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1.
P

roject
T

itle:
2009-2010

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rd

in
an

ce
A

m
en

d
m

en
ts

and
A

ssociated
in

terp
retiv

e
G

uidance
R

esolution,
C

ounty-initiated
Z

oning
C

ode
T

ext
A

m
en

d
m

en
t

P
l0-00098-O

R
[)

2.
P

ro
p
erty

O
w

ner:
N

ot
A

pplicable

3.
C

ontact
p
erso

n
an

d
p

h
o

n
e

n
u
m

b
er:

C
h
risto

p
h
er

M
.

C
ahill,

P
roject

P
lanner,

(707)
253.4847,

ch
ris.cah

iflco
u
n
o
fn

ap
a.o

rg

4.
P

roject
lo

catio
n

an
d

A
P

N
:

T
he

p
ro

p
o
sed

Z
oning

O
rd

in
an

ce
text

am
en

d
m

en
ts

and
R

esolution
w

ith
associated

policy
in

terp
retatio

n
s

w
o
u
ld

apply
to

u
n

in
co

rp
o

rated
areas

countyw
ide,

and
in

p
articu

lar
to

those
parcels

zoned
and

sized
to

allow
w

ine
p
ro

d
u
ctio

n
.

5.
P

roject
S

ponsor’s
N

am
e

an
d

A
ddress:

P
lanning

D
irector

H
illary

G
itelm

an
for

the
N

apa
C

ounty
B

oard
of

S
upervisors,

1195
T

hird
S

treet,
S

uite
210,

N
apa,

C
’

1
94558,

(707)
253.4417,

h
illaj.g

itelm
am

P
co

u
n

ty
o
fn

ap
a.o

rg

6.
H

azard
o

u
s

W
aste

S
ites:

T
his

project
is

applicable
to

all
parcels

zoned
and

sized
to

allow
w

ine
p
ro

d
u
ctio

n
,

a
n
u
m

b
er

of
w

hich
are

in
clu

d
ed

on
the

lists
of

h
azard

o
u

s
w

aste
sites

en
u
m

erated
u

n
d
er

G
o
v
ern

m
en

t
C

ode
§65962.5.

7.
P

ro
ject

D
escrip

tio
n
:

B
oard

of
S

upervisors
ad

o
p
tio

n
of

an
o
rd

in
an

ce
to:

1.)
am

end
N

ap
a

C
ounty

C
ode

§18.08.370
“M

arketing
of

w
ine,”

to
clarify

existing
lim

itations
on

w
here,

w
hen,

how
,

and
for

w
hom

allo
w

ed
w

inery
m

ark
etin

g
m

ay
occur;

2.)
am

end
N

apa
C

ounty
C

ode
§18.08.620

“T
ours

and
tastings,”

to
clarify

existing
lim

itations
on

food
and

w
ine

pairings
at

w
ineries;

and
3.)

am
end

§18.16.030
(1-1)

and
§18.20.030

(1)
to

allow
the

sale
of

w
ine

related
p
ro

d
u
cts

as
a

w
inery-accessory

use
w

ithin
the

A
P

(A
gricultural

P
reserve)

and
A

W
(A

gricultural
W

atershed)
z
o

n
in

g
districts.

T
he

project
also

in
clu

d
es

P
lanning

C
om

m
ission

ad
o

p
tio

n
of

a
resolution

establishing
in

terp
retiv

e
guidance

related
to

w
in

ery
activities

w
ithin

the
A

P
and

A
W

zoning
districts.

P
R

E
L

IM
IN

A
R

Y
D

E
T

E
R

M
IN

A
T

IO
N

:
T

he
N

ap
a

C
o
u
n
ty

D
irector

of
C

onservation,
D

evelopm
ent,

and
P

lanning
has

tentatively
d
eterm

in
ed

that
the

follow
ing

project
w

o
u
ld

not
have

a
significant

effect
on

the
en

v
iro

n
m

en
t

and
the

C
ounty

in
ten

d
s

to
ad

o
p

t
a

n
eg

ativ
e

d
eclaratio

n
.

D
o
cu

m
en

tatio
n

su
p

p
o

rtin
g

this
d
eterm

in
atio

n
is

contained
in

the
attached

Initial
S

tudy
C

hecklist
an

d
is

available
for

inspection
at

the
offices

of
the

N
apa

C
ounty

C
onservation,

D
evelopm

ent,
and

P
lanning

D
ep

artm
en

t,
1195

T
hird

St.,
S

uite
210,

N
apa,

O
h

94559
betw

een
the

h
o
u
rs

of
8:00

A
M

and
4:45

P
M

M
onday

th
ro

u
g
h

F
riday

(excepting
holidays).

D
A

T
E

W
R

IT
T

E
N

C
O

M
M

E
N

T
P

E
R

IO
D

:
A

p
ril

1,
2010

th
ro

u
g

h
A

p
ril

20,
2010

Please
send

w
ritten

com
m

ents
to

the
attention

ofC
hris

C
ahill

at
1195

T
hird

St.,
Suite

210,
N

apa,
C

”
94559,

or
via

e—
m

ail
to

chris.cahill@
countiiofnapa.org.

A
public

hearing
on

this
p

ro
je

c
t

is
tentativeli

scheduled
for

the
N

apa
C

ounti
C

onservation,
D

evelopm
ent,

and
P

lanning
C

om
m

ission
at

9:00
A

M
or

later
on

W
ednesdai,

A
pril

21,
2010.

Y
ou

m
aiJ

confirm
the

date
and

tim
e

of
this

hearing
b
i

1
calling

(707)
253.4417.
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1.
P

ro
ject

T
itle

2009-2010
W

inery-related
Z

oning
O

rd
in

an
ce

A
m

en
d
m

en
ts

and
A

ssociated
In

terp
retiv

e
G

uidance
R

esolution,
C

o
u
n
ty

-in
itiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d
m

en
t

.Ni
P

10-00098-O
R

D

2.
P

ro
p
erty

O
w

n
er

N
ot

A
pplicable

3.
C

ontact
p
erso

n
an

d
p

h
o

n
e

n
u
m

b
er

C
h
risto

p
h
er

M
.

C
ahill,

P
roject

P
lanner,

(707)
253.4847,

chris.cahill@
counniofnapa.org

4.
P

roject
lo

catio
n

an
d

A
P

N

T
he

p
ro

p
o

sed
Z

oning
O

rd
in

an
ce

text
am

en
d
m

en
ts

an
d

R
esolution

w
ith

associated
policy

in
terp

retatio
n
s

w
o
u

ld
apply

to
u

n
in

co
rp

o
rated

areas
countyw

ide,
and

in
p

articu
lar

to
those

parcels
zoned

and
sized

to
allow

w
ine

p
ro

d
u
ctio

n
.

5.
P

ro
ject

S
ponsor’s

N
am

e
an

d
A

d
d
ress

P
lanning

D
irector

1-lillary
G

itelm
an

for
the

N
ap

a
C

ounty
B

oard
of

S
upervisors,

1195
T

hird
S

treet,
S

uite
210,

N
apa,

C
”

94558,
(707)

253.4417,
hillary. g

itelm
an

co
u

n
ty

o
fn

ap
a.o

rg

6.
G

en
eral

P
lan

D
escrip

tio
n

C
o
u
n
ty

-w
id

e

7.
C

u
rren

t
Z

o
n

in
g

C
o
u
n
ty

-w
id

e

8.
P

ro
ject

D
escrip

tio
n

B
oard

of
S

upervisors
ad

o
p
tio

n
of

an
ordinance

to:
1.)

am
end

N
ap

a
C

ounty
C

ode
§18.08.370

“M
arketing

of
w

ine,”

to
clarify

existing
lim

itations
on

w
here,

w
hen,

how
,

an
d

for
w

h
o
m

allow
ed

w
inery

m
arketing

m
ay

occur;
2.)

am
en

d
N

apa
C

ounty
C

ode
§18.08.620

“T
ours

and
tastings,”

to
clarify

existing
lim

itations
on

food
and

w
ine

p
airin

g
s

at
w

ineries;
and

3.)
am

end
§18.16.030

(H
)

and
§18.20.030

(J)
to

allow
the

sale
of

w
ine

related
p

ro
d
u

cts
as

a
w

inery-accessory
use

w
ith

in
the

A
P

(A
gricultural

P
reserve)

and
A

W
(A

gricultural
W

atershed)
zoning

districts.

T
he

project
also

in
clu

d
es

P
lanning

C
om

m
ission

ad
o

p
tio

n
of

a
resolution

establishing
in

terp
retiv

e
guidance

related
to

w
in

ery
activities

w
ith

in
the

A
P

an
d

A
W

zoning
districts.

9.
T

he
1990

W
in

ery
D

efin
itio

n
O

rd
in

an
ce

an
d

th
e

S
cope

of
th

is
R

eview

T
he

W
D

O

T
he

W
inery

D
efinition

O
rd

in
an

ce
(or

W
D

O
)

w
as

ad
o

p
ted

in
1990,

follow
ing

extensive
discussions

both
w

ithin

and
w

ith
o
u
t

the
w

ine
in

d
u

stry
,

n
u
m

ero
u
s

h
earin

g
s

before
the

P
lanning

C
om

m
ission

and
the

B
oard

of
S

upervisors,
and

a
com

plex
an

d
m

u
ch

-d
eb

ated
en

v
iro

n
m

en
tal

review
process.

T
he

history
of

that
tim

e
has

been
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o
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2
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2
0

0
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1
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W
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Z
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O
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A
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G
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C
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Z
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C
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T
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A
m

en
d

m
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t
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P
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R
D



d
o
c
u
m

e
n
te

d
elsew

here,
an

d
there

is
n
o
th

in
g

about
the

specifics
of

this
project

that
necessitates

its
retelling,

in
w

hole,
here.

H
ow

ever,
as

w
e

have
recently

p
ag

ed
th

ro
u
g
h

the
C

ounty’s
records

relating
to

the
ad

o
p
tio

n
of

the
W

D
O

,
it

has
becom

e
clear

to
P

lanning
staff

that
the

en
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

r
e
v
i
e
w

w
hich

o
ccu

rred
at

the
tim

e
of

the
W

D
O

’s
ad

o
p
tio

n
is

n
eith

er
w

ell
n
o
r

w
idely

u
n

d
ersto

o
d

.
T

o
the

extent
that

this
d
o
cu

m
en

t
concerns

itself
w

ith
the

en
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

consequences
of

those
changes

w
hich

are
now

p
ro

p
o

sed
for

certain
w

in
ery

-related
sections

of
the

Z
oning

C
ode,

that
history

strikes
us

as
both

relevant
and

w
o
rth

y
of

brief
su

m
m

atio
n
.

O
n

or
ab

o
u
t

F
ebruary

27,
1989,

rep
resen

tativ
es

of
the

N
apa

V
alley

V
intners,

the
G

rape
G

row
ers,

an
d

the
F

arm
B

ureau
p
resen

ted
N

ap
a

C
ounty

w
ith

the
text

of
a

d
raft

W
inery

D
efinition

O
rdinance.

T
he

d
raft

ordinance
h
ad

n
o
t

been
analyzed

by
C

o
u
n
ty

staff
p
rio

r
to

its
subm

ittal
and

it
does

not
ap

p
ear

that
staff

p
lay

ed
a

role
in

its
d
raftin

g
.

O
n

June
13,

1989
the

B
oard

of
S

upervisors
entered

into
a

contract
w

ith
a

M
an

n
C

o
u
n
ty

-b
ased

en
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

consultant
for

the
p

rep
aratio

n
of

an
E

nvironm
ental

Im
pact

R
eport

to,
“ad

d
ress

the
potential

im
pacts

of
the

d
raft

W
inery

D
efinition

O
rd

in
an

ce
and

the
long

term
im

pacts
of

w
ine

in
d

u
stry

g
ro

w
th

in
N

apa
C

ounty.”
(P

lanning
C

om
m

ission
S

taff
R

eport,
A

m
endm

ents
to

f/ic
C

ounfi
Z

o;nng
O

rdinance
R

etotin’ç’
to

W
in

e
ri

D
efinition,

M
eeting

of
D

ecem
ber

27,
1989)

A
N

otice
of

P
rep

aratio
n

w
as

p
o
sted

on
June

30,
1989

and
the

D
raft

E
nvironm

ental
Im

pact
R

eport
(D

E
IR

)
w

as
su

b
m

itted
to

the
P

lanning
D

ep
artm

en
t

for
public

review
and

com
m

ent;
the

form
al

com
m

ent
period

ran
from

O
ctober

13
to

N
ovem

ber
12,

1989.

T
he

su
b
m

itted
D

E
IR

fo
u
n
d

that
the

p
ro

p
o

sed
ordinance

w
o
u
ld

have
g
ro

w
th

in
d
u

cin
g

im
pacts,

that
there

w
o

u
ld

be
“direct”

im
pacts

related
to

land
use

and
inconsistency

w
ith

the
then-operative

G
eneral

P
lan,

and
that

there
w

o
u
ld

be
cum

ulative
im

pacts
related

to
land

use,
w

ater
quality,

w
ater

resources,
v
eg

etatio
n

an
d

w
ildlife,

aesthetics,
traffic,

noise,
cultural

resources,
air

quality,
public

health
and

safety,
an

d
co

m
m

u
n
ity

services.
T

he
consultants’

D
E

IR
in

co
rp

o
rated

an
extensive

list
of

m
itigation

m
easu

res
w

hich,
they

arg
u
ed

,
w

o
u
ld

com
pletely

m
itigate

im
pacts

associated
w

ith
m

ost
of

the
identified

significant
en

v
iro

n
m

en
tal

effects.
E

ffects
related

to
cum

ulative
traffic

generation,
noise

from
w

inery
m

ark
etin

g
events,

in
ad

eq
u
ate

cu
m

u
lativ

e
landfill

c
a
p
a
c
i
t
y
,

and
low

and
m

o
d
erate

h
o
u
sin

g
su

p
p
ly

w
ere

found
not

to
be

com
pletely

m
itigatable;

th
o
u
g

h
partial

m
itigation

m
easu

res
w

ere
p
ro

p
o
sed

.

S
om

e
599

w
ritten

and
oral

com
m

ents
w

ere
su

b
m

itted
to

the
D

ep
artm

en
t

d
u
rin

g
the

public
com

m
ent

p
erio

d
w

hich
follow

ed.
T

he
P

lanning
C

om
m

ission
held

public
hearings

on
the

d
raft

o
rd

in
an

ce
and

the
adequacy

of
the

D
E

IR
on

O
ctober

17,
D

ecem
ber

27,
and

D
ecem

ber
28,

1989
and

Jan
u
ary

3,
1990.

T
he

p
ro

p
o
sed

ordinance
an

d
the

p
ro

p
o
sed

D
E

IR
m

itig
atio

n
m

easures
u

n
d

erw
en

t
significant

revision
d

u
rin

g
this

period,
the

net
result

of
w

hich
w

as
that

a
G

eneral
P

lan
am

en
d

m
en

t
w

as
d
rafted

w
hich

resolved
issues

related
to

lan
d

use
and

G
eneral

P
lan

consistency.
T

he
ordm

ance
itself

w
as

also
re-w

ritten
in

such
a

w
ay

th
at

a
n

u
m

b
er

of
m

itig
atio

n
m

easures
w

ere
no

longer
necessary.

T
he

P
lanning

C
om

m
ission

ultim
ately

fo
rw

ard
ed

the
m

atter
on

to
the

B
oard

of
S

upervisors
w

ith
a

reco
m

m
en

d
atio

n
for

approval
and

tw
o

exhibits
dealing

w
ith

m
itigation

m
easures.

“E
xhibit

D
,”

w
as

a
su

m
m

ary
of

m
itigation

m
easu

res
for

“com
pletely

m
itigatable

im
pacts”

and
in

clu
d
ed

63
reco

m
m

en
d

ed
m

itigation
m

easu
res

ad
d
ressin

g
air

quality,
noise,

vegetation
and

w
ildlife,

cultural
resources,

visual/aesthetic
considerations,

p
u
b
lic

safety,
co

m
m

u
n
ity

services,
and

w
ater

resources.
“E

xhibit
F,”

w
as

a
su

m
m

ary
of

m
itigation

m
e
a
s
u

r
e
s

f
o
r
,

“p
artially

m
itigatable

significant
im

pacts”
and

included
23

m
itigation

m
easures

w
hich

w
ould

only
partially

m
itigate

significant
cum

ulative
im

pacts
related

to
traffic

congestion
increases,

fire
protection/em

ergency
m

edical
service

d
em

an
d

increases,
and

solid
w

aste
disposal

d
em

an
d

increases.

T
he

B
oard

of
S

upervisors
held

public
hearings

on
the

d
raft

ordinance,
the

d
raft

G
eneral

P
lan

am
en

d
m

en
t,

an
d

the
adequacy

of
the

p
ro

p
o
sed

FIR
on

January
ii,

16,
and

17,
1990.

T
h

ro
u
g

h
o
u
t

the
B

oard
of

S
upervisors

review
process,

additional
refinem

ents
to

the
draft

d
o
cu

m
en

ts
w

ere
in

co
rp

o
rated

.
A

t
the

close
of

the
January

17
hearing,

P
a
g

e
o
f

2
6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
In

terp
retiv

e
G

u
id

an
ce

C
o
u
n
ty

-in
itiated

Z
o
n
in

g
C

o
d

e
T

ext
A

m
en

d
m

en
t
N

P
lo

-o
o

o
9

8
-O

R
D



the
B

oard
of

S
upervisors

ap
p
ro

v
ed

reso
lu

tio
n
s

of
intent

to
ad

o
p
t

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

G
eneral

P
lan

am
en

d
m

en
ts

(on
a

3-
2

vote)
and

the
d
raft

W
inery

D
efinition

O
rdinance

(on
a

5-0
vote).

T
he

B
oard

also
voted

3—
2

for
a

resolution
of

in
ten

t
to

find
the

project
E

IR
ad

eq
u

ate
and

to
find

that
the;

i;n’i,o,i,,it’,ital
Im

pact
R

eport...
identifies

certain
significant

effects
that

cannot
be

,niti’ated
to

levels
of

n
isiçn

ifican
ce

eL
Itam

i’
n

if
u

ant
tjfii

ts
that

tan
bt

nntigattd
to

kz’elc
of

in
sig

n
ifican

u
and

othLI
tffccts

that
ai

insignificant.
(M

in
u

tes
of

the
M

eeting
of

the
B

oard
of

S
upervisors,

C
ounty

of
N

apa,
January

17,
1990)

O
n

January
23,

1990
the

B
oard

of
S

upervisors
ad

o
p

ted
O

rd
in

an
ce

]\b
947

(the
W

inery
D

efinition
O

rdinance)
and

R
esolution

jV
o

90-10
(A

R
eso

lu
tio

n
...

A
d
o
p
tin

g
an

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
to

the
N

ap
a

C
ounty

G
eneral

P
lan

R
elating

to
W

inery
A

ctivities
in

A
gricultural

A
reas).

Included
in

R
esolution

JV
90-10

w
ere

tw
o

findings
of

p
articu

lar
interest

here;4.
B

ased
upon

the
onol,,’sis

set
forth

in
TJZJR—

60,
pullic

conuiients
received

during
the

public
review

period,
end

testinoni/
subnutted

at
the

public
heorings

befi)re
the

C
oniinission

and
B

o
ard

,
the

B
oard

finds
and

determ
ines

that
the

adoption
cf

C
PA

90—
1

w
ill

result
in

sig
n
ifican

t
iim

nnitigated
im

pacts
in

the
follow

ing
frm

r
areas:

a.
C

um
itlotive

traffic
im

pacts;
b.

Increased
dem

and
fir

solid
w

aste
disposal

at
the

C
o

u
n
ty

’s
three

sanitarm
landfill

sites;
c.

Increased
dem

and
flir

lozi’
and

m
oderate

in
caine

housing;
d.

Increased
dem

and
for

fire
protection

services.

5.
The

B
oardfurtherfinds

and
determ

ines
that

all
other

im
pacts

associated
w

ith
the

adoption
of

G
PA

90—
1

can
be

m
itigated

to
levels

of insignificance
ifthe

m
itigation

m
easures

identified
bii FEIR

—
60

or
sinular

m
easures

are
adopted

b
i

1
the

C
om

m
ission

on
a

case—
bit

case
basis.

T
he

B
oard

then
w

ent
on

to
ad

o
p
t

a
statem

en
t

of
o
v
errid

in
g

co
n
sid

eratio
n
s

ad
d

ressin
g

the
four

n
o
t-en

tirely
m

itigatable
im

pacts
id

en
tified

at
item

4,
q
u
o
ted

above.

B
ased

on
the

lan
g
u
ag

e
at

item
5,

above,
it

ap
p
ears

that
the

B
oard

of
S

upervisors
ad

o
p
ted

n
eith

er
the

“com
plete”

m
itigation

m
easures

en
u

m
erated

in
“E

xhibit
D

”
nor

the
“partial”

m
itig

a
tio

n
m

e
a
su

re
s

e
n
u

m
e
ra

te
d

in
“E

xhibit
E

.”
Instead,

the
B

oard
left

it
to

the
P

lan
n
in

g
C

om
m

ission
to

ap
p
ly

those
“or

sim
ilar”

m
easu

res
at

som
e

later
date.

A
s

a
result,

the
P

lanning
D

ep
artm

en
t

and
the

P
lanning

C
om

m
ission

d
ev

elo
p
ed

and
ro

u
tin

ely
apply

a
list

of
stan

d
ard

w
inery

conditions
of

ap
p
ro

v
al

that
accom

plish
som

e,
if

not
all,

of
the

goals
o
u
tlin

ed
in

E
xhibits

“D
”

an
d

“E
.”

The
Scope

of
T

his
R

eviezi’
F

or
p
u
rp

o
ses

of
this

initial
study,

the
baseline

condition
is

d
eem

ed
to

be
the

Z
oning

C
ode

and
G

eneral
P

lan
as

they
relate

to
w

ineries
and

as
they

have
been

m
o
d
ified

and
read

o
p
ted

in
the

years
betw

een
1990

and
the

present.
In

particular,
w

e
w

o
u
ld

direct
the

reader’s
atten

tio
n

to
the

C
ounty’s

2008
G

eneral
P

lan
U

p
d
ate

and
its

E
nvironm

ental
Im

pact
R

eport,
both

of
w

hich
explicitly

ad
d
ress

N
ap

a
C

ounty’s
w

ineries,
foreseeable

grow
th

in
w

inery
n

u
m

b
ers

and
operations,

and
the

cu
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
thereof.

T
he

2008
G

eneral
P

lan
FIR

identifies
significant

cum
ulative

im
pacts

in
the

areas
of

air
quality

and
traffic

congestion
and

the
B

oard
of

S
upervisors

o
v
erro

d
e

those
know

n
cu

m
u
lativ

ely
considerable

im
pacts

w
h
en

it
ad

o
p

ted
the

G
eneral

P
lan

U
pdate.

T
he

ordinance
and

in
terp

retiv
e

guidance
p
ro

p
o
sed

here
clarify

existing
definitions

of
w

inery
m

arketing
and

w
in

ery
tours

and
tastings

an
d

in
crem

en
tally

w
id

en
the

class
of

p
ro

d
u
cts

allow
ed

to
be

sold
at

a
w

inery.
N

either
the

construction
of

new
w

ineries
n
o
r

the
expansion

of
any

existing
w

inery
facility

w
o

u
ld

be
au

th
o

rized
by

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

docum
ents.

L
ikew

ise,
the

tim
in

g
and

n
u
m

b
er

of
cu

rren
tly

-ap
p

ro
v

ed
w

in
ery

m
arketing

events
w

o
u
ld

not
he

altered
by

this
project,

n
o
r

w
o
u
ld

the
n

u
m

b
er

of
m

ark
etin

g
or

to
u
rs

and
tastings

visitors
allow

ed
at

a
given

P
ag

e4
o
f2

6
2
0
0
9
-2

0
1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
N

C
P

ao-ooo98-O
R
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lacilily.
W

hile
the

p
ro

p
o
sed

changes
m

ay
m

otivate
existing,

or
future,

w
ineries

to
request

new
or

additional
events

or
v
isita

tio
n

v
o

lu
m

e
s,

the
C

ounty
expects

those
requests

to
he

lim
ited

both
in

n
u
m

b
er

and
scope.

A
d
d
itio

n
ally

,
the

c
o
n
t
o
u
r
s

of
those

specific
requests

are
necessarily

speculative
at

this
tim

e,
and

could
only

he
ad

d
ressed

as
p
art

of
a

future
site-

and
project-specific

review
.

A
ll

that
can

he
said

about
potential

cu
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
has

been
said

i
n

the
G

eneral
P

lan
program

-level
E

IR
,

certified
in

June
2008.

In
the

e
x

istin
g

-p
lu

s-p
ro

je
c
t

scenario
outlined

here,
overall

w
inery

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
activities

w
ill

rem
ain

essentially
as

projected
in

that
d

ocu
m

en
t.

10.
E

n
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

S
ettin

g
an

d
S

u
rro

u
n
d
in

g
L

and
U

ses
N

apa
C

ounty
cu

rren
tly

has
ap

p
ro

x
im

ately
420

p
erm

itted
w

ineries,
in

clu
d
in

g
a

m
ix

of
facilities

that
are

cu
rren

tly
p
ro

d
u
cin

g
and

facilities
that

have
acted

to
“use”

their
u
s
e

p
erm

it
b

u
t

have
not

begun
actual

w
inem

aking.
W

ithin
the

p
rep

o
n
d
eran

ce
of

N
apa

C
ounty

subject
to

ag
ricu

ltu
ral

zoning,
the

legal
existence

of
w

ineries
d

ep
en

d
s

o
n

a

finding
that

they
are

ag
ricu

ltu
ral

processing
facilities,

an
in

h
eren

t
and

vital
p
art

of
the

ag
ricu

ltu
ral

enterprise,
and

that
their

v
a
r
i
o
u
s

m
ark

etin
g

activities
are,

“
n

o
t

only
necessary

to
retain

ag
ricu

ltu
re

as
a

m
ajor

source
of

incom
e

and
em

p
lo

y
m

en
t

i
n

N
apa

C
ounty,

hut
also

w
ill

en
su

re
the

co
n

tin
u
ed

ag
ricu

ltu
ral

v
iab

ility
of

existing
and

f
u

t
u

r
e

N
apa

V
alley

vineyards.”
(A

dditional
F

indings
R

elating
to

G
eneral

P
lan

C
onsistency,

N
ap

a
C

o
u
n
ty

B
oard

of
S

upervisors,
O

rd
in

an
ce

.V!
947,

1990,
em

phasis
added).

In
o
rd

er
to

preserve
the

basic
ag

ricu
ltu

ral
n

atu
re

of
N

apa
C

ounty’s
w

ineries,
the

C
o
u
n
ty

has
created

an
o
v
erlap

p
in

g
regim

e
of

w
inery

use
perm

its,
stan

d
ard

w
i
n

e
r
y

co
n
d
itio

n
s

of
approval,

and
Z

oning
C

ode
requirem

ents;
reg

u
latio

n
s

w
hich

act
i
n

concert
to

lim
it

the
activities

that
can

occur
at

a
w

inery.
W

inery
m

ark
etin

g
activities

are
specifically

proscribed
by

N
ap

a
C

ounty
C

ode
(N

.C
.C

.)
§18.08.370,

the
definition

of
“M

arketing
of

w
ine,”

N
.C

.C
.

§18.08.620,
the

definition
of

“T
ours

and
tastings,”

an
d
§

18.16.030(H
)

and
18.20.0300)

“U
ses

p
erm

itted
u

p
o

n
g
r
a
n
t

o
f

a
u
s
e

perm
it”

w
ith

in
the

A
P

and
A

W
zoning

districts
(respectively).

T
hese

definitions
and

restrictions
ap

p
ly

to
all

w
ineries,

except
for

a
lim

ited
class

of
“pre-W

.D
.O

.”
w

ineries
that

p
re-d

ate
the

req
u
irem

en
ts

and
have

a
recognized

right
to

e
v

e
n

t
s

and
activities

w
hich

w
o
u
ld

not
otherw

ise
be

allow
ed,

p
ro

v
id

ed
that

those
events

and
activities

w
ere

legally
occurring

p
rio

r
to

the
ad

o
p
tio

n
of

the
W

D
O

in
1990.

In
general,

the
reg

u
latio

n
s

as
cu

rren
tly

ad
o

p
ted

p
rev

en
t

w
ineries

from
conducting

social,
cultural,

an
d
/o

r
business

events
that

are
not

“lim
ited

to
activities

for..,
education

and
d

ev
elo

p
m

en
t..,

w
ith

respect
to

w
ine

w
hich

can
he

sold
at

the
w

inery
on

a
retail

basis.”
(N

.C
.C

.
§18.08.370)

T
his

language
has

trad
itio

n
ally

been
read

to
com

pletely
p
ro

h
ib

it
w

ed
d
in

g
s,

n
o
n
-w

in
e-related

corporate
events,

and
any

com
bination

of
activities

w
hich

w
o
u

ld
tend

to
tu

rn
an

ap
p

ro
v

ed
w

in
ery

into
an

events
center.

11.
O

th
er

ag
en

cies
w

h
o
se

ap
p

ro
v

al
is

req
u
ired

:
(e.g.,

perm
its,

financing
ap

p
ro

v
al,

or
p
articip

atio
n

agreem
ent).

N
/A

R
esp

o
n

sib
le

(R
)

an
d

T
ru

stee
(T

)
A

gencies:

N
/A

O
th

er
A

g
en

cies
C

ontacted:
C

ity
of

C
alistoga,

C
ity

of
St.

H
elena,

T
ow

n
of

Y
ountville,

C
ity

of
N

apa,
C

ity
of

A
m

erican
C

anyon

E
N

V
IR

O
N

M
E

N
T

A
L

IM
P

A
C

T
S

A
N

D
B

A
S

IS
O

F
C

O
N

C
L

U
S

IO
N

S
:

T
he

conclusions
and

reco
m

m
en

d
atio

n
s

contained
h
erein

are
professional

opinions
d
ev

elo
p
ed

in
accordance

w
ith

cu
rren

t
stan

d
ard

s
of

professional
practice.

T
hey

are
based

on
a

review
of

the
N

apa
C

ounty
E

nvironm
ental

R
esource

M
aps,

the
N

apa
C

o
u
n
ty

B
aseline

D
ata

R
eport,

specific
d
o
cu

m
en

ts
referenced

herein,
other

sources
of

inform
ation

in
clu

d
ed

or
referenced

in
the

record
file,

com
m

ents
received,

conversations
w

ith
k
n
o
w

led
g
eab

le
individuals,

the
p

rep
arers

personal
k
n
o
w

led
g
e

of
the

area,
an

d
visits

to
the

site
and

su
rro

u
n
d
in

g
areas.

F
or

fu
rth

er
inform

ation,
please

see
the

p
erm

an
en

t

P
a
g

e
5

o
f2

6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
N

P
lo-ooo98-O

R
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record
file

on
this

project,
available

for
review

at
the

offices
of

the
N

apa
C

ounty
D

ep
artm

en
t

of
C

onservation,
D

evelopm
ent,

and
P

lanning,
1195

T
hird

S
treet,

N
apa,

C
alif.

O
n

the
b

asis
of

th
is

in
itial

ev
alu

atio
n

:

I
find

that
the

p
ro

p
o
sed

project
C

O
U

L
D

N
O

T
have

a
significant

effect
on

the
en

v
iro

n
m

en
t,

and
a

N
E

G
A

T
IV

E
D

E
C

L
A

R
A

T
IO

N
w

ill
be

p
rep

ared
.

I
find

that
although

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

project
could

have
a

significant
effect

on
the

en
v
iro

n
m

en
t,

there
w

ill
not

he
a

significant
effect

in
this

case
because

revisions
in

the
project

have
been

m
ad

e
by

or
agreed

to
by

the
project

p
ro

p
o
n
en

t.
A

M
iT

IG
A

T
E

D
N

E
G

A
T

IV
E

D
E

C
L

A
R

A
T

IO
N

w
ill

be
p
rep

ared
.

I
find

that
the

p
ro

p
o
sed

project
M

A
Y

have
a

significant
effect

on
the

en
v
iro

n
m

en
t,

and
an

E
N

V
IR

O
N

M
E

N
T

A
L

IM
P

A
C

T
R

E
P

O
R

T
is

required.
I

find
that

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

project
M

A
Y

have
a

“p
o
ten

tially
significant

im
pact”

or
“potentially

significant
unless

m
itigated”

im
pact

on
the

en
v
iro

n
m

en
t,

but
at

least
one

effect
1)

has
been

ad
eq

u
ately

analyzed
in

an
earlier

d
o
cu

m
en

t
p

u
rsu

an
t

to
applicable

legal
stan

d
ard

s,
and

2)
has

been
ad

d
ressed

by
m

itigation
m

easu
res

based
on

the
earlier

analysis
as

described
on

attached
sheets.

A
n

E
N

V
IR

O
N

M
E

N
T

A
L

IM
P

A
C

T
R

E
P

O
R

T
is

required,
but

it
m

u
st

analyze
only

the
effects

that
rem

ain
to

he
ad

d
ressed

.
I

find
that

alth
o
u
g
h

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

project
could

have
a

significant
effect

on
the

en
v
iro

n
m

en
t,

because
all

p
o
ten

tially
significant

effects
(a)

have
been

an
aly

zed
ad

eq
u
ately

in
an

earlier
E

IR
or

N
E

G
A

T
IV

E
D

E
C

L
A

R
A

T
IO

N
p

u
rsu

an
t

to
applicable

stan
d
ard

s,
and

(h)
have

been
av

o
id

ed
or

m
itigated

p
u
rsu

an
t

to
that

earlier
E

IR
or

N
E

G
A

T
IV

E
D

E
C

L
A

R
A

T
IO

N
,

in
clu

d
in

g
revisions

or
m

itigation
m

easu
res

that
are

im
p
o
sed

u
p

o
n

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

project,
n
o
th

in
g

fu
rth

er
is

required.

—
-

)

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

io
B

Y
:

C
h
risto

p
h
er

M
h
ill

D
ate

P
roject

P
lanner

N
apa

C
ounty

C
onservation,

D
evelopm

ent,
&

P
lanning

P
a
g

e
6

of
2

6

2
0
0
9
-2

0
1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
o
u
n
ty

-in
itiated

Z
o
n
in

g
C

o
d
e

T
ex

t
A

m
en

d
m

en
t
N

P
lo

-0
0
0
9
8
-O
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E
n
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

C
h
eck

list
F

orm

L
ess

T
han

P
otentially

S
ignificant

L
ess

T
han

S
ignificant

W
ith

S
ignificant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
A

E
S

T
H

E
T

IC
S

.
W

o
u
ld

th
e

p
ro

ject:

a)
H

av
e

a
su

b
stan

tial
ad

v
erse

effect
on

a
scen

ic
v
ista?

U
b)

S
u

b
stan

tially
d

am
ag

e
scen

ic
reso

u
rces,

in
clu

d
in

g
,

b
itt

n
o
t

lim
ited

to,
trees,

rock
o

u
tcro

p
p

in
g

s,
an

d
h
isto

ric
b

u
ild

in
g

s
w

ith
in

a
state

scen
ic

h
ig

h
w

ay
?

U
c)

S
u

b
stan

tially
d
eg

rad
e

th
e

ex
istin

g
v

isu
al

ch
aracter

or
q
u
ality

of
th

e
site

an
d

its
su

rro
u
n
d
in

g
s?

d)
C

reate
a

n
ew

so
u

rce
of

su
b

stan
tial

lig
h

t
or

g
lare

w
h

ich
w

o
u

ld
ad

v
ersely

affect
day

or
n
ig

h
ttim

e
v
iew

s
in

th
e

area?

D
isc

u
ssio

n
:

a.-d.
T

he
p
ro

p
o
sed

o
rd

in
a
n

c
e

a
n
d

in
terp

retiv
e

g
u
id

a
n
c
e

a
u
th

o
riz

e
n

eith
er

th
e

c
o

n
stru

c
tio

n
of

n
ew

w
ineries

nor
the

ex
p
an

sio
n

of
any

existing
w

in
ery

facility.
A

s
a

result,
the

project
w

o
u
ld

not
im

pact
the

visual
character

or
quality

of
N

apa
C

ounty
(or

any
p
o
rtio

n
thereof)

and
w

o
u
ld

not
result

in
a

new
source

of
light

or
glare.

T
he

project
w

o
u
ld

clarify
existing

regulations
relating

to
w

in
ery

v
isitatio

n
and

m
ark

etin
g

and
w

o
u
ld

allow
incidental

sales
of

w
ine-

related
p

ro
d

u
cts

at
w

ineries.
llo

w
ev

er,
the

req
u

irem
en

t
that

all
w

inery
visitation

and
all

w
in

ery
sales

he
fully

accessory
and

su
b

o
rd

in
ate

to
the

m
ain

function
of

the
w

inery
as

an
ag

ricu
ltu

ral
processing

facility
(codified

at
N

.C
.C

.
§18.08.020

and
§18.104.040)

rem
ains

u
n
altered

.
T

he
tim

ing
and

n
u

m
b

er
of

cu
rren

tly
-ap

p
ro

v
ed

w
inery

m
ark

etin
g

events
w

ould
not

he
changed

by
this

project,
n
o
r

w
o
u
ld

the
n
u
m

b
er

of
m

ark
etin

g
or

tours
and

tastings
v

isito
rs

allo
w

ed
at

a
g
iv

en
facility.

E
xisting

reg
u
latio

n
s

lim
it

m
axim

um
w

inery
parcel-coverage

(15
acres

or
25%

of
a

parcel,
w

hichever
is

less,
per

N
.C

.C
.

§18.104.220)
and

w
in

ery
flo

o
r

area
given

over
to

accessory,
as

o
p

p
o
sed

to
strictly

p
ro

d
u
ctio

n
-related

,
uses

(no
m

ore
than

40%
of

the
total

w
in

ery
floor

area
per

N
.C

.C
.

§18.104.200).

M
itig

a
tio

n
M

e
a
su

re
s:

N
o

n
e

are
req

u
ired

.

Less
T

han
P

otentially
S

ignificant
L

ess
T

han
S

ignificant
W

ith
S

ignificant
N

o
Im

pact
M

itigation
Im

pact
Im

pact
Incorporation

II.
A

G
R

IC
U

L
T

U
R

E
R

E
S

O
U

R
C

E
S

.
W

o
u
ld

th
e

p
ro

ject:

a)
C

o
n
v
ert

P
rim

e
F

arm
lan

d
,

U
n

iq
u

e
F

arm
lan

d
,

o
r

F
arm

lan
d

of
S

tatew
id

e
Im

p
o
rtan

t
(F

arm
lan

d
)

as
sh

o
w

n
o
n

th
e

m
ap

s
p
rep

ared
p
u
rsu

an
t

to
th

e
F

arm
lan

d
M

ap
p

in
g

an
d

M
o

n
ito

rin
g

P
ro

g
ram

of
th

e
C

alifo
rn

ia
R

eso
u

rces
A

g
en

cy
,

to
n

o
n

ag
ricu

ltu
ral

u
se?

P
age

7
of

2
6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
o

d
e

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
N

P
P

ao-oooq8-O
R

D



L
ess

T
h
an

P
o

ten
tially

S
ig

n
ifican

t
L

ess
T

h
an

S
ig

n
ifican

t
W

ith
S

ig
n
ifican

t
N

o

Im
p

act
M

itig
atio

n
Im

p
act

Im
p

act
In

co
rp

o
ratio

n

b)
C

onflict
w

ith
existing

zoning
for

ag
ricu

ltu
ral

use,
or

a
W

illiam
son

A
ct

contract?
LI

c)
Involve

o
th

er
changes

in
the

existing
en

v
iro

n
m

en
t

w
hich,

due
to

th
eir

location
or

nature,
could

resu
lt

in
conversion

of
F

arm
land

to
non-agricultural

use?
LI

LI

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a-c.
G

eneral
P

lan
A

gricultural
P

reservation
an

d
L

and
U

se
policies

A
g
/L

U
-2

and
A

g
/IU

-1
3

re
c
o
g

n
iz

e
w

ineries,
and

any
u
se

c
o
n
s
is

te
n
t

w
ith

the
W

inery
D

efinition
O

rd
in

an
ce

and
clearly

accessory
to

a
w

in
e
ry

,
a
s

a
g

ric
u
ltu

re
.

T
he

subject
project

w
ould

not
perm

it
the

construction
of

new
facilities,

and
w

o
u
ld

not
directly

result
in

the
conversion

of
active

farm
land

to
a
n
y

other
use.

T
he

very
lim

ited
am

en
d
m

en
ts

to
allow

ed
w

inery-accessory
uses

p
ro

p
o
sed

in
the

draft
o
rd

in
an

ce
w

o
u
ld

not
conflict

w
ith

the
W

illiam
son

A
ct

or
any

k
n
o
w

n
W

illiam
son

A
ct

contract.
E

xisting
reg

u
latio

n
s

lim
it

m
axinuim

w
inery

parcel-coverage
and

w
inery-accessory

floor
area.

T
his

project
w

ill
not

result
in

the
conversion

of
special

status
farm

lan
d

to
a

n
o
n
-ag

ricu
ltu

ral
use.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

res:
N

one
are

required.

L
ess

T
h
an

P
o
ten

tially
S

ig
n
ifican

t
L

ess
T

h
an

S
ig

n
ifican

t
W

ith
S

ig
n
ifican

t
N

o

Im
p

act
M

itig
atio

n
Im

p
act

Im
p

act

In
co

rp
o
ratio

n

III.
A

IR
Q

U
A

L
IT

Y
.

W
here

available,
the

significance
criteria

estab
lish

ed
by

the
ap

p
licab

le
air

q
u

ality
m

an
ag

em
en

t
or

air
p

o
llu

tio
n

control
district

m
ay

be
relied

upon
to

m
ake

the
follow

ing
d
eterm

in
atio

n
s.

W
ould

the
project:

a)
C

onflict
w

ith
or

obstruct
im

p
lem

en
tatio

n
of

the
ap

p
licab

le
air

q
u
ality

plan?

b)
V

iolate
any

air
q

u
ality

stan
d
ard

or
co

n
trib

u
te

su
b

stan
tially

to
an

existing
or

projected
air

quality
violation?

LI
c)

R
esu

lt
in

a
cum

ulatively
considerable

net
increase

of
any

criteria
p
o
llu

tan
t

for
w

hich
the

project
region

is
non-

attain
m

en
t

u
n

d
er

an
ap

p
licab

le
federal

or
state

am
b

ien
t

air
q
u
ality

stan
d

ard
(in

clu
d

in
g

releasing
em

issions
w

hich
exceed

q
u

an
titativ

e
th

resh
o
ld

s
for

ozone
precursors)?

d)
E

xpose
sen

sitiv
e

receptors
to

su
b

stan
tial

p
o
llu

tan
t

concentrations?

e)
C

reate
objectionable

odors
affecting

a
su

b
stan

tial
n

u
m

b
er

of
people?

P
a
g

e
8

o
f

2
6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery.related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
o
u
n
ty

-in
itiated

Z
o
n
in

g
C

o
d
e

T
ex

t
A

m
en

d
m

en
t
N

P
ao

-o
o

o
9
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A
N

ote
on

G
reen

H
o
u
se

G
as

E
m

issio
n
s

In
2006,

the
S

tate
L

egislature
enacted

A
ssem

bly
B

ill
32,

re
q

u
irin

g
the

C
alifornia

A
ir

R
esources

B
oard

(C
A

R
B

)
to

design
m

easures
and

rules
to

reduce
g
reen

h
o
u
se

gas
(C

l
IC

)
em

issions
statew

id
e

to
1990

levels
no

later
than

2020.
T

he
m

easures
and

regulations
to

m
eet

the
2020

target
are

to
be

p
u
t

in
effect

by
2012,

and
the

regulatory
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
these

m
easures

is
ongoing.

In
A

u
g
u
st

2007,
the

L
egislature

enacted
S

enate
B

ill
97,

w
hich

am
ong

other
things,

directed
the

G
overnor’s

O
ffice

of
P

lanning
and

R
esearch

(O
P

R
)

to
p
ro

p
o
se

new
C

E
Q

A
regulations

for
the

ev
alu

atio
n

and
m

itigation
of

G
H

G
em

issions.
S13

97
directs

O
P

R
to

d
ev

elo
p

such
g
u
id

elin
es

by
July

2009,
and

directs
the

state
R

esources
A

gency
(the

agency
responsible

for
ad

o
p

tin
g

C
E

Q
A

regulations)
to

certify
and

ad
o

p
t

such
reg

u
latio

n
s

by
Jan

u
ary

2010.
T

his
effort

is
u
n
d
erw

ay
;

how
ever,

to
d
ate

n
eith

er
the

S
tate

nor
N

apa
C

ounty
has

ad
o
p

ted
explicit

th
resh

o
ld

s
of

significance
for

G
H

G
em

issions,
although

the
S

tate
has

recently
ad

o
p
ted

changes
to

the
S

tate
C

E
Q

A
G

uidelines
w

hich
suggest

that
agencies

m
ay

consider
(am

ong
other

factors)
the

extent
to

w
hich

a
project

com
plies

w
ith

req
u
irem

en
ts

ad
o
p

ted
to

im
p
lem

en
t

a
statew

ide,
regional,

or
local

plan
for

the
reduction

or
m

itigation
of

G
IIG

(S
tate

C
E

Q
A

G
uidelines

S
ection

15064.4(b)(3)).
A

lso,
the

B
ay

A
rea

A
ir

Q
uality

M
an

ag
em

en
t

D
istrict

(B
A

A
Q

M
D

)
has

p
ro

p
o
sed

com
pliance

w
ith

a
“qualified

clim
ate

action
plan”

as
a

th
resh

o
ld

of
significance,

along
w

ith
a

q
u
an

titativ
e

th
resh

o
ld

of
1,100

M
T

C
O

2e/yr
(m

etric
tons

of
carbon

dioxide
equivalents

per
year)

for
land

use
projects.

O
verall

increases
in

green
house

gas
(G

I-IG
)

em
issions

in
N

ap
a

C
o
u
n
ty

w
ere

assessed
in

the
E

nvironm
ental

Im
pact

R
eport

(E
IR

)
p
rep

ared
for

the
N

apa
C

ounty
G

eneral
P

lan
U

pdate
and

certified
in

June
2008.

G
I-IG

em
issions

w
ere

found
to

be
significant

and
u
n
av

o
id

ab
le

despite
ad

o
p
tio

n
of

m
itigation

m
easures

that
in

co
rp

o
rated

specific
policies

and
action

item
s

into
the

G
eneral

P
lan.

C
onsistent

w
ith

these
G

eneral
P

lan
action

item
s,

N
apa

C
ounty

p
articip

ated
in

d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t
of

a
co

m
m

u
n
ity

-w
id

e
G

I-IG
em

issions
inventory

and
“em

ission
red

u
ctio

n
fram

ew
ork”

for
all

local
jurisdictions

in
the

C
ounty

in
2008-2009.

T
his

p
lan

n
in

g
effort

w
as

com
pleted

by
the

N
apa

C
ounty

T
ran

sp
o
rtatio

n
and

P
lan

n
in

g
A

gency
(N

C
T

P
A

)
in

D
ecem

ber
2009,

and
is

currently
serving

as
the

basis
for

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
a

refined
in

v
en

to
ry

an
d

em
ission

reduction
plan

for
u
n
in

co
rp

o
rated

N
ap

a
C

ounty.

P
u

rsu
an

t
to

S
tate

C
E

Q
A

G
u
id

elin
es

§15183,
because

this
initial

stu
d
y

assesses
a

project
that

is
consistent

w
ith

an
ad

o
p
ted

G
eneral

P
lan

for
w

hich
an

en
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

im
pact

rep
o
rt

(E
IR

)
w

as
p

rep
ared

,
it

ap
p
ro

p
riately

focuses
on

im
pacts

w
hich

are
“peculiar

to
the

project,”
rath

er
than

the
cu

m
u
lativ

e
im

pacts
p
rev

io
u
sly

assessed.
T

he
p
ro

p
o
sed

o
rd

in
an

ce
and

in
terp

retiv
e

guidance
clarify

existing
definitions

of
w

in
ery

m
ark

etin
g

and
w

in
ery

tours
and

tastings
and

increm
entally

w
id

en
the

class
of

p
ro

d
u

cts
allow

ed
to

be
sold

at
a

w
inery.

T
he

tim
ing

and
n
u

m
b
er

of
cu

rren
tly

-ap
p
ro

v
ed

w
inery

m
ark

etin
g

events
w

o
u
ld

not
he

ch
an

g
ed

by
this

project,
n
o
r

w
o
u
ld

the
n

u
m

b
er

of
m

ark
etin

g
or

tours
and

tastings
visitors

allow
ed

at
a

given
facility.

N
o

new
stru

ctu
ral

d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t
is

p
ro

p
o
sed

.
A

s
a

result,
w

e
foresee

no
increase

in
G

H
G

em
issions,

either
from

traffic
to

and
front

w
ineries

or
from

facility-related
em

issions,
w

h
en

co
m

p
ared

to
the

currently-
p
erm

itted
baseline

condition.
P

roject
im

pacts
related

to
G

H
G

em
issions

are
co

n
sid

ered
less

than
significant.

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.
W

hile
the

to
p
o
g
rap

h
ical

and
m

eteorological
features

of
N

apa
C

ounty,
an

d
of

the
N

ap
a

V
alley

in
particular,

create
a

relatively
high

potential
for

air
pollution,

w
ine

p
ro

d
u

ctio
n

does
not

p
ro

d
u
ce

air
p
o
llu

tio
n

in
volum

es
su

b
stan

tial
en

o
u
g
h

to
result

in
an

air
q
u
ality

plan
conflict.

T
he

B
aitA

rea
A

ir
Q

uality
M

a
n
a
g
e
m

e
n
t

Plan
states

that
projects

that
do

not
exceed

a
th

resh
o
ld

of
2,000

vehicle
trips

p
er

d
ay

w
ill

not
im

pact
air

quality
and

do
not

require
further

stu
d
y

(B
A

A
Q

M
D

C
E

Q
A

G
uidelines,

p.
24).

T
he

p
ro

p
o
sed

ordinance
and

in
terp

retiv
e

guidance
clarify

existing
definitions

of
w

inery
m

ark
etin

g
an

d
w

inery
tours

an
d

tastings
and

increm
entally

w
id

en
the

class
of

p
ro

d
u
cts

allow
ed

to
he

sold
at

a
w

inery.
T

he
tim

ing
and

n
u

m
b
er

of
cu

rren
tly

-ap
p
ro

v
ed

w
inery

m
ark

etin
g

events
w

o
u
ld

not
be

changed
by

this
project,

n
o
r

w
o
u
ld

the
n

u
m

b
er

of
m

ark
etin

g
or

tours
and

tastings
visitors

allow
ed

at
a

given
facility.

A
s

a
result,

the
C

ounty
foresees

no
increase

in
traffic

to
and

from
w

ineries
w

hen
co

m
p
ared

to
the

cu
rren

tly
-p

erm
itted

baseline
condition.

P
a
g
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o
f
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W
hile

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

changes
m

ay
m

otivate
existing,

or
future,

w
ineries

to
request

n
e
w

or
ad

d
itio

n
al

events
or

visitation
volum

es,
the

co
n
to

u
rs

of
those

specific
requests

are
speculative

at
this

tim
e

and
w

o
u

ld
he

ad
d
ressed

as
p
art

of
that

fu
tu

re
site-

and
project-specific

review
.

T
he

subject
project

w
o
u
ld

not
conflict

w
ith

or
obstruct

the
im

p
lem

en
tatio

n
of

any
applicable

air
q
u
ality

plan.

h.
P

lease
see

“a.”,
above.

T
here

are
no

projected
or

existing
air

quality
violations

in
the

area
to

w
hich

this
proposal

w
o
u
ld

contribute
on

a
project-specific

basis.
T

he
project

w
o
u
ld

not
resu

lt
in

a
n
y

violations
of

applicable
air

quality
stan

d
ard

s.
C

u
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
related

to
air

quality
stan

d
ard

s
w

ere
id

en
tified

in
the

2008
G

eneral
P

lan
E

IR
.

S
ignificant

cu
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
w

ere
identified,

including
a

failure
to

com
ply

w
ith

the
C

lean
A

ir
P

lan,
increased

em
issions

of
ozone

p
recu

rso
rs

resulting
p
rim

arily
from

vehicles,
increased

P
M

io
em

issions,
and

a
failure

to
fully

su
p

p
o

rt
C

lean
A

ir
T

ran
sp

o
rtatio

n
C

ontrol
M

easures.
D

espite
the

ad
o
p

tio
n

of
m

itigation
m

easu
res

that
in

co
rp

o
rated

specific
policies

and
action

item
s

into
the

G
eneral

P
lan,

cu
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
related

to
air

quality
stan

d
ard

s
w

ere
found

to
he

significant
and

u
n
av

o
id

ab
le

and
a

statem
en

t
of

o
v
errid

in
g

considerations
w

as
ad

o
p
ted

.

c.
P

lease
see

“a.”
and

“b.,”
above.

T
he

p
ro

p
o
sed

project
w

o
u
ld

not
result

in
a

cu
m

u
lativ

ely
considerable

net
increase

in
any

criteria
p

o
llu

tan
t

for
w

hich
the

project
region

is
in

n
o
n

-attain
m

en
t

u
n

d
er

an
applicable

federal
or

state
am

bient
air

quality
stan

d
ard

.
T

he
p

ro
p

o
sed

o
rd

in
an

ce
and

in
terp

retiv
e

g
u
id

an
ce

w
o

u
ld

p
erm

it
n
eith

er
n

e
w

construction,
n
o
r

new
m

ark
etin

g
events,

nor
any

increase
in

w
in

ery
visitation.

S
tan

d
ard

co
n
d
itio

n
s

of
ap

p
ro

v
al

for
any

fu
tu

re
construction

project
w

ould
require

d
u
st

control
m

easures.
C

u
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
related

to
criteria

p
o
llu

tan
ts

w
ere

identified
in

the
2008

G
eneral

P
lan

L
IR

.
S

ignificant
cum

ulative
im

pacts
w

ere
identified,

in
clu

d
in

g
increased

em
issions

of
ozone

p
recu

rso
rs

resulting
prim

arily
from

vehicles
and

increased
PM

u
em

issions.
D

espite
the

ad
o
p
tio

n
of

m
itigation

m
easures

that
in

co
rp

o
rated

specific
policies

and
action

item
s

into
the

G
eneral

P
lan,

cum
ulative

im
pacts

related
to

criteria
p
o
llu

tan
ts

w
ere

found
to

be
significant

and
L

inavoidable
and

a
statem

en
t

of
o
v
errid

in
g

co
n
sid

eratio
n
s

w
as

ad
o
p
ted

.

d.-e.
T

his
project

in
clu

d
es

clarifications
to

code
lan

g
u
ag

e
controlling

w
inery

m
ark

etin
g

and
visitation

and
a

slight
expansion

of
the

p
ro

d
u

cts
allow

ed
to

he
sold

at
w

ineries.
It

w
ill

not
expose

sensitive
receptors

to
substantial

p
o
llu

tan
t

co
n
cen

tratio
n
s

an
d

w
ill

not
create

objectionable
odors

affecting
a

substantial
n
u
m

b
er

of
people.

C
u
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
related

to
im

pacts
of

sensitive
receptors

w
ere

identified
in

the
2008

G
eneral

P
lan

E
IR

.
S

ignificant
cu

m
u
lativ

e
im

pacts
w

ere
identified,

in
clu

d
in

g
the

location
of

new
sensitive

receptors
near

existing
or

fu
tu

re
sources

of
toxic

air
contam

inants.
D

espite
the

ad
o
p
tio

n
of

m
itigation

m
easures

that
in

co
rp

o
rated

specific
policies

and
action

item
s

into
the

G
eneral

P
lan,

cum
ulative

im
pacts

related
to

sensitive
recep

to
rs

w
ere

found
to

be
significant

and
u
n
av

o
id

ab
le

and
a

statem
en

t
of

o
v
errid

in
g

considerations
w

as
ad

o
p
ted

.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

re(s):
N

one
are

required.
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Iess
T

han
P

otentially
S

ig
n
ifican

t
Iess

T
han

S
ignificant

W
ith

S
ignificant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
IV

.
B

IO
IO

G
IC

A
L

R
E

S
O

U
R

C
E

S
.

W
o

u
ld

th
e

p
ro

ject:

a)
H

ave
a

su
b
stan

tial
adverse

effect,
eith

er
directly

or
throL

igh
h

ab
itat

m
odifications,

on
any

species
id

en
tified

as
a

candidate,
sensitive,

or
special

status
species

in
local

or
regional

plans,
policies,

or
reg

u
latio

n
s,

or
by

the
C

alifornia
D

ep
artm

en
t

of
F

ish
and

G
am

e
or

U
.S.

F
ish

and
W

ildlife
S

ervice?

b)
H

ave
a

su
b

stan
tial

adverse
effect

on
any

rip
arian

h
ab

itat
or

o
th

er
sen

sitiv
e

n
atu

ral
c
o
m

m
u
n
ity

id
en

tified
in

local
or

reg
io

n
al

p
lan

s,
p
o
licies,

reg
u
latio

n
s,

or
by

th
e

C
alifo

rn
ia

D
ep

artm
en

t
of

F
ish

an
d

G
am

e
or

U
S

F
ish

and
W

ildlife
S

ervice?

c)
H

ave
a

su
b
stan

tial
adverse

effect
on

federally
protected

w
e
tla

n
d
s

as
d

efin
ed

by
S

ection
404

of
the

C
lean

W
ater

A
ct

(including,
but

not
lim

ited
to,

m
arsh,

vernal
pool,

C
oastal,

etc.)
through

d
irect

rem
o
v
al,

fillin
g
,

h
y
d
ro

lo
g
ical

in
terru

p
tio

n
,

or
o
th

er
m

ean
s?

d)
In

terfere
su

b
stan

tially
w

ith
th

e
m

o
v
em

en
t

of
an

y
n
ativ

e
resid

en
t

or
m

ig
rato

ry
fish

or
w

ild
life

sp
ecies

or
w

ith
estab

lish
ed

n
ativ

e
resid

en
t

or
m

ig
rato

ry
w

ild
life

co
rrid

o
rs,

or
im

p
ed

e
th

e
u

se
of

n
ativ

e
w

ild
life

nursery
sites?

e)
C

onflict
w

ith
any

local
policies

or
o

rd
in

an
ces

protecting
biological

resources,
such

as
a

tree
p

reserv
atio

n
policy

or
ordinance?

f)
C

onflict
w

ith
the

provisions
of

an
ad

o
p

ted
H

ab
itat

C
onservation

P
lan,

N
atu

ral
C

o
m

m
u

n
ity

C
onservation

P
lan,

or
o
th

er
approved

local,
regional,

or
state

h
ab

itat
conservation

D
plan?

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.-d.
T

he
ordinance

and
in

terp
retiv

e
guidance

u
n
d
er

review
here

au
th

o
rize

n
eith

er
the

construction
of

n
ew

w
ineries

nor
the

expansion
of

any
existing

w
inery

facility.
T

he
tim

ing
an

d
n

u
m

b
er

of
cu

rren
tly

-ap
p

ro
v

ed
w

inery
m

ark
etin

g
events

w
o
u
ld

not
be

changed
by

this
project,

n
o
r

w
o
u

ld
the

n
u

m
b
er

of
m

ark
etin

g
or

tours
and

tastings
visitors

allow
ed

at
a

g
iv

e
n

facility.
T

he
project

w
ill

not
have

an
adverse

im
pact

on
any

special
statu

s
species,

w
ill

not
im

pact
riparian

h
ab

itat
or

federally
p
ro

tected
w

etlands,
an

d
w

ill
not

im
pact

m
ig

rato
ry

species,
w

ildlife
corridors,

or
w

ildlife
n
u
rsery

sites.

e.
T

his
project

n
eith

er
proposes

n
o
r

p
erm

its
any

n
ew

d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t
and

w
o
u

ld
not

foreseeably
result

in
the

rem
oval

of
any

existing
tree.

T
he

project
w

o
u
ld

not
conflict

w
ith

any
local

policy
or

o
rd

in
an

ce
p
ro

tectin
g

biological
r
e
s
o

u
r
c
e
s

o
r

any
tree

p
reserv

atio
n

policy
or

ordinance.
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f.
T

he
subject

o
rd

in
an

ce
and

in
terp

retiv
e

guidance
au

th
o
rize

n
eith

er
the

co
n
stru

ctio
n

of
new

w
ineries

nor
the

expansion
of

any
existing

w
i
n
e
r
y

facility.
T

he
project

w
ill

not
conflict

w
ith

the
p
ro

v
isio

n
s

of
any

ad
o
p

ted
h

ab
itat

C
onservation

P
lan,

N
atural

C
o
m

m
u
n
ity

C
onservation

P
lan

or
o
th

er
ap

p
ro

v
ed

local,
regional

or
state

h
ab

itat
conservation

plan.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easure(s):

N
one

are
required.

Less
T

han
Potentially

Significant
Less

T
han

Significant
W

ith
Significant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
V

.
C

U
L

T
U

R
A

L
R

E
S

O
U

R
C

E
S

.
W

ould
the

project:

a)
C

ause
a

su
b

stan
tial

adverse
change

in
the

significance
of

a
historical

resource
as

d
efin

ed
in

C
E

Q
A

G
u

id
elin

es
§15064.5?

b)
C

ause
a

su
b
stan

tial
adverse

change
in

the
significance

of
an

archaeological
resource

p
u
rsu

an
t

to
C

E
Q

A
E

E
E

G
u
id

elin
es1

5
0
6
4
.5

?

c)
D

irectly
or

in
d

irectly
destroy

a
u
n
iq

u
e

paleontological
resource

or
site

or
u
n
iq

u
e

geological
feature?

d)
D

isturb
any

h
u

m
an

rem
ains,

in
clu

d
in

g
those

in
terred

outside
of

form
al

cem
eteries?

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.
T

h
e

p
ro

p
o

sed
p
ro

ject
w

o
u
ld

n
o

t
fo

reseeab
ly

resu
lt

in
n

ew
stru

ctu
ral

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

or
any

alteratio
n

to
ex

istin
g

stru
ctu

res.
F

u
tu

re
alteratio

n
s

to
h
isto

rically
sig

n
ifican

t
(or

p
o
ten

tially
sig

n
ifican

t)
w

in
ery

stru
ctu

res
w

ill
req

u
ire

project-specific
en

v
iro

n
m

en
tal

analysis;
the

details
of

those
fu

tu
re

projects
are

cu
rren

tly
u

n
k

n
o

w
n

an
d

u
n
k
n
o
w

ab
le.

N
eith

er
this

project
n
o
r

any
foreseeable

resu
ltin

g
m

inisterial
activity

w
ill

cause
a

substantial
ad

v
erse

change
in

the
significance

of
a

historic
resource.

h.-d.
T

he
very

lim
ited

am
en

d
m

en
ts

to
allow

ed
w

inery-accessory
uses

an
d

activities
p
ro

p
o
sed

in
this

project
w

o
u
ld

not
directly

result
in

any
earth

d
istu

rb
in

g
activity.

T
his

project
w

ill
not

cause
a

substantial
adverse

change
in

the
significance

of
any

k
n
o
w

n
archeological

resource,
w

ill
not

im
pact

any
paleontological

or
geological

resource,
and

w
ill

d
istu

rb
h
u
m

an
rem

ains
(w

h
ereso

ev
er

they
m

ay
he

interred).

M
itig

atio
n

M
easure(s):

N
one

are
required.
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L
ess

T
han

Potentially
Significant

Less
T

han
Significant

W
ith

Significant
N

o
Im

pact
M

itigation
Im

pact
Im

pact
Incorporation

V
I.

G
E

O
L

O
G

Y
and

SO
IL

S.
W

ould
the

project:

a)
E

xpose
people

or
structures

to
potential

substantial
adverse

effects,
including

the
risk

of
loss,

injury,
or

death
involving:

i)
R

upture
of

a
know

n
earthquake

fault,
as

delineated
on

the
m

ost
recent

A
lquist-P

riolo
E

arthquake
F

ault
Z

oning
M

ap
issued

by
the

S
tate

G
eologist

for
the

area
or

based
on

other
substantial

evidence
of

a
know

n
fault?

R
efer

to
D

ivision
of

M
ines

and
G

eology
S

pecial
P

ublication
42.

ii)
S

trong
seism

ic
ground

shaking?
D

D
D

iii)
S

eism
ic-related

ground
failure,

including
liquefaction?

D
D

D
iv)

L
andslides?

H
H

H
b)

R
esult

in
substantial

soil
erosion

or
the

loss
of

topsoil?
H

H
H

c)
B

e
located

on
a

geologic
unit

or
soil

that
is

unstable,
or

that
w

ould
becom

e
unstable

as
a

result
of

the
project,

and
potentially

result
in

on-
or

off-site
landslide,

lateral
spreading,

subsidence,
liquefaction

or
collapse?

d)
B

e
located

on
expansive

soil,
as

defined
in

T
able

18-1-B
of

the
U

niform
B

uilding
C

ode
(1997),

creating
substantial

risks
to

life
or

property?
H

H
H

e)
H

ave
soils

incapable
of

adequately
supporting

the
use

of
septic

tanks
or

alternative
w

aste
w

ater
disposal

system
s

w
here

sew
ers

are
not

available
for

the
disposal

of
w

aste
H

H
LI

w
ater?

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a,i-iv.
T

he
o

rd
in

an
ce

an
d

in
terp

retiv
e

g
u
id

an
ce

u
n

d
er

r
e
v
i
e
w

h
ere

w
o
u

ld
n

o
t

fo
reseeab

ly
lead

to
n

ew
co

n
stru

ctio
n

or
n
ew

earth
d
istu

rb
in

g
activ

ities.
A

s
a

resu
lt,

the
C

o
u
n
ty

an
ticip

ates
th

at
the

p
ro

ject
w

o
u

ld
n

o
t

create
sig

n
ifican

t
im

p
acts

relativ
e

to
an

y
earth

q
u
ak

e
fau

lt
zone,

soils
w

ith
a

h
ig

h
liq

u
efactio

n
p

o
ten

tial,
lan

d
slid

es,
o
r

an
y

soil
creep

area.
W

h
ile

seism
ic

activ
ity

is
en

d
em

ic
to

the
B

ay
A

rea,
all

stru
ctu

res
are

req
u
ired

to
be

co
m

p
ly

w
ith

the
req

u
irem

en
ts

of
the

C
alifo

rn
ia

llL
tilding

C
ode,

w
h
ich

fu
n

ctio
n

s
to

red
u
ce

seism
ic-related

risk
s

to
a

less
th

an
sig

n
ifican

t
level.

b.
P

lease
see

“a.,”
above.

T
his

p
ro

ject
w

ill
n

o
t

resu
lt

in
sig

n
ifican

t
im

p
acts

related
to

ero
sio

n
.

W
h
ile

n
o

n
e

are
n
o
w

fo
reseeab

le,
an

y
fu

tu
re

co
n

stru
ctio

n
p
ro

jects
w

o
u
ld

req
u

ire
in

co
rp

o
ratio

n
of

b
est

m
an

ag
em

en
t

p
ractices

an
d

w
o
u
ld

be
subject

to
the

N
ap

a
C

o
u
n
ty

S
to

rm
w

ater
O

rd
in

an
ce,

w
h

ich
ad

d
resses

sed
im

en
t

an
d

ero
sio

n
co

n
tro

l
m

easu
res

an
d

d
u
st

control,
as

ap
p

licab
le,

to
en

su
re

th
at

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

d
o

es
n

o
t

im
p

act
ad

jo
in

in
g

p
ro

p
erties,

d
rain

ag
es,

an
d

ro
ad

w
ay

s.

P
age

a
o
f2

6
2

0
0

9
-

2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
o
u
n
ty

-in
itiated

Z
o
n
in

g
C

o
d

e
T

ext
A

m
en

d
m

en
t
N

P
io
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o
o
g
8
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c.
P

lease
see

“a.,”
above.

T
his

project
w

ill
not

result
in

significant
im

pacts
on

a
geologic

u
n
it

or
soil

that
is

unstable,
or

that
m

ay
becom

e
unstable,

or
w

hich
could

potentially
result

in
on-

or
off-site

lan
d
slid

e,
lateral

sp
read

in
g

,
su

b
sid

en
ce,

liq
u
efactio

n
,

or
collapse.

d.
W

h
ile

g
reater

N
ap

a
C

o
u
n
ty

in
clu

d
es

a
n

u
m

b
er

of
soils

th
at

can
he

co
n
sid

ered
ex

p
an

siv
e

(an
d

an
ev

en
g
reater

n
u
m

b
er

that
can

he
considered

expensive),
this

project
does

n
o
t

include
any

new
stru

ctu
ral

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t.

R
isks

to
life

an
d

p
ro

p
erty

w
ill

he
less

than
sig

n
ifican

t.

e.
T

he
D

ep
artm

en
t

of
E

n
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

M
an

ag
em

en
t

an
d

R
egional

W
ater

Q
u

ality
C

o
n
tro

l
B

o
ard

h
av

e
rev

iew
ed

ex
istin

g
w

in
ery

w
astew

ater
sy

stem
s

to
en

su
re

th
at

all
such

sy
stem

s
are

ad
eq

u
ate

to
h
an

d
le

the
flo

w
s

asso
ciated

w
ith

ex
istin

g
w

in
ery

v
isitatio

n
.

S
h
o
u
ld

a
w

in
ery

req
u

est
new

or
ad

d
itio

n
al

v
isitatio

n
at

so
m

e
p
o
in

t
in

the
fu

tu
re,

an
eq

u
iv

alen
t

rev
iew

w
o
u
ld

o
ccu

r
as

a
co

m
p
o
n
en

t
of

the
use

p
erm

it
(or

u
se

p
erm

it
m

o
d

ificatio
n

)
ap

p
ro

v
al

p
ro

cess.
A

s
a

m
atter

of
law

,
o
n
ly

w
in

e
rie

s
th

at
d

em
o

n
strate

th
eir

ab
ility

to
h
an

d
le

p
ro

jected
w

astew
ater

v
o

lu
m

es
are

allo
w

ed
to

ex
p

an
d

th
eir

m
ark

etin
g

or
v
isitatio

n
p
ro

g
ram

s.
T

his
p
ro

ject
w

ill
h
av

e
a

less
than

significant
im

p
act

w
ith

regard
to

w
astew

ater
flow

s
on

incapable
soils.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

re(s):
N

o
n
e

are
req

u
ired

.

L
ess

T
han

P
otentially

S
ignificant

L
ess

T
han

S
ignificant

W
ith

S
ignificant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
V

II.
H

A
Z

A
R

D
S

A
N

D
H

A
Z

A
R

D
O

U
S

M
A

T
E

R
IA

L
S

.
W

o
u

ld
th

e
p

ro
ject:

a)
C

reate
a

sig
n
ifican

t
h
azard

to
th

e
p

u
b

lic
or

the
en

v
iro

n
m

en
t

th
ro

u
g

h
th

e
ro

u
tin

e
tran

sp
o

rt,
u
se,

or
d

isp
o

sal
of

h
azard

o
u
s

m
aterials?

b)
C

reate
a

sig
n
ifican

t
h
azard

to
th

e
p

u
b

lic
or

th
e

en
v
iro

n
m

en
t

th
ro

u
g
h

reaso
n

ab
le

fo
reseeab

le
u

p
set

an
d

accid
en

t
co

n
d
itio

n
s

in
v

o
lv

in
g

th
e

release
of

h
azard

o
u
s

m
aterials

in
to

th
e

El
en

v
iro

n
m

en
t?

c)
E

m
it

h
azard

o
u
s

em
issio

n
s

or
h
an

d
le

h
azard

o
u
s

or
acutely

h
azard

o
u
s

m
aterials,

substances,
or

w
aste

w
ith

in
o
n
e-q

u
arter

m
ile

of
an

existing
or

p
ro

p
o

sed
school?

d)
B

e
located

on
a

site
w

hich
is

in
clu

d
ed

on
a

list
of

h
azard

o
u
s

m
aterials

sites
com

piled
p
u
rsu

an
t

to
G

o
v

ern
m

en
t

C
ode

S
ection

65962.5
and,

as
a

result,
w

o
u

ld
it

create
a

sig
n
ifican

t
hazard

to
the

p
u
b
lic

or
the

en
v

iro
n

m
en

t?

e)
F

or
a

project
located

w
ith

in
an

airp
o
rt

land
use

plan
or,

w
here

such
a

p
lan

has
n
o
t

been
adopted,

w
ith

in
tw

o
m

iles
of

a
p
u
b

lic
airp

o
rt

or
p
u
b
lic

use
airport,

w
o
u
ld

the
project

resu
lt

in
a

safety
hazard

for
p

eo
p

le
resid

in
g

or
w

o
rk

in
g

in
the

project
area?

P
a
g

e
1

4
o

f
2

6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
N

P
P

lo-00098-O
R
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Less
T

han
Potentially

Significant
Less

T
han

Significant
W

ith
Significant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
f)

F
or

a
project

w
ith

in
the

vicinity
of

a
p

riv
ate

airstrip
,

or,
w

here
such

a
plan

has
not

been
ad

o
p

ted
,

w
ith

in
tw

o
m

iles
of

a
p
u
b

lic
airp

o
rt

or
public

use
airport,

w
o
u
ld

the
project

resu
lt

in
a

safety
hazard

for
people

resid
in

g
or

w
o
rk

in
g

in
the

project
area?

g)
Im

p
air

im
p
lem

en
tatio

n
of

or
p

h
y

sically
in

terfere
w

ith
an

ad
o

p
ted

em
ergency

response
p

lan
or

em
ergency

evacuation
plan?

h)
E

xpose
people

or
structures

to
a

sig
n

ifican
t

risk
of

loss,
in

ju
ry

or
death

involving
w

ild
-lan

d
fires,

in
clu

d
in

g
w

here
w

ild-
lan

d
s

are
adjacent

to
u
rb

an
ized

areas
or

w
here

residences
are

in
term

ix
ed

w
ith

w
ild

-lan
d

s?

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.-g.
T

he
Z

oning
C

ode
text

am
en

d
m

en
ts

and
in

te
r
p
r
e
ta

tiv
e

guidance
d
o
cu

m
en

t
p
ro

p
o

sed
here

w
ill

not
result,

either
directly

or
indirectly,

in
the

release
of

any
h
azard

o
u
s

m
aterials

into
the

en
v
iro

n
m

en
t.

It
w

ill
not

im
pact

schools,
h

azard
o
u
s

m
aterials

sites,
airp

o
rts

(he
they

public
or

private),
or

any
em

ergency
response

or
em

ergency
evacuation

plan.
N

o
project-related

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

is
p
ro

p
o
sed

and
none

is
foreseeable.

h.
T

he
p
ro

p
o
sed

ordinance
an

d
in

terp
retiv

e
guidance

are
not

expected
to

increase
ex

p
o
su

re
of

people
an

d
/o

r
stru

ctu
res

to
a

significant
risk

of
loss,

in
ju

ry
,

or
d
eath

involving
w

ild
ian

d
fires.

T
he

N
apa

C
ounty

F
ire

M
arshall

review
s

in
d
iv

id
u
al

w
in

ery
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

projects
and

p
ro

v
id

es
parcel-specific

conditions
as

necessary.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

re(s):
N

one
are

required.

Less
T

han
Potentially

Significant
Less

T
han

Significant
W

ith
Significant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
V

III.
H

Y
D

R
O

L
O

G
Y

A
N

D
W

A
T

E
R

Q
U

A
L

IT
Y

.
W

ould
the

project:

a)
V

iolate
any

w
ater

q
u

ality
stan

d
ard

s
or

w
aste

discharge
req

u
irem

en
ts?

b)
S

u
b
stan

tially
d

ep
lete

g
ro

u
n
d
w

ater
su

p
p

lies
or

in
terfere

su
b

stan
tially

w
ith

g
ro

u
n

d
w

ater
recharge

such
th

at
there

w
o
u
ld

be
a

net
deficit

in
aq

u
ifer

volum
e

or
a

low
ering

of
the

local
g

ro
u

n
d

w
ater

table
level

(e.g.,
the

p
ro

d
u

ctio
n

rate
of

p
re

existing
nearby

w
ells

w
ould

drop
to

a
level

w
hich

w
o

u
ld

not
su

p
p

o
rt

existing
lan

d
uses

or
p

lan
n

ed
uses

for
w

hich
p

erm
its

have
been

granted)?

P
age
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o
f2

6

2
0

0
9
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1
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W
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Z
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O
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A
m
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A
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G
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C
o
u
n
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Z
o
n
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g
C

o
d
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T
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t
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m
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L
ess

T
han

P
otentially

S
ignificant

L
ess

T
han

S
ignificant

W
ith

S
ignificant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation

c)
S

u
b
stan

tially
alter

th
e

ex
istin

g
d
rain

ag
e

p
attern

of
th

e
site

o
r

area,
in

clu
d
in

g
th

ro
u
g
h

th
e

alteratio
n

of
th

e
co

u
rse

of
a

stream
o
r

riv
er,

in
a

m
an

n
er

w
h
ich

w
o
u
ld

resu
lt

in
su

b
stan

tial

ero
sio

n
or

siltatio
n

on-
o
r

o
ff-site?

LI

d)
S

u
b
stan

tially
alter

th
e

ex
istin

g
d
rain

ag
e

p
attern

of
th

e
site

or

area,
in

clu
d
in

g
th

ro
u

g
h

th
e

alteratio
n

of
th

e
co

u
rse

of
a

stream
or

riv
er,

or
su

b
stan

tially
in

crease
th

e
rate

or
am

o
u

n
t

of

su
rface

ru
n
o
ff

in
a

m
an

n
er

w
h
ich

w
o

u
ld

resu
lt

in
flo

o
d
in

g

on-
or

off-site?

e)
C

reate
or

contribute
ru

n
o

ff
w

ater
w

hich
w

o
u

ld
exceed

the
capacity

of
existing

or
p

lan
n

ed
sto

rm
w

ater
drainage

system
s

or
provide

su
b

stan
tial

ad
d

itio
n

al
sources

of
p
o
llu

ted
runoff?

f)
O

therw
ise

su
b

stan
tially

degrade
w

ater
quality?

g)
P

lace
h

o
u

sin
g

w
ith

in
a

100-year
flood

hazard
area

as
m

ap
p

ed
on

a
federal

F
lood

H
azard

B
oundary

or
F

lood
Insurance

R
ate

M
ap

or
o

th
er

flood
hazard

d
elin

eatio
n

m
ap?

h)
P

lace
w

ith
in

a
100-year

flood
h

azard
area

structures
w

hich
w

ould
im

pede
or

redirect
flood

flow
s?

i)
E

xpose
people

or
structures

to
a

sig
n
ifican

t
risk

of
loss,

in
ju

r
y

or
death

in
v

o
lv

in
g

flooding,
in

clu
d

in
g

flo
o

d
in

g
as

a
resu

lt
of

the
failure

of
a

levee
or

dam
?

LI

j)
In

u
n

d
atio

n
by

seiche,
tsu

n
am

i,
or

rnudflow
?

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.
T

he
subject

project
w

ill
not

result
in

the
v

io
latio

n
of

any
w

ater
quality

stan
d

ard
or

w
aste

discharge
requirem

ent.
T

he
project

in
co

rp
o
rates

no
n
ew

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
no

earth
d

istu
rb

in
g

activity.
A

ny
n
ew

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

th
at

m
ay

occur
in

the
fu

tu
re

w
o

u
ld

be
subject

to
D

ep
artm

en
t

of
E

nvironm
ental

M
an

ag
em

en
t

p
erm

ittin
g

and
w

o
u

ld
not

violate
w

ater
q
u
ality

stan
d
ard

s
or

w
aste

discharge
req

u
irem

en
ts.

h.
M

in
im

u
m

th
resh

o
ld

s
for

w
ater

use
have

been
established

by
the

D
ep

artm
en

t
of

P
ublic

W
orks

using
rep

o
rts

by
the

U
nited

S
tates

G
eological

S
urvey

(U
SG

S).
T

hese
rep

o
rts

are
the

result
of

w
ater

resources
investigations

p
erfo

rm
ed

by
the

U
SG

S
in

cooperation
w

ith
the

N
apa

C
ounty

F
lood

C
ontrol

and
W

ater
C

o
n
serv

atio
n

D
istrict.

A
ny

project
that

reduces
w

ater
usage

or
any

w
ater

u
sag

e
w

hich
is

at
or

below
the

established
th

resh
o
ld

is
assu

m
ed

not
to

have
a

significant
effect

on
g
ro

u
n
d
w

ater
levels.

T
he

p
ro

p
o

sed
ordinance

an
d

in
terp

retiv
e

g
u
id

an
ce

w
o
u
ld

p
erm

it
n
eith

er
new

construction,
n
o
r

new
m

arketing
events,

nor
any

increase
in

w
inery

visitation.
G

ro
u
n
d
w

ater
use

w
ill

not
be

increased
beyond

baseline
levels

as
a

result
of

the
project.

A
s

a
result,

the
project

w
o

u
ld

not
interfere

su
b
stan

tially
w

ith
g

ro
u
n
d

w
ater

recharge
such

that
there

w
o
u
ld

be
a

net
deficit

in
aquifer

volum
e

or
a

lo
w

erin
g

of
the

local
g

ro
u
n

d
w

ater
level.

P
age

i6
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2
6

2
0

0
9
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1
0

W
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Z
oning

O
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A
m
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A
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G
uidance

C
o
u
n
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-in
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Z
o
n
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g
C

o
d
e

T
ex

t
A

m
en

d
m
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t

N
P

P
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0
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c.-e.
T

here
are

no
existing

or
p
la

n
n
e
d

sto
rm

w
ater

system
s

that
w

o
u
ld

he
affected

by
this

project.
A

s
n
o
ted

th
ro

u
g

h
o
u

t
[his

docum
ent,

no
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

or
other

earth
d
istu

rb
in

g
activity

is
in

clu
d
ed

in
the

project
and

none
is

directly
foreseeable.

f.
T

here
is

n
o
th

in
g

in
clu

d
ed

in
this

proposal
that

w
o
u
ld

otherw
ise

su
b
stan

tially
d
eg

rad
e

w
ater

quality.
T

he
project

does
n
o
t

c
o

n
s
titu

te
a

d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t
application

and
any

future
d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t
ap

p
ro

v
als

w
ill

he
subject

to
C

ounty
d
iscretio

n
ary

ap
p
ro

v
al,

D
ep

artm
en

t
of

E
nvironm

ental
M

an
ag

em
en

t
septic

system
ap

p
ro

v
al,

and
D

ep
artm

en
t

of
PL

iblic
W

orks
erosion

control
plan

approval.
T

he
project

w
ill

not
have

a
substantial

im
pact

on
w

ater
quality.

g.-i.
W

hile
greater

N
apa

C
ounty

includes
extensive

areas
w

ith
in

m
ap

p
ed

floodplains,
this

project
does

not
include

any
new

stru
ctu

ral
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t.

T
he

project
w

ill
not

expose
people

or
stru

ctu
res

to
significant

risks
associated

w
ith

flooding.

j.
In

com
ing

years,
higher

global
tem

p
eratu

res
are

expected
to

raise
sea

level
by

ex
p
an

d
in

g
ocean

w
ater,

m
elting

m
o
u
n
tain

glaciers
and

sm
all

ice
caps,

and
causing

p
o
rtio

n
s

of
G

reen
lan

d
and

the
A

ntarctic
ice

sheets
to

m
elt.

T
he

In
terg

o
v
ern

m
en

tal
P

anel
on

C
lim

ate
C

hange
estim

ates
that

the
global

average
sea

level
w

ill
rise

b
etw

een
0.6

and
2

feet
over

the
next

cen
tu

ry
(IP

C
C

,
2007).

H
ow

ever,
the

project
w

o
u
ld

p
erm

it
neither

new
construction,

nor
new

m
ark

etin
g

events,
nor

any
increase

in
w

inery
visitation.

T
he

project
w

ill
not

alter
the

baseline
condition

w
ith

regard
to

the
risk

of
in

u
n

d
atio

n
from

tsunam
i,

seiche,
or

m
udflow

.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

res:
N

one
are

required.

Less
T

han
Potentially

Significant
Less

T
han

Significant
W

ith
Significant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
IX

.
L

A
N

D
U

SE
A

N
D

P
L

A
N

N
IN

G
.

W
ould

the
project:

a)
P

hysically
divide

an
estab

lish
ed

com
m

unity?

b)
C

onflict
w

ith
any

ap
p

licab
le

land
use

plan,
policy,

or
reg

u
latio

n
of

an
agency

w
ith

ju
risd

ictio
n

over
the

project
(including,

b
u
t

not
lim

ited
to

the
general

plan,
specific

plan,
local

coastal
program

,
or

zo
n

in
g

ordinance)
ad

o
p

ted
for

the
p
u
rp

o
se

of
av

o
id

in
g

or
m

itig
atin

g
an

en
v

iro
n

m
en

tal
effect?

c)
C

onflict
w

ith
any

ap
p

licab
le

h
ab

itat
conservation

plan
or

n
atu

ral
com

m
unity

conservation
plan?

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.
T

h
e

o
rd

in
an

ce
an

d
in

terp
retiv

e
g

u
id

an
ce

p
ro

p
o

sed
h
ere

co
u
ld

not,
in

any
im

agined
universe,

d
iv

id
e

an
established

com
m

unity.
T

he
project

includes
no

stru
ctu

ral
d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t
and

w
ill

not
allow

any
w

inery
visitation

beyond
cu

rren
tly

-ap
p

ro
v

ed
baseline

levels.

h.
T

he
N

apa
C

ounty
G

eneral
P

lan,
as

revised
and

u
p

d
ated

in
2008,

includes
several

policies
w

hich
function

to
reinforce

and
clarify

the
obvious

connection
betw

een
grape

grow
ing,

w
ine

production,
and

the
m

ark
etin

g
of

w
ine.

G
en

eral
P

lan
P

olicy
A

g/L
U

-2
states

that
all

three
activities

are
inherently

agricultural;

P
a
g

e
1

7
o
f2

6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
Nc’

P
lo-ooo98-O

R
D



“A
gricultiu’e”

is
defined

as
the

raising
of

crops,
trees,

m
id

livestock;
the

production
and

processing
of

a
g
ric

u
ltu

ra
l

products;
and

related
m

arketing,
sales,

and
other

accessori/
uses.

G
en

eral
P

lan
P

olicy
A

gJL
U

-13
fu

rth
er

elucidates
the

relatio
n
sh

ip
betw

een
w

ine
m

aking
an

d
w

in
e

m
arketing;

“‘The
1990

W
in

e
ri

D
e
fin

itio
n

O
rdinance

recognized
certain

pre—
existing

w
ineries

and
zoineni

uses
as

w
ell

as
new

w
ineries.

For
w

ineries
approved

after
the

effective
date

hf
th

at
ordinance,

agricultural
processing

includes
tours

and
fastinçs

bi,appoin
fluent

onlij,
retail

sales
ofw

ine
produced

lii
or

for
the

w
inen/

partiallit
or

totaihifrom
N

opa
C

ountijgrapes,
retail

sale
ofw

ine—
related

item
s,

activities
fi7r

the
education

and
developm

ent
of consum

ers
and

m
em

bers
of

the
w

ine
trade

w
ith

respect
to

w
ine

produced
b1

or
a!-

the
w

iiieri/,
and

lim
ited

,ion—
coininercialfood

service.
The

later
activiti/

niai
include

zoine—
frw

d
par

Jigs.
A

ll
tours

and
tastings,

retail
sales,

m
arketing

activities,
and

noncom
m

ercuiltood
service

m
ust

be
accessorm

to
the

principal
use

ofthe
flicilitui

as
an

agricultural
proci’ssingfiicthti,i.

N
othing

in
this

pouch
shall

alter
the

defniitioii
of

“agriculture”
setforth

in
Policij

A
G

/LLI—
2.

W
ith

regard
to

the
vast

m
ajority

of
the

changes
p
ro

p
o
sed

in
this

project
(and,

to
be

specific,
w

e
are

speaking
of

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

am
en

d
m

en
ts

to
the

Z
oning

C
ode

definitions
of

“m
ark

etin
g

of
w

ine”
and

of
“tours

and
tastings”

and
the

in
terp

retiv
e

guidance
docum

ent),
the

p
ro

p
o
sed

language
is

entirely
declarative

of
existing

policy.
T

o
the

extent
that

the
changes

reinforce
the

b
o
u
n
d
ary

betw
een

legitim
ate

ag
ricu

ltu
ral

m
ark

etin
g

activities
and

those
activities

w
hich

w
o
u
ld

be
d
eem

ed
not

to
be

incidental
and

su
b

o
rd

in
ate

to
agriculture,

the
p
ro

p
o
sal

both
com

plies
w

ith
and

actively
im

p
lem

en
ts

A
g/L

U
-2

and
A

g/L
U

-13.

L
anguage

in
the

d
raft

o
rd

in
an

ce
w

hich
w

o
u
ld

allow
the

“sale
of

w
in

e-related
p
ro

d
u
cts”

at
w

ineries
located

w
ithin

the
A

W
or

A
P

zoning
districts

differs
from

the
above

in
that

it
does

rep
resen

t
a

change
from

existing
policy.

H
ow

ever,
the

changes
are

entirely
consistent

w
ith

A
g/L

U
-13,

w
hich

allow
s

the,
“retail

sale
of

w
in

e-related
item

s”
at

ap
p
ro

v
ed

w
ineries.

T
he

o
rd

in
an

ce
and

in
terp

retiv
e

g
u
id

an
ce

p
ro

p
o

sed
here

do-not
conflict

w
ith

any
applicable

land
use

plan,
policy,

or
regulation.

c.
T

he
project

includes
no

developm
ent,

it
w

ill
not

conflict
w

ith
any

h
ab

itat
co

n
serv

atio
n

or
n
atu

ral
co

m
m

u
n
ity

conservation
plans.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

res:
N

one
are

required.

L
ess

T
han

P
otentially

S
ignificant

L
ess

T
han

S
ignificant

W
ith

S
ignificant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
X

.
M

IN
E

R
A

L
R

E
S

O
U

R
C

E
S

.
W

o
u
ld

th
e

project:

a)
R

esu
lt

in
th

e
lo

ss
of

av
ailab

ility
of

a
k

n
o

w
n

m
in

eral
reso

u
rce

th
at

w
o

u
ld

b
e

of
v
alu

e
to

th
e

reg
io

n
an

d
th

e
resid

en
ts

of
th

e
state?

b)
R

esu
lt

in
th

e
loss

of
av

ailab
ility

of
a

lo
cally

-im
p

o
rtan

t
m

in
eral

reso
u

rce
reco

v
ery

site
d

elin
eated

on
a

local
g
en

eral
p
lan

,
sp

ecific
p

lan
or

o
th

er
lan

d
u

se
p
lan

?
E

P
age

i8
of

2
6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-in[tiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
NP

P
ao-00098-O

R
D



D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.-h.
Ilistorically,

the
tw

o
m

ost
valuable

m
ineral

com
m

odities
in

N
apa

C
ounty

in
econom

ic
term

s
have

been
m

ercu
ry

an
d

m
in

eral
w

ater.
M

ore
recently,

b
u
ild

in
g

stone
and

ag
g

reg
ate

h
av

e
b
eco

m
e

eco
n
o

m
ically

v
alu

ab
le.

T
his

project
in

clu
d

es
n
eith

er
stru

ctu
ral

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t,

n
o
r

g
rad

in
g
,

nor
any

change
in

p
erm

itted
w

inery
visitation.

N
o

im
pact

to
m

ineral
resources

is
foreseeable.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

res:
N

one
are

required.

Less
T

han
Potentially

Significant
Less

Than
Significant

W
ith

Significant
N

o
Im

pact
M

itigation
Im

pact
Im

pact
Incorporation

X
I.

N
O

IS
E

.
W

ould
the

project
resu

lt
in:

a)
E

xposure
of

persons
to

or
generation

of
noise

levels
in

excess
of

stan
d

ard
s

estab
lish

ed
in

the
local

general
plan

or
noise

ordinance,
or

ap
p

licab
le

stan
d

ard
s

of
o

th
er

agencies?

b)
E

xposure
of

p
erso

n
s

to
or

generation
of

excessive
g

ro
u

n
d

-
borne

v
ib

ratio
n

or
g
ro

u
n
d
-b

o
rn

e
noise

levels?

c)
A

su
b

stan
tial

p
erm

an
en

t
increase

in
am

b
ien

t
noise

levels
in

the
project

vicinity
above

levels
existing

w
ith

o
u

t
the

project?

d)
A

su
b

stan
tial

tem
porary

or
periodic

increase
in

am
b

ien
t

noise
levels

in
the

project
vicinity

above
levels

existing
w

ith
o

u
t

the
project?

e)
F

or
a

project
located

w
ith

in
an

airp
o
rt

land
use

p
lan

or,
w

here
such

a
p

lan
has

not
been

adopted,
w

ith
in

tw
o

m
iles

of
a

p
u

b
lic

airp
o
rt

or
p
u
b
lic

use
airport,

w
ould

the
project

expose
people

resid
in

g
or

w
o
rk

in
g

in
the

project
area

to
excessive

noise
levels?

f)
F

or
a

project
w

ith
in

the
vicinity

of
a

private
airstrip

,
w

ould
the

project
expose

people
resid

in
g

or
w

o
rk

in
g

in
the

project
area

to
excessive

noise
levels?

D
iscu

ssio
n

:

a.-d.
N

o
ise

fro
m

w
in

ery
o
p
eratio

n
s

is
generally

lim
ited;

h
o

w
ev

er,
w

in
ery

m
ark

etin
g

ev
en

ts
an

d
regular

tours
and

tastin
g

v
isitatio

n
can

create
n
o
ise

im
p

acts.
T

h
e

N
ap

a
C

o
u

n
ty

E
x

terio
r

N
o

ise
O

rd
in

an
ce,

w
h

ich
w

as
ad

o
p
ted

in
1984,

sets
th

e
m

ax
im

u
m

perm
issible

received
so

u
n

d
level

fo
r

a
ru

ral
resid

en
ce

as
45

dh
betw

een
the

hours
of

10
p.m

.
and

7
a.m

.
W

hile
the

45
d
b

lim
itatio

n
is

strict
(45

d
b

is
ro

u
g
h
ly

eq
u
iv

alen
t

to
th

e
so

u
n

d
g

en
erated

by
a

q
u
iet

conversation),
N

apa
C

ounty’s
ag

ricu
ltu

ral
zoning

districts
have

large
m

in
im

u
m

lot
sizes

and
generally

very
low

-
d
en

sity
resid

en
tial

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t.

C
o
n
tin

u
in

g
en

fo
rcem

en
t

of
N

apa
C

ounty’s
E

xterior
N

oise
O

rdinance
by

the
D

ep
artm

en
t

of
E

n
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

M
an

ag
em

en
t

and
the

N
ap

a
C

ounty
S

heriff,
including

the
prohibition

against
o

u
td

o
o

r
am

plified
m

usic,
w

ill
en

su
re

that
m

ark
etin

g
events

and
other

w
inery

activities
do

not
create

a
significant

noise
im

pact.

P
a
g

e
.9

o
f

2
6

2
0
0
9
-2

0
1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

endm
ent

N
P

lo-00098-O
R

D



c-f.
T

he
project

w
o
u
ld

not
affect

any
airp

o
rt

land
use

plan
or

any
airp

o
rt

(he
it

public
or

private).

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

res:
N

one
are

required.

Less
T

han
Potentially

Significant
Less

T
han

Significant
W

ith
Significant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

In
corporation

X
II.

P
O

P
U

L
A

T
IO

N
and

H
O

U
S

IN
G

.
W

ould
the

project:

a)
Induce

substantial
population

grow
th

in
an

area,
either

directly
(for

exam
ple,

by
proposing

new
hom

es
and

businesses)
or

indirectly
(for

exam
ple,

through
extension

of
roads

or
other

infrastructure)?

b)
D

isplace
substantial

num
bers

of
existing

housing,
necessitating

the
construction

of
replacem

ent
housing

elsew
here?

c)
D

isplace
substantial

num
bers

of
people,

necessitating
the

construction
of

replacem
ent

housing
elsew

here?

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.
T

he
A

ssociation
of

B
ay

A
rea

G
o
v
ern

m
en

ts’
Projections

2009
fig

u
res

in
d
icate

th
at

the
total

p
o

p
u
latio

n
of

N
ap

a
C

o
u

n
ty

is
p
ro

jected
to

in
crease

so
m

e
7.2%

by
the

y
ear

2035,
w

h
ile

co
u
n
ty

-w
id

e
em

p
lo

y
m

en
t

is
p
ro

jected
to

in
crease

by
29%

in
the

sam
e

p
erio

d
(M

etro
p
o
litan

T
ran

sp
o
rtatio

n
C

o
m

m
issio

n
,

S
uperdistrict

an
d

C
o
u
n
h

Sum
m

aries
ofA

B
A

G
’s

P
rojections

2009
-

2000-2035
D

ata
S

um
m

on,
S

eptem
ber

2009).
B

ecause
w

in
ery

em
p
lo

y
m

en
t

is
estab

lish
ed

via
use

p
erm

it
on

a
w

in
ery

-b
y
-w

in
ery

basis,
n
o
th

in
g

p
ro

p
o
sed

in
this

project
w

o
u

ld
alter

baseline
C

o
u
n
ty

-w
id

e
w

in
ery

em
p
lo

y
m

en
t

levels.
T

his
project

w
ill

not
affect

the
existing

jo
b

s/h
o
u

sin
g

balance
and

w
ill

not
induce

su
b
stan

tial
p

o
p

u
latio

n
grow

th.
C

u
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
related

to
p

o
p
u

latio
n

and
h

o
u
sin

g
balance

w
ere

identified
in

the
2008

G
eneral

P
lan

E
IR

.
A

s
set

forth
in

G
o
v
ern

m
en

t
C

ode
§65580,

the
C

ounty
of

N
apa

m
u

st
facilitate

the
im

p
ro

v
em

en
t

an
d

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

of
h
o
u
sin

g
to

m
ake

ad
eq

u
ate

p
ro

v
isio

n
for

the
h
o
u

sin
g

n
eed

s
of

all
eco

n
o

m
ic

seg
m

en
ts

of
the

co
m

m
u
n
ity

.
S

im
ilarly

,
C

E
Q

A
reco

g
n

izes
the

im
p
o
rtan

ce
of

b
alan

cin
g

the
p
rev

en
tio

n
of

en
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

d
am

ag
e

w
ith

the
p
ro

v
isio

n
of

a
“d

ecen
t

h
o

m
e

an
d

satisfy
in

g
liv

in
g

en
v

iro
n
m

en
t

for
ev

ery
C

alifo
rn

ian
.”

(See
P

u
b
lic

R
eso

u
rces

C
o
d
e

§21000(g).)
T

he
2008

G
en

eral
P

lan
sets

fo
rth

the
C

o
u
n

ty
’s

lo
n

g
-ran

g
e

p
lan

fo
r

m
eetin

g
reg

io
n

al
h
o
u
sin

g
n
eed

s,
d
u
rin

g
the

p
resen

t
an

d
fu

tu
re

h
o
u

sin
g

cycles,
w

h
ile

b
alan

cin
g

en
v
iro

n
m

en
tal,

eco
n
o
m

ic,
an

d
fiscal

factors
an

d
co

m
m

u
n

ity
goals.

b-c.
T

he
p
ro

p
o

sed
project

w
ill

not
result

in
the

loss
of

any
existing

h
o
u
sin

g
u
n
its

and
w

ill
not

necessitate
the

construction
of

rep
lacem

en
t

housing
elsew

here.
N

o
one

w
ill

be
displaced

as
a

result
of

the
project.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

res:
N

one
are

required.

P
a
g

e
o

o
f

2
6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
N

P
P

io-ooog8-O
R

D



Ie
ss

T
han

P
otentially

S
ignificant

I.ess
T

han
S

ignificant
W

ith
S

ignificant
N

o
Im

pact
M

itigation
Im

pact
Im

pact
Incorporation

X
III.

P
U

B
L

IC
S

E
R

V
IC

E
S

.
W

o
u

ld
th

e
p
ro

ject
resu

lt
in:

a)
S

u
b

stan
tial

ad
v
erse

p
h

y
sical

im
p
acts

asso
ciated

w
ith

th
e

p
ro

v
isio

n
of

n
ew

or
p
h
y
sically

altered
g
o
v
ern

m
en

tal
facilities,

n
eed

fo
r

n
ew

or
p
h
y
sically

altered
g
o
v
ern

m
en

tal
facilities,

th
e

co
n
stru

ctio
n

of
w

h
ich

co
u
ld

cau
se

sig
n
ifican

t
en

v
iro

n
m

en
tal

im
p
acts,

in
o
rd

er
to

m
ain

tain
accep

tab
le

serv
ice

ratio
s,

resp
o
n
se

tim
es

or
o

th
er

p
erfo

rm
an

ce
o
b
jectiv

es
fo

r
any

of
the

p
u
b
lic

serv
ices:

F
ire

p
ro

tectio
n
?

P
olice

p
ro

tectio
n
?

S
ch

o
o

ls?

P
ark

s?

O
th

er
p
u
b
lic

facilities?

D
isc

u
ssio

n
:

a.
T

his
project

includes
no

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
w

ill
not,

in
and

of
itself,

result
in

any
increased

d
em

an
d

for
public

services.
T

o
a

greater
or

lesser
extent

all
existing

w
ineries

in
N

apa
C

ounty
are

cu
rren

tly
served

by
the

N
apa

C
ounty

S
heriff’s

D
ep

artm
en

t
and

N
apa

C
ounty

F
ire;

the
Z

oning
C

ode
text

am
en

d
m

en
t

and
associated

policy
guidance

p
ro

p
o
sed

here
w

ill
do

n
o

th
in

g
to

alter
that

baseline
condition.

N
o

im
pacts

to
schools,

parks,
or

other
public

facilities
are

foreseeable.

M
itig

a
tio

n
M

e
a
su

re
s:

N
one

are
required.

P
a
g

e
2
1

o
f

2
6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

en
d
m

en
ts

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

endm
ent

N
P

ao-ooo98-O
R

D



L
ess

T
han

P
otentially

S
ignificant

L
ess

T
han

S
ignificant

W
ith

S
ignificant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
X

IV
.

R
E

C
R

E
A

T
IO

N
.

W
o

u
ld

th
e

p
ro

ject:

a)
In

crease
th

e
u
se

of
ex

istin
g

n
eig

h
b
o
rh

o
o
d

an
d

reg
io

n
al

p
ark

s
or

o
th

er
recreatio

n
al

facilities
su

ch
th

at
su

b
stan

tial
p
h
y
sical

d
eterio

ratio
n

of
th

e
facility

w
o

u
ld

o
ccu

r
or

be
accelerated

?
H

LI
b)

D
o
es

th
e

p
ro

ject
in

clu
d
e

recreatio
n
al

facilities
o
r

req
u

ire
th

e
co

n
stru

ctio
n

or
ex

p
an

sio
n

of
recreatio

n
al

facilities
w

h
ich

m
ig

h
t

h
av

e
an

ad
v

erse
p
h
y
sical

effect
on

th
e

en
v

iro
n

m
en

t?

D
isc

u
ssio

n
:

a-h
.

T
his

project
in

clu
d
es

no
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
w

ill
not,

in
and

of
itself,

result
in

any
increased

d
em

an
d

for
recreation

facilities.
T

he
project

does
not

include
recreational

facilities
that

w
o
u
ld

have
a

significant
adverse

effect
on

the
en

v
iro

n
m

en
t.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easures:

N
one

are
required.

L
ess

T
han

P
otentially

S
ignificant

L
ess

T
han

S
ignificant

W
ith

S
ignificant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
X

V
.

T
R

A
N

S
P

O
R

T
A

T
IO

N
/T

R
A

F
F

IC
.

W
o
u
ld

th
e

p
ro

ject:

a)
C

au
se

an
in

crease
in

traffic
w

h
ich

is
su

b
stan

tial
in

relatio
n

to
th

e
ex

istin
g

traffic
lo

ad
an

d
cap

acity
of

th
e

street
sy

stem
(i.e.,

resu
lt

in
a

su
b
stan

tial
in

crease
in

eith
er

th
e

n
u
m

b
er

of
v
eh

icle
trip

s,
th

e
v

o
lu

m
e

to
cap

acity
ratio

o
n

ro
ad

s,
or

co
n

g
estio

n
at

in
tersectio

n
s)?

b)
E

xceed,
eith

er
in

d
iv

id
u
ally

or
cu

m
u
lativ

ely
,

a
lev

el
of

serv
ice

stan
d

ard
estab

lish
ed

b
y

th
e

co
u

n
ty

co
n

g
estio

n
m

an
ag

em
en

t
ag

en
cy

fo
r

d
esig

n
ated

ro
ad

s
or

h
ig

h
w

ay
s?

c)
R

esu
lt

in
a

ch
an

g
e

in
air

traffic
p

attern
s,

in
clu

d
in

g
eith

er
an

in
crease

in
traffic

lev
els

or
a

ch
an

g
e

in
lo

catio
n

th
at

resu
lt

in
su

b
stan

tial
safety

risk
s?

H
d)

S
u

b
stan

tially
in

crease
h

azard
s

d
u
e

to
a

d
esig

n
featu

re,
(e.g.,

sh
arp

cu
rv

es
or

d
an

g
ero

u
s

in
tersectio

n
s)

or
in

co
m

p
atib

le
u
ses

(e.g.,
farm

eq
u
ip

m
en

t)?
H

H
e)

R
esu

lt
in

in
ad

eq
u

ate
em

erg
en

cy
access?

H
f)

R
esu

lt
in

in
ad

eq
u

ate
p

ark
in

g
cap

acity
?

H

P
a
g

e
2
2

o
f

2
6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
NQ

P
ao-00098-O

R
D



L
ess

T
han

P
o
ten

tially
S

ig
n
ifican

t
L

ess
T

h
an

S
ig

n
ifican

t
W

ith
S

ig
n
ifican

t
N

o
Im

p
act

M
itig

atio
n

im
p
act

Im
pact

in
co

rp
o
ratio

n

g)
C

o
n
flic

t
w

ith
ad

o
p

ted
p

o
licies,

p
la

n
s,

o
r

p
ro

g
ra

m
s

su
p
p
o
rtin

g

a
lte

rn
a
tiv

e
tra

n
sp

o
rta

tio
n

(e.g.,
b
u
s

tu
rn

o
u
ts,

b
icy

cle
rack

s)?

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.-b.
T

he
p
ro

p
o
sed

ordinance
an

d
in

terp
retiv

e
guidance

clarify
existing

d
efin

itio
n
s

of
w

in
ery

m
ark

etin
g

and
w

inery
tours

and
tastings

and
m

crem
entally

w
iden

the
class

of
p

ro
d
u

cts
allow

ed
to

he
sold

at
a

w
inery.

T
he

tim
ing

and
n
u
m

b
er

of
cu

rren
tly

-ap
p
ro

v
ed

w
inery

m
ark

etin
g

events
w

o
u
ld

not
be

changed
by

this
project,

n
o
r

w
o
u
ld

the
n
u
m

b
er

of
m

ark
etin

g
or

tours
and

tastings
visitors

allow
ed

at
a

given
facility.

A
s

a
result,

w
e

foresee
no

increase
in

traffic
to

and
from

w
ineries

w
hen

co
m

p
ared

to
the

cu
rren

tly
-p

erm
itted

baseline
condition.

W
hile

the
p
ro

p
o
sed

changes
m

ay
m

otivate
existing,

or
future,

w
ineries

to
request

new
or

ad
d
itio

n
al

events
or

visitation
volum

es,
the

contours
of

those
specific

requests
are

speculative
at

this
tim

e
and

w
ould,

of
necessity,

be
ad

d
ressed

as
p
art

of
that

fu
tu

re
site-

and
project-specific

review
.

T
he

subject
project

w
o
u
ld

not
result

in
a

significant
increase

in
traffic

or
a

net
negative

change
in

the
existing

ro
ad

w
ay

level
of

service
on

a
project-specific

basis.

C
u
m

u
lativ

e
im

pacts
related

to
traffic

w
ere

identified
in

the
2008

G
eneral

P
lan

U
pdate

E
IR

.
P

age
4.4-51

of
the

2008
G

eneral
P

lan
D

E
IR

identifies
specific

ro
ad

w
ay

im
p
ro

v
em

en
ts

w
hich

could
serve

as
m

itigation
m

easu
res

to
reduce

traffic
operation

im
pacts

to
a

less
than

significant
level.

In
ad

o
p
tin

g
the

G
eneral

P
lan

E
IR

,
the

B
oard

of
S

upervisors
fo

u
n

d
that

the
m

itigation
m

easures
set

forth
in

T
able

4.4-15
w

ere
infeasible

p
u

rsu
an

t
to

P
ublic

R
esources

C
ode

§21081
(a)(3)

and
C

E
Q

A
G

uidelines
§15091(a)(3),

and
rejected

them
because

m
an

y
of

the
ro

ad
w

ay
segm

ents
(such

as
C

a-128
and

T
uhbs

L
ane)

w
o
u
ld

occur
in

areas
w

here
the

C
ounty

lacks
sufficient

right-of-w
ay

and
are

in
proxim

ity
to

existing
com

m
ercial

an
d

/o
r

residential
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
ts.

T
he

m
ajority

of
the

listed
ro

ad
w

ay
im

p
ro

v
em

en
ts

are
located

o
u
tsid

e
of

the
area

covered
by

the
C

ounty’s
T

raffic
M

itigation
F

ee
P

ro
g
ram

(B
oard

of
S

upervisors
R

esolution
N

o.
90-152)

and
therefore

w
o
u
ld

require
fu

n
d
in

g
p

rim
arily

by
the

C
ounty

as
o
p
p
o
sed

to
being

fu
n
d
ed

by
applicants.

In
ad

d
itio

n
,

the
extensive

am
o
u

n
t

of
road

w
id

en
in

g
that

w
o
u
ld

be
required

w
o
u
ld

be
inconsistent

w
ith

the
G

eneral
P

lan
objectives

of
p
ro

tectin
g

an
d

m
ain

tain
in

g
the

C
ounty’s

rural
character;

they
could

result
in

d
isp

ro
p

o
rtio

n
ally

severe
en

v
iro

n
m

en
tal

im
pacts

associated
w

ith
visual

resources,
w

ater
quality,

noise,
air

quality,
and

grow
th

inducem
ent.

c.
T

he
p
ro

p
o
sed

project
w

o
u
ld

not
result

in
any

change
to

air
traffic

patterns.

d.-g.
T

his
project

p
ro

p
o
ses

no
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
w

ill
not

result
in

any
change

to
existing

ro
ad

w
ay

s
or

p
ark

in
g

areas.
A

ny
fu

tu
re

increases
in

the
n
u
m

b
er

or
size

of
w

in
ery

m
ark

etin
g

events
w

ill
be

subject
to

d
iscretio

n
ary

p
erm

ittin
g

at
the

p
o
in

t
at

w
hich

they
are

p
ro

p
o
sed

;
the

sam
e

w
o
u
ld

he
true

of
stru

ctu
ral

ad
d
itio

n
s

to
w

ineries
and

of
increases

in
w

inery
tours

an
d

tastings
visitation

an
d

/o
r

w
inery

em
ploym

ent.
T

here
w

ill
be

no
project-specific

im
pacts

related
to

roadw
ays,

parking,
n
o
n
-m

o
to

rized
tran

sp
o

rtatio
n
,

public
tran

sp
o
rtatio

n
,

or
em

ergency
vehicle

access.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easures:

N
o
n
e

are
req

u
ired

.

P
a
g

e
2

3
o
f2

6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d
m

en
t
N

P
ao-ooog8-O

R
D



Less
T

han
Potentially

Significant
Less

T
han

Significant
W

ith
Significant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
X

V
I.

U
T

IL
IT

IE
S

A
N

D
S

E
R

V
IC

E
S

Y
S

T
E

M
S

.
W

ould
the

project:

a)
E

xceed
w

astew
ater

treatm
en

t
req

u
irem

en
ts

of
the

ap
p

licab
le

R
egional

W
ater

Q
uality

C
ontrol

B
oard?

LI
LI

b)
R

equire
or

result
in

the
construction

of
a

new
w

ater
or

w
astew

ater
treatm

en
t

facilities
or

expansion
of

existing
facilities,

the
construction

of
w

hich
could

cause
sig

n
ifican

t
LI

en
v

iro
n

m
en

tal
effects?

c)
R

equire
or

resu
lt

in
the

construction
of

a
new

storm
w

ater
drainage

facilities
or

expansion
of

existing
facilities,

the
construction

of
w

hich
could

cause
sig

n
ifican

t
en

v
iro

n
m

en
tal

effects?

d)
H

ave
su

fficien
t

w
ater

su
p

p
lies

av
ailab

le
to

serve
the

project
from

existing
en

titlem
en

ts
and

resources,
or

are
n
ew

or
ex

p
an

d
ed

en
titlem

en
ts

needed?

e)
R

esu
lt

in
a

d
eterm

in
atio

n
by

the
w

astew
ater

treatm
en

t
p

ro
v

id
er

w
hich

serves
or

m
ay

serve
the

project
that

it
has

ad
eq

u
ate

capacity
to

serve
the

project’s
projected

d
em

an
d

in
ad

d
itio

n
to

the
provider’s

existing
com

m
itm

ents?

f)
B

e
served

by
a

lan
d

fill
w

ith
su

fficien
t

p
erm

itted
capacity

to
accom

m
odate

the
project’s

solid
w

aste
disposal

needs?

g)
C

om
ply

w
ith

federal,
state,

and
local

statu
tes

and
reg

u
latio

n
s

related
to

solid
w

aste?
LI

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a-h
.

T
he

project
w

ill
not

exceed
w

astew
ater

treatm
en

t
req

u
irem

en
ts

as
established

by
the

R
egional

W
ater

Q
uality

C
ontrol

B
oard,

w
ill

not
result

in
a

significant
im

pact
related

to
w

astew
ater

discharge,
an

d
w

ill
not

result
in

new
w

astew
ater

treatm
en

t
facilities.

A
ll

exiting
w

in
eries

have
w

ater
an

d
w

astew
ater

system
s

w
hich

have
been

rev
iew

ed
and

ap
p

ro
v

ed
for

their
cu

rren
t

m
ark

etin
g

operations.
A

s
w

in
ery

ex
p
an

sio
n

m
ay

he
p
ro

p
o

sed
in

the
future,

that
ex

p
an

sio
n

w
ill

be
subject

to
C

ounty
an

d
the

R
egional

W
ater

Q
uality

C
ontrol

B
oard

review
to

ensure
that

w
astew

ater
system

s
are

o
p
eratio

n
ally

ad
eq

u
ate

an
d

are
u

p
g

rad
ed

as
needed.

Im
pacts

related
to

w
astew

ater
disposal

w
ill

be
less

than
significant.

c.
T

he
project

w
ill

not
require

or
resu

lt
in

the
construction

of
new

storm
w

ater
d
rain

ag
e

facilities
or

an
expansion

of
existing

facilities
w

hich
w

o
u

ld
cause

a
significant

im
pact

to
the

en
v
iro

n
m

en
t.

d.
T

he
p
ro

p
o

sed
ordinance

an
d

in
terp

retiv
e

g
u
id

an
ce

w
o
u
ld

p
erm

it
n
eith

er
new

construction,
nor

new
m

arketing
events,

nor
any

increase
in

w
inery

visitation.
G

ro
u
n
d
w

ater
use

w
ill

not
be

increased
beyond

baseline
levels

as
a

result
of

the
project.

E
nvironm

ental
effects

related
to

w
ater

extraction
w

ill
he

less
than

significant.

P
a
g

e
2

4
o

f
2
6

2
0

0
9

-2
0

1
0

W
inery-related

Z
oning

O
rdinance

A
m

endm
ents

and
A

ssociated
Interpretive

G
uidance

C
ounty-initiated

Z
oning

C
ode

T
ext

A
m

en
d

m
en

t
NP

P
1o-ooo98-O

R
D



e.
W

inery
w

a
s
te

w
a
te

r
is

generally
treated

onsite
and

capacity
req

u
irem

en
ts

are
established

on
a

project-
and

site-
specific

basis.
T

his
project

p
ro

p
o
ses

n
o

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
w

ill
not,

in
and

of
itself,

create
ad

d
itio

n
al

d
em

an
d

for
w

astew
ater

treatm
ent.

f.-g.
T

his
project

p
ro

p
o
ses

no
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t

and
w

ill
not

directly
resu

lt
in

any
increase

in
solid

w
aste

generation.
N

ap
a

C
ounty

is
served

by
a

landfill
w

ith
sufficient

capacity
to

m
eet

the
d
em

an
d
s

of
foreseeable

fu
tu

re
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t.

Im
pacts

i-elated
to

the
disposal

of
solid

w
aste

w
ill

he
less

than
significant.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easu

res:
N

one
are

required.

[.ess
T

han
Potentially

Significant
Less

T
han

Significant
W

ith
Significant

N
o

Im
pact

M
itigation

Im
pact

Im
pact

Incorporation
X

V
II.

M
A

N
D

A
T

O
R

Y
F

IN
D

IN
G

S
O

F
S

IG
N

IF
IC

A
N

C
E

a)
D

oes
the

project
have

the
potential

to
degrade

the
quality

of
the

environm
ent,

substantially
reduce

the
habitat

of
a

fish
or

w
ildlife

species,
cause

a
fish

or
w

ildlife
population

to
drop

below
self-sustaining

levels,
threaten

to
elim

inate
a

plant
or

anim
al

com
m

unity,
reduce

the
num

ber
or

restrict
the

range
of

a
rare

or
endangered

p
lan

t
or

anim
al

or
elim

inate
im

portant
exam

ples
of

the
m

ajor
periods

of
C

alifornia
history

or
prehistory?

b)
D

oes
the

project
have

im
pacts

that
are

individually
lim

ited,
b
u
t

cum
ulatively

considerable?
(“C

um
ulatively

considerable”
m

eans
that

the
increm

ental
effects

of
a

project
are

considerable
w

hen
view

ed
in

connection
w

ith
the

effects
of

past
projects,

the
effects

of
other

current
projects,

and
the

effects
of

probable
future

projects)?

c)
D

oes
the

project
have

environm
ental

effects
that

w
ill

cause
substantial

adverse
effects

on
hum

an
beings,

either
directly

or
indirectly?

E
E

D
iscu

ssio
n
:

a.
T

he
p
ro

ject
w

o
u
ld

h
av

e
a

less
th

an
sig

n
ifican

t
im

p
act

on
w

ild
life

reso
u

rces.
A

s
an

aly
zed

ab
o
v
e,

n
o

sen
sitiv

e
reso

u
rces

or
b
io

lo
g
ic

areas
w

ill
he

co
n
v
erted

or
affected

by
th

is
p
ro

ject.
A

lso
as

an
aly

zed
ab

o
v
e,

the
p
ro

ject
w

o
u
ld

n
o

t
resu

lt
in

a
sig

n
ifican

t
loss

of
n

ativ
e

trees,
n

ativ
e

v
eg

etatio
n
,

or
im

p
o
rtan

t
ex

am
p

les
of

C
alifo

rn
ia’s

h
isto

ry
or

p
re-h

isto
ry

.

b.
T

he
p
ro

p
o
sed

p
ro

ject
d

o
es

n
o

t
h
av

e
in-ipacts

th
at

are
in

d
iv

id
u

ally
lim

ited
b
u
t

cu
m

u
lativ

ely
co

n
sid

erab
le.

T
he

d
raft

ordinance
and

d
raft

in
terp

retiv
e

g
u
id

an
ce

clarify
existing

d
efin

itio
n
s

of
w

in
ery

m
ark

etin
g

and
w

in
ery

tours
and

tastings
and

increm
entally

w
id

en
the

class
of

p
ro

d
u
cts

allow
ed

to
be

sold
at

a
w

inery.
T

he
tim

in
g

a
n

d

n
u
m

b
er

of
cu

rren
tly

-ap
p

ro
v

ed
w

inery
m

ark
etin

g
events

w
o
u

ld
not

he
changed

by
this

project,
nor

w
o

u
ld

the
n
u
m

b
e
r

of
m

ark
etin

g
or

tours
an

d
tastings

visitors
allow

ed
at

a
given

facility.
T

he
sale

of
w

ine-related
p

ro
d
u
cts

at
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w
in

eries
located

in
the

A
W

or
A

P
zoning

districts
w

ill
not

create
cum

ulatively
considerable

en
v
iro

n
m

en
tal

im
pacts.

c.
T

here
are

no
environm

ental
effects

caused
by

this
project

that
w

o
u
ld

result
in

substantial
adverse

effects
o
n

h
u
m

an
beings,

w
h
eth

er
directly

or
indirectly.

N
o

h
azard

o
u
s

conditions
resulting

from
this

project
have

b
een

identified.
T

he
p

r
o

je
c
t

w
ould

not
have

any
en

v
iro

n
m

en
tal

effects
that

w
ould

result
in

significant
im

pacts.

M
itig

atio
n

M
easures:

N
one

are
required.
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