchester 
Avenue and Mitchell Drive do not increase substantially. This would reduce the incremental impact to 
the residences along Camino Colegio to a less-than-significant level. No mitigation measure is available 
to reduce the noise impact for residences facing East Railroad Avenue. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project result in 
generation of excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.9-1[a]  (MM 3.9-1[a] in the 2010 EIR) The project sponsor shall provide a disclosure 
statement to all prospective residents of the possibility of disruption of sleep due to vibration from 
ongoing on-site construction activity associated with project development. 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

c) For a project located within the 
vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land 
use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport 
or public use airport, would the project 
expose people residing or working in the 
project area to excessive noise levels? 

N/A N/A SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Planning Policy and Relationships to Plans (refer to Chapter 3.10 and Table 3.10.1-1) 
Population and Housing (Chapter 3.11) 
a) Would the project induce substantial 
unplanned population growth in an area 
either directly (e.g., by proposing new homes 
or businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project displace substantial 
numbers of existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Public Services and Recreation (Chapter 3.12) 
a) Would the project result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, or the need for new 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

or physically-altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which would cause 
significant environmental impacts in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response 
times, or other performance objectives for 
any of the following public services:  
i. Fire and police protection; 
ii. Schools; and 
iii. Other public facilities 

Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities that might 
have an adverse physical effect on the 
environment? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

c) Would the project increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Transportation (Chapter 4.4)2 
a) Would the project conflict with a program, 
plan, ordinance or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including transit, roadway, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Significant 
and 
Unavoidable 

SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MM 4.4-1 and 4.4-8: 
(MM 3.13-4 and 3.13-10 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #5 The project applicant shall 
contribute a proportionate share of funding to restripe the outer through lane on the westbound 
approach to a right-turn lane and add a right-turn overlap phase at the East Cotati Avenue/Old 
Redwood Highway intersection prior to the issuance of the 300th residential building permit for the 
project. 
MM 4.4-2:  (MM 3.13-5 and 3.13-11 in the 2010 EIR) Intersection #6 The project applicant shall 
contribute a proportionate share of funding toward the installation of a traffic signal at the intersection 
of East Cotati Avenue/La Salle Avenue, consistent with improvements identified in the Cotati General 
Plan, prior to the issuance of the 510th residential building permit. 
 
MM 4.4-3 and MM 4.4-14:  
(MM 3.13-3 and 3.13-9 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #20 The project applicant shall 
contribute a fair share of the funding to widen the eastbound approach to include a left-turn pocket 
and widen the westbound approach to include a right-turn pocket at the intersection of Old Redwood 
Highway/Railroad Avenue prior to the issuance of the 510th building permit. 
 
Prior to the issuance of the 1300th building permit, the project applicant shall contribute a fair share of 
the funding needed to complete the installation of a traffic signal at the intersection of Old Redwood 
Highway/Railroad Avenue. 

SOMO Site:  
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
SOMO Site:  
Significant and 
unavoidable 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
 
 
 
SOMO Site:  
Yes 
 
 
 
SOMO Site:  
Yes 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
2 The transportation analysis focuses on the main project site traffic. Relocated water tank traffic would be nominal, and is anticipated to result in less-than-significant impacts and is not discussed further.  
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Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
MM 4.4-4: (MM 3.13-2 and 3.13-7 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #23 The project 
applicant shall contribute a fair share of the funding to widen the westbound approach to add a right-
turn lane and a right-turn overlap signal phase on the same approach at the intersection of Petaluma 
Hill Road-Main Street/Adobe Road prior to the issuance of the 1500th residential building permit. 
 
MM 4.4-5 and MM 4.4-9:  
(new) Intersection #7 Prior to the issuance of the first residential building permit, the project applicant 
shall modify the traffic signal at the intersection of East Cotati Avenue and Camino Colegio to include a 
protected-permitted left-turn phasing on Camino Colegio to ensure an acceptable LOS C shall be 
achieved. 
 
The project applicant shall exercise good faith effort to acquire the necessary right-of-way to widen the 
eastbound approach of East Cotati Avenue/Camino Colegio and add a right-turn lane. If the applicant 
acquires the property or the property is acquired by the City, the project applicant shall widen the 
eastbound approach to add a right-turn lane prior to the issuance of the 1300th residential building 
permit. 
 
MM 4.4-6 and MM 4.4.15:   
(MM 3.13-1 and 3.13-6 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #22 Prior to the issuance of the 950th 
residential building permit the project applicant shall install a traffic signal and eastbound right-turn 
pocket at Petaluma Hill Road/Railroad Avenue to improve operation to an acceptable LOS B during 
both peak hours. The project applicant shall obtain an encroachment permit from Sonoma County to 
construct the identified improvements. 
 
MM 4.4-10:  (new) Intersection #8 Prior to the issuance of the first residential building permit) the 
project applicant shall modify the southbound approach to East Cotati Avenue/Snyder Lane to include 
a second left-turn lane within the existing right-of-way by narrowing the existing median. 
 
MM 4.4-11:  (new) Intersection #9 Prior to the issuance of the 250th residential building permit, 
the project applicant shall restripe the northbound Bodway Parkway approach to include separate left-
turn, left-turn/through, and right-turn lanes, and add a right-turn overlap phase on the northbound 
approach. 
MM 4.4-12: (new) Intersection #10 Prior to the issuance of the 510th residential building permit, 
the project applicant shall widen the eastbound approach of East Cotati Avenue/Petaluma Hill Road to 
add a right-turn lane and add right-turn overlap signal phases on the eastbound and southbound 
approaches.  
 
MM 4.4-13: (new) Intersection #19 Prior to 250th residential building permit, the project applicant 
shall add southbound and eastbound right-turn overlap phases, lengthening the northbound left-turn 
pocket to 460 feet, and lengthening the eastbound right-turn pocket to 400 to the intersection of 
Petaluma Hill Road/Valley House Drive, and shall coordinate with and obtain an encroachment permit 
from the County of Sonoma. 
 

 
SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 

 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Yes 
 
 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Yes 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Yes 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Yes 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Yes 
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Environmental Topic 
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New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

MM 4.4-14 (MM 3.13-3 and 3.13-9 in the 2010 EIR) Intersection #20 Prior to the issuance of the 
1300th building permit, the project applicant shall contribute a fair share of the funding needed to 
complete the installation of a traffic signal at the intersection of Old Redwood Highway/Railroad 
Avenue.  
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
None required. 

SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: 
No 

b) Would the project conflict or be 
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

N/A N/A SOMO Site: 
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site: 
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site: 
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: 
No 

c) Would the project substantially increase 
hazards due to a geometric design feature 
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., 
farm equipment)? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site: 
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: 
No 

d) Would the project result in inadequate 
emergency access? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site: 
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-7: (MM 3.13-15 in the 2010 EIR, modified)) The project shall implement the following 
measures to the satisfaction of the City: 

• Design all internal roadways in accordance with Fire Department standards; provide adequate 
Fire Department turning radii at all intersections; 

• Provide adequate access for trash collection vehicles; 
• Avoid dead-end streets, or provide a turnaround at any dead-end street terminus; 
• Minimize vehicle connections to Camino Colegio. 
• Focus traffic on internal roadways to the two primary intersections; 
• Avoid acute angle intersections; 
• Avoid off-set intersections; and 
• Provide adequate sight distance at all intersections in accordance with City Public Works 

Department standards. 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: 
No 

Would the project result in cumulative traffic 
impacts? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Significant 
and 
Unavoidable 

SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
Refer to MM 4.4-4. 
MM 4.4-8: (MM 3.13-4 and 3.13-10 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #5 The project 
applicant shall contribute its fair share of funding needed to implement the improvements to the 
intersection at East Cotati Avenue/Old Redwood Highway, as identified in the Cotati General Plan prior 
to the issuance of the 1300th residential building permit. 
 

SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 



3 – Revisions to the Draft SEIR 

SOMO Village Project 9810.02 
June 2020 3-35 

Table ES-1 
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Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

MM 4.4-9: (new) Intersection #7 The project applicant shall exercise good faith effort to acquire 
the necessary right-of-way to widen the eastbound approach of East Cotati Avenue/Camino Colegio 
and add a right-turn lane. If the applicant acquires the property or the property is acquired by the City, 
the project applicant shall widen the eastbound approach to add a right-turn lane prior to the issuance 
of the 1300th residential building permit. 
 
MM 4.4-10: (new) Intersection #8 Prior to the issuance of the first residential building permit the 
project applicant shall modify the southbound approach to East Cotati Avenue/Snyder Lane to include 
a second left-turn lane within the existing right-of-way by narrowing the existing median. 
 
MM 4.4-11: (new) Intersection #9 Prior to the issuance of the 250th residential building permit, 
the project applicant shall restripe the northbound Bodway Parkway approach to include separate left-
turn, left-turn/through, and right-turn lanes, and add a right-turn overlap phase on the northbound 
approach. 
 
MM 4.4-12: (new) Intersection #10 Prior to the issuance of the 510th residential building permit, 
the project applicant shall widen the eastbound approach of East Cotati Avenue/Petaluma Hill Road to 
add a right-turn lane and add right-turn overlap signal phases on the eastbound and southbound 
approaches. 
MM 4.4-13 (new) Intersection #19 Prior to 250th residential building permit, the project applicant 
shall add southbound and eastbound right-turn overlap phases, lengthening the northbound left-turn 
pocket to 460 feet, and lengthening the eastbound right-turn pocket to 400 feet to the intersection of 
Petaluma Hill Road/Valley House Drive, and shall coordinate with and obtain an encroachment permit 
from the County of Sonoma. 
 
MM 4.4-14 (new) Intersection #20 Prior to the issuance of the 1300th building permit, the project 
applicant shall contribute a fair share of the funding needed to complete the installation of a traffic 
signal at the intersection of Old Redwood Highway/Railroad Avenue. 
 
MM 4.4-15 (new) Intersection #22 Prior to the issuance of the 950th residential building permit, 
the project applicant shall install a traffic signal and eastbound right-turn pocket at Petaluma Hill 
Road/Railroad Avenue (as identified in MM-4.4-6, under Existing plus Project conditions) to address 
queuing needs and the northbound left-turn pocket shall be extended to 150 feet. The project 
applicant shall coordinate with and obtain an encroachment permit from the County of Sonoma. 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Significant and 
Unavoidable 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
SOMO Site: 
No 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: 
No 

Would the off-site road improvement sites 
contribute to traffic impacts? 

N/A N/A SOMO Site: 
Potentially Significant 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-17 (MM 3.3-2(a) in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to commencing work at the Petaluma 
Hill Road/Railroad Avenue, Petaluma Hill Road/Valley House Drive, and the Petaluma Hill Road/East 
Cotati Avenue improvement sites the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall initiate an 
informal consultation with the USFWS and CDFW to discuss measures to avoid a potential take of CTS 
during construction. Although details of these measures would be developed in consultation with the 
USFWS and CDFW, they would likely include: 

SOMO Site: 
Less than Significant 
 
 
 
 
 

SOMO Site: 
N/A 
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Environmental Topic 
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New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Retaining a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct a preconstruction survey of the 
project site area to ensure that no potential upland retreat habitat has been created (i.e., 
through ground squirrel activity) since the 2004 habitat assessment, 

• Seasonal restrictions on grading and construction to avoid the wet season dispersal period 
(i.e., October through March), 

• Installation of drift fences around the perimeter of the construction area to prevent any CTS 
from moving into the area, 

• Providing compensation for loss of CTS upland habitat, as required by the USFWS and CDFW 
(either through avoidance, or purchase of mitigation credits at a USFWS/CDFW approved 
bank), if any suitable habitat is found during the preconstruction surveys referenced above, 
and, 

• Retaining qualified biologists, approved by the City, to monitor the project site area during 
construction to ensure that no CTS would be harmed. 

• Assuming complete avoidance can be achieved, no incidental take permit from either CDFW 
or USFWS would be required. However, if CTS are discovered to be present in the project site 
area, and a “take” of the species cannot be avoided, Mitigation Measure 3.3-2(b) shall be 
required pursuant to the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. 

 
(MM 3.3-2(b) in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to commencing work at the Petaluma Hill Road/Railroad 
Avenue, Petaluma Hill Road/Valley House Drive, and the Petaluma Hill Road/East Cotati Avenue 
improvement sites, the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall initiate consultation with the 
USFWS (pursuant to Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act) and CDFW (pursuant to Section 
2081 of the California Endangered Species Act) to obtain an incidental take permits for loss of any 
individual CTS. Details of the requirements of the Incidental Take Permit would be developed during 
consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, but would likely include (but not be limited to) the following. 

• Preparation of a Biological Assessment pursuant to Section 7 of the FESA for submission to 
the USFWS for their review. 

• Retaining qualified, permitted biologists to monitor for, and potentially move CTS outside of 
the project site area. 

• Payment of mitigation fees, and/or purchase of mitigation land to compensate for the loss of 
CTS and their habitat. 

 
MM 4.4-18 (MM 3.3-4(a) in the 2010 EIR, modified) If construction is to occur between March 15 
through August 30, the project sponsor, in consultation with the CDFW, shall conduct a pre-
construction nesting bird survey of the project site within 30 14 days of when construction is planned 
to begin. The survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to determine if 
any birds are nesting on or directly adjacent to the project site. 
 
(MM 3.3-4(b) in the 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor shall avoid all active bird nests located in 
and directly adjacent to the project site during the breeding season (approximately March 15 through 
August 30) while the nest is occupied with adults and/or young. This avoidance could consist of 
delaying construction to avoid the nesting season. Any occupied nest shall be monitored by a qualified 
biologist, approved by the City, to determine when the nest is no longer used. If the construction cannot 
be delayed, avoidance shall include the establishment of a non-disturbance buffer zone around the 
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Relocated Water Tank: 
N/A 

nest site. The size of the buffer zone shall be approved by the CDFW. The buffer zone shall be 
delineated by highly visible temporary construction fencing. 
 
MM 4.4-19: (MM 3.3-6 in the 2010 EIR, modified)) Along with any entitlement request and/or 
grading permit the project sponsor shall hire a licensed and certified arborist to inventory all protected 
trees on the project site slated to be removed or preserved and assess as directed by the City as to 
size, health, species and location. This inventory shall be provided to the City of Rohnert Park 
Development Services Department as part of any planning entitlement application or grading permit 
that involves tree removal. The project sponsor shall then comply with the provisions of the grading 
permit or entitlement approval, including tree replacement and the protection of any trees to be 
retained during construction. 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
N/A 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: 
No 

Utilities and Service Systems (Chapter 3.13) 
a) Would the project require or result in the 
relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or 
storm water drainage, electric power, natural 
gas, or telecommunications facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Would the project have sufficient water 
supplies available to serve the project and 
reasonably foreseeable future development 
during normal, dry, and multiple dry years? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

c) Would the project result in a determination 
by the wastewater treatment provider that 
serves the project that it has inadequate 
capacity to serve the project’s projected 
demand in addition to the provider’s existing 
commitments. Require or result in the 
construction of new wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, 
the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

d) Would the project generate solid waste in 
excess of State or local standards, or in 
excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, 
or otherwise impair the attainment of solid 
waste reduction goals? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
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Level of Significance 
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No 
e) Would the project comply with federal, 
state, and local management and reduction 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 
 
 
 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Updated CEQA Resource Topics 
Wildfire (Chapter 3.15) 
a) Would the project substantially impair an 
adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, would the project exacerbate wildfire 
risks, and thereby expose project occupants 
to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or 
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

c) Would the project require the installation 
or maintenance of associated infrastructure 
(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 
sources, power lines or other utilities) that 
may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in 
temporary or ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 

Less than Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

d) Would the project expose people or 
structures to significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding or 
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire 
slope instability, or drainage changes? 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Refer to MM 3.7-1. 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Energy (Chapter 3.16)  
a) Would the project result in potentially 
significant environmental impact due to 
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources, during 
project construction or operation? 

No Impact No Impact SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
No Impact  
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank: No 

b) Would the project conflict with or obstruct 
a state or local plan for renewable energy or 
energy efficiency? 

No Impact No Impact SOMO Site:  
No Impact 
 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
None required. 

SOMO Site:  
No Impact  
 
 

SOMO Site:  
No 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

Relocated Water Tank: 
No Impact 

Relocated Water Tank:  
No Impact 

Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 

Tribal Cultural Resources (Chapter 3.17) 
a) Would the project cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code section 21074 as either a 
site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is 
geographically defined in terms of the size 
and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or 
object with cultural value to a California 
Native American tribe, and that is: 
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, or in the 
local register of historical resources as 
defined in Public Resources. Code Section 
5020.1(k), or  
(ii) A resource determined by the lead 
agency, in its discretion and supported by 
substantial evidence, to be significant 
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) 
of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In 
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision 
(c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, 
the lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a California 
Native American tribe. 

Potentially Significant Less than 
Significant 

SOMO Site:  
Potentially Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank: 
Potentially Significant 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 3.17-1  (MM 3.4-1 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to ground breaking the project sponsor shall provide 
construction specifications, inclusive of earth-disturbance required for the project, that instruct 
operators of site-grading and excavation equipment to be observant for unusual or suspect 
archaeological materials that may surface from below during site-grading and excavation operations. 
Archaeological materials include features such as concentrations of artifacts or culturally modified 
(darkened) soil deposits including trash pits older than fifty years of age. 
 
In the event that unknown archaeological remains are discovered during subsurface excavation and 
construction, land alteration work in the vicinity of the find shall be halted and a qualified archeologist 
consulted. Prompt evaluations could then be made regarding the find and a resource management 
plan that is consistent with CEQA requirements could then be implemented. If prehistoric archeological 
deposits are discovered, local Native American organizations shall be consulted and involved in 
making resource management decisions. All applicable State and local legal requirements concerning 
the treatment of cultural materials and Native American burials shall be enforced. 
 
If subsequent investigations result in the recording of prehistoric archeological sites that cannot be 
avoided and preserved, and the importance of the cultural deposits cannot be determined from 
surface evidence, then subsurface testing programs shall take place to make such determinations. 
Testing procedures shall be designed to specifically determine the boundaries of sites, the depositional 
integrity, and the cultural importance of the resources, as per CEQA criteria. These investigations shall 
be conducted by qualified professionals knowledgeable in regional prehistory. 
The testing programs shall be conducted within the context of appropriate research considerations and 
shall result in detailed technical reports that define the exact disturbance implications for important 
resources and present comprehensive programs for addressing such disturbances. Measures similar 
to the ones described below would also apply: 

• Avoidance of an archaeological site through modification of the roadway plan line that would 
allow for the preservation of the resource 

• Covering or “capping” sites with a protective layer of fill; this could be a good way of mitigating 
situations where public access may be increased as a result of development. Archaeological 
monitoring during the filling process would be recommended 
 

In circumstances where archaeological deposits cannot be preserved through avoidance or capping, 
data recovery through excavation would be the alternative. 
This measure would consist of excavating those portions of the site(s) that would be adversely 
affected. The work shall be accomplished within the context of detailed research and in accordance 
with current professional standards. The program should result in extraction of sufficient volumes of 
archaeological data so that important regional research considerations can be addressed. The 
excavation should be accomplished by qualified professionals and detailed technical reports should 
result. 

SOMO Site:  
Less than Significant 
 
Relocated Water Tank:  
Less than Significant 

SOMO Site:  
No 
 
Relocated Water 
Tank:  
No 
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Table ES-1 
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Environmental Topic 

In the 2010 EIR In This Supplemental EIR 

New Significant 
Increase in 
Severity? 

Level of 
Significance 
Without Mitigation 

Level of 
Significance 
With 
Mitigation 

Level of Significance 
Absent Mitigation Mitigation Measure (if applicable) 

Level of Significance 
With Mitigation 

 
In considering subsurface testing and excavations of prehistoric archaeological sites, consultation with 
the local Native American community is essential; all aspects of the programs, including the treatment 
of cultural materials and particularly the removal, study and reinternment of Native American burials 
shall be addressed. All applicable State and local legal requirements concerning these issues shall be 
strictly adhered to. 
 
MM 3.17-2  (MM 3.4-2 in the 2010 EIR) If human remains are discovered during any phase of 
project construction, all ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet of the remains shall be halted and 
the County coroner notified immediately. If the remains are determined by the County coroner to be 
Native American, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours, 
and the guidelines of the NAHC shall be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the remains. 
The project sponsor shall also retain a professional archaeologist with Native American burial 
experience to conduct a field investigation of the specific discovery site and consult with the Most 
Likely Descendant, if any, identified by the NAHC. As necessary, the archaeologist may provide 
professional assistance to the Most Likely Descendant, including excavation and removal of the 
human remains taking into account the provisions of State law, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines section 
15064.5(e) and Public Resources Code section 5097.98, to the satisfaction of the City of Rohnert Park 
Planning Department. Mitigation Measure 3.4-2 shall be implemented prior to the resumption of 
ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet of where the remains were discovered. 
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4 Comments and Responses 
Introduction 
This chapter contains the comment letters received in response to the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (SEIR) during the 45-day public review period. Each comment letter is numbered, each comment is 
bracketed, and responses are provided to each comment. The responses amplify or clarify information provided 
in the Draft SEIR and/or refer the reader to the appropriate place in the document where the requested 
information can be found. Comments that are not directly related to environmental issues (e.g., opinions on the 
merits of the project unrelated to its environmental impacts) are noted for the record, and no response is 
required. Where text changes in the Draft SEIR are warranted based on comments received, updated project 
information, or other information provided by the City, those changes are included in the response to comment, 
and are also listed in Chapter 3 of this Final SEIR. None of the text changes proposed affect the conclusions of 
the environmental analysis. 

The changes to the analysis contained in the Draft SEIR represent only minor clarifications/amplifications and do 
not constitute significant new information. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines, Section 15088.5, recirculation of 
the Draft SEIR is not required. 
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Response to Letter 1 

City of Cotati 
1-1 The comment is an introduction to the City of Cotati (Cotati) comments that follow. The comment 

refers to the impact of development projects within the City of Rohnert Park (City) on 
traffic/transportation (roadway and intersection function and safety, traffic congestion), VMT, and 
GHG emissions, which are discussed in the responses provided below. No further response is 
necessary.  

1-2 The comment states that the EIR excluded analysis of several intersections and roadways that 
would be impacted by the project. 

 Following is a discussion of each of the intersections/roadways identified by Cotati in its letters 
dated October 1, 2009 and  July 8, 2019. 

• Old Redwood Highway/East Cotati Avenue – The intersection is included in the SEIR 
(intersection #5) and Mitigation Measure 4.4-8 requires the SOMO developer to fund a fair 
share of the improvements to this intersection that are described in Cotati’s General Plan. 
While  Cotati recently completed construction of the required improvements, the mitigation 
measure ensures that a  proportionate share of the costs to fund this recent improvement 
may still be collected from the SOMO developer as development proceeds and used to 
reimburse  Cotati (see also response to Comment  1-5). 

• Old Redwood Highway/William Street-George Street – The intersection was not specifically 
included in the SEIR because  it is considered to be part of the “hub” system of streets in 
downtown Cotati that includes the adjacent intersection at Old Redwood Highway/East Cotati 
Avenue, and because the SOMO Village project would be expected to add only through traffic 
in the north-south directions. It is recognized, however, that the intersection currently 
operates at unacceptable levels and is anticipated to deteriorate further in the future without 
improvements (f Cotati General Plan EIR) and that  Cotati intends to install a signal to 
mitigate the impacts of increased traffic on this intersection. Mitigation Measure 4.4-8 is 
intended to require the SOMO developer to contribute its proportional share to the 
improvements of the “hub” system of streets in downtown Cotati, including this intersection. 
Based on the traffic analysis, the proportional SOMO Village contribution is 33.2%  

• West Sierra Avenue/US 101 Northbound Off-ramp and US 101 Southbound Off-ramp – The 
SOMO Village project is anticipated to add no trips to the freeway ramps at this interchange, 
since drivers traveling between the SOMO Village project and US 101 North and South would 
have faster routes available via other interchanges, as indicated by modeling and confirmed 
through assessment of online mapping tools. Some through trips on West Sierra Avenue 
would be added by SOMO though these intersections (attributable primarily to drivers 
destined to rural-suburban areas near Stony Point Road and West County areas via Roblar 
Road), though the anticipated volumes are negligible and would not  have a significant effect 
on LOS. For instance, the projected peak hour volumes on West Sierra Avenue near the U.S. 
101 interchange include approximately 6 a.m. peak hour trips and 11 p.m. peak hour trips 
associated with development of the SOMO Village project. It is also noted that the Cotati 
General Plan EIR buildout scenario shows both intersections operating acceptably in the 
future, with the northbound ramp intersection operating at LOS C and the southbound ramp 
intersection operating at LOS D. Given this information there is little to no potential for the 
SOMO Village project to cause a significant traffic impact at these locations.  Cotati also 
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requests that bicycle and pedestrian safety be assessed at these intersections. Because the 
SOMO Village project would generate negligible traffic volumes and likely no pedestrian 
and/or bicyclist activity at this location, there is again little to no potential for impacts to 
these modes to occur as a result of the project and no need to assess these impacts.  

• East Cotati Avenue/La Salle Avenue – The intersection is included in the SEIR (intersection 
#6). Mitigation Measure MM 4.4-2 required  the SOMO developer (applicant)  to pay a 
proportionate share of the costs to signalize the intersection. 

• East Cotati Avenue/Lancaster Avenue – This intersection is shown to operate acceptably at 
LOS B under cumulative conditions, which included the  SOMO Village project in the Cotati 
General Plan EIR. Given the projected high level of service in the future, there is little to no 
potential for the SOMO Village project to cause a significant traffic impact. As such, it was not 
included in the SOMO EIR. The City of Rohnert Park acknowledges that traffic operation at the 
intersection is affected when train crossings are followed by pedestrian crossings on East 
Cotati Avenue. While this is not a project-related impact, Rohnert Park will work  Cotati to 
determine if modifications to signal timing can be made to reduce these occurrences. 

• Old Redwood Highway/Gravenstein Highway – The intersection is included in the SOMO EIR 
(intersection #4). This intersection is shown to operate acceptably in the future at LOS D both 
with and without the SOMO Village project. Because the intersection is shown to operate at 
an acceptable level in the future both with and without the proposed project, no mitigation 
measures are proposed for this intersection.  

• Railroad Avenue – Future improvements on Railroad Avenue may be included as part of a 
regional strategy to address congestion issues in the community of Penngrove. The SOMO 
Village EIR addresses conditions on Railroad Avenue in several ways. First, the SOMO Village 
EIR requires the SOMO developer to contribute funds to regional traffic improvements aimed 
at relieving congestion in Penngrove, which depending on how the County of Sonoma ultimately 
applies funds, is likely to include improvements on Railroad Avenue. MM 4.4-4 requires the 
SOMO developer to pay a proportionate share of the costs to intersection improvements on 
Railroad Avenue at the Old Redwood Highway intersection (Intersection #20), and MM4.4-6 
requires installation of a traffic signal on Railroad Avenue at the Petaluma Hill Road 
intersection (Intersection #22). 

1-3 The comment describes the proposed use of Statements of Overriding Consideration to address 
impacts identified as significant and unavoidable.  

 The City acknowledges  that Cotati's Traffic Impact Fee (TIF) program includes mechanisms by 
which specific mitigation may be implemented (i.e., allows for contribution of  a fair share). The 
SOMO Village EIR requires these fair share contributions as mitigation measures, where 
appropriate. However, because implementation of specific mitigation measures in Cotati  is outside 
of the City’s responsibility and jurisdiction, the mitigation of the impacts cannot be assured and the 
City cannot find that impacts will be reduced. (See CEQA Guidelines Section 15091[a].) Therefore, 
the use of Statements of Overriding Consideration was determined to be appropriate under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to address significant and unavoidable impacts outside 
of the City’s  boundaries. The use of Statements of Overriding Considerations does not relieve the 
City of Rohnert Park or the SOMO Village project developer from the obligation of implementing the 
required mitigation measures. 

1-4 The comment describes the Cotati’s interest and request to meet with City of Rohnert Park staff to 
discuss mitigation measures. Rohnert Park acknowledges the request, met with Cotati prior to 
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publishing this Final SEIR and commits to ongoing meetings with Cotati in order to implement the 
mitigation measures included in the Final SEIR.  

1-5  The comment describes the TIF program, and indicates that the Development Agreement (DA) 
between the City and the SOMO  developer could be amended to include project specific mitigation 
measures related to traffic improvements (e.g., new traffic signals to alleviate traffic congestion) in  
Cotati.  

 A DA is a negotiated agreement between a developer and city. The City of Rohnert Park originally 
approved a DA with the SOMO developer in 2010 as part of the original entitlements for the project.  

  This existing DA between the City of Rohnert Park includes provisions for the SOMO developer to 
pay a regional traffic mitigation fee, which was set at $2,750 per residential dwelling unit  with 
provisions for annual escalation.  The current escalated value of the regional traffic mitigation fee 
is $3,565 per residential dwelling unit.  

  As part of these revised entitlements, the City of Rohnert Park will be approving  an  Amended and 
Restated DA that retains the regional traffic mitigation fee provisions, adds language to clarify that 
this mitigation fee revenue is intended to support implementation of the improvements and fair-
share contributions included in the EIR and adds a detailed schedule that outlines the various 
infrastructure construction and contributions required by the DA together with the timing for the 
completion of the construction or contribution,  

 As described above, the provisions of the Amended and Restated DA do not ensure that 
improvements outside of the Rohnert Park City limits will be completed. However the provisions of 
the Amended and Restated DA provide important assurances that fair share contributions will be 
collected.  

1-6 The comment requests the Draft SEIR be revised to analyze all of the City of Cotati’s intersections 
previously requested including Old Redwood Highway at William/George Street and Highway 101 
at West Sierra Avenue/E. Cotati Avenue and the three-way stop at E. Cotati Avenue and La Salle 
Avenue. 

 Please see RTC 1-2. 

1-7 The comment requests the Draft SEIR be revised to analyze all City of Cotati intersections with 
changed conditions including the SMART crossing and the Adrian Drive and Lipton Way traffic 
signal. 

 All intersections in the City of Cotati that could be impacted by the project were analyzed in the 
Draft SEIR. Following is a discussion of the two identified locations.  

• East Cotati Avenue/SMART crossing – This is a signalized path crossing adjacent to the Cotati 
SMART station that is intended to support pedestrian and bicycle safety and non-auto modes. 
The signal only stops traffic on East Cotati Avenue when activated by a crossing pedestrian or 
bicyclists and has a negligible impact on traffic operation. Because this type of crossing is a 
safety feature and has little to no potential for an impact associated with the SOMO Village 
project, it was not analyzed in the SOMO EIR. 

• East Cotati Avenue/Adrian Drive-Lipton Way – The Cotati General Plan EIR shows this 
intersection operating at LOS B under buildout conditions that included the original Sonoma 
Mountain Village project. Similar to the discussion provided above regarding the East Cotati 
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Avenue/Lancaster Avenue intersection, the intersection was not analyzed in the SOMO EIR as 
there is little to no potential for a significant traffic impact associated with SOMO to occur. 

1-8 The comment requests incorporation of mitigation measures to reduce City of Cotati intersection 
impacts into the DA. 

 Please see RTC 1-5. 

1-9 The comment requests incorporation of mitigation to reduce area-wide circulation impacts into the 
DA.  

  Please see RTC 1-5. 

1-10 The comment requests response/implementation of modifications mentioned in October 1, 2009 
comment letter and the July 8, 2019 NOP comment letter. 

 Please see RTC 1-2 and 1-5. 

1-11 The City acknowledges the comment as a conclusion to the comment letter. No further response 
is necessary.  
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Response to Letter 2 

Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) 
2-1 This comment is an introduction to the SMART comments that follow. It requests the SEIR be 

clarified with regard to SMART’s current operation, schedule, and future extensions. The text within 
Section 4.4, Transportation, of the SEIR has been revised accordingly. The revisions do not change 
the conclusions of the environmental analysis and no further response is necessary. 

2-2 This comment notes that there is no conduit located near the portion of the SMART pathway 
between the Cotati SMART station and the pedestrian connection points to SOMO Village and 
coordination is needed if installation of pathway lighting is desired. The City acknowledges that any 
lighting installation in that area would require advance permitting and coordination with SMART. 
No further response is necessary. 

2-3 The comment points out that storm drainage onto the SMART right-of-way is not permissible. The 
City acknowledges this. Drainage from the SOMO Village project will be collected and retained in 
bioretention areas, and ultimately discharged through the City's storm drain system. The text in 
Section 2.4.5, Public Infrastructure and Services, has been revised for clarification. No further 
response is necessary. 
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Response to Letter 3 

Jack Robertson (Tableau Development) 
3-1 The comment requests a modification to Mitigation Measure (MM) 3.1-1 to remove the 

requirement to erect storey-poles prior to building construction. The City has determined that a view 
corridor analysis is unnecessary for the proposed project and construction of storey-poles is the 
appropriate measure to ensure that impacts are less than significant. As part of MM 3.1-1, the 
developer will be required to erect storey-poles to demonstrate that existing views would not be 
adversely affected. If applicable, any revised height and setback restrictions would be included as 
a Condition of Approval for the proposed project. No revisions have been made to the MM and no 
further response is necessary. 

3-2 The comment requests a modification to MM 3.3-5 to remove reference of a detention basin in the 
northwest corner of the site. This proposed detention basin was a component of the Sonoma 
Mountain Village Project (prior project) but has since been removed from the current proposed 
project, as recommended by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). The MM has been revised, 
as suggested, to clarify that a wetland delineation would include all portions of the project area and 
would be submitted to USACE prior to the issuance of any grading permits for phases with potential 
to affect wetlands. No further response is necessary. 

3-3 The comment notes an editorial mistake within Table ES-1, Summary of Environmental Impacts 
and Mitigation Measures. The table has been corrected accordingly. No further response is 
necessary. 

3-4 The comment requests that MM 4.4-17 (related to 4.4-13) be revised from a mitigation schedule 
for making improvements at the intersection of Petaluma Hill Road and Valley House Drive by the 
“250th building permit” to the “950th building permit.” 

 Because the traffic analysis identifies queuing as a potential impact at this intersection with the 
addition of the project’s Phase 1 traffic to existing volumes, it should be implemented by the 250th 
building permit as indicated. No changes will be made to the MM and no further response is 
necessary. 

3-5 The comment requests language modification to various traffic mitigation measures.  None of the 
requested revisions are related to the environmental impacts of the proposed project. Comments 
related to whether various traffic mitigation improvements are funded by the SOMO developer or 
constructed by the developer and whether and how fee credits apply are outside the scope of the 
CEQA analysis and no revisions have been made to the SEIR text. No further response is necessary.  

3-6 The comment requests that information in Table 2-2 related to parks and open space be revised. 
Footnote A of this table refers to parks and open space acreage described in the 2010 Sonoma 
Mountain Village EIR (prior EIR), rather than the 2010 Final Development Plan. Table 2-2 of the 
SEIR has  been revised to accurately represent the parks and open space acreage as detailed in 
the 2010 Final Development Plan. No further response is necessary. 

3-7 The comment requests revisions to sentences in Section 2.4.3 Parks and Open Space. Revisions 
have been made to address this comment and more accurately reflect the change in parks and 
open space acreage between the prior approved project and the proposed project (see RTC 3-6). 
The City acknowledges the construction and renovation performed at an existing City park by the 
developer for an all-weather soccer field, which was part of the 2010 entitlements for the prior 
project and was modified by a subsequent Development Agreement to allow construction of the 
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field in an alternative location. Construction of improvements at the alternative location was 
covered under a separate environmental document (i.e., the Sunrise Park Athletic Field 
Improvements Project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration [MND] was completed in 2018) 
and the improvements are complete. Therefore these improvements are not discussed in the SEIR 
revisions have been made to Section 2.4.3 accordingly. No further response is necessary. 

3-8  The comment requests that mitigation measure 4.4-7 be modified to allow for a specific design 
strategy to avoid dead end streets. The requested revisions would not change the environmental 
analysis or the impacts of the project and reflects one, of a number of design strategies for 
complying with the mitigation measure. No revisions have been made to the SEIR text. No further 
response is necessary. 

3-9 The comment requests revision to reflect a reduction on Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) 
decreasing the build-out population estimates, and therefore park and open space acreage 
required. No revisions have been made to the SEIR text as this change would not affect the 
conclusions of the environmental analysis. No further response is necessary. 

3-10 The comment requests language revisions related to the relocated water tank size. None of the 
requested revisions are related to the environmental impacts of the proposed project. Comments 
related to future coordination on size and water capacity standards are outside the scope of the 
CEQA analysis and no revisions have been made to the SEIR text as it would not affect the 
conclusions of the environmental analysis. No further response is necessary. 

3-11 Refer to RTC 3-10. The comment requests language revisions related to construction of the new 
(relocated) water tank and indicates that it is the developers understanding that the water capacity 
fee charges will be paid by the City and that the City will construct the tank. Funding and financing 
of the water tank is  not within the scope of the CEQA analysis. The SEIR’s description includes 
construction and operation of the relocated water tank and analyzes the impacts of the 
construction and operation. These impacts will occur regardless of how the construction is funded 
and/or which entity is responsible for the construction. No revisions have been made to the SEIR 
text related to this comment as it would not affect the conclusions of the environmental analysis. 
No further response is necessary. 

3-12 The comment requests confirmation that “proportionate share of funding” and “fair share of 
funding” (reference made to page ES-29) are meant to be the same thing. The City confirms that 
these phrases are interchangeable. No revisions have been made to the SEIR text related to this 
comment as it would not affect the conclusions of the environmental analysis. No further response 
is necessary. 

3-13 The comment states that the developer expects that other projects will also contribute their fair 
share to pay for traffic improvements. The SEIR is focused on the environmental impacts of the 
proposed project and other project’s contributions to traffic improvements are not within the scope 
of the analysis. No revisions have been made to the SEIR text related to this comment as it would 
not affect the conclusions of the environmental analysis. No further response is necessary. 

3-14 The comment clarifies that stormwater drainage would be treated via street side bioretention areas 
for Phase 1N of the project, while stormwater drainage for part of Phases 0N, 2N, and 3N would 
be treated in a bioretention area at the western part of the project site. Refer to RTC 3-2 for 
clarification on the previously proposed bioretention area at the northwest area of the site. The text 
within Section 2.4.5, Public Infrastructure and Services, has been revised to reflect this change. 
The text revisions do not affect the conclusions of the environmental analysis and no further 
response is necessary.  
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Response to Letter 4 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
4-1 The comment is an introduction to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) comments 

that follow. The comment indicates that CDFW received the NOA and that several of CDFW’s 
previously submitted comments in response to the associated NOP were incorporated into the 
SEIR. No further response is necessary. 

4-2 The comment is a description of CDFW's role as a trustee and responsible agency with responsibility 
under CEQA. This information is noted and no further response is necessary. 

4-3 The comment is a description of the regulatory requirements related to obtaining a California 
Endangered Species Act (CESA) Incidental Take Permit (ITP) and preparing a Lake and Streambed 
Alteration Notification should a project have the potential to result in “take” of plants or animals 
listed under CESA, or affect lakes or streams and associated riparian habitat, respectively as a 
result of project activities. This information is noted and no further response is necessary. 

4-4 The comment reiterates proposed project details, including the proponent name, objective, location 
(including assessor parcel numbers), and timeframe. No further response is necessary. 

4-5 The comment introduces the comment portion of the letter and concludes that an SEIR is 
appropriate for the project. No further response is necessary. 

4-6 The comment references SEIR page ES-15 as it relates to potential impact on any riparian habitat 
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by 
CDFW or USFWS. The comment indicates that from aerial imagery review, drainage features may 
be present in the SOMO site. CDFW recommends that all natural and artificial drainages be further 
evaluated, and should stream characteristics and connectivity be present, the City should require 
restoration of another portion of the stream on-site and/or at a nearby stream off-site within the 
same watershed (with an increase in mitigation ratio relative to the distance from the project area). 

As described in the prior EIR (including both draft and final documents), the project site lies over 
the approximate watershed divide between the Russian River/Laguna de Santa Rosa (to the 
northwest) and Petaluma River/Lichau Creek (to the south) watersheds. The site is located within 
these two existing watersheds, however as specified in the revised text of the prior final EIR, on 
Receiving Waters, the waterways mentioned (Laguna de Santa Rosa and Lichau Creek) and 
associated riparian vegetation, are “not present on the project site.” The prior EIR did mention a 
drainage ditch that runs along the western side of the project site and that the flow exited the ditch 
through a culvert in the southwest corner of the project site (underneath the Northwestern Pacific 
Railroad tracks). 

The SEIR (page 3-13) describes how the prior EIR concluded that there would be no impacts on 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities because none are present on the project 
site, and none offsite would be affected by the project. This is further supported by a 2019 
California Native Diversity Database (CNDDB) query which similarly found no riparian or sensitive 
habitats located on or adjacent to the project site. The drainage ditch noted by CDFW is not a 
sensitive natural community, and is also located outside the project area. As such, no further 
evaluation or response is necessary.  

4-7 Refer to Comment 4-6. The comment recommends that the SEIR require an Lake and Streambed 
Alteration (LSA) Notification to CDFW to address and reduce impacts to stream and associated 
riparian habitat so that CDFWA may issue an LSA Agreement, requiring a restoration and 
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enhancement plan (requiring on-site restoration at a 1:1 ratio or off-site at a 3:1 ratio for the linear 
distance of the stream removed). 

Less-than-significant impact to streams or riparian habitat by the project are anticipated (no 
impacts at the SOMO site and less-than-significant at the Relocated Water Tank site), and no 
impacts were identified that would require an LSA Notification. However, as described in the prior 
EIR and the SEIR, the implementation of the project could result in the filling or adverse 
modification of jurisdictional wetland/other “waters of the U.S” which would be a significant impact. 
As such, MM 3.3-5 (modified) requires a wetland re-verification (delineation), permitting through 
USACE, Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and CDFW with any needed mitigation to 
reduce wetlands and waters impacts to a less-than-significant level at the SOMO site. In addition, 
MM 4.2-2 requires installing construction barrier fencing and avoidance of sensitive area, and MM 
4.2-4 requires avoiding introduction or spread of Noxious Weeds, to reduce wetlands and waters 
impacts to a less-than significant level at the Relocated Water Tank site No further response is 
necessary. 

  
4-8 The comment references MM 3.3-2, as it relates to California Tiger Salamander (CTS).  

 It suggests revision of MM 3.3-2 to indicate that take authorization should be required if CTS are 
discovered in both the northern and southern portions (north and south of Valley House Drive) of 
the project site. Furthermore, it asserts that to demonstrate absence of CTS,  two-year protocol 
surveys where suitable habitat occurs is required. The comment also acknowledges that adult CTS 
would likely not be discovered due to their life cycle.  

To characterize the potential for CTS occurrence at the SOMO site, MM 3.3-2a  has been revised 
in the Final SEIR to include, prior to the issuance of grading permits, habitat assessment by a 
qualified biologist at the SOMO site to identify suitable small mammal burrows, large cracks, or 
other suitable refugia within the project site. In the event that suitable habitat is found onsite, MM 
3.3-2b has been further revised to include protocol-level surveys for CTS and, if CTS are discovered, 
include take authorization from CDFW and USFWS, with associated compensatory mitigation. 
Alternatively, the project applicant can forego the habitat assessment, assume presence of CTS 
within the project site and mitigate accordingly under the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. 
With these modifications, avoidance of CTS is still anticipated, but there are options available in 
the event suitable habitat is found. This approach and revisions to MM 3.3-2a are consistent with 
the Santa Rosa Plan Conservation Strategy (including revised Figure 3, Santa Rosa Plain 
Conservation Strategy Map, that identifies the portion of the project site north of Valley House Drive 
as “Already Developed (no potential for impact).” No further response is necessary. 

 
4-9 The comment references MM 3.3-3 and 4.2-4, as they relate to impacts to burrowing owls.  

The comment suggests that the lack of ground squirrel burrows does not preclude owls from 
wintering at the project site or using the site as foraging habitat. Furthermore, the comment letter 
recommends that mitigation in the form of burrowing owl breeding habitat credits from a CDFW-
approved conservation bank or placement of a conservation easement and implementation and 
funding of a long-term management plan should occur.  
 
As described in the SEIR, the project site is already substantially developed (north of Valley House 
Drive) and the potential for burrowing owl occurrence at the site is low to nonexistent. As described 
in the comment letter, the closest documented burrowing owl occurrence was from over 17 years 
ago and more than 1.8 miles northeast of the site. Furthermore, breeding owls are likely extirpated 
from the County. As such, no habitat compensation for the permanent loss of burrowing owl 
breeding habitat has been prescribed. MM 3.3-3 and 4.2-4 would require a qualified biologist to 
conduct nesting and wintering season surveys for burrowing owls to determine if the site is used; 
the impact analysis assumes that it is not. However, should burrowing owls be found during nesting 
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and wintering season surveys at the SOMO site, MM 3.3-3b, 3.3-3c, 3.3-3d shall be implemented. 
MM 3.3-3d has been revised in the Final SEIR to require purchase of mitigation credits or off-site 
mitigation in consultation with CDFW in the event that burrowing owls are found to be nesting or 
wintering at the project site during the pre-construction surveys directed by MM 3.3.-3a. Mitigation 
included in MM 4.2-4 would address potential impacts related to burrowing owls at the Relocated 
Water Tank site. No further response is necessary.  
 

4-10 The comment advises that CDFW does not consider exclusion of burrowing owls as a “take” 
avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measure. The comment further directs that all possible 
avoidance and minimization measures should be considered before temporary or permanent 
exclusion and closure of burrows is implemented. This information is noted and no further response 
is necessary. 

4-11 The comment references the CDFW fees payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the 
Lead Agency. This information is noted and no further response is necessary. 

4-12 The City acknowledges the comment as a conclusion to CDFW's letter regarding the proposed 
project. This information is noted and no further response is necessary. 
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5 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program 

Introduction 

Section 15097 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines requires that, whenever a public agency 
approves a project based on a Mitigated Negative Declaration or an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), the public agency 
shall establish a mitigation monitoring and reporting program to ensure that all adopted mitigation measures are 
implemented. 

The mitigation monitoring and reporting program (MMRP) contained herein is intended to satisfy this requirement 
of the CEQA Guidelines as it relates to the SOMO Village Project (proposed project). This MMRP is intended to be 
used by the City of Rohnert Park (City) staff and any mitigation monitoring personnel to ensure compliance with 
mitigation measures during project implementation. Mitigation measures identified in this MMRP were developed 
in the Draft SEIR (Supplemental EIR) prepared for the proposed project.  

The Draft SEIR for the proposed project presents a detailed set of mitigation measures required for 
implementation. As noted above, the intent of the MMRP is to ensure the effective implementation and 
enforcement of all adopted mitigation measures. The MMRP will provide for monitoring of construction activities, 
as necessary, and in the field identification and resolution of environmental concerns. 

Monitoring Schedule 
Prior to commencing construction, while detailed development plans are being prepared for approval by City staff, 
City staff will be responsible for ensuring compliance with mitigation monitoring applicable to the project 
construction, development, and design phases. City staff will prepare or cause to be prepared reports identifying 
compliance with mitigation measures. Once construction has begun and is underway, monitoring of the mitigation 
measures associated with construction will be included in the responsibilities of designated City staff, who shall 
prepare or cause to be prepared reports of such monitoring no less than once a month until construction has been 
completed. Once construction has been completed, the City will monitor the project as deemed necessary. 

Support Documentation 
Findings and related documentation supporting the findings involving modifications to mitigation measures shall 
be maintained in the project file with the MMRP and shall be made available to the public upon request. 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
The table presented on the following pages provides the MMRP for the proposed project. The MMRP identifies the 
following:  

1. The full text of the mitigation measure(s) applicable to each impact statement;  
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2. The party responsible for ensuring implementation of each mitigation measure;  

3. The timing of implementation of each mitigation measure;  

4. The agency responsible for reviewing and/or monitoring; and 

5. The monitoring action and frequency. 

The City must adopt this MMRP, or an equally effective program, upon approval of the project with the mitigation 
measures that were adopted or made conditions of project approval. 
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NO. Mitigation Measure 
Party Responsible 
for Implementation 

Implementation 
Timing 

Agency 
Responsible for 

Verifying 
Compliance 

Aesthetics 
MM 
3.1-1 

SOMO Site: 
(MM 3.1-1 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to submittal of a detailed grading permit, the project 
sponsor shall prepare a view corridor analysis in order to determine whether revised 
maximum building setback and height limits should be established within the T-4 General 
Urban Zone transect, so as to not obstruct views of the Sonoma Mountains from existing 
properties immediately west of the project site. The revised building height and setback 
restrictions should be limited to the extent lines of sight to the Sonoma Mountains from 
properties immediately west of the project site would not be obstructed by new buildings 
on the project site. Storey-poles shall be erected in the field prior to building construction 
to demonstrate that existing views would not be adversely affected. If required, the revised 
height and setback restrictions would be included as a Condition of Approval and would 
apply only to affected properties. 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 

SUBMITTAL OF 
GRADING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

MM 
3.1-2 

SOMO Site: 
(MM 3.1-2 in the 2010 EIR) Upon approval of grading permits, the stockpiling and storage 
of construction materials and equipment prior to installation and use, as future phases of 
the project would be implemented, shall be minimized to the extent practicable by the 
project sponsor. Although construction staging areas have not been designated at this 
time, such staging areas shall be located internal to the project site. The staging areas 
shall be located away from Camino Colegio and Bodway Parkway, and as close to or within 
the areas of construction as possible, out of the way of community traffic, pedestrian use, 
and local views. 

APPLICANT 
UPON APPROVAL 

OF GRADING 
PERMITS 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

MM 
3.1-3 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.1-3 (MM 3.1-3[a] in the 2010 EIR) All new street and other public area lighting shall 
include fixtures that focus the light downward and include shields to prevent light spill to 
surrounding properties, sky glow, and glare, to the extent feasible. 
 
(MM 3.1-3[b] in the 2010 EIR) Reflective surfaces in public areas shall be kept to a 
minimum by using nonreflective material wherever possible. The use of nonreflective 
paints, solar treatments, and finishing materials will be encouraged during the 
development process. 

APPLICANT PRIOR TO 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

Air Quality 
MM 
3.2-1 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.2-1 (MM 3.2-1[a] in the 2010 EIR) Prior to construction, the project sponsor shall 
implement recommended dust control measures. To reduce particulate matter emissions 

APPLICANT PRIOR TO 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 
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NO. Mitigation Measure 
Party Responsible 
for Implementation 

Implementation 
Timing 

Agency 
Responsible for 

Verifying 
Compliance 

during project excavation and construction phases, the project contractor(s) shall comply 
with the dust control strategies developed by the BAAQMD. The project sponsor shall 
include in construction contracts the following requirements or measures shown to be 
equally effective. 

• Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose construction and demolition 
debris from the site, or require all such trucks to maintain at least two feet of 
freeboard; 

• Water all exposed or disturbed soil surfaces in active construction areas at least 
twice daily; 

• Use watering to control dust generation during demolition of structures or break-
up of pavement; 

• Pave, apply water three times daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all 
unpaved parking areas and staging areas; 

• Sweep daily (with water sweepers) all paved parking areas and staging areas; 
• Provide daily clean-up of mud and dirt carried onto paved streets from the site; 
• Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply non-toxic soil binders to exposed 

stockpiles (dirt, sand, etc.); 
• Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph; 
• Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public 

roadways; 
• Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible; 
• Hydroseed or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas 

(previously graded areas inactive for ten days or more); 
• Install wheel washers for all existing trucks, or wash off the tires or tracks of all 

trucks and equipment leaving the site; 
• Install wind breaks at the windward side(s) of construction areas; 
• Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds (instantaneous gusts) 

exceed 25 miles per hour over a 30-minute period or more; and 
• To the extent possible, limit the area subject to excavation, grading, and other 

dust-generating construction activity at any one time. 
 
(MM 3.2-1[b] in the 2010 EIR) Prior to grading, the project sponsor shall designate a dust 
control coordinator. To facilitate control of dust during construction and demolition 
phases, the project sponsor shall include a dust control coordinator in construction 
contracts. All construction sites shall have posted in a conspicuous location the name and 
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NO. Mitigation Measure 
Party Responsible 
for Implementation 

Implementation 
Timing 

Agency 
Responsible for 

Verifying 
Compliance 

phone number of a designated construction dust control coordinator who can respond to 
complaints by suspending dust-producing activities or providing additional personnel or 
equipment for dust control. 
 
(MM 3.2-1[c] in the 2010 EIR) Reduce emissions from heavy-duty diesel-powered 
equipment. The project contractor(s) shall implement measures to reduce the emissions 
of pollutants generated by heavy-duty diesel-powered equipment operating at the project 
site during project excavation and construction phases. The project sponsor shall include 
in construction contracts the following requirements or measures shown to be equally 
effective. 

• Keep all construction equipment in proper tune, in accordance with 
manufacturer’s specifications;  

• Implement measures identified to reduce diesel powered equipment 
emissions.  

• Use late model heavy-duty diesel-powered equipment at the project site to 
the extent that it is readily available in the San Francisco Bay Area;  

• Use diesel-powered equipment that has been retrofitted with after-
treatment products (e.g., engine catalysts) to the extent that it is readily 
available in the San Francisco Bay Area;  

• Use low-emission diesel fuel for all heavy-duty diesel-powered equipment 
operating and refueling at the project site to the extent that it is readily 
available and cost effective in the San Francisco Bay Area (this does not 
apply to diesel-powered trucks traveling to and from the site); 

• Utilize alternative fuel construction equipment (i.e., compressed natural 
gas, liquid petroleum gas, and unleaded gasoline) to the extent that the 
equipment is readily available and cost effective in the San Francisco Bay 
Area;  

• Limit truck and equipment idling time to five minutes or less; and 
• Rely on the electricity infrastructure surrounding the construction sites 

rather than electrical generators powered by internal combustion engines 
to the extent feasible. 
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NO. Mitigation Measure 
Party Responsible 
for Implementation 

Implementation 
Timing 

Agency 
Responsible for 

Verifying 
Compliance 

MM 
3.2-2 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.2-2 (MM 3.2-2 in the 2010 EIR, modified)1 Since operational criteria pollutant 
emissions of the proposed project would exceed the thresholds of significance 
recommended by the BAAQMD, the project sponsor shall include in the project design 
specifications the following minimum energy reduction measures or other measures 
shown to be equally effective: 

• Use solar or low-emission water heaters in the residential and retail buildings; 
• Provide energy-efficient heating, cooling, and other appliances, such as cooking 

equipment, refrigerators, and dishwashers; 
• Provide energy-efficient and automated controls for air conditioning; 
• Install ozone destruction catalyst on air conditioning systems, in consultation with 

the BAAQMD; 
• Use light colored roof materials to reflect heat; 
• Where feasible and appropriate, use light colored parking surface materials; 
• Plant shade trees in parking lots to reduce evaporative emissions from parked 

vehicles. 

APPLICANT 
PER THE 

DEVELOPMENT 
AGREEMENT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

Biological Resources 
MM 
3.3-1 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-1 (MM 3.3-1[a] in the 2010 EIR) The project sponsor shall retain a qualified 
biologist, approved by the City, to conduct focused surveys on all 
undeveloped/unimproved project areas for special-status plant species including, but not 
limited to, Sonoma sunshine, fragrant fritillary, Burke’s goldfields, Sebastopol 
meadowfoam, and showy Indian clover during the appropriate time of year (generally 
February through July), prior to issuance of a grading permit. 
 
If no special-status plants are located during the surveys, no further mitigation would be 
required. 
 
(MM 3.3-1[b] in the 2010 EIR) If any state or federally listed special-status plant species 
are found during the surveys in areas that cannot be avoided during construction, the 
project sponsor shall consult with the appropriate agency (i.e., USFWS, CDFW, or both) to 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF 

GRADING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

                                                 
1 Mitigation measures in the Executive Summary‘s Table ES-1 do not show text modifications (i.e., changes to the original language as presented in the 2010 EIR). However, the mitigation 
measures do indicate in parentheses ( ) if they are from the 2010 EIR, revisions of the 2010 EIR mitigation measures (modified), or new mitigation measures (new). Refer to Chapter 3 and 
Chapter 4 for detailed information on mitigation measure revisions. 
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NO. Mitigation Measure 
Party Responsible 
for Implementation 

Implementation 
Timing 

Agency 
Responsible for 

Verifying 
Compliance 

obtain an incidental take permit for the removal of any state or federally listed plant 
populations in the project site area. Specific mitigation measures detailing replacement 
methods and ratios the project sponsor would be responsible for would be developed as 
required by the agency, but would likely include transplanting existing populations, 
collection of seed for planting at a mitigation site, and either purchase of mitigation lands 
where the lost plants will be reestablished, or purchase of mitigation credits at an 
approved mitigation bank prior to issuance of a grading permit. 
 
(MM 3.3-1[c] in the 2010 EIR) If any non-listed special-status plant species are found 
during the surveys in areas that cannot be avoided, the project sponsor shall notify CDFW 
within 24 hours so that an opportunity can be made available to salvage plants, soil or 
seed banks, for use in rare plant restoration in mitigation areas prior to issuance of a 
grading permit. 

MM 
3.3-2 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-2 (MM 3.3-2[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of grading 
permits for the Southern portion of the project (south of Valley House Drive), the project 
sponsor and/or their representatives shall initiate an informal consultation with the 
USFWS and CDFW to discuss measures to avoid a potential take of CTS during 
construction. Although details of these measures would be developed in consultation with 
the USFWS and CDFW, they would likely include: 

• Retaining a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct a preconstruction 
survey and habitat assessment of the project site area to ensure that no potential 
upland retreat habitat has been created (e.g., through ground squirrel activity, or 
through placement of artificial structures such as debris piles) since the 2004 
habitat assessment, 

• Seasonal restrictions on grading and construction to avoid the wet season 
dispersal period (i.e., October through March), 

• Installation of drift fences around the perimeter of the construction area to 
prevent any CTS from moving into the area, and, 

• Retaining qualified biologists, approved by the City, to monitor the project site 
area during construction to ensure that no CTS would be harmed. 
 

The project sponsor may choose to forego the above-mentioned habitat assessment and 
assume presence of CTS within the project sit, then mitigate accordingly under the Santya 
Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. However, assuming no suitable habitat is discovered 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF 

GRADING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/USFWS/ 

CDFW 
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Implementation 
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Verifying 
Compliance 

during that habitat assessment and complete avoidance can be achieved, no incidental 
take permit from either CDFW or USFWS would be required. If suitable upland retreat 
habitat is discovered and/or CTS are discovered to be present in the project site area, and 
a “take” of the species cannot be ensured, Mitigation Measure 3.3-2(b) shall be required 
pursuant to the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. 
 
(MM 3.3-2[b] in the 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor may choose to assume 
presence of CTS within the project site, then mitigate accordingly under the Santa Rosa 
Plain Conservation Strategy. If the project sponsor chooses not to assume presence, prior 
to construction or issuance of a grading permits for the Southern portion of the project, 
the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall complete protocol-level surveys for 
CTS within the project site area. If protocol-level surveys re completed and find no CTS on 
the project-site, no further mitigation is necessary. If surveys do find CTS on the project 
site, the project sponsor and/or their representatives shall initiate formal consultation with 
the USFWS (pursuant to Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act) and CDFW 
(pursuant to Section 2081 of the California Endangered Species Act) to obtain incidental 
take permits for take of individual CTS. Details of the requirements of the Incidental Take 
Permits would be developed during consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, but would 
likely include (but not be limited to) the following. 

• Preparation of a Biological Assessment pursuant to Section 7 of the FESA for 
submission to the USFWS for their review. 

• During construction, retaining qualified, permitted biologists to monitor for, and 
potentially move CTS outside of the project site area. 

• Payment of mitigation fees, and/or purchase of mitigation land to compensate for 
the loss of CTS and their habitat. 

MM 
3.3-3 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-3 (MM 3.3-3[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of a grading 
permits for the project, the project sponsor shall hire a qualified biologist, approved by the 
City, to conduct both nesting and wintering season surveys for burrowing owl to determine 
if the site is used by this species. The timing and methodology for the surveys are based 
on the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012) and are summarized below.  
 
Refer to Appendix D of CDFG 2012 for additional detail. CDFW may require that these 
surveys be repeated annually if project construction is expected to span over two or more 
years. 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF 

GRADING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CDFW 
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Compliance 

 
Winter (Non-Breeding) Season (September 1 through January 31)— Conduct at least four 
(4) visits, spread evenly, throughout the non-breeding season. 
Nesting Season (February 1 to August 31)— Conduct 4 survey visits: 1) at least one site 
visit between 15 February and 15 April, and 2) a minimum of three survey visits, at least 
three weeks apart, between 15 April and 15 July, with at least one visit after 15 June. 
 
In addition to the wintering and nesting season surveys, pre-construction surveys shall be 
conducted by a qualified biologist, approved by the City, within 14 days prior to the start of 
ground-disturbing work activities in known or suitable habitat areas. If burrowing owls are 
discovered during that survey, development of buffers or implementation of passive 
exclusion may be needed (MM 3.3-3(b) through 3.3-3(d)). A final clearance survey shall be 
conducted no more than 24 hours before ground disturbing activities All surveys shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012). 
If the above surveys do not identify any burrowing owls on the project site, no further 
mitigation would be required. However, should any individual burrowing owls or burrowing 
owl nests be located, Mitigation Measure 3.3-3(b), Mitigation Measure 3.3-3(c), and 
Mitigation Measure 3.3-3(d) shall be implemented. 
 
(MM 3.3-3[b] in the 2010 EIR, modified) If burrowing owls are discovered in the project 
area, the project sponsor shall notify the City and CDFW. A qualified biologist, approved by 
the City, shall implement a routine monitoring program and establish a fenced exclusion 
zone around each occupied burrow. No construction activities shall be allowed within the 
exclusion zone until such time that the burrows are determined to be unoccupied. The 
buffer zones shall be a minimum of 100 160 feet from an occupied burrow during the 
non-breeding season (September 1 through January 31), and a minimum of 656 feet from 
an occupied burrow during the breeding season (February 1 through August 31). 
 
(MM 3.3-3[c] in the 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor shall provide appropriate 
passive relocation mitigation for project-related effects on the burrowing owl in 
consultation with CDFW. No relocation shall occur during the breeding season (i.e., 
passive relocation of burrowing owls can only be conducted during the non-breeding 
season). Mitigation can be conducted either on the project site, or at an off-site location 
that is approved by the CDFW. Preference is for on-site within open space areas, if 
possible. 
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(MM 3.3-3[d] in the 2010 EIR, modified) The CDFW shall be consulted regarding the 
implementation of avoidance or passive relocation methods, and may require preparation 
of a Burrowing Owl Exclusion Plan, consistent with Appendix E of CDFG 2012). All activities 
that would result in a disturbance to burrows shall be approved by CDFW prior to 
implementation. In the event of burrowing owls found nesting or wintering at the project 
site, purchase of mitigation credits or off-site mitigation in consultation with CDFW shall be 
required. 

MM 
3.3-4 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-4 (MM 3.3-4[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) If construction is to occur between 
March 15 through August 30, the project sponsor, in consultation with the CDFW, shall 
conduct a pre-construction nesting bird survey of the project site within 14 days of when 
construction is planned to begin. The survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist, 
approved by the City, to determine if any birds are nesting on or directly adjacent to the 
project site. 
 
(MM 3.3-4[b] in the 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor shall avoid all active bird 
nests located in and directly adjacent to the project site during the breeding season 
(approximately March 15 through August 30) while the nest is occupied with adults and/or 
young. This avoidance could consist of delaying construction to avoid the nesting season. 
Any occupied nest shall be monitored by a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to 
determine when the nest is no longer used. If the construction cannot be delayed, 
avoidance shall include the establishment of a non-disturbance buffer zone around the 
nest site. The size of the buffer zone shall be approved by the CDFW. The buffer zone shall 
be delineated by highly visible temporary construction fencing. 
 
MM 3.3-4[a] (new) Pre-construction roosting bat surveys and evaluation of roosting 
habitat suitability for pallid bat shall be conducted by a qualified bat biologist familiar with 
these species within 14 days prior to any tree removal or construction activities that 
occurs during the breeding season (April through August). A qualified bat biologist shall 
have experience performing roosting bat surveys, and be able to identify guano and urine 
stains at a minimum. For trees, roosting habitat characteristics to be determined by the 
qualified bat biologist would be height and structure of the tree, presence of obscuring 
foliage, peeling or loose bark, cracks or gaps within the trunk or crotch of the tree, and/or 
presence of woodpecker holes. If the qualified biologist determines that the tree does not 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CDFW 
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provide potential roosting habitat for pallid bat listed above, no further mitigation is 
required.  
 
Trees or structures determined to have potential roosting habitat shall be removed after 
the time when bat maternity roosts would be vacated (typically beginning in July/August), 
but before hibernation begins (typically in October/November). For pallid bat, this would 
limit tree removal to the time period from September to early October (Western Bat 
Working Group 2018). The trees shall be removed in the late afternoon hours or close to 
dusk so that any bats potentially using a tree as a day roost will be active and able to leave 
the roost, and if so, will be minimally impacted by thermal stress and able to locate an 
alternative roost nearby. 

MM 
3.3-5 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-5 (MM 3.3-5[a] in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the issuance of a grading 
permit for phases with the potential to impact wetlands, the project sponsor shall retain a 
qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct a re-verification of the 2002 wetland 
delineation at the site in accordance with the 1987 Manual. This delineation shall also be 
expanded to include any portion of the northern half of the project area comprising a 
detention basin. The delineation report shall be updated and submitted to the USACE for 
re-verification prior to the issuance of grading permits. If it is determined by the USACE 
that these features are jurisdictional, then the project sponsor would have the following 
options: avoidance, removal and replacement mitigation, or a combination thereof. If the 
avoidance option is adopted, a minimum 100 foot wetland buffer zone setback would be 
established. The project sponsor shall coordinate with the USACE to ensure that the most 
feasible mitigation option is incorporated. 
 
(MM 3.3-5[b] in the 2010 EIR) Where avoidance of existing wetlands is not feasible, then 
mitigation measures shall be implemented for the project related loss of any existing 
wetlands on site, such that there is no-net loss of wetland acreage or habitat value. 
Wetland habitat acreage replacement can be greater than the acreage of wetlands that 
fall under the jurisdiction of the USACE and/or the RWQCB. 
 
(i) Wetland mitigation shall be developed as a part of the Section 404 CWA permitting 
process, or for non-jurisdictional wetlands, during permitting through the RWQCB and/or 
CDFW. Mitigation is to be provided prior to issuance of grading permits for phases with the 
potential to impact wetlands. Mitigation could include purchase of the appropriate amount 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF 

GRADING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/USACE/ 
CDFW/RWQCB 
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of credits from a Santa Rosa Plain mitigation bank. The exact mitigation ratio is variable, 
based on the type and value of the wetlands that would be affected by the project, but 
agency standards typically require a minimum of 1:1 for preservation and 1:1 for the 
construction of new wetlands. In addition, a wetland mitigation and monitoring plan shall 
be developed that includes the following: 

• Descriptions of the wetland types, and their expected functions and values; 
• Performance standards and monitoring protocol to ensure the success of the 

mitigation wetlands over a period of five to ten years; 
• Engineering plans showing the location, size and configuration of wetlands to be 

created or restored; 
• An implementation schedule showing that construction of mitigation areas will 

commence prior to or concurrently with the initiation of project construction; and 
• A description of legal protection measures for the preserved wetlands (i.e., 

dedication of fee title, conservation easement, and/or an endowment held by an 
approved conservation organization, government agency or mitigation bank). 

 
(ii) Mitigation is to be provided prior to the issuance of grading permits for phases with the 
potential to impact wetlands, the project sponsor shall acquire all appropriate wetland 
permits. These permits may include but are not limited to a Section 404 Wetlands Fill 
Permit from the USACE, or a Report of Waste Discharge from the RWQCB, a Section 401 
Water Quality Certification from the RWQCB, and, if necessary, a Section 1601 Streambed 
Alteration Agreement from the CDFW. 

MM 
3.3-6 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.3-6 (MM 3.3-6 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to the removal of any trees in any 
project phase on the main project site, the project sponsor shall hire a licensed and 
certified arborist to inventory all trees slated to be removed and assess, as directed by the 
City, as to size, health, species and location. This inventory shall be provided to the City of 
Rohnert Park Development Services Department. Regardless of any relationship to a 
“larger project”, the project sponsor shall then comply with the requirements of the 
arborist’s report for tree protection (for any trees to be retained) and the provisions of 
Section 17.15.050 of the Rohnert Park Municipal Code for any trees to be removed, 
including payment of in-lieu fees, the replacement of trees, or both. 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 

REMOVAL OF ANY 
TREES 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

MM 
4.2-1 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-1 (new) Rare Plant Surveys. Prior to issuance of grading permits, focused surveys 
for special-status plant species shall be conducted by a qualified project biologist in 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK, CDFW, 

USFWS 
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accordance with the following protocol and guidance: CNPS Botanical Survey Guidelines 
(CNPS 2001); Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native 
Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities (CDFW 2018); and U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service General Rare Plant Survey Guidelines (Cypher 2002). The pre-construction survey 
shall be conducted during a period when the target species are observable and 
identifiable (e.g., blooming period). 
 
If special-status plants are detected during pre-construction surveys, the location of the 
species will be mapped and the following measures will be implemented:  
1. If complete avoidance is possible, special-status plants in the vicinity of the 

disturbance will be temporarily fenced or prominently flagged and a buffer 
established around the populations to prevent inadvertent encroachment by 
vehicles and equipment during the activity. Buffer size will depend on the 
construction activity and sensitivity of the plant species, and may range in size 
from 10 to 50 feet.  

2. If avoidance is not possible, seeds/bulbs will be collected and stored in 
appropriate storage conditions (e.g., cool and dry), and dispersed/transplanted to 
an area that would not be impacted following the construction activity and 
reapplication of salvaged topsoil. The top 6 inches of topsoil will be salvaged, 
stockpiled, and replaced as soon as practicable after project completion. The 
salvaged topsoil shall be redistributed at the same depth and contoured to blend 
with surrounding grades. 

 
Additionally, while it is not expected that a federal or state-listed plant species will be 
observed during these surveys, the applicant shall consult with the applicable agency (i.e., 
CDFW and/or USFWS) and written concurrence for measures required for federal or state-
listed plant species. As part of the consultation process, a plan to transplant federal or 
state-listed species will be developed and appropriate take permits obtained, if necessary.  
 
A transplantation plan for any observed state or federally listed plants will include the 
following at a minimum: 
a) The area of occupied habitat to be preserved and removed. 
b) Identification of on-site or off-site preservation, restoration, or enhancement 

locations. 
c) Methods for preservation, restoration, enhancement, and/or translocation. 

GRADING 
PERMITS 
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d) A replacement ratio and success standard of 1:1 for impacted individuals. 
e) A monitoring program to ensure mitigation success. 
f) Adaptive management and remedial measures in the event that performance 

stands are not achieved 
g) Financial assurances and a mechanism for conservation of any mitigation lands 

required in perpetuity. 
 

MM 
4.2-2 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-2 (new) Install Construction Barrier Fencing to Protect Sensitive Biological 
Resources Adjacent to the Construction Zone. The project proponent or its contractor will 
install orange construction barrier fencing to protect sensitive biological resources prior to 
any grading or construction. The construction specifications will require that a qualified 
biologist identify sensitive biological habitat on site and identify areas to avoid during 
construction. Sensitive resources that occur in and adjacent to the proposed construction 
area (study area) include Hinebaugh Creek, Copeland Creek, unnamed drainages, 
seasonal wetlands, oak trees, and any active bird nests. Any sensitive resources within the 
area that can be avoided by construction shall be fenced off to avoid disturbance in these 
areas. 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
CONTRACTOR 

PRIOR TO 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

MM 
4.2-3 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-3 (new) Compensate for Removal of Oak Trees and Protect Oak Trees to be 
Preserved  
Prior to the removal of any oak trees at the relocated water tank site, the project sponsor 
shall hire a licensed and certified arborist to inventory all trees slated to be removed and 
access, as directed by the City as to size, health, species and location. This inventory shall 
be provided to the City of Rohnert Park Development Services Department. Regardless of 
any relationship to a “larger project”, the project sponsor shall then comply with the 
requirements of the arborist’s report for tree protection (for any trees to be retained) and 
the provisions of Section 17.15.050 of the Rohnert Park Municipal Code for any trees to 
be removed, including payment of in-lieu fees, the replacement of trees, or both. 
 
Oak trees within the proposed project area will be avoided and protected as required by 
General Plan policies (see “Regulatory Setting”). Furthermore, as described under MM 
4.2-2, oaks will be protected by installing orange construction barrier fencing to prevent 
activities that result in soil compaction beneath the canopy or over the root zone. Prior to 
construction near oak trees or any pruning of oak trees, if necessary, the contractor will 

PROJECT 
APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 

CONTRACTOR AND 
ARBORIST 

PRIOR TO 
REMOVAL OF 

TREES 

CITY ROHNERT 
PARK 
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implement general oak tree preservation guidelines, including, but not limited to the 
following best practices: 
• No vehicles, construction equipment, mobile offices, or materials shall be parked, 

stored or located within the driplines of any oak trees. 
• Install 4-foot tall, orange, synthetic mesh fencing outside the dripline of all trees 

greater than 6” dbh (diameter at breast height), or 10” dbh aggregate for multi-
trunked trees. If site constraints do not allow for protection of a tree’s entire dripline, 
fence off as much of the dripline as possible. 

• If work or traffic must proceed within the driplines, one of the following techniques 
shall be followed: (1) place 6-12 inches of mulch in the work or traffic area; (2) place 
at least 4 inches of mulch in the work or traffic area and then place sheets of ¾ inch 
plywood or 4x4 inch lumber; or (3) place 4 – 6 inches of gravel with geotextile fabric 
beneath. 

• Soil surface removal greater than one foot shall not occur within the driplines of oak 
trees. No cuts shall occur within five feet of their trunks. 

• If roots are encountered during soil excavation, they shall be carefully pruned rather 
than left torn or crushed. Roots greater than 1 inch in diameter must always be 
pruned, and finer roots shall ideally also be pruned. Cut roots as far away from the 
trunk as possible. Use loppers, a handsaw, or a small chain saw to make a clear 
vertical cut. Leave adjacent root bark intact. 

• To the extent feasible, earthen fill greater than one foot deep shall not be placed 
within the driplines of oak trees, and no fill shall be placed within five feet of their 
trunks. 

• Avoid paving within the driplines of preserved oak trees. 
• Underground utility line trenching shall not be placed within the driplines of oak trees. 

If it is absolutely necessary to install underground utilities within the driplines of 
preserved oak trees, the trench shall either be bored or drilled but not within five feet 
of the trunk. 

MM 
4.2-4 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-4 (new) Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Active Burrowing Owl Burrows and 
Implement the California Department of Fish and Game Guidelines for Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation, if Necessary. Consistent with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation 
(CDFG 2012), the project applicant shall conduct breeding season surveys (a), non-
breeding season surveys (b), and, if necessary, a take avoidance survey (c) prior to 
construction. 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK, CDFW 



5 - Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

SOMO Village Project 9810.02 
June 2020 5-16 

NO. Mitigation Measure 
Party Responsible 
for Implementation 

Implementation 
Timing 

Agency 
Responsible for 

Verifying 
Compliance 

a. Breeding Season Survey (February 1 – August 31): Conduct four survey visits as 
follows: (1) at least one survey shall be conducted between February 15 and April 
15, and (2) a minimum of three survey visits shall occur, at least three weeks 
apart, between April 15 and July 15, with at least one visit after June 15. Surveys 
shall follow the methodology of the CDFG Staff Report on Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation, Appendix D for breeding season surveys.  

b. Non-Breeding Season Survey (September 1 - January 31): Follow same 
methodology as above in a) Breeding Season Survey, but conduct at least four 
visits, spread evenly, throughout the non-breeding season. Surveys shall follow 
the methodology of Department of Fish and Game Staff Report on Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation, Appendix D for non-breeding season surveys. 

c. Take Avoidance Survey: If the breeding season surveys or non-breeding season 
surveys have been completed less than 14 days prior to construction, no further 
preconstruction surveys for burrowing owl are necessary. If more than 14 days 
have elapsed since one of the breeding season or non-breeding season surveys 
have occurred, a qualified biologist meeting requirements listed in the CDFG Staff 
Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation survey methodology shall conduct take 
avoidance surveys within the project site within 14 days prior to construction to 
identify burrowing owls or their nesting areas. This survey shall follow survey 
protocols as developed by the Burrowing Owl Consortium in consultation with 
CDFW (CDFG 2012). If no active burrows or burrowing owls are observed, no 
further mitigation is required. If a lapse in construction of 15 days or longer 
occurs during the nesting season, additional take avoidance surveys shall be 
repeated before work may resume. 

d. If burrowing owls or active burrows are identified within the project site during the 
preconstruction surveys described in (a), (b), and (c) above, the following 
measures shall be implemented. While minimum buffers are suggested below, 
appropriate buffers shall be determined by the City in consultation with CDFW: 
1. During the non-breeding season for burrowing owls (September 1 

through January 31), exclusion zones shall be established around any 
active burrows identified during the survey. The exclusion zone shall be 
no less than 160 feet in radius centered on the active burrow. With 
approval from the City after consultation with CDFW, burrowing owls shall 
be passively evicted and relocated from the burrows using one-way 
doors. The one-way doors shall be left in place for a minimum of 48 
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hours and shall be monitored daily to ensure proper function. Upon the 
end of the 48-hour period, the burrows shall be excavated with the use of 
hand tools and refilled to discourage reoccupation.  

2. During the breeding season (February 1 through August 31), a qualified 
biologist familiar with the biology and behavior of this species shall 
establish exclusion zones of at least 250 feet in radius centered on any 
active burrow identified during the survey. No construction activities shall 
occur within the exclusion zone as long as the burrow is active and young 
are present. Once the breeding season is over and young have fledged, 
passive relocation of active burrows may proceed as described in 
measure b.1, above.  

3. The buffer widths may be reduced with the following measures:  
• A site specific analysis, reviewed and approved by City after 

consultation with CDFW, shall be prepared that documents and 
describes how the nesting or wintering owls would not be adversely 
affected by construction activities;  

• Monitoring shall occur by a qualified biologist for a minimum of 10 
consecutive days following initiation of construction indicating that 
the owls do not exhibit adverse reactions to construction activities;  

• Burrows are not in danger of collapse due to equipment traffic; and 
• Monitoring is continued at least once a week through the 

nesting/wintering cycle at the site and no change in behavior by owls 
is observed; biological monitoring reports shall be submitted to 
CDFW. 

MM 
4.2-5 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-5 (new) Avoid Disturbance of Tree-, Shrub-, and Ground-Nesting Special-Status 
and Non- Special-Status Migratory Birds. Causing the abandonment or removing active 
nests (with eggs or young) of Cooper’s hawk, white-tailed kite, northern harrier, loggerhead 
shrike, yellow warbler, yellow-breasted chat, horned lark, and grasshopper sparrow and 
many other non-special-status migratory birds violates the California Fish and Game Code 
and the federal MBTA. To avoid this impact, one or more of the following options will be 
implemented as part of development projects within the study area, depending on the 
timing of construction as specified below, and under the supervision of a qualified 
biologist.  
 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 
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If construction activities are scheduled to occur during the breeding season for these 
species (generally between March 1 and August 15), a qualified wildlife biologist will be 
retained to conduct the following focused nesting surveys within the appropriate habitat:  
 
Tree- and shrub-nesting surveys will be conducted in riparian and oak woodland habitats 
within or adjacent to the construction work area to look for Cooper’s hawk, white-tailed 
kite, loggerhead shrike, yellow warbler and yellow-breasted chat.  
 
Ground-nesting surveys will be conducted in annual grasslands, seasonal wetlands, and 
agricultural areas within and adjacent to the construction work area to look for northern 
harrier, horned lark, and grasshopper sparrow and non-special-status migratory birds and 
raptors.  
 
The surveys should be conducted within 1 week prior to initiation of construction activities 
within those habitats and at any time between March 1 and August 15. If no active nests 
are detected during surveys, then no additional mitigation is required.  
 
If construction activities are scheduled to occur during the breeding season (generally 
between March 1 and August 15), and if surveys indicate that special-status or non-
special-status migratory bird nests are found in any areas that would be directly affected 
by construction activities, a no-disturbance buffer will be established around the site to 
avoid disturbance or destruction of the nest site until after the breeding season or after a 
wildlife biologist determines that the young have fledged (usually late-June to mid-July). 
The extent of these buffers will be determined by a wildlife biologist and will depend on the 
level of noise or construction disturbance, line of sight between the nest and the 
disturbance, ambient levels of noise and other disturbances, and other topographical or 
artificial barriers. These factors should be analyzed to make an appropriate decision on 
buffer distances.  
 
If construction activities begin prior to the breeding season (i.e., if construction activity 
begins between September 1 and February 28), then construction can proceed until it is 
determined that an active special-status or non-special-status migratory bird or raptor nest 
is subject to abandonment as a result of construction activities. Construction activities 
should be in full force, including at a minimum, grading of the site and development of 
infrastructure. A minor activity that initiates construction but does not involve the full force 
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of construction activities will not qualify as “pre-existing construction.” Optimally, the 
project site will be entirely graded so that there is no potential for nesting birds at the 
beginning of the breeding season (generally between March 1 and August 15). If special-
status or other migratory birds nest in the vicinity of the project under this pre-existing 
construction condition, then it is assumed that they are habituated or will habituate to the 
construction activities. Under this scenario, the pre-construction survey should still be 
conducted on or after April 1 to identify any active nests in the vicinity, and active sites 
should be monitored by a wildlife biologist periodically until after the breeding season or 
after the young have fledged (usually late-June to mid-July). If active nests are identified on 
or immediately adjacent to the project site, then all non-essential construction activities 
(e.g., equipment storage, meetings, etc.) should be avoided in the immediate vicinity of the 
nest site; however, construction activities can proceed. 

MM 
4.2-6 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.2-6 (new) Avoid the Introduction or Spread of Noxious Weeds into Previously 
Uninfested Areas. To prevent the introduction of new noxious weeds or spread of existing 
noxious weeds in the study area, the project proponent or its contractors will implement 
the following measures during construction activities: 

• Educate construction supervisors and managers on weed identification and the 
importance of controlling and preventing the spread of noxious weed infestations. 

• Clean construction equipment at designated wash stations before entering and 
upon leaving the construction work area. 

• Seed all disturbed areas on which there has been no construction within the 
same season with certified weed-free native mixes or certified weed-free rice 
straw. 

• Conduct a follow-up inventory of the construction area to verify that construction 
activities have not resulted in the introduction of new noxious weed infestations. 

• If new noxious weed infestations are located during the follow-up inventory, 
contact the appropriate resource agency to determine the appropriate species-
specific treatment methods. 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
CONTRACTOR 

DURING 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

Cultural Resources 
MM 
3.4-1 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.4-1 (MM 3.4-1 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to ground breaking the project sponsor shall 
provide construction specifications, inclusive of earth-disturbance required for the project, 
that instruct operators of site-grading and excavation equipment to be observant for 
unusual or suspect archaeological materials that may surface from below during site-

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 
GROUND 

BREAKING 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 
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grading and excavation operations. Archaeological materials include features such as 
concentrations of artifacts or culturally modified (darkened) soil deposits including trash 
pits older than fifty years of age. 
 
In the event that unknown archaeological remains are discovered during subsurface 
excavation and construction, land alteration work in the vicinity of the find shall be halted 
and a qualified archeologist consulted. Prompt evaluations could then be made regarding 
the find and a resource management plan that is consistent with CEQA requirements 
could then be implemented. If prehistoric archeological deposits are discovered, local 
Native American organizations shall be consulted and involved in making resource 
management decisions. All applicable State and local legal requirements concerning the 
treatment of cultural materials and Native American burials shall be enforced. 
 
If subsequent investigations result in the recording of prehistoric archeological sites that 
cannot be avoided and preserved, and the importance of the cultural deposits cannot be 
determined from surface evidence, then subsurface testing programs shall take place to 
make such determinations. Testing procedures shall be designed to specifically determine 
the boundaries of sites, the depositional integrity, and the cultural importance of the 
resources, as per CEQA criteria. These investigations shall be conducted by qualified 
professionals knowledgeable in regional prehistory. 
 
The testing programs shall be conducted within the context of appropriate research 
considerations and shall result in detailed technical reports that define the exact 
disturbance implications for important resources and present comprehensive programs 
for addressing such disturbances. Measures similar to the ones described below would 
also apply: 

• Avoidance of an archaeological site through modification of the roadway plan line 
that would allow for the preservation of the resource 

• Covering or “capping” sites with a protective layer of fill; this could be a good way 
of mitigating situations where public access may be increased as a result of 
development. Archaeological monitoring during the filling process would be 
recommended 

 
In circumstances where archaeological deposits cannot be preserved through avoidance 
or capping, data recovery through excavation would be the alternative. 
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This measure would consist of excavating those portions of the site(s) that would be 
adversely affected. The work shall be accomplished within the context of detailed research 
and in accordance with current professional standards. The program should result in 
extraction of sufficient volumes of archaeological data so that important regional research 
considerations can be addressed. The excavation should be accomplished by qualified 
professionals and detailed technical reports should result. 
 
In considering subsurface testing and excavations of prehistoric archaeological sites, 
consultation with the local Native American community is essential; all aspects of the 
programs, including the treatment of cultural materials and particularly the removal, study 
and reinternment of Native American burials shall be addressed. All applicable State and 
local legal requirements concerning these issues shall be strictly adhered to. 

MM 
4.3-1 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.3-1 (new) The City shall require that Native American and archaeological monitors 
are present during all initial ground-disturbing activities with the potential to encounter 
Native American cultural resources. A technical report with monitoring recommendations 
shall be prepared by a qualified archaeologist to guide the actions of monitors and 
construction crews in the event of an archaeological discovery. Archaeological and Native 
American monitoring may be adjusted at the recommendation of the qualified 
archaeologist, and in consultation with the City, based on inspection of exposed 
subsurface soils and their observed potential to contain intact cultural deposits or 
material. 
 
In the event that archaeological resources (sites, features, or artifacts) are exposed during 
construction activities for the proposed project, all construction work occurring within 100 
feet of the find shall immediately stop until a qualified archaeologist, meeting the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards, can evaluate the 
significance of the find and determine whether or not additional study is warranted. 
Depending upon the significance of the find under CEQA (14 CCR 15064.5(f); PRC Section 
21082), the archaeologist may simply record the find and allow work to continue. If the 
discovery proves significant under CEQA, additional work such as preparation of an 
archaeological treatment plan, testing, or data recovery may be warranted. 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

DURING GROUND 
BREAKING AND 

ONGOING 
THROUGHOUT 

CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

MM 
3.4-2 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.4-2 (MM 3.4-2 in the 2010 EIR) If human remains are discovered during any phase 
of project construction, all ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet of the remains shall 

APPLICANT 
ONGOING 

THROUGHOUT 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 



5 - Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

SOMO Village Project 9810.02 
June 2020 5-22 

NO. Mitigation Measure 
Party Responsible 
for Implementation 

Implementation 
Timing 

Agency 
Responsible for 

Verifying 
Compliance 

be halted and the County coroner notified immediately. If the remains are determined by 
the County coroner to be Native American, the Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours, and the guidelines of the NAHC shall be adhered 
to in the treatment and disposition of the remains. The project sponsor shall also retain a 
professional archaeologist with Native American burial experience to conduct a field 
investigation of the specific discovery site and consult with the Most Likely Descendant, if 
any, identified by the NAHC. As necessary, the archaeologist may provide professional 
assistance to the Most Likely Descendant, including excavation and removal of the human 
remains taking into account the provisions of State law, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines 
section 15064.5(e) and Public Resources Code section 5097.98, to the satisfaction of the 
City of Rohnert Park Planning Department. Mitigation Measure 3.4-2 shall be 
implemented prior to the resumption of ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet of 
where the remains were discovered. 

MM 
4.3-2 

Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 4.3-2 (new) In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety 
Code, if human remains are found, the County Coroner shall be immediately notified of the 
discovery. No further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably 
suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall occur until the County Coroner has 
determined, within 2 working days of notification of the discovery, the appropriate 
treatment and disposition of the human remains. If the County Coroner determines that 
the remains are, or are believed to be, Native American, he or she shall notify the NAHC in 
Sacramento within 24 hours. In accordance with California Public Resources Code, 
Section 5097.98, the NAHC must immediately notify those persons it believes to be the 
most likely descendent (MLD) from the deceased Native American. The MLD shall 
complete their inspection within 48 hours of being granted access to the site. The 
designated Native American representative would then determine, in consultation with the 
property owner, the disposition of the human remains. 

APPLICANT 
ONGOING 

THROUGHOUT 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/COUNTY 

CORONER/NAHC 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
MM 
3.6-1 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.6-1 (MM 3.6-1 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to project grading, a Phase II Environmental 
Site Assessment (ESA) shall be conducted by the project sponsor in areas of known 
concern identified in the Phase I ESA. These areas are near the chemical storage areas, 
near the existing diesel UST, near the historic diesel fuel spill site, near the nitrogen above 
ground storage tank and near the solvent pit tank. This investigation shall involve the 
collection and analysis of soil and groundwater samples. Sampling shall extend at least to 

APPLICANT PRIOR TO 
GRADING 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/SONOMA 

COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PUBLIC HEALTH 

SERVICES 
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depths proposed for site grading or excavation, and samples shall be tested for elevated 
levels of petroleum hydrocarbons, volatile organic compounds, or lead. This assessment 
shall be completed by a Registered Environmental Assessor, Registered Geologist, 
Professional Engineer, or similarly qualified individual prior to initiating any earth-moving 
activities at the project site. Soils with concentrations of hazardous substances above 
regulatory threshold limits shall be disposed of off-site in accordance with California 
hazardous waste disposal regulations (CCR Title 26) or shall be managed in place with 
approval of DTSC, Sonoma County Department of Public Health Services, or the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). 
 
In the event that residual or unknown contamination is visually discovered during site 
grading or excavation activities, further investigations shall be completed to verify the 
extent of contaminated soils and if any necessary remediation actions would be required. 
Because the contaminated materials could pose a potential health hazard to construction 
workers, if contaminated soil is confirmed, a comprehensive Site Safety and Health Plan 
would be required to keep occupational exposure within prescribed limits and to prevent 
the migration of contaminants beyond the site boundaries (a California Division of 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration requirement for work at hazardous waste 
sites). 
 
The plan would be prepared by a consultant specializing in the handling of hazardous 
materials in accordance with regulatory requirements and the Occupational Safety and 
Health Guidance Manual for Hazardous Waste Site Activities. It would identify potential 
hazards, material handling procedures, dust suppression measures, necessary personal 
protective clothing and devices, and appropriate equipment. In addition to measures that 
protect on-site workers, the plan would include measures to minimize public exposure to 
contaminated soil or groundwater. Such measures would include dust control, appropriate 
site security, restriction of public access, perimeter air monitoring, posting of warning 
signs, and would apply from the time of surface disruption throughout the completion of 
earthwork construction. 
 
If elevated levels of hazardous materials are detected, more effective dust control 
measures would need to be implemented including more frequent watering of excavated 
materials, or more frequent covering of material that is stockpiled at the point of 
excavation. If levels of detection at the construction site perimeter do not exceed 
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allowable levels of exposure for workmen at the site, it is unlikely that pedestrians or other 
members of the general public would be subject to harmful exposures. 
 
The Safety and Health Plan would need to be implemented through the direction of a Site 
Safety Officer. 

MM 
3.6-2 

MM 3.6-2 (MM 3.6-2 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to commencing the demolition, removal 
and/or remodeling or reconstruction of exterior or interior portions of existing buildings on 
the project site, the project sponsor shall retain a qualified environmental specialist (e.g., a 
Registered Environmental Assessor) to inspect the buildings. The specialist shall identify 
any asbestos, polychlorinated biphenyls, mercury, lead, or other hazardous materials 
present which would then be tested. If found at levels that would require special handling, 
these materials would need to be managed as required by law and according to federal 
and state regulations and guidelines, including those of the Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District, the California Division of Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration, and the California Department of Toxic Substances Control. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
DEMOLITION, 

REMOVAL, 
REMODELING, OR 
RECONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/BAAQMD/ 
CALOSHA/DTSC 

Hydrology and Water Quality 
MM 
3.7-1 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.7-1 (MM 3.7-1 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to issuance of a grading permit, a 
Final Drainage Master Plan for all on- and off-site drainage facilities (including water 
quality facilities - BMPs) shall be prepared by the project sponsor and submitted to the City 
of Rohnert Park for review and approval. The Final Drainage Plan shall be prepared by a 
Registered Civil Engineer and shall be in conformance with the City of Rohnert Park Storm 
Drain Design Standards, Municipal Code 16.16.020 C. Storm Drains and General Plan 
goals and policies in Section 7.2 Drainage, Erosion, Stormwater, and Flooding and Section 
6.3 Water Quality. The Final Drainage Plan shall include a comparative analysis of 
stormwater runoff peak flow rate and volume from the site for flow events important to 
stream geomorphology conditions and flood flow conveyance. The Final Drainage plan 
shall be prepared in accordance with the SCWA and SUSUMP Design Standards and shall 
include design measures and BMPs that demonstrate that peak flows from under project 
buildout conditions would not result in a net increase over pre-development conditions in 
either a 2 year or 10 year storm event. The Final Drainage Plan shall include at a 
minimum, written text addressing existing conditions, the effects of project improvements, 
all appropriate calculations, a watershed map, potential increases in downstream flows 
and volumes, proposed on-site and off-site improvements, on-site water quality facilities, 
effectiveness of water quality BMPs, operation and maintenance responsibilities, 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 

ISSUANCE OF 
GRADING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 
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inspection schedules, reporting requirements and shall include specifics regarding the 
timing of implementation. Grading permits shall be issued following City approval of the 
proposed Final Drainage Plan. The Drainage Plan shall be coordinated in its development 
with the Water Quality Management Plan to maximize the efficiency of BMPs for both 
stormwater detention and water quality treatment. 

Noise 
MM 
3.9-1 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.9-1 (MM 3.9-1 in the 2010 EIR, modified) A seven- to eight-foot-high solid 
concrete/masonry wall along the property line on the north side of Camino Colegio 
between Manchester Avenue and Mitchell Drive shall be constructed prior to 
commencement of construction activities on the project site adjacent to Camino Colegio. 
The wall shall be designed to be similar to the existing wall along Camino Colegio between 
Manchester Avenue and Mainsail Drive. 
 
(MM 3.9-1[a] in the 2010 EIR) The project sponsor shall provide a disclosure statement to 
all prospective residents of the possibility of disruption of sleep due to vibration from 
ongoing on-site construction activity associated with project development. 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 
PROJECT 

CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

MM 
3.9-2 

SOMO Site: 
MM 3.9-2 (MM 3.9-2 in the 2010 EIR) Implement Mitigation Measure 3.9-1 to ensure that 
exterior noise levels in the backyards of the homes located along Camino Colegio between 
Manchester Avenue and Mitchell Drive do not increase substantially. This would reduce 
the incremental impact to the residences along Camino Colegio to a less-than-significant 
level. No mitigation measure is available to reduce the noise impact for residences facing 
East Railroad Avenue. 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 
PROJECT 

CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

Transportation 
MM 
4.4-1 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-1: (MM 3.13-4 and 3.13-10 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #5 The 
project applicant shall contribute a proportionate share of funding to restripe the outer 
through lane on the westbound approach to a right-turn lane and add a right-turn overlap 
phase at the East Cotati Avenue/Old Redwood Highway intersection prior to the issuance 
of the 300th residential building permit for the project. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

300TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-2 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-2: (MM 3.13-5 and 3.13-11 in the 2010 EIR) Intersection #6 The project 
applicant shall contribute a proportionate share of funding toward the installation of a 
traffic signal at the intersection of East Cotati Avenue/La Salle Avenue, consistent with 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 

ISSUANCE OF THE 
510TH 

CITY OF 
ROHNERT/CITY OF 

COTATI 
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improvements identified in the Cotati General Plan, prior to the issuance of the 510th 
residential building permit. 

RESIDENTIAL 
BUILDING PERMIT 

MM 
4.4-3 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-3: (MM 3.13-3 and 3.13-9 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #20 The 
project applicant shall contribute a fair share of the funding to widen the eastbound 
approach to include a left-turn pocket and widen the westbound approach to include a 
right-turn pocket at the intersection of Old Redwood Highway/Railroad Avenue prior to the 
issuance of the 510th building permit. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

510TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-4 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-4: (MM 3.13-2 and 3.13-7 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #23 The 
project applicant shall contribute a fair share of the funding to widen the westbound 
approach to add a right-turn lane and a right-turn overlap signal phase on the same 
approach at the intersection of Petaluma Hill Road-Main Street/Adobe Road prior to the 
issuance of the 1500th residential building permit. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

1500TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

MM 
4.4-5 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-5: (new) Intersection #7 Prior to the issuance of the first residential building 
permit, the project applicant shall modify the traffic signal at the intersection of East Cotati 
Avenue and Camino Colegio to include a protected-permitted left-turn phasing on Camino 
Colegio to ensure an acceptable LOS C shall be achieved. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

FIRST 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-6 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-6: (MM 3.13-1 and 3.13-6 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #22 Prior to 
the issuance of the 950th residential building permit the project applicant shall install a 
traffic signal and eastbound right-turn pocket at Petaluma Hill Road/Railroad Avenue to 
improve operation to an acceptable LOS B during both peak hours. The project applicant 
shall obtain an encroachment permit from Sonoma County to construct the identified 
improvements. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

950TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-7 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-7: (MM 3.13-15 in the 2010 EIR, modified)) The project shall implement the 
following measures to the satisfaction of the City: 

• Design all internal roadways in accordance with Fire Department standards; 
provide adequate Fire Department turning radii at all intersections; 

• Provide adequate access for trash collection vehicles; 
• Avoid dead-end streets, or provide a turnaround at any dead-end street terminus; 
• Minimize vehicle connections to Camino Colegio. 
• Focus traffic on internal roadways to the two primary intersections; 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF 

GRADING 
PERMITS 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 
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• Avoid acute angle intersections; 
• Avoid off-set intersections; and 
• Provide adequate sight distance at all intersections in accordance with City Public 

Works Department standards.  
MM 
4.4-8 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-8: (MM 3.13-4 and 3.13-10 in the 2010 EIR, modified) Intersection #5 The 
project applicant shall contribute its fair share of funding needed to implement the 
improvements to the intersection at East Cotati Avenue/Old Redwood Highway, as 
identified in the Cotati General Plan prior to the issuance of the 1300th residential 
building permit. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

1300TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-9 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-9: (new) Intersection #7 The project applicant shall exercise good faith effort to 
acquire the necessary right-of-way to widen the eastbound approach of East Cotati 
Avenue/Camino Colegio and add a right-turn lane. If the applicant acquires the property or 
the property is acquired by the City, the project applicant shall widen the eastbound 
approach to add a right-turn lane prior to the issuance of the 1300th residential building 
permit. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

1300TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-10 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-10: (new) Intersection #8 Prior to the issuance of the first residential building 
permit the project applicant shall modify the southbound approach to East Cotati 
Avenue/Snyder Lane to include a second left-turn lane within the existing right-of-way by 
narrowing the existing median. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

FIRST 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-11 

MM 4.4-11: (new) Intersection #9 Prior to the issuance of the 250th residential building 
permit, the project applicant shall restripe the northbound Bodway Parkway approach to 
include separate left-turn, left-turn/through, and right-turn lanes, and add a right-turn 
overlap phase on the northbound approach. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

250TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

MM 
4.4-12 

MM 4.4-12: (new) Intersection #10 Prior to the issuance of the 510th residential building 
permit, the project applicant shall widen the eastbound approach of East Cotati 
Avenue/Petaluma Hill Road to add a right-turn lane and add right-turn overlap signal 
phases on the eastbound and southbound approaches. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

510TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-13 

MM 4.4-13: (new) Intersection #19 Prior to 250th residential building permit, the project 
applicant shall add southbound and eastbound right-turn overlap phases, lengthening the 
northbound left-turn pocket to 460 feet, and lengthening the eastbound right-turn pocket 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 

ISSUANCE OF THE 
250TH 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/SONOMA 

COUNTY 
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to 400 feet to the intersection of Petaluma Hill Road/Valley House Drive, and shall 
coordinate with and obtain an encroachment permit from the County of Sonoma. 

RESIDENTIAL 
BUILDING PERMIT 

MM 
4.4-14 

MM 4.4-14: (new) Intersection #20 Prior to the issuance of the 1300th building permit, 
the project applicant shall contribute a fair share of the funding needed to complete the 
installation of a traffic signal at the intersection of Old Redwood Highway/Railroad Avenue. APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

1300TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CITY OF 

COTATI 

MM 
4.4-15 

MM 4.4-15: (new) Intersection #22 Prior to the issuance of the 950th residential building 
permit, the project applicant shall install a traffic signal and eastbound right-turn pocket at 
Petaluma Hill Road/Railroad Avenue (as identified in MM-4.4-6, under Existing plus 
Project conditions) to address queuing needs and the northbound left-turn pocket shall be 
extended to 150 feet. The project applicant shall coordinate with and obtain an 
encroachment permit from the County of Sonoma. 

APPLICANT 

PRIOR TO 
ISSUANCE OF THE 

950TH 
RESIDENTIAL 

BUILDING PERMIT 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/SONOMA 

COUNTY 

MM 
4.4-17 

SOMO Site: 
MM 4.4-17: (MM 3.3-2(a) in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to commencing work at the 
Petaluma Hill Road/Railroad Avenue, Petaluma Hill Road/Valley House Drive, and the 
Petaluma Hill Road/East Cotati Avenue improvement sites the project sponsor and/or 
their representatives shall initiate an informal consultation with the USFWS and CDFW to 
discuss measures to avoid a potential take of CTS during construction. Although details of 
these measures would be developed in consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, they 
would likely include: 

• Retaining a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to conduct a preconstruction 
survey and habitat assessment of the project site area to ensure that no potential 
upland retreat habitat has been created (i.e., through ground squirrel activity) 
since the 2004 habitat assessment, 

• Seasonal restrictions on grading and construction to avoid the wet season 
dispersal period (i.e., October through March), 

• Installation of drift fences around the perimeter of the construction area to 
prevent any CTS from moving into the area, 

• Providing compensation for loss of CTS upland habitat, as required by the USFWS 
and CDFW (either through avoidance, or purchase of mitigation credits at a 
USFWS/CDFW approved bank), if any suitable habitat is found during the 
preconstruction surveys referenced above, and, 

• Retaining qualified biologists, approved by the City, to monitor the project site 
area during construction to ensure that no CTS would be harmed. 

APPLICANT PRIOR TO 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/USFWS/ 

CDFW 
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• Assuming complete avoidance can be achieved, no incidental take permit from 
either CDFW or USFWS would be required. However, if CTS are discovered to be 
present in the project site area, and a “take” of the species cannot be avoided, 
Mitigation Measure 3.3-2(b) shall be required pursuant to the Santa Rosa Plain 
Conservation Strategy. 

 
(MM 3.3-2(b) in the 2010 EIR, modified) Prior to commencing work at the Petaluma Hill 
Road/Railroad Avenue, Petaluma Hill Road/Valley House Drive, and the Petaluma Hill 
Road/East Cotati Avenue improvement sites, the project sponsor and/or their 
representatives shall initiate consultation with the USFWS (pursuant to Section 7 of the 
Federal Endangered Species Act) and CDFW (pursuant to Section 2081 of the California 
Endangered Species Act) to require protocol-level surveys for CTS or obtain an incidental 
take permits for loss of any individual CTS. Details of the requirements of the Incidental 
Take Permit would be developed during consultation with the USFWS and CDFW, but 
would likely include (but not be limited to) the following. 

• Preparation of a Biological Assessment pursuant to Section 7 of the FESA for 
submission to the USFWS for their review. 

• Retaining qualified, permitted biologists to monitor for, and potentially move CTS 
outside of the project site area. 

• Payment of mitigation fees, and/or purchase of mitigation land to compensate for 
the loss of CTS and their habitat. 

MM 
4.4-18 

MM 4.4-18: (MM 3.3-4(a) in the 2010 EIR, modified) If construction is to occur between 
March 15 through August 30, the project sponsor, in consultation with the CDFW, shall 
conduct a pre-construction nesting bird survey of the project site within 30 14 days of 
when construction is planned to begin. The survey shall be conducted by a qualified 
biologist, approved by the City, to determine if any birds are nesting on or directly adjacent 
to the project site. 
 
(MM 3.3-4(b) in the 2010 EIR, modified) The project sponsor shall avoid all active bird 
nests located in and directly adjacent to the project site during the breeding season 
(approximately March 15 through August 30) while the nest is occupied with adults and/or 
young. This avoidance could consist of delaying construction to avoid the nesting season. 
Any occupied nest shall be monitored by a qualified biologist, approved by the City, to 
determine when the nest is no longer used. If the construction cannot be delayed, 
avoidance shall include the establishment of a non-disturbance buffer zone around the 

APPLICANT/ 
APPLICANT’S 
BIOLOGIST 

PRIOR TO 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK/CDFW 
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nest site. The size of the buffer zone shall be approved by the CDFW. The buffer zone shall 
be delineated by highly visible temporary construction fencing. 

MM 
4.4-19 

MM 4.4-19: (MM 3.3-6 in the 2010 EIR, modified)) Along with any entitlement request 
and/or grading permit the project sponsor shall hire a licensed and certified arborist to 
inventory all protected trees on the project site slated to be removed or preserved and 
assess as directed by the City as to size, health, species and location. This inventory shall 
be provided to the City of Rohnert Park Development Services Department as part of any 
planning entitlement application or grading permit that involves tree removal. The project 
sponsor shall then comply with the provisions of the grading permit or entitlement 
approval, including tree replacement and the protection of any trees to be retained during 
construction. 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 

REMOVAL OF ANY 
TREES 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 

Tribal Cultural Resources 
MM 
3.17-1 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 3.17-1: (MM 3.4-1 in the 2010 EIR) Prior to ground breaking the project sponsor shall 
provide construction specifications, inclusive of earth-disturbance required for the project, 
that instruct operators of site-grading and excavation equipment to be observant for 
unusual or suspect archaeological materials that may surface from below during site-
grading and excavation operations. Archaeological materials include features such as 
concentrations of artifacts or culturally modified (darkened) soil deposits including trash 
pits older than fifty years of age. 
 
In the event that unknown archaeological remains are discovered during subsurface 
excavation and construction, land alteration work in the vicinity of the find shall be halted 
and a qualified archeologist consulted. Prompt evaluations could then be made regarding 
the find and a resource management plan that is consistent with 
CEQA requirements could then be implemented. If prehistoric archeological deposits are 
discovered, local Native American organizations shall be consulted and involved in making 
resource management decisions. All applicable State and local legal requirements 
concerning the treatment of cultural materials and Native American burials shall be 
enforced. 
 
If subsequent investigations result in the recording of prehistoric archeological sites that 
cannot be avoided and preserved, and the importance of the cultural deposits cannot be 
determined from surface evidence, then subsurface testing programs shall take place to 
make such determinations. Testing procedures shall be designed to specifically determine 

APPLICANT 
PRIOR TO 
GROUND 

BREAKING 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 
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the boundaries of sites, the depositional integrity, and the cultural importance of the 
resources, as per CEQA criteria. These investigations shall be conducted by qualified 
professionals knowledgeable in regional prehistory. 
 
The testing programs shall be conducted within the context of appropriate research 
considerations and shall result in detailed technical reports that define the exact 
disturbance implications for important resources and present comprehensive programs 
for addressing such disturbances. Measures similar to the ones described below would 
also apply: 

• Avoidance of an archaeological site through modification of the roadway plan line 
that would allow for the preservation of the resource 

• Covering or “capping” sites with a protective layer of fill; this could be a good way 
of mitigating situations where public access may be increased as a result of 
development. Archaeological monitoring during the filling process would be 
recommended 

In circumstances where archaeological deposits cannot be preserved through avoidance 
or capping, data recovery through excavation would be the alternative. 
This measure would consist of excavating those portions of the site(s) that would be 
adversely affected. The work shall be accomplished within the context of detailed research 
and in accordance with current professional standards. The program should result in 
extraction of sufficient volumes of archaeological data so that important regional research 
considerations can be addressed. The excavation should be accomplished by qualified 
professionals and detailed technical reports should result. 
 
In considering subsurface testing and excavations of prehistoric archaeological sites, 
consultation with the local Native American community is essential; all aspects of the 
programs, including the treatment of cultural materials and particularly the removal, study 
and reinternment of Native American burials shall be addressed. All applicable State and 
local legal requirements concerning these issues shall be strictly adhered to. 

MM 
3.17-2 

SOMO Site and Relocated Water Tank: 
MM 3.17-2: (MM 3.4-2 in the 2010 EIR) If human remains are discovered during any 
phase of project construction, all ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet of the remains 
shall be halted and the County coroner notified immediately. If the remains are 
determined by the County coroner to be Native American, the Native American Heritage 

APPLICANT 
ONGOING 

THROUGHOUT 
CONSTRUCTION 

CITY OF ROHNERT 
PARK 
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Implementation 
Timing 

Agency 
Responsible for 

Verifying 
Compliance 

Commission (NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours, and the guidelines of the NAHC 
shall be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the remains. The project sponsor 
shall also retain a professional archaeologist with Native American burial experience to 
conduct a field investigation of the specific discovery site and consult with the Most Likely 
Descendant, if any, identified by the NAHC. As necessary, the archaeologist may provide 
professional assistance to the Most Likely Descendant, including excavation and removal 
of the human remains taking into account the provisions of State law, as set forth in CEQA 
Guidelines section 15064.5(e) and Public Resources Code section 5097.98, to the 
satisfaction of the City of Rohnert Park Planning Department. Mitigation Measure 3.4-2 
shall be implemented prior to the resumption of ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet 
of where the remains were discovered. 

 


	00_SOMO Cover Page_final
	0_Table of Contents_final
	Table of Contents

	1 Introduction_final
	1 Introduction
	Background
	CEQA Requirements
	Use of the Final SEIR
	Project Under Review
	Summary of Text Changes
	Responses to Comments
	Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
	Overview of the Public Participation and Review Process


	2 List of Commenters_final
	2 List of Commenters
	Federal
	State Agencies
	Local Agencies
	Organizations
	Individuals


	3 Changes to the Draft SEIR_final
	3 Revisions to the Draft SEIR
	Introduction
	Chapter 2, Project Description
	Chapter 3, Impacts Determined Consistent with Prior Analysis
	Chapter 4, Potentially Significant New/Site Specific Project Impacts
	Executive Summary


	4 Comments and Responses_final
	4 Comments and Responses
	Introduction
	Response to Letter 1
	City of Cotati
	1-1 The comment is an introduction to the City of Cotati (Cotati) comments that follow. The comment refers to the impact of development projects within the City of Rohnert Park (City) on traffic/transportation (roadway and intersection function and sa...
	1-2 The comment states that the EIR excluded analysis of several intersections and roadways that would be impacted by the project.
	Following is a discussion of each of the intersections/roadways identified by Cotati in its letters dated October 1, 2009 and  July 8, 2019.
	 Old Redwood Highway/East Cotati Avenue – The intersection is included in the SEIR (intersection #5) and Mitigation Measure 4.4-8 requires the SOMO developer to fund a fair share of the improvements to this intersection that are described in Cotati’s...
	 Old Redwood Highway/William Street-George Street – The intersection was not specifically included in the SEIR because  it is considered to be part of the “hub” system of streets in downtown Cotati that includes the adjacent intersection at Old Redwo...
	 West Sierra Avenue/US 101 Northbound Off-ramp and US 101 Southbound Off-ramp – The SOMO Village project is anticipated to add no trips to the freeway ramps at this interchange, since drivers traveling between the SOMO Village project and US 101 Nort...
	 East Cotati Avenue/La Salle Avenue – The intersection is included in the SEIR (intersection #6). Mitigation Measure MM 4.4-2 required  the SOMO developer (applicant)  to pay a proportionate share of the costs to signalize the intersection.
	 East Cotati Avenue/Lancaster Avenue – This intersection is shown to operate acceptably at LOS B under cumulative conditions, which included the  SOMO Village project in the Cotati General Plan EIR. Given the projected high level of service in the fu...
	 Old Redwood Highway/Gravenstein Highway – The intersection is included in the SOMO EIR (intersection #4). This intersection is shown to operate acceptably in the future at LOS D both with and without the SOMO Village project. Because the intersectio...
	 Railroad Avenue – Future improvements on Railroad Avenue may be included as part of a regional strategy to address congestion issues in the community of Penngrove. The SOMO Village EIR addresses conditions on Railroad Avenue in several ways. First, ...
	1-3 The comment describes the proposed use of Statements of Overriding Consideration to address impacts identified as significant and unavoidable.
	The City acknowledges  that Cotati's Traffic Impact Fee (TIF) program includes mechanisms by which specific mitigation may be implemented (i.e., allows for contribution of  a fair share). The SOMO Village EIR requires these fair share contributions a...
	1-4 The comment describes the Cotati’s interest and request to meet with City of Rohnert Park staff to discuss mitigation measures. Rohnert Park acknowledges the request, met with Cotati prior to publishing this Final SEIR and commits to ongoing meeti...
	1-5  The comment describes the TIF program, and indicates that the Development Agreement (DA) between the City and the SOMO  developer could be amended to include project specific mitigation measures related to traffic improvements (e.g., new traffic ...
	A DA is a negotiated agreement between a developer and city. The City of Rohnert Park originally approved a DA with the SOMO developer in 2010 as part of the original entitlements for the project.
	This existing DA between the City of Rohnert Park includes provisions for the SOMO developer to pay a regional traffic mitigation fee, which was set at $2,750 per residential dwelling unit  with provisions for annual escalation.  The current escalat...
	As part of these revised entitlements, the City of Rohnert Park will be approving  an  Amended and Restated DA that retains the regional traffic mitigation fee provisions, adds language to clarify that this mitigation fee revenue is intended to supp...
	As described above, the provisions of the Amended and Restated DA do not ensure that improvements outside of the Rohnert Park City limits will be completed. However the provisions of the Amended and Restated DA provide important assurances that fair ...
	1-6 The comment requests the Draft SEIR be revised to analyze all of the City of Cotati’s intersections previously requested including Old Redwood Highway at William/George Street and Highway 101 at West Sierra Avenue/E. Cotati Avenue and the three-wa...
	Please see RTC 1-2.
	1-7 The comment requests the Draft SEIR be revised to analyze all City of Cotati intersections with changed conditions including the SMART crossing and the Adrian Drive and Lipton Way traffic signal.
	All intersections in the City of Cotati that could be impacted by the project were analyzed in the Draft SEIR. Following is a discussion of the two identified locations.
	 East Cotati Avenue/SMART crossing – This is a signalized path crossing adjacent to the Cotati SMART station that is intended to support pedestrian and bicycle safety and non-auto modes. The signal only stops traffic on East Cotati Avenue when activa...
	 East Cotati Avenue/Adrian Drive-Lipton Way – The Cotati General Plan EIR shows this intersection operating at LOS B under buildout conditions that included the original Sonoma Mountain Village project. Similar to the discussion provided above regard...
	1-8 The comment requests incorporation of mitigation measures to reduce City of Cotati intersection impacts into the DA.
	Please see RTC 1-5.
	1-9 The comment requests incorporation of mitigation to reduce area-wide circulation impacts into the DA.
	Please see RTC 1-5.
	1-10 The comment requests response/implementation of modifications mentioned in October 1, 2009 comment letter and the July 8, 2019 NOP comment letter.
	Please see RTC 1-2 and 1-5.
	1-11 The City acknowledges the comment as a conclusion to the comment letter. No further response is necessary.
	Response to Letter 2
	Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART)
	2-1 This comment is an introduction to the SMART comments that follow. It requests the SEIR be clarified with regard to SMART’s current operation, schedule, and future extensions. The text within Section 4.4, Transportation, of the SEIR has been revis...
	2-2 This comment notes that there is no conduit located near the portion of the SMART pathway between the Cotati SMART station and the pedestrian connection points to SOMO Village and coordination is needed if installation of pathway lighting is desir...
	2-3 The comment points out that storm drainage onto the SMART right-of-way is not permissible. The City acknowledges this. Drainage from the SOMO Village project will be collected and retained in bioretention areas, and ultimately discharged through t...
	Response to Letter 3
	Jack Robertson (Tableau Development)
	3-1 The comment requests a modification to Mitigation Measure (MM) 3.1-1 to remove the requirement to erect storey-poles prior to building construction. The City has determined that a view corridor analysis is unnecessary for the proposed project and ...
	3-2 The comment requests a modification to MM 3.3-5 to remove reference of a detention basin in the northwest corner of the site. This proposed detention basin was a component of the Sonoma Mountain Village Project (prior project) but has since been r...
	3-3 The comment notes an editorial mistake within Table ES-1, Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures. The table has been corrected accordingly. No further response is necessary.
	3-4 The comment requests that MM 4.4-17 (related to 4.4-13) be revised from a mitigation schedule for making improvements at the intersection of Petaluma Hill Road and Valley House Drive by the “250th building permit” to the “950th building permit.”
	Because the traffic analysis identifies queuing as a potential impact at this intersection with the addition of the project’s Phase 1 traffic to existing volumes, it should be implemented by the 250th building permit as indicated. No changes will be ...
	3-5 The comment requests language modification to various traffic mitigation measures.  None of the requested revisions are related to the environmental impacts of the proposed project. Comments related to whether various traffic mitigation improvemen...
	3-6 The comment requests that information in Table 2-2 related to parks and open space be revised. Footnote A of this table refers to parks and open space acreage described in the 2010 Sonoma Mountain Village EIR (prior EIR), rather than the 2010 Fina...
	3-7 The comment requests revisions to sentences in Section 2.4.3 Parks and Open Space. Revisions have been made to address this comment and more accurately reflect the change in parks and open space acreage between the prior approved project and the p...
	3-8  The comment requests that mitigation measure 4.4-7 be modified to allow for a specific design strategy to avoid dead end streets. The requested revisions would not change the environmental analysis or the impacts of the project and reflects one, ...
	3-9 The comment requests revision to reflect a reduction on Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) decreasing the build-out population estimates, and therefore park and open space acreage required. No revisions have been made to the SEIR text as this change ...
	3-10 The comment requests language revisions related to the relocated water tank size. None of the requested revisions are related to the environmental impacts of the proposed project. Comments related to future coordination on size and water capacity...
	3-11 Refer to RTC 3-10. The comment requests language revisions related to construction of the new (relocated) water tank and indicates that it is the developers understanding that the water capacity fee charges will be paid by the City and that the C...
	3-12 The comment requests confirmation that “proportionate share of funding” and “fair share of funding” (reference made to page ES-29) are meant to be the same thing. The City confirms that these phrases are interchangeable. No revisions have been ma...
	3-13 The comment states that the developer expects that other projects will also contribute their fair share to pay for traffic improvements. The SEIR is focused on the environmental impacts of the proposed project and other project’s contributions to...
	3-14 The comment clarifies that stormwater drainage would be treated via street side bioretention areas for Phase 1N of the project, while stormwater drainage for part of Phases 0N, 2N, and 3N would be treated in a bioretention area at the western par...
	Response to Letter 4
	California Department of Fish and Wildlife
	4-1 The comment is an introduction to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) comments that follow. The comment indicates that CDFW received the NOA and that several of CDFW’s previously submitted comments in response to the associated N...
	4-2 The comment is a description of CDFW's role as a trustee and responsible agency with responsibility under CEQA. This information is noted and no further response is necessary.
	4-3 The comment is a description of the regulatory requirements related to obtaining a California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Incidental Take Permit (ITP) and preparing a Lake and Streambed Alteration Notification should a project have the potential...
	4-4 The comment reiterates proposed project details, including the proponent name, objective, location (including assessor parcel numbers), and timeframe. No further response is necessary.
	4-5 The comment introduces the comment portion of the letter and concludes that an SEIR is appropriate for the project. No further response is necessary.
	4-6 The comment references SEIR page ES-15 as it relates to potential impact on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by CDFW or USFWS. The comment indicates that from...
	As described in the prior EIR (including both draft and final documents), the project site lies over the approximate watershed divide between the Russian River/Laguna de Santa Rosa (to the northwest) and Petaluma River/Lichau Creek (to the south) wate...
	The SEIR (page 3-13) describes how the prior EIR concluded that there would be no impacts on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities because none are present on the project site, and none offsite would be affected by the project. This ...
	4-7 Refer to Comment 4-6. The comment recommends that the SEIR require an Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Notification to CDFW to address and reduce impacts to stream and associated riparian habitat so that CDFWA may issue an LSA Agreement, requir...
	4-8 The comment references MM 3.3-2, as it relates to California Tiger Salamander (CTS).
	It suggests revision of MM 3.3-2 to indicate that take authorization should be required if CTS are discovered in both the northern and southern portions (north and south of Valley House Drive) of the project site. Furthermore, it asserts that to demo...
	4-9 The comment references MM 3.3-3 and 4.2-4, as they relate to impacts to burrowing owls.
	4-10 The comment advises that CDFW does not consider exclusion of burrowing owls as a “take” avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measure. The comment further directs that all possible avoidance and minimization measures should be considered before ...
	4-11 The comment references the CDFW fees payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency. This information is noted and no further response is necessary.
	4-12 The City acknowledges the comment as a conclusion to CDFW's letter regarding the proposed project. This information is noted and no further response is necessary.
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