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From: Kirsty Shelton Gerosa
To: Gallina, Charlene; McDowell, John
Subject: Truchard additional Bio and Historic review
Date: Wednesday, July 26, 2017 10:59:58 AM
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Importance: High

Hi Charlene and John,
 
Attached is an addendum for the Truchard Bio report and the letter from the historian who reviewed
 the bridge.
 
Please confirm this completes what you need to revise the Initial Study.
 

Anthony would really like to get on the September 20th PC agenda.  I hope that you agree that this is
 doable.  He and his family are very hands on for harvest and that date works for their schedule.
 
The family would very much appreciate it if we could meet that date.

I’m around if you need anything,
 
Kirsty
 
 
 
Kirsty Shelton
Land Use Planner
ksheltongerosa@fbm.com
707.967.4152

 

_________________________________________________________________________
This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and

 privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not
 the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original

 message. Thank you.

Farella Braun + Martel LLP
 

mailto:KSheltonGerosa@fbm.com
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Russ Building 1415.954.4400
235 Montgomery Street F 415.954.4480
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July 21, 2017 
 
Anthony Truchard 
Truchard Family Vineyards 
3234 Old Sonoma Road 
Napa, California 94559 
 
RE: Request for Supplemental Information for Truchard Winery Project 
 
Dear Mr. Truchard, 
 
This letter is to provide additional information as requested by the County of Napa for the 
proposed Truchard Winery Project (P14-00330-UP/Variance P14-0033; Project) in a letter dated 
July 13, 2017. This letter responds to comments related to the wildlife and plant assessments 
and surveys described in a June 21, 2017 letter.   
 
Study Area Map 
 
The proposed Project Area is located at 4062 Old Sonoma Road, Napa, Napa County, 
California and includes the proposed project footprint and temporary staging and stockpile 
areas.  The wildlife assessment on May 12, 2017 focused on the proposed Project Area and 
surrounding areas east of Old Sonoma Road and within approximately 200 feet of the Project 
Area (Study Area).  The Study Area was the focus of the wildlife assessment and is shown in 
the enclosed Figure 1.  Two additional irrigation ponds and connecting drainage to the east 
were also inspected for the presence of pond turtle, and are identified in the enclosed figure to 
document all areas investigated by the wildlife biologist.  The additional features will not be 
impacted by the proposed project. 
 
Pallid Bat 
 
Pallid bats (Antrozous pallidus) are a cavity-roosting species, and less commonly, can use 
cracks or crevices in trees as day and night roosts.  No snags or large trees with complex 
cavities, cracks, or crevices are present within the Study Area.  There is no potential for trees in 
the Study Area to support pallid bat maternity or hibernation roost sites, but there is potential for 
pallid bat to utilize some trees for a day or night roost. 
 
The existing barn is actively utilized by the winery and maintained in good condition.  Access 
into the barn is limited, but gaps may be present sufficient for pallid bat to enter and use as a 
day or night roost. Typical of other bat species, pallid bat is sensitive to disturbances at roost 
sites especially maternity and hibernation roosts.  The existing barn is unlikely to be utilized as a 
maternity or hibernation roost site based on regular disturbance from vineyard operations.  
However, there is potential for pallid bat to utilize the barn for a day or night roost.  
 
One small tree is proposed for removal and based on size and structure of the tree, no suitable 
bat roost habitat is present.  In adjacent trees and the existing barn, day and night roosting bats 
may be present. Night roosting bats would not be impacted by the proposed project because no 
activities are to occur during night hours. Pallid bats are not known to have strong site fidelity to 
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specific day roosts and may adjust day roost locations daily1,2.  In addition, these areas will be 
avoided by project activities; therefore, day roosting bats are not likely to be significantly 
disturbed by project activities. However, as an extra pre-caution during the pallid bat active 
season (February 28 – October 31), a qualified biologist can inspect the barn and trees with 
suitable crevices within 50 feet of project activities within 14 days prior to initial activities.  The 
inspection will assess presence of roost sites, roosting bats, or evidence of recent or regular use 
by pallid bats.  
 
Draft Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration 
 
The draft Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration stated potential for presence of western 
pond turtle, pallid bat, and California giant salamander.  This determination was made strictly 
upon a review of species occurrences documented in the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)3 and general habitats present 
in the Project Area.  Per RSA, a biologist did not evaluate the Project Area and vicinity for 
specific habitat requirements of the species.  WRA reviewed the CNDDB, but a biologist also 
conducted a site inspection and determined the potential for these species based on conditions 
and habitats present at the site.  These species are known in the vicinity; however, upon a 
review of habitats present in the Study Area, WRA determined the species would not likely be 
present within the Study Area. 
 
Special-status Plant Study Area 
 
The Project Area and vicinity are predominantly grapevines in active production or developed 
habitat including access roads, barns, and irrigation ponds.  The assessment for special-status 
plant species was focused on habitats with potential to support native plant species. The ruderal 
(weedy) areas along the roadsides and irrigation ponds did not support native plant species and 
are regularly maintained.  The project botanist determined that these areas and the vineyards 
do not have potential to support specials-status plant species. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any further questions regarding the wildlife and 
plant assessments conducted. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
 
Patricia Valcarcel 
Associate Wildlife Biologist 
 
 
Enclosure  


                                                
1 Lewis. S.E. 1996. Low roost-site fidelity in pallid bats: associated factors and effect on group stability.  
Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology 39:335-344 
2 Western Bat Working Group. 2005. Western Bat Species Accounts, Antrozous pallidus | Pallid Bat. 
Available online: http://wbwg.org/western-bat-species/; Most recently accessed July 19, 2017.  
3 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).  2017.  Natural Diversity Database, Wildlife and 
Habitat Data Analysis Branch. Sacramento. 
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21 July 2107 


 


Katherine Philippakis 


Farella Braun + Martel LLP 


899 Adams Street, Suite G 


St. Helena, CA 94574 


 


RE:  Proposed Truchard New Winery (P14-00330) 


 


Dear Kay: 


 


As requested, I have reviewed the existing bridge located on the above mentioned property, relative to its eligibility 


as an historic resource under the California Register criteria.  From my review, it does not appear to me that 


the bridge on the proposed site is over 50 years old and thus would not be considered a historic resource on the basis 


of age.  In any event, to be considered an historic resource under CEQA, the structure (or element) must meet 


eligibility requirements of the California Register of Historic Resources.  This includes the following four potential 


context types: 


  


1.      It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 


local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United States, or history, or 


2.      It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history, or 


3.      It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or 


represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or 


4.      It has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to prehistory or history of the local area, 


California, or the nation. 


  


If the entire property has not been determined to be eligible as a historic site, it does not appear that the bridge 


would meet the criteria to be individually eligible as an historic resource.  The construction materials are similar to 


readily available materials, including pressure treated wood with tags still attached.  As you may recall, in my previous 


evaluation of the barn on your property, I concluded that the barn did not have historic significance.  As the barn is 


the only other structure on the property that could potentially be considered historic, I do not believe that the bridge 


could qualify as a cultural resource under the relevant criteria. 


 


Sincerely, 


                       
Naomi Miroglio, FAIA                                                           


Principal                                                                


 


 







 


 
Image 1. September 1973 aerial at 10,000 feet (USGS EarthExplorer). 


 







 


 


Image 2. Existing View of Bridge 


 


 
Image 3. Existing View of Bridge 


 


 


 







  
 
 

 

 
July 21, 2017 
 
Anthony Truchard 
Truchard Family Vineyards 
3234 Old Sonoma Road 
Napa, California 94559 
 
RE: Request for Supplemental Information for Truchard Winery Project 
 
Dear Mr. Truchard, 
 
This letter is to provide additional information as requested by the County of Napa for the 
proposed Truchard Winery Project (P14-00330-UP/Variance P14-0033; Project) in a letter dated 
July 13, 2017. This letter responds to comments related to the wildlife and plant assessments 
and surveys described in a June 21, 2017 letter.   
 
Study Area Map 
 
The proposed Project Area is located at 4062 Old Sonoma Road, Napa, Napa County, 
California and includes the proposed project footprint and temporary staging and stockpile 
areas.  The wildlife assessment on May 12, 2017 focused on the proposed Project Area and 
surrounding areas east of Old Sonoma Road and within approximately 200 feet of the Project 
Area (Study Area).  The Study Area was the focus of the wildlife assessment and is shown in 
the enclosed Figure 1.  Two additional irrigation ponds and connecting drainage to the east 
were also inspected for the presence of pond turtle, and are identified in the enclosed figure to 
document all areas investigated by the wildlife biologist.  The additional features will not be 
impacted by the proposed project. 
 
Pallid Bat 
 
Pallid bats (Antrozous pallidus) are a cavity-roosting species, and less commonly, can use 
cracks or crevices in trees as day and night roosts.  No snags or large trees with complex 
cavities, cracks, or crevices are present within the Study Area.  There is no potential for trees in 
the Study Area to support pallid bat maternity or hibernation roost sites, but there is potential for 
pallid bat to utilize some trees for a day or night roost. 
 
The existing barn is actively utilized by the winery and maintained in good condition.  Access 
into the barn is limited, but gaps may be present sufficient for pallid bat to enter and use as a 
day or night roost. Typical of other bat species, pallid bat is sensitive to disturbances at roost 
sites especially maternity and hibernation roosts.  The existing barn is unlikely to be utilized as a 
maternity or hibernation roost site based on regular disturbance from vineyard operations.  
However, there is potential for pallid bat to utilize the barn for a day or night roost.  
 
One small tree is proposed for removal and based on size and structure of the tree, no suitable 
bat roost habitat is present.  In adjacent trees and the existing barn, day and night roosting bats 
may be present. Night roosting bats would not be impacted by the proposed project because no 
activities are to occur during night hours. Pallid bats are not known to have strong site fidelity to 
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specific day roosts and may adjust day roost locations daily1,2.  In addition, these areas will be 
avoided by project activities; therefore, day roosting bats are not likely to be significantly 
disturbed by project activities. However, as an extra pre-caution during the pallid bat active 
season (February 28 – October 31), a qualified biologist can inspect the barn and trees with 
suitable crevices within 50 feet of project activities within 14 days prior to initial activities.  The 
inspection will assess presence of roost sites, roosting bats, or evidence of recent or regular use 
by pallid bats.  
 
Draft Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration 
 
The draft Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration stated potential for presence of western 
pond turtle, pallid bat, and California giant salamander.  This determination was made strictly 
upon a review of species occurrences documented in the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)3 and general habitats present 
in the Project Area.  Per RSA, a biologist did not evaluate the Project Area and vicinity for 
specific habitat requirements of the species.  WRA reviewed the CNDDB, but a biologist also 
conducted a site inspection and determined the potential for these species based on conditions 
and habitats present at the site.  These species are known in the vicinity; however, upon a 
review of habitats present in the Study Area, WRA determined the species would not likely be 
present within the Study Area. 
 
Special-status Plant Study Area 
 
The Project Area and vicinity are predominantly grapevines in active production or developed 
habitat including access roads, barns, and irrigation ponds.  The assessment for special-status 
plant species was focused on habitats with potential to support native plant species. The ruderal 
(weedy) areas along the roadsides and irrigation ponds did not support native plant species and 
are regularly maintained.  The project botanist determined that these areas and the vineyards 
do not have potential to support specials-status plant species. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any further questions regarding the wildlife and 
plant assessments conducted. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Patricia Valcarcel 
Associate Wildlife Biologist 
 
 
Enclosure  

                                                
1 Lewis. S.E. 1996. Low roost-site fidelity in pallid bats: associated factors and effect on group stability.  
Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology 39:335-344 
2 Western Bat Working Group. 2005. Western Bat Species Accounts, Antrozous pallidus | Pallid Bat. 
Available online: http://wbwg.org/western-bat-species/; Most recently accessed July 19, 2017.  
3 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).  2017.  Natural Diversity Database, Wildlife and 
Habitat Data Analysis Branch. Sacramento. 
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21 July 2107 

 

Katherine Philippakis 

Farella Braun + Martel LLP 

899 Adams Street, Suite G 

St. Helena, CA 94574 

 

RE:  Proposed Truchard New Winery (P14-00330) 

 

Dear Kay: 

 

As requested, I have reviewed the existing bridge located on the above mentioned property, relative to its eligibility 

as an historic resource under the California Register criteria.  From my review, it does not appear to me that 

the bridge on the proposed site is over 50 years old and thus would not be considered a historic resource on the basis 

of age.  In any event, to be considered an historic resource under CEQA, the structure (or element) must meet 

eligibility requirements of the California Register of Historic Resources.  This includes the following four potential 

context types: 

  

1.      It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 

local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United States, or history, or 

2.      It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history, or 

3.      It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or 

represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or 

4.      It has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to prehistory or history of the local area, 

California, or the nation. 

  

If the entire property has not been determined to be eligible as a historic site, it does not appear that the bridge 

would meet the criteria to be individually eligible as an historic resource.  The construction materials are similar to 

readily available materials, including pressure treated wood with tags still attached.  As you may recall, in my previous 

evaluation of the barn on your property, I concluded that the barn did not have historic significance.  As the barn is 

the only other structure on the property that could potentially be considered historic, I do not believe that the bridge 

could qualify as a cultural resource under the relevant criteria. 

 

Sincerely, 

                       
Naomi Miroglio, FAIA                                                           

Principal                                                                

 

 



 

 
Image 1. September 1973 aerial at 10,000 feet (USGS EarthExplorer). 

 



 

 

Image 2. Existing View of Bridge 

 

 
Image 3. Existing View of Bridge 

 

 

 










