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1. Introduction

1.1 INTRODUCTION

This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been prepared in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as amended (Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.) and CEQA
Guidelines (California Code of Regulations Sections 15000 et seq.).

According to the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132, the FEIR shall consist of:

(@) The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or a revision of the draft;
(b) Comments and recommendations received on the DEIR either verbatim or in summary;
(c) Alist of persons, organizations, and public agencies comments on the DEIR;

(d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review

and consultation process; and

(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency.

This document contains responses to comments received on the DEIR for the Rio Vista General Plan Update
during the public review period, which began August 14, 2025, and closed September 29, 2025. During the
initial public review period, the City experienced temporary access issues affecting links to the DEIR and Notice
of Availability on the City’s website. These issues were subsequently resolved, and to ensure the public had full
opportunity to review and comment on the DEIR, the City extended the public comment period by an
additional 30 days. The extended public review period closed on November 5, 2025. This document has been
prepared in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines and represents the independent judgment of
the Lead Agency. This document and the circulated DEIR comprise the FEIR, in accordance with CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15132.

No changes to the General Plan or DEIR were made as a result of public or agency comments.

1.2 FORMAT OF THE FEIR

This document is organized as follows:
Section 1, Introduction. This section describes CEQA requirements and content of this FEIR.

Section 2, Response to Comments. This section provides a list of agencies and interested individuals
commenting on the DEIR, copies of comment letters received during the public review period, and responses
to written comments. To facilitate review of the responses, each comment letter has been reproduced and
assigned a number (Al through A8 for letters received from agencies and organizations). Individual comments
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1. Introduction

have been numbered for each letter, and the letter is followed by responses with references to the corresponding
comment number.

Section 3, Revisions to the DEIR. This section identifies revisions to the DEIR resulting from comments
received by agencies and interested persons during the public review period as described in Section 2, or from
corrections made by the City of Rio Vista staff. These revisions would not change the findings made in the
DEIR.

The responses to comments contain clarifications and additional information that support the conclusions of
the DEIR. Additionally, the responses to comments contain revisions that will be added to the text of the
FEIR. The City has determined that none of this material constitutes significant new information, as defined
under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. None of this new material indicates that the project will result in a
significant new environmental impact not previously disclosed in the DEIR. Additionally, none of this material
indicates that there would be a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental
impact that will not be mitigated, or that there would be any of the other circumstances requiring recirculation
described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5.

1.3 CEQAREQUIREMENTS REGARDING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a) outlines parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons and
public agencies that the focus of review and comment of DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of the
document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant
effects of the project might be avoided or mitigated. Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional
specific alternatives or mitigation measures that would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant
environmental effects. At the same time, reviewers should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is determined
in terms of what is reasonably feasible....CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform
all research, study, and experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. When responding to
comments, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not need to provide all
information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR.”

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(c) further advises, “Reviewers should explain the basis for their comments,
and should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion
supported by facts in support of the comments. Pursuant to Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered
significant in the absence of substantial evidence.” CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(d) also states, “Each
responsible agency and trustee agency shall focus its comments on environmental information germane to that
agency’s statutory responsibility.” Section 15204 (e) states, “This section shall not be used to restrict the ability
of reviewers to comment on the general adequacy of a document or of the lead agency to reject comments
not focused as recommended by this section.”

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, copies of the written responses to public
agencies will be forwarded to those agencies at least 10 days prior to certifying the EIR. The responses will be
forwarded with copies of this FEIR, as permitted by CEQA, and will conform to the legal standards established
for response to comments on DEIRs.
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2. Response to Comments

Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency (City of Rio Vista) to evaluate comments
on environmental issues received from public agencies and interested parties who reviewed the DEIR and

prepare written responses.

This section provides all written responses received on the DEIR and the City’s responses to each comment.

Comment letters and specific comments are given letters and numbers for reference purposes. Where sections

of the DEIR are excerpted in this document, the sections are shown indented. Changes to the DEIR text are

shown in underlined text for additions and strikeeut for deletions.

The following is a list of agencies that submitted comments on the DEIR during the public review period. No

comments were received from individual members of the public.

Number
Reference Commenting Person/Agency Date of Comment
Al Department of Toxic Substances Control 8/20/2025
A2 Federal Emergency Management Agency 9/16/2025
A3 Delta Stewardship Council 9/25/2025
Ad California Department of Transportation 9/29/2025
A5 Delta Protection Commission 9/29/2025
A6 Solano Local Agency Formation Commission 9/29/2025
A7 California Department of Fish and Wildlife 10/8/2025
A8 Federal Emergency Management Agency 10/20/2025
March 2026 Page 3
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2. Response to Comments

Al. Response to Comments from Department of Toxic Substances Control, dated August 20, 2025.

Al-1

Al-2

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) notes that agricultural lands
converted to residential use may contain contaminants such as pesticides, organochlorine
pesticides (including DDT, toxaphene, and dieldrin), arsenic, and petroleum hydrocarbons
associated with historic agricultural activities and related structures. DTSC recommends
that future development projects evaluate potential residual contamination, conduct
appropriate sampling, and implement remedial actions if concentrations exceed applicable
thresholds, consistent with DTSC Human and Ecological Risk Office (HERO) guidance.

As noted in the DEIR on page 5.2-6, the City has not designated agricultural land use
zoning districts within city limits; however, limited agricultural activities have occurred
within the city, including grazing and grain cultivation. Additionally, though the proposed
project would allow for a variety of land uses, the use, transport, and disposal of
hazardous materials would be required to comply with existing regulations, including those
of the California Department of Toxic Substances Control. As this comment does not
describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This
comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

DTSC recommends that any imported soil or fill material used for future development be
tested to ensure contaminants of concern meet applicable screening levels consistent with
DTSC’s Preliminary Endangerment Assessment Guidance Manual. DTSC also advises
consultation of its Clean Imported Fill Material Fact Sheet and documentation of soil
origins, including sampling based on the source and prior land use, to ensure imported
soils are suitable for the intended use and do not introduce contamination.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the
DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their

consideration.

DTSC thanks the City for the opportunity to review and comment on the DEIR and
expresses appreciation for the City’s efforts to protect public health and the environment.
DTSC notes that it is available to provide clarification or additional guidance regarding its
comments if needed.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the
DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.
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2. Response to Comments

A2,

Response to Comments Federal Emergency Management Agency, dated September 16, 2025

A2-1

A2-2

A2-3

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) acknowledges receipt of the
Notice of Availability for the DEIR and recommends review of the current effective
Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for Solano County and the City of Rio Vista,
available through FEMA’s Map Service Center. FEMA notes that Rio Vista participates in
the National Flood Insurance Program and references the minimum floodplain
management requirements in Title 44 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Sections
59 through 65.

As discussed in Section 5.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, flood hazards and applicable
regulatory requirements are addressed. As this comment does not describe any
inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

FEMA summarizes the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) floodplain
management requirements applicable within riverine floodplains, including that buildings
in designated flood zones must be elevated so the lowest floor is at or above the Base
Flood Elevation. FEMA also states that development within regulatory floodways must
not result in any increase in base flood elevations, and that hydrologic and hydraulic
analysis demonstrating no rise is required prior to development. Additionally, FEMA
notes that communities participating in the NFIP must submit updated technical data to

FEMA for revision of Flood Insurance Rate Maps within six months of changes to
Special Flood Hazard Areas.

As discussed in Section 5.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, flood hazards and applicable
federal, state, and local regulatory requirements, including compliance with the NFIP and
Rio Vista Municipal Code Chapter 15.16 (Flood Hazard Protection), are addressed in the
DEIR. As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to
the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.

FEMA notes that many communities participating in the NFIP adopt floodplain
management standards that are more restrictive than federal minimum requirements.
FEMA advises contacting local floodplain managers for information on applicable local
requirements and provides contact information for the City of Rio Vista and Solano
County floodplain management staff.

As discussed in Section 5.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, development in the City of Rio
Vista is required to comply with Rio Vista Municipal Code Chapter 15.16 (Flood Hazard
Protection) and applicable NFIP requirements. As this comment does not describe any
inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.
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2. Response to Comments

A3.

Response to Comments from Delta Stewardship Council, dated September 25, 2025.

A3-1

A3-2

The Delta Stewardship Council thanks the City for the opportunity to review the DEIR
and acknowledges the General Plan Update’s purpose in establishing long-term policies
for development, transportation, and environmental quality. The Council explains that it
is an independent State agency created by the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Reform Act
of 2009 (Water Code Sections 85000 et seq.) and is charged with furthering the State’s
coequal goals of providing a more reliable water supply and protecting, restoring, and
enhancing the Delta ecosystem (Water Code Section 85054), in a manner that protects
and enhances the Delta’s cultural, recreational, natural resource, and agricultural values.
The Council notes that it adopted the Delta Plan pursuant to Water Code Section 85300,
which includes regulatory policies codified at Title 23 California Code of Regulations
(CCR) Section 5001 et seq., and that it has regulatory and appellate authority over certain
actions of State or local agencies in whole or in part within the Delta (Water Code Sections
85210, 85225, 85225.10). The Council further explains that State or local agencies
undertaking a covered action must file a Certification of Consistency demonstrating
consistency with the Delta Plan prior to project implementation (Water Code Section
85225).

The City acknowledges the Council’s introductory comments and appreciates the
Council’s participation in the environmental review process and its role in implementing
the Delta Reform Act and Delta Plan. The City also acknowledges the Council’s regulatory
authority over covered actions in the Delta and the requirement for Certification of
Consistency for such actions.

Because this comment provides background and acknowledgement and does not identify
any inadequacies in the DEIR’s environmental analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are
required. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

The Delta Stewardship Council states that, based on the General Plan Update’s location
and scope, the project appears to meet the definition of a “covered action” under Water
Code Section 85057.5. The Council explains that portions of the Planning Area north and
east of Airport Road are within the primary zone of the Delta and therefore occur, in
part, within the Delta’s boundaries. The Council notes that the General Plan Update would
be carried out by a local public agency (the City) and that it may be subject to certain
provisions of the Delta Plan. The Council further states that the General Plan Update
may have a significant positive impact on achieving the Delta’s coequal goals or
implementing government-sponsored flood-control programs and reminds the City that
any State or local public agency approving, funding, or carrying out a covered action must
file a Certification of Consistency with the Council prior to implementation.

18
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A3-3

2. Response to Comments

The City acknowledges the Council’s determination that the General Plan Update may
constitute a covered action under the Delta Reform Act and appreciates the Council’s
guidance regarding the Certification of Consistency process. The City recognizes that
portions of the Planning Area are within the primary zone of the Delta and that future
actions implementing the General Plan in this area may be subject to the Council’s
regulatory jurisdiction and consistency requirements under the Delta Plan.

The General Plan Update EIR provides a program-level analysis of environmental effects
associated with implementation of the City’s long-term planning framework. The
requirement to file a Certification of Consistency pertains to subsequent implementing
actions that qualify as covered actions under the Delta Plan and will be addressed by the
City, as appropriate, prior to undertaking any such action in the Delta.

Because this comment provides regulatory guidance and does not identify an inadequacy
in the DEIR’ environmental analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are required. This
comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

The Delta Stewardship Council requests that the City review Attachment A to its
comment letter, which includes recommended revisions to the Draft EIR to more
accurately characterize the Council and the Delta Plan. The Council explains that the
following Delta Plan regulatory policies may apply to the General Plan Update and could
inform a future Certification of Consistency. The Council cites Delta Plan Policy G P1
(23 CCR 5002), which specifies findings required to establish consistency with the Delta
Plan.

Under Policy G P1(b)(2), covered actions subject to CEQA must include all feasible
mitigation measures adopted in the Delta Plan or substitute measures that are equally or
more effective. The Council references Appendix O of the Delta Plan (Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program) and notes that the DEIR identifies potentially
significant impacts related to cultural and tribal cultural resources, as well as geology and
soils, that require mitigation. The Council recommends that the City review Appendix O
and ensure all applicable feasible measures are incorporated or substituted appropriately.

Under Policy G P1(b)(3), covered actions must document use of best-available science as
relevant to the purpose and nature of the project, consistent with the criteria in Appendix
1A of the Delta Plan. The Council provides a link to Appendix 1A and encourages the
City to consider these guidelines when preparing future documentation.

The City acknowledges the Council’s comments regarding Delta Plan regulatory policies
and appreciates the detailed guidance provided to support potential future Certification
of Consistency review. The City recognizes that portions of the General Plan Planning
Area are within the Delta and that future implementing actions may be considered covered
actions subject to Delta Plan consistency requirements.

March 2026
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2. Response to Comments

A3-4

A3-5

The General Plan Update EIR provides a program-level analysis of potential
environmental impacts consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15168. The mitigation
measures identified in the DEIR address potential significant impacts based on the best-
available information at the time of preparation. Consistency with Delta Plan Policy G
P1(b)(2) and (b)(3), including incorporation of applicable feasible mitigation measures
from Appendix O and documentation of best-available science, will be evaluated as part
of any future Certification of Consistency determination for specific implementing
actions occurring in the Delta.

Because this comment provides regulatory guidance intended to inform future Delta Plan
consistency review and does not identify deficiencies in the DEIR’s environmental
analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to
decision makers for their consideration.

The Delta Stewardship Council references Delta Plan Policy DP P1, Locate New Urban
Development Wisely (23 CCR 5010), which places limits on new urban development in the
Delta and Suisun Marsh. The Council notes that Policy DP P1 requires that new
residential, commercial, and industrial development be limited to areas designated for such
uses in City or County General Plans or their spheres of influence as of May 16, 2013,
the date of the Delta Plan’s adoption.

The City acknowledges the Council’s comments regarding Delta Plan Policy DP P1 and
appreciates confirmation that the General Plan Update remains consistent with Delta Plan
limitations on new urban development in the Delta.

Section 5.11, Land Use and Planning, pages 5.11-13 through 5.11-17, of the DEIR evaluates
consistency of the General Plan Update with applicable State and regional land use plans,
including the Delta Plan. The General Plan Update does not desighate new residential,
commercial, or industrial development areas in the Delta beyond those identified in the
City’s 2013 General Plan and therefore remains consistent with Delta Plan Policy DP P1.

Because the DEIR addresses land use consistency at a program level and the comment
confirms consistency with Delta Plan Policy DP P1, no revisions to the DEIR are
required. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

The Delta Stewardship Council invites the City to engage in early consultation with
Council staff prior to submitting any Certification of Consistency to discuss Delta Plan
consistency. The Council provides a website for information on covered actions, eatly
consultation, and the Certification of Consistency process, and offers staff availability for
further discussion.

The City appreciates the Council’s offer of early consultation and will coordinate with
Council staff, as appropriate, prior to submitting any Certification of Consistency for
implementing actions that qualify as covered actions in the Delta.

20
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A3-6

A3-7

A3-8

2. Response to Comments

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the
DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.

The Delta Stewardship Council offers suggested revisions regarding the Delta Reform
Act.

Commenter’s recommendations have been incorporated into the EIR via the revisions to
Section 5.4.1.1, Regulatory Backgronnd. These revisions provide additional clarification and
context and do not alter the impact analysis or conclusions. See Section 3.2, DEIR Revisions
in Response to Written Comments, in the FEIR.

The Delta Stewardship Council offers suggested revisions regarding the Delta Plan.

Commenter’s recommendations have been incorporated into the EIR via the revisions to
Section 5.11.1.1, Regulatory Background. These revisions provide additional clarification and
context and do not alter the impact analysis or conclusions. See Section 3.2, DEIR Revisions
in Response to Written Comments, in the FEIR.

The Delta Stewardship Council offers suggested revisions regarding the Delta Plan.

Commenter’s recommendations have been incorporated into the EIR via the revisions to
Section 5.14.5.1, Environmental Setting. These revisions provide additional clarification and
context and do not alter the impact analysis or conclusions. See Section 3.2, DEIR Revisions
in Response to Written Comments, in the FEIR.

March 2026
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2. Response to Comments

A4.

Response to Comments from the California Department of Transportation, dated September

29, 2025.

A4-1

A4-2

Caltrans thanks the City for the opportunity to review the DEIR and notes that its Local
Development Review Program evaluates land use projects for consistency with State
transportation priorities. Caltrans states that the correspondence does not constitute an
official position or approval and is provided for informational purposes. Caltrans
summarizes its understanding of the project as an update to the City’s General Plan,
including required and optional elements, and notes that State Routes 12 and 84 traverse
the City of Rio Vista.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the
DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their

consideration.

Caltrans states that the project’s vehicle-miles traveled (VMT) analysis and significance
determination are consistent with the Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation’s
Technical Advisory and acknowledges that the DEIR identifies a significant and
unavoidable VMT impact. Caltrans encourages the City to require future project
applicants to implement effective Transportation Demand Management (TDM) programs
with annual monitoring, and to consider additional VMT-reducing strategies, such as
VMT-based transportation impact fees, VMT mitigation exchanges, and VMT mitigation
banks. Caltrans also notes its funding of regional studies on VMT mitigation programs
and expresses interest in future collaboration. Additionally, Caltrans suggests that the City
consider fair-share contributions to multimodal projects and reference future updates to
Plan Bay Area 2050+ and the Caltrans SHOPP Project Book when identifying programs
to help reduce VMT. Caltrans provides contact information for questions and eatly
coordination.

As noted on pages 5.15-30 and 5.15-31 of the DEIR, the City has identified 20 potential
VMT reduction measures from the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association
Handbook (CAPCOA Handbook) that could be incorporated by future developments.
Additionally, the DEIR notes that additional strategies may be developed as technology
changes to lessen VMT impacts. While this comment suggests additional VMT reduction
strategies, this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, so no changes
to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.
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2. Response to Comments

A5.

Response to Comments from Delta Protection Commission, dated September 29, 2025.

A5-1

A5-2

The Delta Protection Commission thanks the City for the opportunity to review the
General Plan Update and notes that the project includes comprehensive updates to
required and optional General Plan elements to guide development and conservation in
Rio Vista through 2045. The Commission explains its role in ensuring balanced
conservation and development of Delta land resources and improved flood protection
and notes that projects within the primary zone of the Legal Delta must be consistent
with the Commission’s Land Use and Resource Management Plan. The Commission also
comments on projects in the secondary zone that may affect primary zone resources and
notes that the City includes areas within the primary zone of the Legal Delta.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the
DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.

The Delta Protection Commission states that the General Plan Update appears to be
consistent with the Land Use and Resource Management Plan, highlighting Policy LU-8,
which supports continued grazing in the Delta Primary Zone north of Airport Road
where compatible with surrounding land uses. The Commission notes that this policy
supports consistency with Public Resources Code Section 29763.5(k), which prohibits
increased restrictions on agricultural practices in the primary zone as a result of a general
plan. The Commission also expresses appreciation for the General Plan’s support for
biological diversity, cultural heritage, energy and water conservation, flood protection,

open space, recreation, and water quality.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the
DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their

consideration.
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Temporarily Unavailable.
The website that you're trying to reach is having technical difficulties and is
currently unavailable. We are aware of the issue and are working hard to fix
it. Thank you for your patience.

After attempting to access the site using several web browsers, LAFCO contacted the City on
August 19, 2025 to inform it of this issue, only to be told that the website worked for City staff and
that LAFCO should try another browser. This response is concerning as it has likely inhibited
other responsible parties and the public from commenting on the Project. The City did follow-up
oh September 4, 2025, and was again informed that the website still did not, forcing LAFCO to
seek and search for the DEIR by other means. (all correspondences can be made available, if
necessary)

LAFCO accessed the DEIR through the CEQAnet Web Portal (www.ceganet.lci.ca.gov) and
noted that it was not listed as a reviewing agency for either the NOP or the NOA. Given the
accessibility issues with the City’s website, LAFCO strongly recommends that the City resolve
these issues and extend the DEIR public comment period by an additional 30 days.

DEIR Comments —

As permitted by CEQA Guidelines Section 15096, LAFCO would have provided information to
help define the scope and content of the DEIR relevant to its statutory responsibilities in
conhnection with the proposed project had we received the Project NOP. As previously noted,
LAFCO is responsible for reviewing applications for future requests to expand the City’s sphere
of influence (SOI) and any subsequent annexation proposals. Before updating the City’s proposed
SOlI, LAFCO must prepare a municipal service review (MSR). The following comments are those
that LAFCO would have likely provided at the NOP step of the DEIR process.

1. Proposed SOI (1): The Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Act (CKH) §56425(g) requires LAFCO to
review and update a city's SOI at least every five years, as necessary. The City’s current
SOl (2007 SOI) was last approved in 2007 based on the 2006 MSR. Since more than five
years have passed, the information used to prepare the 2007 MSR is outdated, therefore
LAFCO’s previous findings and determinations used to establish the City's 2007 SOl must
be analyzed. Therefore, an updated MSR must be prepared that addresses all _the
properties proposed for inclusion in the City's SOI.

2. Proposed SOl (2): As defined by CKH §56076, a sphere of influence (SOI) is “a plan for
the probable physical boundaries and service area of a local agency, as determined by the
commission” (emphasis added.)

The draft General Plan designates four areas for potential inclusion in Rio Vista's proposed
SOI. These areas are identified as Urban Reserve and/or Open Space/Natural Resources.
For these areas to be considered for inclusion in the SOI, the City must first identify plans
for their use. Without such plans, they will not be considered for incorporation into the
proposed SOI. However, the City could propose these areas to be included in its “Planning
Area.”

The City may want to consider designating its proposed Planning Area as an “Area of

Concern.” An Area of Concern is a geographic area beyond the sphere of influence in
which land use decisions or other governmental actions of one local agency (the "Acting
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Agency") impact directly or indirectly upon another local agency (the "Concerned Agency").

When LAFCO receives notice of a proposal from another agency relating to the Area of AB-3
Concern, LAFCO will notify the Concerned Agency and will give great weight to its
comments.

3. Proposed SOl (3): CKH §56425(b) requires that prior to a city submitting an application to
change their SOI, that:

“representatives from the city and representatives from the county shall meet to
discuss the proposed new boundaries of the sphere and explore methods to
reach agreement on development standards and planning and zoning AB-4
requirements within the sphere to ensure that development within the sphere
occurs in a manner that reflects the concerns of the affected city and is
accomplished in a manner that promotes the logical and orderly development
of areas within the sphere.”

Evidence of the meeting and a summary of the conversation, and hopefully agreement, must
be submitted to LAFCO prior to the update of the SOI. (This is not a tax-sharing agreement.)

4. CEQA Review: Although the MSR is exempt from CEQA review, the updated SOl is not.
Therefore, the Project DEIR must address and evaluate the “plan” of the SCI to enable
LAFCO to make its written SOI determinations required under CKH §56425(e), as outlined
below:

a. The present and planned land uses in the SOl area, including agricultural and open-
space lands.

b. The present and probable need for public facilities and services in the area. AGS
c. The present capacity of public facilities and adequacy of public services that the i

agency provides or is authorized to provide.

d. The existence of any social or economic communities of interest in the area if the
commission determines that they are relevant to the agency.

e. Foran update of a sphere of influence of a city or special district that provides public
facilities or services related to sewers, municipal and industrial water, or structural
fire protection, that occurs pursuant to subdivision (g) on or after July 1, 2012, the
present and probable need for those public facilities and services of any
disadvantaged unincorporated communities within the existing sphere of influence.

5. Prime Agricultural Land (1): CKH §36000 et. seq. governs LAFCO decision-making. CKH
establishes that one of LAFCO's primary missions is to prevent the premature conversion
of prime agricultural land. CKH has its own definition of “Prime Agricultural Land.” This AB-6
definition is much broader than the standard often used by consultants to analyze
agricultural impacts. If the EIR for the GP Update is to be useful for LAFCO decision-making,
the EIR must provide information about prime agricultural lands. CKH GC §56064 defines
prime agricultural land.

6. Prime Agricultural Land (2): CKH §56377 imposes a duty on LAFCO to discourage
annexations that involve conversion of Prime Agricultural Land where there is
adequate land for development within the existing city boundaries. For LAFCO to be AB-7
able to make the findings necessary to support the annexation of Prime Agricultural Land
to the City, LAFCO must have the following information:

Page 3 of 5
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Gov Code §56064. Prime Agricultural Land

"Prime agricultural land" means an area of land, whether a single parcel or contiguous parcels,
that has not been developed for a use other than an agricultural use and that meets any of the
following qualifications:

a)

b)

Land that qualifies, if irrigated, for rating as class | or class Il in the USDA Natural
Resources Conservation Service land use capability classification, whether or not land
is actually irrigated, provided that irrigation is feasible.

Land that qualifies for rating 80 through 100 Storie Index Rating.

c) Land that supports livestock used for the production of food and fiber and that has an

annual carrying capacity equivalent to at least one animal unit per acre as defined by
the United States Department of Agriculture in the National Range and Pasture
Handbook, Revision 1, December 2003.

d) Land planted with fruit or nut-bearing trees, vines, bushes, or crops that have a

nonbearing period of less than five years and that will return during the commercial

bearing period on an annual basis from the production of unprocessed agricultural plant
production not less than four hundred dollars ($400) per acre. (e) Land that has returned
from the production of unprocessed agricultural plant products an annual gross value of

not less than four hundred dollars ($400) per acre for three of the previous five calendar
years.

Gov Code §56377. Open-space land conversion; policies and priorities

In reviewing and approving or disapproving proposals which could reasonably be expected to
induce, facilitate, or lead to the conversion of existing open-space lands to uses other than
open-space uses, the commission shall consider all of the following policies and priorities:

a) Development or use of land for other than open-space uses shall be guided away from

existing prime agricultural lands in open-space use toward areas containing nonprime
agricultural lands, unless that action would not promote the planned, ordetly, efficient
development of an area.
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Ao6. Response to Comments from Solano Local Agency Formation Commission, dated September
29, 2025.
A6-1 The Solano Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) states that it did not receive

the Notice of Preparation or the Notice of Availability for the DEIR despite being a
responsible agency under CEQA Guidelines Section 15381 and therefore should have
been included on the noticing list. LAFCO explains that it became aware of the DEIR
through a news article and experienced difficulty accessing the DEIR through the City’s
website, which it reports continued to display an error message when attempting to
download the document. LAFCO notes that it notified the City of these access issues and
ultimately obtained the DEIR through CEQAnet. LAFCO recommends that the City
address the website accessibility issues and extend the DEIR public review period by 30

days due to concerns that the issues may have impaired public and agency participation.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’s comment regarding noticing and document access. The
original public review period began August 14, 2025, and closed September 29, 2025.
During the initial review period, the City experienced temporary access issues affecting
links to the DEIR and Notice of Awailability on the City’s website. These issues were
subsequently resolved, and to ensure the public had full opportunity to review and
comment on the DEIR, the City extended the public comment period by an additional 30
days. The extended public review period closed on November 5, 2025.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR’ environmental
analysis or conclusions, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

AG6-2 Solano LAFCO states that, had it received the Notice of Preparation, it would have
provided input on the DEIR scope pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15096. LAFCO
explains its statutory role in reviewing sphere of influence (SOI) expansions and
annexations and notes that, prior to any SOI amendment, it must complete a municipal
service review (MSR). LAFCO also notes that the City’s current SOI was last updated in
2007 based on a 2006 MSR, and because more than five years have passed, the prior MSR
findings are outdated. LAFCO states that an updated MSR must be prepared addressing
all properties proposed for inclusion in the City’s SOL.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’s comment regarding SOI and MSR requirements. The
General Plan Update does not propose changes to the City’s adopted SOI. Any future
SOI amendment or annexation proposal would be subject to separate review and approval
by LAFCO, including preparation of an updated MSR and any required CEQA review at
the time such an action is proposed.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR’s environmental
analysis or conclusions, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.
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Solano LAFCO notes that an SOI under the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Act is defined as a
plan for the probable physical boundaries and service area of a local agency. LAFCO
states that the Draft General Plan identifies four areas for potential future inclusion in the
City’s SOI, designated as Urban Reserve and/or Open Space/Natural Resources. LAFCO
explains that areas cannot be considered for SOI inclusion without identified land use
plans and suggests that these areas could instead be designated as part of the City’s
Planning Area. LAFCO further suggests that the City consider identifying a Planning Area
or Area of Concern to reflect areas outside the SOI where land use decisions may affect
other jurisdictions, noting that LAFCO gives great weight to comments from a Concerned
Agency regarding actions in an Area of Concern.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’ comments regarding SOI planning, Planning Area
considerations, and potential designation of an Area of Concern. As described in the
DEIR, the General Plan Update does not amend the City’s adopted SOI, and any future
proposal to modify the SOI would require review and approval by LAFCO, including
preparation of an updated municipal service review and associated CEQA review. The
City’s identification of Urban Reserve and Open Space/Natural Resources areas reflects
long-term planning considerations only and does not constitute a proposed SOI
expansion.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR’s environmental
analysis or conclusions, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

Solano LAFCO cites Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Government Code Section 56425(b),
which requires that representatives from a City and County meet to discuss proposed SOI
boundaries and planning/ zoning standards prior to the City submitting an application to
change its SOI. LAFCO notes that evidence of this coordination and a summary of the
discussions must be submitted to LAFCO before an SOI update is considered.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’s comment regarding the statutory requirement for City-
County consultation prior to consideration of any SOI amendment. As noted previously,
the General Plan Update does not amend the City’s adopted SOI. Any future proposal to
adjust the SOI would require coordination with Solano County, as required under
Government Code Section 56425(b), preparation of an updated municipal service review,
and subsequent review and action by LAFCO, including any required CEQA
documentation.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR’s environmental
analysis or conclusions, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.
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A6-6

Solano LAFCO states that while a municipal service review (MSR) is exempt from CEQA
review, an updated SOI is not. LAFCO notes that the DEIR must address and evaluate
the SOI “plan” to support LAFCO’s required written SOI determinations pursuant to
Government Code Section 56425(e), including: (a) present and planned land uses in the
SOI, including agriculture and open space; (b) present and probable need for public
facilities and services; (c) present capacity of public facilities and adequacy of services; (d)
existence of social or economic communities of interest; and (e) present and probable
need for certain public facilities in any disadvantaged unincorporated communities within
the existing SOL.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’ comments regarding CEQA review requirements
associated with future SOI amendments and related determinations under Government
Code Section 56425(e). However, the General Plan Update does not propose changes to
the City’s adopted SOI, nor does it establish an SOI “plan.” Evaluation of the factors
identified in Government Code Section 56425(e) will be conducted in coordination with
LAFCO if and when an SOI amendment is proposed, including preparation of an MSR
and any required CEQA analysis at that time. Therefore, analysis of an SOI update is
outside the scope of this program-level General Plan EIR.

Because the General Plan Update does not include an SOI change and the comment does
not identify a deficiency in the environmental impact analysis of the DEIR, no revisions
to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.

Solano LAFCO states that one of its primary purposes under the Cortese-Knox-
Hertzberg Act (CKH) is to prevent the premature conversion of prime agricultural land.
LAFCO notes that CKH has its own definition of Prime Agricultural Land, which is
broader than definitions typically used in CEQA agricultural analyses. LAFCO states that
for the General Plan Update EIR to be useful for future LAFCO decision making, it
should include information regarding prime agricultural land, as defined by Government
Code Section 56064.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’s comment regarding its statutory mandate to evaluate
conversion of prime agricultural lands under the CKH Act and that Government Code
Section 56064 defines Prime Agricultural Land for purposes of LAFCO determinations.
As discussed in Section 5.2, Agriculture and Forestry Resounrces, of the DEIR, agricultural
resources are evaluated consistent with CEQA requirements, including review of
Important Farmland classifications identified by the California Department of
Conservation. The General Plan Update does not propose amendments to the City’s
adopted SOI, nor does it include annexations or land use entitlements that would
authorize conversion of agricultural land. Any future proposal to modify the SOI or annex
land for urban development would undergo separate review and require LAFCO findings
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under CKH, including evaluation of prime agricultural land consistent with Government
Code Section 56064 at that time.

Because the General Plan Update does not include an SOI change or authorize land use
conversions, and the comment does not identify deficiencies in the DEIR’s CEQA
analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to
decision makers for their consideration.

Solano LAFCO states that Government Code Section 56377 imposes a duty on LAFCO
to discourage annexations that would convert Prime Agricultural Land when adequate
land is available within existing city boundaries. LAFCO notes that, to make the findings
necessary to support annexation of Prime Agricultural Land, it must have: (a) a detailed
vacant land inventory within the City and proposed SOI, including zoning and
development potential; and (b) a professional absorption analysis based on historical
growth patterns to demonstrate when additional land outside the city would be needed to
meet growth demands.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’s comment regarding the requirements under
Government Code Section 56377 and related information needed to support future
annexation decisions. As discussed in Section 5.2, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, of the
DEIR, agricultural resources and potential farmland conversion are evaluated consistent
with CEQA requirements. The General Plan Update does not amend the City’s adopted
SOI and does not authorize annexation or development of lands outside current City
boundaries. Preparation of a detailed vacant land inventory and absorption analysis to
support annexation findings will occur as part of any future proposal to amend the SOI
or annex territory, consistent with LAFCO standards and the CKH Act.

Because the General Plan Update does not include an SOI change or annexation proposal,
and the comment does not identify deficiencies in the DEIR’s environmental analysis, no
revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers
for their consideration.

Solano LAFCO states that the City should provide an analysis regarding conversion of
open space lands pursuant to Government Code Section 56377. LAFCO notes that “open
space” is defined in Government Code Section 65560 as land or water substantially
unimproved and devoted to an open space use.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’ comment regarding evaluation of open space
conversion under Government Code Section 56377. Section 5.2, Agriculture and Forestry
Resources, and Section 5.4, Biological Resources, of the DEIR evaluate potential program-level
impacts to agricultural lands and natural open space resources, including riparian habitat
and wetlands. The General Plan Update does not amend the City’s SOI and does not
authorize annexation or land use entitlements that would convert open space areas outside
current City boundaries. Any future proposal to modify the SOI or annex land, including
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any potential conversion of open space areas, would be subject to separate review and
approval by LAFCO under the CKH Act, including evaluation of Government Code
Section 56377 findings at that time.

Because the General Plan Update does not include an SOI amendment or annexation
proposal, and the comment does not identify a deficiency in the DEIR’ environmental
analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to
decision makers for their consideration.

Solano LAFCO states that the City should provide analysis and discussion regarding the
present need, use, and capacity of public facilities and services within City limits and the
proposed SOI, pursuant to Government Code Section 56425(¢)(3). LAFCO notes that
these services include sewer, fire, police, water, patks and recreation, stormwater, animal
control, and solid waste, and that the analysis should consider projected growth under the
General Plan and explain how the City intends to fund and expand services to
accommodate that growth.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’s comment regarding evaluation of public facilities and
service capacity in the context of future SOI amendments. Section 5.14, Public Services and
Recreation, and Section 5.16, Ulilities and Service Systems, of the DEIR evaluate potential
program-level effects on public facilities and utility infrastructure associated with
projected growth under the General Plan, including the ability of service providers to
meet future demand and requirements for future development to fund and implement
needed improvements. The General Plan Update does not amend the City’s SOI and does
not authorize annexation or extension of public services outside existing City boundaries.
Any future proposal to modify the SOI or annex territory would require separate review
and approval by LAFCO, including preparation of an updated municipal service review
and analysis of public facility and service capacity consistent with Government Code
Section 56425(¢)(3).

Because the General Plan Update does not include an SOI amendment or annexation
proposal, and the comment does not identify a deficiency in the DEIR’ environmental
analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to
decision makers for their consideration.

Solano LAFCO states that the City should provide analysis and discussion regarding the
existence of any social or economic communities of interest and any disadvantaged
unincorporated communities (DUCs). LAFCO cites Government Code Section 56033.5,
which defines a “disadvantaged unincorporated community” as inhabited territory that
constitutes all or a portion of a disadvantaged community, as defined by Water Code
Section 79505.5. Solano LAFCO states that the City should provide analysis and
discussion regarding the existence of any social or economic communities of interest and
any DUCs. LAFCO cites Government Code Section 56033.5, which defines a
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“disadvantaged unincorporated community” as inhabited territory that constitutes all or a
portion of a disadvantaged community, as defined by Water Code Section 79505.5.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’s comment regarding identification of disadvantaged
unincorporated communities in the context of future SOI and annexation proceedings.
The requirement to identify and evaluate DUCs is established under the Cortese-Knox-
Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act and applies to LAFCO actions such as
municipal service reviews and SOI amendments (Government Code Section 56425(¢)),
not CEQA. The General Plan Update does not include a change to the City’s SOI or
propose annexation, and CEQA does not require analysis of DUCs where there is no
physical environmental effect. Any future proposal to modify the SOI or annex territory
would undergo separate review and approval by LAFCO, including DUC evaluation
consistent with CKH requirements at that time.

Because this comment pertains to LAFCO procedural requirements rather than CEQA
analysis and does not identify a deficiency in the DEIR’s environmental evaluation, no
revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers
for their consideration.

Solano LAFCO requests that the City provide analysis and discussion regarding the City’s
current and projected job-housing balance ratio and cite the source of data used to
calculate the projection.

Section 5.13, Population and Housing, pages 5.13-12 through 5.13-15 of the DEIR, evaluates
existing and projected population, employment, and housing under the General Plan,
including calculation of the City’s jobs-housing ratio (see Table 5.13-7, Comparison of 2040
ABAG and Proposed General Plan Buildont Projections). Data used in this analysis are sourced
from ABAG (2018) and the City of Rio Vista (2024). The General Plan Update does not
propose amendments to the City’s SOI or authorize annexation; any future proposal to
modify City boundaries would be subject to separate LAFCO review, including evaluation
of growth, land use, and service provision factors.

Because the DEIR already evaluates job-housing balance at a program level consistent
with CEQA requirements, no revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

Solano LAFCO notes that the Draft General Plan references informal geographic areas,
such as the North Waterfront and South Waterfront, but it is unclear where these areas
are located. LAFCO recommends that the General Plan include a map identifying these
areas by name to provide clarity and transparency to the public and agencies.

As described in Chapter 3, Project Description, and shown in Figure 3-2, Proposed Land Use
in Rio Vista, the DEIR includes mapping that illustrates these referenced geographic areas
in relation to the city. In addition, these areas are also illustrated in Figure 2-2, Land Use
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Diagram, and Figure 2-3, Core Area Land Use Diagram, in Chapter 2, Land Use and Community
Character, of the General Plan. These terms are intended to provide descriptive context

for long-range planning discussion and are supported by the land use mapping contained
in both the General Plan and DEIR.

Because this comment pertains to General Plan nomenclature and does not identify a
deficiency in the DEIR’s environmental analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are required.
This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

Solano LAFCO encourages the City to consider expanding the scope of the EIR to
address LAFCO’s SOI and annexation requirements to help support and streamline future
annexation efforts. LAFCO also offers its staff as a resource for coordination and

expresses interest in continued collaboration on the project.

The City acknowledges LAFCO’s recommendation to expand the scope of the EIR to
address SOI and annexation considerations. As previously mentioned, the General Plan
Update does not include a change to the City’s adopted SOI and does not propose
annexation of unincorporated areas. Accordingly, consistent with CEQA’s program-level
scope for General Plans, the DEIR evaluates the potential environmental effects of
buildout under the General Plan and does not include analysis of future discretionary SOI
amendments or annexation actions, which would be subject to separate LAFCO and
CEQA review when proposed. The City appreciates LAFCO?’s interest in coordination
and will continue to work with LAFCO on future boundary and service planning efforts.

Because this comment does not identify a deficiency in the DEIR’s environmental analysis,
no revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to decision
makers for their consideration.
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A7. Response to Comments from California Department of Fish and Wildlife, dated October 8,

2025.

A7-1

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) acknowledges receipt of the
Notice of Availability for the DEIR for the City of Rio Vista 2045 General Plan Update
and notes that it previously provided comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) in
December 2024. CDFW summarizes that the DEIR concludes impacts to biological
resources would be less than significant without mitigation, relying on General Plan
policies in the Open Space and Resource Conservation Element and on compliance with
State and federal natural resource protection laws. CDFW expresses concern that (1) the
referenced policies are general and may not ensure protection of fish and wildlife
resources, (2) without enforceable mitigation measures there is no assurance that future
development would comply with such laws, and (3) several special-status species and
sensitive habitats, including California Rare Plant Rank species, may not be protected
under existing laws. CDFW therefore asserts that the project could result in significant
impacts to biological resources unless enforceable mitigation measures are included
consistent with its previous NOP recommendations.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s comments and appreciates its continued participation in
the environmental review process. Section 5.4, Biological Resonrces, of the DEIR, evaluates
potential program-level impacts to special-status species, sensitive natural communities,
wetlands, and other biological resources. The DEIR concludes that implementation of
the General Plan Update, through policies in the Open Space and Resource Conservation
Element and compliance with existing State and federal biological protection laws and
permitting requirements, would reduce potentially significant effects.

The General Plan Update functions as a policy-level framework and does not authorize
site-specific development or physical disturbance. Future development proposals will
undergo project-specific environmental review and must demonstrate consistency with
applicable General Plan policies as well as CDFW, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers regulatory requirements. Where future site-specific projects
may result in potentially significant biological impacts, additional mitigation measures will
be developed and implemented as part of those project-level reviews in consultation with
the appropriate resource agencies, including CDFW.

Because the DEIR provides a program-level analysis consistent with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15168 and identifies applicable biological resources policies and regulatory
mechanisms would reduce potential impacts to less than significant, revisions to include
additional mitigation measures at this time are not required. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration, and the City looks forward to
continued coordination with CDFW during implementation of the General Plan.
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CDFW describes its role as a Trustee Agency under CEQA for commenting on projects
that could affect fish, plant, and wildlife resources (Public Resources Code, Section 21000
et seq.; California Code Regulations, Title 14, Section 15386). CDFW also notes that it
serves as a Responsible Agency when a project requires discretionary approvals under the
California Endangered Species Act, Native Plant Protection Act, Lake and Streambed
Alteration Program, or other provisions of the Fish and Game Code that protect the
State’s fish and wildlife trust resources. CDFW states that, pursuant to this authority, it
provides the following concerns, comments, and recommendations regarding the project.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s role as both a Trustee and Responsible Agency under
CEQA and appreciates its continued engagement in the environmental review process.
Because this portion of the comment provides background information regarding
CDFW’s statutory authority and does not identify any inadequacies in the DEIR’s
environmental analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW summarizes the City of Rio Vista 2045 General Plan Update as a comprehensive
update to the 2001 General Plan intended to align with new State laws related to
community health, environmental justice, climate adaptation, resiliency, and mobility.
CDFW notes that the General Plan Update establishes the community’s long-term vision
for land use, housing, economic development, resource protection, and equity, serving as
guidance for future zoning and land use decisions. The comment describes that the
General Plan Update includes the seven State-required elements, along with optional
elements selected by the City. CDFW also notes that the General Plan Update would
amend the General Plan Land Use Diagram (Figure 3-1, Existing Land Use Diagram, and
Figure 3-2, Proposed Land Use in Rio V'ista), re-designating approximately 773 acres citywide
and revising certain land use designation titles. The project location is identified as the
City of Rio Vista in Solano County, with an approximate centroid of Latitude 38.179104°
and Longitude -121.707006°.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s summary of the General Plan Update and appreciates
the accurate restatement of project objectives, components, and location. Because this
portion of the comment provides a summary of the project description and does not
identify any inadequacies in the DEIR’s environmental analysis, no revisions to the DEIR
are required. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW outlines applicable regulatory requirements that may apply to implementation of
the General Plan Update. CDFW notes that an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) may be
required under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) or Native Plant Protection
Act (NPPA) if the project could result in take of state-listed species, such as Swainson’s
hawk, bank swallow, giant garter snake, longfin smelt, Mason’s lilacopsis, burrowing owl,
and white sturgeon. CDFW recommends early consultation, noting that CEQA requires
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a mandatory finding of significance if a project could substantially restrict the range or
reduce the population of a threatened or endangered species.

CDFW also references permitting requirements under the Lake and Streambed Alteration
(LSA) Program (Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq.) for activities that could affect
streambeds, banks, or riparian habitat. In addition, CDFW cites protections for raptors
and nesting birds under Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 and the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), and notes restrictions on fully protected species (Fish
and Game Code Sections 3511, 4700, 5050, 5515), including golden eagle and white-tailed
kite.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s summary of regulatory requirements related to State and
federally protected species, nesting birds, and ripatian resources. As discussed in Section
5.4, Biological Resources, of the DEIR, the analysis identifies applicable permitting and
consultation requirements. The General Plan Update does not authorize site-specific
development; future projects will undergo environmental review and obtain necessary
permits or approvals from CDFW where impacts cannot be avoided.

Because this comment summarizes existing legal requirements and does not identify a
deficiency in the DEIR’s analysis, no revisions to the DEIR are required. This comment
will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW acknowledges that the DEIR is a Program EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15168 and offers recommendations to ensure adequate evaluation of
future site-specific activities. CDFW recommends that the City develop a biological
resources checklist or similar procedure to determine whether future implementing
projects are within the scope of the Program EIR or require additional environmental
review. CDFW references CEQA Guidelines Sections 15152(c), 15168(c)(4), and 15183.3
and Appendix N, stating that the checklist should identify whether additional analysis or
mitigation is warranted and should reference the applicable portions of the Program EIR.
CDFW also recommends that any future site-specific analysis be prepared by a qualified
biologist and include all special-status species and sensitive habitats.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s recommendations regarding tiering, subsequent
environmental review, and use of checklists under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15152 and
15168. Section 5.4, Biological Resources, of the DEIR provides a program-level evaluation
of potential impacts to special-status species, sensitive habitats, and other biological
resources. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c)(4), the City will use a
subsequent project-level review process to determine whether later activities are within
the scope of this Program EIR or require additional environmental documentation. That
process will include biological resource evaluation by qualified professionals and
incorporation of applicable mitigation measures or additional analysis, as appropriate, at
the project level.
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Because this comment provides recommendations for future environmental review
procedures and does not identify a deficiency in the DEIR’s current analysis, no revisions
to the DEIR are required. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.

CDFW states that the DEIR does not include mitigation measures specific to Swainson’s
hawk (Buteo swainsoni), a State-threatened species, and expresses concern that project
buildout could disturb active nests or remove suitable foraging habitat. CDFW references
California Natural Diversity Database records of nearby nesting occurrences and notes
that auditory and visual disturbance within 0.5 mile of active nests could cause nest
abandonment or reproductive failure. CDFW further notes that the Planning Area
ovetlaps the Draft Solano Habitat Conservation Plan’s Valley Floor Grassland
Conservation Area and recommends that any loss of foraging habitat be mitigated at a
1:1 ratio. CDFW recommends inclusion of two mitigation measures: (1) preconstruction
nesting surveys and seasonal avoidance buffers consistent with CDFW’s Recommended
Timing and Methodology for Swainson’s Hawk Nesting Surveys in California’s Central 1 alley, and (2)
habitat mitigation through easement or mitigation bank credits for foraging habitat loss.

The City acknowledges CDFW’ detailed recommendations regarding protection of
Swainson’s hawk and appreciates the reference to the Draft Solano Habitat Conservation
Plan and survey guidance. As discussed in Section 5.4, Biolygical Resonrces, of the DEIR,
the analysis identifies potential program-level impacts to special-status species, including
Swainson’s hawk, and concludes that implementation of General Plan policies in the Open
Space and Resource Conservation Element, together with compliance with State and
federal wildlife protection laws, would reduce potential impacts to less than significant.
The General Plan Update is a policy document that establishes a framework for future
growth and development in the city and does not directly authorize site-specific
development or ground disturbance.

Future site-specific projects subject to CEQA review will be required to conduct
appropriate biological surveys by qualified biologists and implement avoidance and
mitigation measures consistent with CDIFW guidance and regulatory requirements,
including consultation and permitting under CESA, where applicable. These measures
may include preconstruction nesting surveys, seasonal buffers, and foraging habitat
compensation consistent with the Draft Solano Habitat Conservation Plan. Future
projects will also be required to comply with applicable biological protection laws,
including the federal and California Endangered Species Acts, the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act, the California Fish and Game Code (Section 1600 et seq.), and the Native Plant
Protection Act.

Because the DEIR evaluates potential program-level impacts to Swainson’s hawk and
other special-status species and establishes a framework requiring protection of biological
resources through both General Plan policy and compliance with applicable regulations,
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no additional mitigation is required at this time. This comment will be forwarded to
decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW states that the DEIR does not include mitigation measures to protect Mason’s
lilacopsis (Lilaeopsis masonii) and other special-status plants. CDFW notes that occurrences
of Mason’s lilacopsis, a rare species under the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA), have
been documented within the Planning Area and that project implementation could directly
or indirectly impact this species and other special-status plants. CDFW references threats
to the species, such as erosion, dredging, recreation, and vegetation competition, and states
that impacts could substantially reduce the species’ population or restrict its range,
constituting a Mandatory Finding of Significance under CEQA Guidelines Section
15065(a). CDFW recommends inclusion of a mitigation measure requiring
preconstruction habitat assessments and botanical surveys following its Profocol for
Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural
Communities (2018), avoidance of identified populations where feasible, and consultation
and permitting under CESA or NPPA if impacts cannot be avoided.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s recommendations regarding protection of Mason’s
lilaeopsis and other special-status plant species and appreciates the reference to CDFW’s
2018 plant survey protocol. As discussed in Section 5.4, Biolggical Resonrces, of the DEIR,
the analysis evaluates potential program-level impacts to special-status plant species and
concludes that implementation of General Plan goals and policies, together with
compliance with State and federal biological protection laws, including the NPPA, CESA,
and the federal Endangered Species Act, would reduce potential impacts to less than
significant. The General Plan Update is a policy-level document and does not directly
authorize site-specific development or ground disturbance.

Future implementing projects subject to CEQA review will be required to conduct site-
specific biological assessments and botanical surveys by qualified biologists and
implement avoidance and minimization measures consistent with CDFW guidance and
applicable regulatory requirements. Consultation and permitting with CDFW under the

NPPA or CESA would occur as appropriate if special-status plants are present and cannot
be fully avoided.

Because the DEIR provides a program-level analysis of potential impacts to special-status
plants and establishes a framework requiring compliance with applicable State and federal
regulations, no additional mitigation is required at this time. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW states that the DEIR does not include mitigation measures to protect burrowing
owl and notes that there are CNDDB-documented occurrences within and adjacent to
the Planning Area. The comment identifies potential direct and indirect impacts to nesting

and winterin urrowing owls and recommends survey and avoidance measures
d wintering burrowi 1 dr d rvey and id r
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consistent with CODFW’s 2072 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation and Fish and Game
Code Section 3503 et seq.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s recommendations regarding protection of burrowing
owl and appreciates the reference to the 2072 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. As
discussed in Section 5.4, Biological Resonrces, of the DEIR, the analysis evaluates potential
program-level impacts to special-status species, including burrowing owl, and concludes
that implementation of the General Plan’s biological resources policies, together with
compliance with State and federal wildlife protection laws, would reduce potential impacts
to less than significant. The General Plan Update is a policy-level document that does not
directly authorize physical development or ground-disturbing activity.

Future development projects subject to CEQA review will be required to conduct site-
specific biological surveys by qualified biologists and implement avoidance and
minimization measures consistent with CDFW guidance and applicable regulatory
requirements. These measures may include preconstruction nesting surveys, buffer
establishment, and consultation with CDFW under the California Endangered Species
Act if take cannot be avoided.

Because the DEIR provides a program-level evaluation of potential impacts to burrowing
owl and other special-status species and establishes a framework requiring compliance
with applicable State and federal regulations, no additional mitigation is required at this
time. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW states that the DEIR does not include mitigation measures to protect bank
swallow and notes CNDDB-documented occurrences within three miles of the Planning
Area. The comment identifies potential direct and indirect impacts to nesting and adult
bank swallows through habitat removal or disturbance and recommends preconstruction
assessments and surveys for projects near streambanks with greater than 70-percent
slopes, as well as consultation with CDFW if active burrows or nests are present.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s recommendations regarding protection of bank swallow
and appreciates the reference to Fish and Game Code Section 3503 et seq. and the federal
Migratory Bird Treaty Act. As discussed in Section 5.4, Biolgical Resources, of the DEIR,
the analysis evaluates potential program-level impacts to special-status species, including
nesting birds, and concludes that implementation of the General Plan’s biological
resources policies, together with compliance with State and federal wildlife protection
laws, would reduce potential impacts to less than significant. The General Plan Update is
a policy-level document that does not directly authorize ground-disturbing development.

Future implementing projects subject to CEQA review will be required to conduct site-
specific biological surveys by qualified biologists and implement avoidance and
minimization measures consistent with CDFW guidance and regulatory requirements,
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including preconstruction nesting bird surveys and consultation with CDFW if active
nests are found.

Because the DEIR provides a program-level evaluation of potential impacts to nesting
birds, including bank swallow, and establishes a framework requiring compliance with
applicable State and federal regulations, no additional mitigation is required at this time.
This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW states that the DEIR does not include mitigation measures to protect CESA-listed,
candidate, and other special-status fish species and notes that the Planning Area is adjacent
to riverine habitat supporting Delta smelt, longfin smelt, white sturgeon, and other special-
status fish. The comment identifies potential indirect impacts from pollutants or artificial
lighting and recommends inclusion of a mitigation measure requiting avoidance of in-
water work, biological review, and consultation with CDFW, USFWS, or National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) as applicable.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s recommendations regarding protection of special-status
fish species and appreciates the references to CESA and federal ESA consultation
requirements. As discussed in Section 5.4, Biolgical Resources, of the DEIR, the analysis
evaluates potential program-level impacts to aquatic resources and concludes that
implementation of the General Plan’s biological resources policies, together with
compliance with State and federal wildlife protection laws, would reduce potential impacts
to less than significant. The General Plan Update is a policy-level document that does not
directly authorize physical development or in-water construction activities.

Future development projects adjacent to or affecting aquatic habitat will be required to
conduct site-specific evaluations by qualified biologists and implement avoidance and
minimization measures consistent with CDFW, USFWS, and NMFS guidance and
permitting requirements, including consultation under CESA and the federal ESA if take
cannot be avoided.

Because the DEIR provides a program-level evaluation of potential impacts to aquatic
and special-status fish species and establishes a framework requiring compliance with
applicable State and federal regulations, no additional mitigation is required at this time.
This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW states that the DEIR does not include mitigation measures to protect white-tailed
kite, golden eagle, and other nesting birds, noting that these species are protected under
the California Fish and Game Code, the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), and,
for golden eagle, the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. The comment recommends
inclusion of a mitigation measure requiring preconstruction nesting bird surveys,
establishment of species-appropriate buffers, and coordination with CDFW when active
nests are present.
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The City acknowledges CDFW’s recommendations regarding protection of nesting birds,
including fully protected species such as white-tailed kite and golden eagle, and appreciates
the references to the MBTA, Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, and Fish and Game
Code requirements. As discussed in Section 5.4, Biological Resources, of the DEIR, the
analysis evaluates potential program-level impacts to nesting birds and concludes that
implementation of General Plan policies, together with compliance with applicable State
and federal wildlife protection laws, would reduce potential impacts to less than
significant. The General Plan Update is a policy-level document and does not authorize
specific physical development or vegetation removal.

Future development projects will be required to comply with the MBTA, Bald and Golden
Eagle Protection Act, and Fish and Game Code Section 3503 et seq., including conducting
preconstruction nesting bird surveys and implementing seasonal buffers as recommended
by qualified biologists.

Because the DEIR provides a program-level evaluation of potential impacts to nesting
birds and establishes a framework requiring compliance with existing biological resource
protections, no additional mitigation is required at this time. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW states that the DEIR does not include mitigation measures to protect the giant
garter snake, a CESA-listed threatened species, and describes potential impacts related to
habitat loss, fragmentation, prey reduction, pollution, and mortality from urbanization and
road use. The comment recommends inclusion of detailed mitigation measures (MM-
BIO-9 through MM-BIO-20) addressing surveys, habitat buffers, seasonal work
restrictions, exclusion fencing, and compensatory mitigation.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s detailed recommendations regarding protection of giant
garter snake and appreciates the references to applicable CESA requirements, species
ecology, and USFWS guidance. As discussed in Section 5.4, Biolygical Resources, of the
DEIR, the analysis identifies potential program-level impacts to special-status species,
including giant garter snake, and concludes that implementation of General Plan policies
and compliance with State and federal wildlife protection laws would reduce potential
impacts to less than significant. The General Plan Update is a policy-level document and
does not authorize site-specific physical development.

Future projects subject to CEQA review that occur within or adjacent to aquatic or
wetland habitat will be required to conduct site-specific biological assessments and
implement avoidance and minimization measures consistent with CDFW and USFWS
guidance, including consultation and permitting under CESA if take cannot be avoided.
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Because the DEIR evaluates potential program-level impacts to giant garter snake and
establishes a framework requiring compliance with applicable State and federal
regulations, no additional mitigation is required at this time. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW states that the DEIR does not include mitigation measures to protect sensitive
natural communities, wetlands, or riparian habitat and recommends inclusion of a
mitigation measure requiring restoration or habitat compensation at defined ratios and
compliance with Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq. for Lake and Streambed
Alteration (LSA) Notifications and Agreements.

The City acknowledges CDFW’s recommendations regarding protection of wetlands,
riparian areas, and other sensitive natural communities, and appreciates the reference to
Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq. As discussed in Section 5.4, Biological Resonrces,
Impact 5.4-2 of the DEIR, the analysis evaluates potential program-level impacts to
riparian habitat, wetlands, and other sensitive natural communities and concludes that
implementation of General Plan policies and compliance with State and federal permitting
requirements would avoid or minimize potential impacts to less than significant. The
General Plan Update is a policy-level document and does not authorize specific physical
development or site disturbance.

Future development projects subject to CEQA review will be required to identify potential
impacts to streams, wetlands, and riparian habitat and obtain appropriate permits and
approvals from CDFW;] the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the US. Army
Corps of Engineers, as applicable.

Because the DEIR provides a program-level evaluation of potential impacts to sensitive
natural communities and requires compliance with applicable State and federal regulatory
processes, no additional mitigation is required at this time. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

CDFW notes that implementation of future development projects could result in impacts
to fish and/or wildlife resources and requests that any special-status species or sensitive
natural communities detected during project-level surveys be reported to the California
Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), consistent with Public Resources Code Section
21003(e).CDFW also notes that environmental document filing fees are required under
Fish and Game Code Section 711.4 and California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section
753.5, to defray the cost of environmental review and that payment of such fees is
required for project approval to become final.

As discussed in Section 5.4, Biological Resonrces, of the DEIR, the proposed General Plan
Update would result in less-than-significant impacts to fish and wildlife resources at the
programmatic level. The proposed project does not authorize any specific development.
Future site-specific projects subject to CEQA review will be required to evaluate potential
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impacts to biological resources, report special-status species and natural communities to
the CNDDB, obtain all required permits and approvals from CDEFW, the Regional Water
Quality Control Board, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, as applicable, and pay the
required CEQA filing fees at the time a Notice of Determination is filed.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the
DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.
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LETTER A8 — Federal Emergency Management Agency (2 pages)

March 2026 83



RIO VISTA GENERAL PLAN UPDATE FINAL EIR
CITY OF RIO VISTA

2. Response to Comments

84 PlaceWorks



RIO VISTA GENERAL PLAN UPDATE FINAL EIR
CITY OF RIO VISTA

2. Response to Comments

A8. Response to Comments from Federal Emergency Management Agency, dated October 20,

2025.

AS8-1

A8-2

A8-3

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) acknowledges receipt of the
Notice of Availability for the DEIR and recommends review of the current effective
Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for Solano County and the City of Rio Vista,
available through FEMA’s Map Service Center. FEMA notes that Rio Vista participates in
the National Flood Insurance Program and references the minimum floodplain
management requirements in Title 44 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Sections
59 through 65.

As discussed in DEIR Section 5.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, flood hazards and
applicable regulatory requirements, including compliance with FEMA’s National Flood
Insurance Program and Rio Vista Municipal Code Chapter 15.16 (Flood Hazard
Protection), are addressed in the impact analysis. As this comment does not describe any
inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.

FEMA summarizes the National Flood Insurance Program floodplain management
requirements applicable within riverine floodplains, including that buildings in designated
tflood zones must be elevated so the lowest floor is at or above the Base Flood Elevation.
FEMA also states that development within regulatory floodways must not result in any
increase in base flood elevations, and that hydrologic and hydraulic analysis demonstrating
no-rise is required prior to development. Additionally, FEMA notes that communities
participating in the NFIP must submit updated technical data to FEMA for revision of
FIRMs within six months of changes to Special Flood Hazard Areas.

As this comment does not describe any inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the
DEIR are necessary. This comment will be forwarded to decision makers for their
consideration.

FEMA notes that many communities participating in the National Flood Insurance
Program adopt floodplain management standards that are more restrictive than federal
minimum requirements. FEMA advises contacting local floodplain managers for
information on applicable local requirements and provides contact information for the
City of Rio Vista and Solano County floodplain management staff.

Though this part of the comment mentions adopting more restrictive standards, as
discussed in the DEIR, development in the City is required to comply with Rio Vista
Municipal Code Chapter 15.16 and with FEMA’s National Flood Insurance Program
which are addressed in the flood hazard analysis. As this comment does not describe any
inadequacies of the DEIR, no changes to the DEIR are necessary. This comment will be
forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.
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3. Revisions to the Draft EIR

3.1 INTRODUCTION

This section contains revisions to the DEIR based upon additional or revised information required to prepare
a response to a specific comment. After review of all written comments and supporting materials, the City
determined that the DEIR text required revisions; however, no revisions to the DEIR figures, analysis, or
mitigation measures are necessary. The responses to comments provide clarifications and additional explanation
of the analysis contained in the DEIR but do not change the findings, conclusions, or significance
determinations. Changes made to the DEIR are identified here in strikeenttext to indicate deletions and in
underlined text to signify additions.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, none of the materials added to the FEIR constitute significant
new information that would require recirculation of the DEIR. No new significant environmental impacts have

been identified, nor has the severity of previously disclosed impacts increased.

3.2 DEIR REVISIONS IN RESPONSE TO WRITTEN COMMENTS

The following text has been revised in response to comments received on the DEIR.

Page 5.4-11, Section 5.4, Biological Resources. The following changes are incorporated under Regulatory
Background heading, in response to Comment A3-6, from the Delta Stewardship Council, dated September
24, 2025.

Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Reform Act of 2009 (Wat. Code, § 85000 et seq.; Delta Reform Act.)

The Delta Reform Act directs the Delta Stewardship Council (Council) to review and provide timely advice to

local and regional planning agencies regarding the consistency of local and regional planning documents with
the Delta Plan (Wat. Code sect. 85212.) The Delta Plan contains regulatory policies that guides local land use

decisions on development projects subject to approval by Delta counties (Contra Costa, Sacramento, San
Joaquin, Yolo, and Solano). Per the Delta Plan, should cities propose to expand into the Delta primary zone, or
acquire land in the primary zone for utility or infrastructure facility development, those actions are to be carried
out in conformity with the Delta Reform ActPreteetion?et. General plans and projects in the Delta counties
must be consistent with the Delta Plan_and file a certification of consistency with are-subjeettoresdesb¥ the
Council. Cemmissten: The Council Cemmisstenalse comments on CEQA projects in the secondaryzonethat
have-the-potential-to-impaet-the primaryzone_Legal Delta and Suisun Marsh, that may be “covered actions”

and require submission of a certification of consistency. If a project in the primary zone is challenged as

inconsistent with the Delta Plan, the project can be appealed to the Council -Cemmissionforresolution:
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Page 5.11-3, Section 5.11, Land Use and Planning. The following changes are incorporated under Regulatory
Background heading, in response to Comment A3-7, from the Delta Stewardship Council, dated September
24, 2025.

Delta Plan

The Delta Plan, adopted by the Delta Stewardship Council in 2013 and amended in 2019_and 2022, is a
comprehensive long-term management plan for the Sacramento-San Joaquin—Riéver Delta. The Delta Plan
includes rules regulations and recommendations that support the State’s goals for the Delta to: (1) improve
water supply; (2) protect and restore a vibrant and healthy Delta ecosystem; and (3) preserve, protect, and
enhance the unique agricultural, cultural, and recreational characteristics of the Delta. The #4-15 regulatory

policies in the Delta Plan are enforceable through regulatory authority in the Delta Reform Act, enacted as part
of SB-X7 (DSC 2019).

Page 5.14-25, Section 5.14, Public Service and Recreation. The following changes are incorporated under Regulatory
Background heading, in response to Comment A3-8, from the Delta Stewardship Council, dated September
24, 2025.

Regional Regulation
Delta Plan

The Delta Plan, adopted by the Delta Stewardship Council in 2013 and amended in 2019_and 2022, is a
comprehensive long-term management plan for the Sacramento-San Joaquin—Riéver Delta. The Delta Plan
includes rules regulations and recommendations that support the State’s goals for the Delta to: (1) improve
water supply; (2) protect and restore a vibrant and healthy Delta ecosystem; and (3) preserve, protect, and
enhance the unique agricultural, cultural, and recreational characteristics of the Delta. The +4-15 regulatory

policies in the Delta Plan are enforceable through regulatory authority in the Delta Reform Act, enacted as part
of SB-X7 (DSC 2019).

3.3 DEIR REVISIONS

The following revisions have been made to the Draft EIR to clarify and refine the analysis. While these revisions
provide additional clarification and ensure legal accuracy, they do not identify any new significant environmental
impacts, do not increase the severity of previously identified impacts, and do not introduce new feasible
mitigation measures or alternatives. The impact determinations and conclusions of the Draft EIR remain
unchanged. Accordingly, these revisions do not constitute significant new information requiring recirculation
of the EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5.
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Page 5.4-47, Section 5.4, Biological Resources. The following revisions are in Section 5.4.4, Environmental Inmpacts.

Impact 5.4-4:  The proposed project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance, adopted habitat
conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or other approved local, regional,
or State habitat conservation plan. [Thresholds B-5 and B-6]

The proposed project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources

including tree preservation policies or ordinances, or any adopted habitat conservation plan, natural community
conservation plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan. Adeditienally; The

General Plan includes policies that protect biological and scenic resources, including Policy OSC-4, which seeks

to protect open space areas of natural resource and scenic value, including wetlands, riparian corridors,
tloodplains, woodlands, and hillsides, and Policy OSC-5 encourages landowners and developers to preserve the
integrity of existing terrain and natural vegetation in environmentally sensitive areas, such as drainage corridors,

native riparian habitats, wetlands, and prominent hilltops._Implementation of the proposed project would be

consistent with these adopted policies and would not result in the removal or degradation of protected
biological resources in a manner that would conflict with their intent.

There are no habitat conservation plans, natural communities community conservation plans, or other plans

that apply to the proposed project_in a manner that would result in conflict. While the City is a participating

member of the Solano County Habitat Conservation Plan,! that plan has not been adopted and therefore does

not constitute an applicable regulatory framework. No impact would occur in this regard.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Impact 5.4-4 would have no impact.

Page 5.8-32, Section 5.8, Greenbhouse Gas Ewmissions. The following revisions are in Section 5.8.4, Environmental
Tmpacts.

Consistency with the City of Rio Vista Climate Action Plan (2014

The City of Rio Vista Climate Action Plan (CAP), adopted in 2014, identifies aspirational objectives and actions

the Citv may take to reduce GHG emissions with the intended outcome of reducing the rate of climate change.
The 2014 CAP was developed to help the City meet the then-established goal of reducing emissions to 15

percent below 2005 levels by the vear 2020. Statewide GHG reduction goals now exceed the standards in place

in 2014 when the CAP was adopted, and those statewide GHG standards and reduction goals would apply to
future development within the city.

The Solano County Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is an ongoing countywide planning effort and is currently in draft form. As

of the time of preparation of this EIR, the HCP has not been adopted, and its final provisions, applicability, and implementation
timing remain uncertain. The HCP is referenced for background and informational purposes only and is not relied upon in this
EIR for purposes of impact avoidance, impact reduction, or mitigation, consistent with CEQA requirements regarding speculative

future actions.
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3. Revisions to the Draft EIR

In general, CAPs prepared during the timeframe of Rio Vista’s 2014 CAP focused primarily on actions local

agencies could undertake to facilitate GHG reductions. The CAP contains many educational and aspirational
policies related to GHG reductions. As such, the 2014 CAP includes no proscriptive requirements to be applied

to projects that result in land use changes. The CAP does include policies that direct the City to facilitate higher-

density, mixed-use projects and projects that foster oreater transit ridership (Rio Vista CAP Policies T-3.1(A

T-3.1(B), and T-3.2(A)).

The proposed project is supportive of and consistent with these policies of the 2014 CAP. For example, the

General Plan Update promotes compact, mixed-use development and pedestrian-oriented neighborhoods
(Policies I.U-1, I.U-6, and 1.U-9), encourages connectivity between residential areas and services (Policies I.U-

3 and MC-15), and supports multimodal transportation options and active transportation infrastructure
olicies MC-2. MC-4, and MC-14), which are consistent with the CAP’ direction to facilitate higher-densit

development near transit and reduce reliance on single-occupant vehicle travel.
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