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Previous Project Conditions

Benessere Vineyards Winery Modification P16-00432-MOD
Planning Commission Hearing Date (15, August, 2018)
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NAP A COU NTY CONSERVATION—DEVELOPMENT

AND PLANNING COMMISSION

1121 FIRST STREET - NAPA, CALIFORNIA 94558
AREA CODE 707/ 253-4416

W. Scott Snowden February 26, 1979
Chairman

Marienne and Charles Shaw, Jr.
1010 Big Tree Road
St. Helena, Callfornia 94574

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Shaw:

Your Use Permit Application Number #U=257879 to establish a winery within

an exlsting structure proposed to be modifled and expanded on a 34.7 acre parcel

'ocated on the north side of Big Tree Road ad]acent to the west bank of the Napa River
has been approved by the Napa County Conservation, Development and Planning Com-
mission based upon the following conditions:

(SEE ATTACHED LIST OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL)

APPROVAL DATE: February 21, 1979

Your Use Permit becomes effective ten (10) days from the approval date, provided
all conditions of approval are met or assurances made to guarantee compliance. The
ten (10) day waiting period is required to provide sufficient time for anyone wish-
ing to appeal the action of the Commission in approving your Use Permit. In the
wvent an appeal is made to the Board of Supervisors, you will be notified.

Should this Use Permit not be used within one (1) year after the date of approval,
i* shall be null and void without further action by the Commission or Department.

If you intend to request any time extension for your approved Use Permit, please
note that any such request must be submitted to the Conservation, Development and
Planning Department at least 30 days prior to the expiration of the present permit.

Very truly yours,

\J

JAMES H. HICKEY
Secretary-Director

JHH: j !
Ce Donald W. Jonas

Chief Building Inspector
County of Napa
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NAPA COUNTY
CONSERVAT ION, DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT

USE PERMITS

DEPARTMENT REPORT AND RECOMMENDAT ION

Meeting of %&W Z{l /779
Agenda ltem: 47“:2

APPL ICAT ION DATA:

APPL ICANT: %ﬂ%ﬁ% %u—"‘ . 2878 77 @4/& /7/775)

REQUEST FOR: ;/ R Ml
<< /" A lenreclirn @ /..‘-I’ & ’// & -’é (Ll il /
) 7 a
AN LA A2yl 4 Ot T3 A &~ 7 o, 2 Z4

LOCAT 10N éﬁ% WW@% e Ll
% Lo 425392f.44§a1«é§,425152?7‘222221 rrer Snn @
AP DT (Pbpessges fael # 22 032 -06) Ul

FINDINGS: [All checked (X) Items Apply to This Application]

SPECIAL INFORMAT ION:

Bd 1. Details of the proposal are contained in the attached supplemental

v information sheet.
Bd 2. Comments and recommendations from various County departments and other

agencies are attached.
] 3.

ENV IRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

[1 4. Genera! Rule (Not Subject to CEQA).
[1J 5. CcCategorically Exempt pursuant to the California Enviornmental Quality

Act (Class # ).
[J 6. Final Environmental Impact Report # prepared by:

(See Agenda Item # ).
Bd 7. The project is not anticipated to result in significant environmental
: effects, either individually or cumulatively. There are no unique or
rare biological or physical resources that will be adversely effected.
A Negative Declaration is recommended.

10/12/78



Page 2

Agenda |tem: ;7

Report and Recommendation

Meeting Date: %pﬁ 21/, (779 '

Use Permit - #V~ZS'7577/ Stts—
PLANNING AND ZONING ANALYSIS:

Bd s.
Bd 9.
B to.
K.
[312.

[J13.

3 14.

The procedural requirements for Use Permit outlined in the Zoning

Ordinance have been satisfied in regard to this application.

The submitted proposal 44/ ¢ general compliance with OrdInance
requirements.

Approval of this proposalé%naalnhvéf’resul+ in detrimental effects to

the public health, safety or general welfare.

The proposal 4@ in conformance with the General Plan designafion

of Htce — forstoree specified for the property.
The property is witlin the district boundary and/or the Sphere of Influence
of the following districts:

~ Anierican Canyon County Water District [J within district [] Within Sphere

(See attached map).
American Canyon Fire Protection District [] Within district 1 Wl*hin Sphere

(See attached map).
m} 0

.

This proposal should be denied pursuan+ to findings contained in the
attached Exhibit .

. RECOMMENDAT ION:

[J Continue to meefing of ‘ - .
Acfion

ENV JRONMENTAL :

[] None Required.
Issue a Negative Declaration.’

[0 Certify Final EIR as adequate.

PLANNING:

[J DENIAL based on Finding #13.
/Eﬂ APPROVAL wifh Findings and subject to +he attached Conditions of Approval.

10/12/78



CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

- Y M[/'-ZS 757? Sbizw— Agenda Item: ‘Z
Meeting Date: SZedt. 2,/1 16779

jX[ Il. The permit be limited to: MZW %Wm G/M%?
. O 5 7. Stuclov-e 7o 2 3904 s—y.f’/)ﬂé-Z
Py el
Any expanSidh or cha ges in use to be by separate Use Permlf subni tted

for Commission consideration.

Eﬁ// 2. Submission of a detailed landscaping, fencing and parking plan to the
Department for review and approval indicating names and locations of
plant materials, method of maintenance and location of off-street parking
spaces. Said plan to be submitted prior to finalization of the Building
Permit.

EQ// '3, Provisions for &5 off-street parking spaces on a dust free, all
veather surface approved by Public Works.

4. Plans for any outdoor signs be submitted to the Department for review
and approval with regard to design, area, height and placement.

] 5. The applicant enter into an agreement with the County not to oppose
annexation to an appropriate service district when deemed necessary by
the County. The agreement to be reviewed by Envlronmenfa! Health and
approved by County Counsel.

t

] 6. Annexation of the property to the following districts:

[J American Canyon County Water District
[] American Canyon Fire Protection District

(]
-3 7. All open storage of ' be screened
from view of and adjacent

properties by a visual barrier. No open storage to exceed height of
screening.

- [3 8. The permit be limited to a year period.

X 9. Compliance with all applicable building codes, zoning standards and reqdire-
' ments of various County departments and agencies.

Ea ‘ ' ;J&u L - ?

..; = A P LV 2 2 L Sl ) & AL AL ALt
/MM Gt o st CriZh P peinal, A% 4
Bz 5 P4 ; [Py e

o= =7 ,

10/12/78



NAPA COUNTY
CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION SHEET
USE PERMIT APPLICATION

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED USE:

USE : Winery
PRODUCT OR SERVICE PROVIDED: Table wines
FLOOR AREA: EXISTING STRUCTURES 900 g0, FT. NEW CONSTRUCTION 300071 4 50 RTR

NEW CONSTRUCT IOMN:

TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION:  Frame z :
FENCING : Y RE None LOCATION HE TGHT
MAX. HEIGHT (FT.): EXISTING STRUCTURES 30 PROPOSED STRUCTURES 30

AVERAGE OPERATION:

As reguired

HOURS OF OPERAT ION AM. TO P.M. DAYS OF OPFRATION

NUMBER OF SHIFTS: S TeIMTed0n oveEs pER SHIFT: FULL TIME _2 _ PART TIME 2 Seasonal
NUMBER OF DELIVERIES OR PICK-UPS: _ One per week PER-DAY-

NUMBER OF VISITORS ANTICIPATED: PER DAY b PER WEEK

ARE THERE SPECIAL OPERATIONS? PLEASE DESCRIBE ON ATTACHED PAGE

LANDSCAPING AND PARKING:

EXISTING LANDSCAPING: _ lone

e r
PROPOSED LANDSCAPING:  Irees, shrubs and seasonal flowers

PARKING SPACES: EXISTING SPACES 5 EMPLOYEE CUSTOMER
PROPOSED SPACES S EMPLOYEE CUSTOMER
UTILITIES:
) 85 i .
WATER SUPPLY SOURCE: Domestic well METHOD OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL: “ScpUic sysven

LICENSES OR APPROVALS REQUIRED:

DlSTRICT Non.e REGIOML I\lone : ]
STATE Wine grower's license FEDERAL Wine Producers & Blenders Basic Fermit

WINERY OPERATION:

X CRUSHING X FERMENTATION __ x STORAGE /AG ING = BOTTLING/PACKING
= SHIPPING: VIA Truck : X ADMINISTRATIVE: __TOURS/PUBLIC TASTING
OTHER:
GALLONS OF WINE TO BE PRODUCED: INITIAL OR CURRENT PRODUCTION 5000  GALLONS/YEAR
"ULTIMATE PRODUCTION 10,000  GALLONS/YEAR

6/10/77
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NAPA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OR4RUBEIG WORKSHor,

Developmait & Planning Commissioy,
HARRY D. HAMILTON 1127 FIRST STREET e NAPA, CALIFORNIA 94558
Director of Public Works AREA CODE 707/ 253-4351

County Surveyor — County Engineer
Road Commissioner

January 11, 1979

Napa County Conservation, RE: Big Tree Lane
Development and Planning Shaw = Use Permit
Commission Winery

1121 First Street

Napa, California 94558

Commissioners:

This Department and the Napa County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District have reviewed the use permit application
made by Charles Frank Shaw, Jr. and Marienne L. Shaw to allow
establishment of a winery on APN 22-032-06. The following is
offered for your use and is based upon the information contained
in the application:

Right of way widening to 28 feet from the centerline of
Big Tree Road along the frontage of the subject parcel is to be
granted to Napa County for roadway and utility right of way purposes.

The access road to the facility is to be improved to the status
of a dust free all weather surface, i.e., a minimum of 5 inches of
class 2 aggregate base and double sealcoat. The width of roadway
is to be 16 feet for two way traffic.

Any parking area specified by the Commission is to be improved
to the above specified surfacing status.

The above improvements are to be constructed according to
plans reviewed and approved by the County Engineer.

Any work done with the right of way of Big Tree Road shall
be done under an Encroachment Permit available from the Napa
County Department of Public Works.

The Napa County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
comments that the intended project and the entire parcel lies
entirely within the 100 year flood plain of the Napa River. All
facilities and utilities are to be flood proofed to elevation.269

MSL.
Very truly yours,
HARRY D, HAMILTON, P.E.
g\Dir tor of Public Works
)
s /st by O CSA e
cc: Charles & Marienne Shaw “John W. Stewart, P.E.

Associate Civil Engineer
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NAPA COUNTY conservation — DEVELOP%E{&?{{ B

AND PLANNING DEPARRTRAENT-C/eration
Development & Planting COmmission

JAMES H. HICKEY 1121 FIRST STREET o NAPA, CALIFORNIA 94558
Director AREA CODE 707/253-4416

PERMIT APPLICATION AND INITIAL STUDY
REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

TO: Division of Environmental Health
APPLICATION TITLE; Shaw Winery FILE f#: ©-257879 A.D, 22-032-06
RESPONSE REQUEST DATE: 12/12/78 RESPONSE RETURN DATE: 12/26/78

This application (see enclosed project description and/or maps) is belng sent

to you for your review and comment.

With respect to environmental analysis , the County is assuming Lead Agency status
for the project and will be preparing the necessary environmental documents.

Please advise us as to which of your permits is required, your environmental
concerns, and whether you recommend that a Negative Declaration or an Enviorn-
mental Impact Report be prepared on this project. Due to the provisions of
AB 884, It is essentlal that we receive your comments within the next 10 days.

General Questions
. Do you have jurisdiction by law over This project & ] Yes [ ] No
2. Do you recommend: [x] Approval [ ] Denlal [ ] No Recommendation
3. Recommended condltions-of-approval (use additional page if needed);
See Attached Sheet

4. Are you a responsible agency? K ] Yes [ | No. If yes, indicate required
permits: Water supply and sewage disposal

5. Indicate areas of environmental concern and avallability of appropriate
technical data:

6. Do you recommend: |[x | Negatlive Declaration | | Environmental impact Report
7. Have you previously renewsd an appllication on any portion of this project?

£l Yes [ " No

8. Name of contact person: Ralph Hunter Telephon

Response Prepared b

Title: pirector
February 3, 1978 Date: 12/21/78
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. «Shaw Winery

Page 2

Item #3

1) That the applicant secure a discharge requirement, or waiver of
same, from the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

2) That water be supplied by on-site wells. The water shall be pure,
wholesome, and potable.

3) That plans for a sewage disposal system be submitted to and approved:
by the Division of Environmental Health prior to issuance of a
building permit. (Depending on flows, design by an engineer
may be required). '

4) That all solid waste be stored and disposed of in a manner to

ew

prevent nuisances or health threats from insects, vectors and odors.



HJQFA 8@ UNTY CONSERVATION — DEVELOPMENT

N&L WATER =
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WAIL AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT
JAMES H. HICKEY BEC 131918 2~ 121 FIRST STREET » NAPA, CANFORNITBASER N 1) = 1=
Diractor AREA CODE 707/253-4416 ey = W 15 U W B e
=} = [/\1 = VT _ it ':,,“."i .,u- .
D) (G (B |\ oy controL 0ARD L )
int N f i PERMIT APPLICATION AND INITIAL STUDY “ 131378

B AN
R

3.7 Racommendad conditions=of-approval (Use additional pags 1 nsadad);

19978 = REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
| Sz;n .Fr‘_ancisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board

LL

T0:

ey

nepR RPN ) o e ny FILE #:_y.257879

RESPONSE.REQUEST DATE< 43 pec. Y7a  RESPONSE RETURN.DATE: o2 niacingia ki o

This application (sse enclosed project dascription and/or maps) is belng sent

to you for your revlisw and commant.

With respect to environmental analysis » the County Is assuming Lead Agsncy status
tor tha project and wlll be preparing the necessary environmantal documants.

Please adviss us as to which of your parmits is requiraed, vour environmantal
concerns, and whether you recommend that a Negativa Daclaration or an Environ-
mental Impact Report be prepared on this project. Due to the provisions of
AB 8B4, It Is essentlal that we recelve your commer*s within +he next {0 days.,

General Quastions
Do you hava jurlsdiction bV law ovar Fnis projJect -7 Yes [ ] Mo
o you recommand: [ ] Approval [ J Denlal_ [#F Mo Racommendation

R} —

/46/e-?</at’e_ ST e G(/'-f‘p&;"-f(/ AT E
~ ¥ -

CLrogered project should HOL rrpmrr coie o Gt fi PG,
- r g v o L b -

4. Are you o responsible agency?! L+ Yes L. J No. 1% yes, indicats required
permits: Aloor o Heallsd DerZ. covrovs/ eV SFEE e,
b codste discharce reoyiierrents sl do ool
/£ recomemended A Health Dol o £ £/pee? 77Cr s
Indicate areas of snvironmantal concarn and avaliabllity of appropriats
technica! data: 7c ¥, o/ eLLlecFs on Sk ace ok

GO Aot/ry o

vl
-

6. Do you recommend: [ ] Negative Daclaration | J Environmental Impact Raport
7. Have you previously reviawed an application on any portlon cf this project?

CJYes [T Mo h
8. Name of contact person: b A B s Talephone: (=//S7) </ &/ 0375

Rasponse Prepared by: #£24-r7 A Babo
Title: Frep £9F, 920
Fobruary 8, 1978 Biie: Vo r o

2/38. 40




;“j%?g @@ﬁﬁw CONSERVATION — DEVELOPMENT

AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT

e s bl 1 e [l B WoIe 1)
JAMESH. HICKEM] [E Up IE | ¥ 15 &} 1121 FIRST STREET e NAPA, CALIFORNIA 94558
Ditoctor N\ (L)) AREA CODE 707/253-4416

1) “MN70
et L i [
e A l\T\

PERMIT. APPLICATION AND INITIAL STUDY
i REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

Bay Area Air Po]lh+ion Control District

TO:

APPLICATICN TTLES SEHAWN, L INEARY FILE #: t-25 7379

RESPONSE REQUEST DATE: 43 pog, 'ys  RESPONSE RETURN DATE: 54 prc o nin 1978

This application (see enclosad project description and/or maps) Is being sent

to you for your ravisw and commant.

With respact to envlronmental analysis , the County 1s assuming Lead Agency status
for ths project and will be preparing the necessary environmzntal documants.

Pisase adviss us as +o which of your permits Is required, your environmantai
concerns, and whather you recommand that a Negative Declaration or an Envlron-
mental Impact Report bs prepared on this project. Due to tha provisions of
AB 884, It is aessential that we recelva your commerts within the next |0 days,

Ganaral Questions
Do you have jurlsdiction by Taw ovar this project [ J Yes [ ] No RS
Do you recommend: [ 7 Approval [ J Denlal [ J No Recommendation = =
« “Recommended condltions=6f-approval (Uss additional pags 1f nesdad); =~

liodiw

LU G

4, Arg you a re sIble agency? oA Yes [ J No. 17 yes, indicata requirad
parmlts: 2 .

5. Indicate areas of environmsntal concefn and avallsni] iTy of appropriate
technlcal data:

6. Do you recommsend: [ ] Negatlve Daclaration L J Envirenmental Impact Report

7. Have you previously raviewsd an appllcation on any portion of this project?
CJIYes [ JNo : v
8. Name of contact parson: - T‘alephona:j_”*'beoo x 30&

Response Prepared by: E y
Title:

February 8, 1978 ‘ Date:
L | | ~Devt4-1978







'W; _CONSERVATION — DEVELOPMENT
W E R AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT

JAMES H. HICKEY DEC 27 1978 Lo 1121 FIRST STREET « NAPA, CALIFORNIA 04558
Diroctor : J ) AREA CODE 707/253-4416
wWapa Coupt ¥ Conses vation
Developmegi & Dl o - 08
ERMI T APPLIGATHON.AND INITIAL STUDY
REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

TO: Department of Fish & Game (District Office-Yountvilie)

APPLICATION TITLE: SSHA M NS INLER Y FILE #; WB-25 7379

RESPONSE REQUEST DATE: ;5 pe. S7a  RESPONSE RETURN DATE: 26 gusc arpapiciins

This application (sas enclosed project descrlption and/or maps) 1s balng sant

to you for your review and comment,

With respsct 4o anvironmantal analysls , the County is assuming Lead Agency status
for the project and wil! be preparing the necessary envlronmantal documents,

Please advise us as to which of your permlts Is required, your anvironmenta |
concerns, and whether you recommend tha+t a Negative Declaration or an Environ-
mental Impact Report be prepared on this project. Due +o the previsions of
AB 8B4, 1t Is essentlal that we recelve your commar*s within the next 10 days,

General Questions
l. Do you havae Jurlsdltgyyé by law ovar This project [ ] Yes I
- 2. Do you racommend: [ U Approval -] Denlal [ 1 No Racomrencation
""—"'--'-Ba"'-iRec gnded"_cbﬁd!ﬂ s-of-approval fuse addltional,paga ;

/V
4. Are you a rasponsible agency?! | | Yes [[7] No. 17 ¥es, Indicata requliragd

porm!fs‘ We have [aviawaod o l-\-‘- PlUi#
or report & haye no commens Lab
this tme.
5. Indicate areas of environmental concarn and avhilal V\]\\ﬁf - apriata
technical data: S
m!inn\‘f Mun_‘:
Department of Fish & Gama
| Region 111
' Date; it
6. Do you recommend: [ Nagatlve Daclaration L T Ervlreas ) pEeFRoport
7. Hava you praviously reviewed an eppllication on any portlion of this piroject?
CJlvYes [ Jno \
8. Name of contact psrson: - Telsphona:
LD
Responsa Preparad by: )‘%{/‘

TI*"B: s
February 8, 1978 3 lDafa:_ /,/g//f-/
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CONSERVATION—DEVELOPMENT
AND PLANNING COMMISSION

JAMES H. HICKEY 1185 THIRD STREET « NAPA, CALIFORNIA 94558
Secretary-Director AREA CODE 707/253-4416

April 16, 1982

Charies F. Shaw
1010 Big Tree Rd.
St. Helena, CA 94574

Dear Mr. Shaw:
Your Use Permit Application Number U-258182 to expand the existing winery

entation

located gn a 45,69 acre parcel on the narth slide of Blg Tree Rd.
has been approved by the Napa County Conservation, Development and Planning
Commission based upon the following conditions:

(SEE ATTACHED LIST OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL)

APPROVAL DATE : Aprll 14, 1982

Your Use Permit becomes effective ten (10) working days from the approval
date, provided all conditions of approval are met or assurances made to
guarantee compliance. The ten (10) day waiting period is required to provide
sufficient time for anyone wishing to appeal the action of the Commission in
approving your Use Permit. In the event an appeal is made to the Board of
Supervisors, you will be notified.

Should this Use Permit not be used within one (1) year after the date of
approval, it shall be null and void without further action by the Commission
or Department.

I'f you intend fto request any time extension for your approved Use Permit,
please note that any such request must be submitted to the Conservation,
Development and Planning Department at least 30 days prior to the expiration
of the present permit.

Very truly yours, : PLEASE NOTE: Three lawsult findings:

1. That the proposed land use Is consistent
with the existing adopted elements of
the General Plan.
That there Is a reasonable probabllity
that any such proposed land use will be
consistent with any draft general plan
3 3 documents beling considered by the County
ce: O0NGCA000 Bi Il Hal | Planning Commission.
Bl oingitodest A lisiGaton 3. The proposed development is not sub ject
County of Napa to the Injunction.

MES H. HMICKEY
Secretary-Director 2

JHH :pm



CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL B

Agenda |tem: ,()

Meeting Date:

Use Parmit: /- O—258]g92 .

s 1.

(] 2.
C] 3.
0] 4.
(] 5.
] 6.
CJ 7.
C3 8.
X 9.
J 10.

10/12/78

The permit be |imited to: w. £C40 2yupu tret: aoldlogn foro

Any expansion or changes in use to be by separate Use Permit submitted
for Commission consideration.

Submission of a detalled landscaping, fencing and parking plan to the
Department for review and approval indicating names and locations of
plant materials, method of maintenance and location of off-street parking
spaces. Sald plan to be submitted prior to Issuance of the Building
Permit. Landscaping, fencing and parking to be completed prior to
tinalization of Building Permit.

Provisions for off-street parking spaces on a dust free, all
weather surface approved by Public Works.

Plans for any outdoor signs be submitted to the Department for review
and approval with regard to design, area, height and placement.

The applicant enter into an agreement with the County not to oppose
annexation to an appropriate service district when deemed necessary by
the County. The agreement to be reviewed by Environmental Health and
approved by County Counsel.

Annexation of the property to the following districts:

(] American Canyon County Water District
C] American Canyon Fire Protection District

(]
All onen storage of be screened
from view of and adjacent

properties by a visual barrier. No open storage to exceed height of
screening.

The permit be limited to a year period.

Compliance with all applicable building codes, zoning standards and require-

ments of various County departments and agencies.




APPL ICAT ION

APPL ICANT :

REQUEST FOR:

) -

o‘ -’

A- %52’/5’5/5/&

NAPA COUNTY
CONSERVAT ION, DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT

USE PERMITS

DEPARTMENT REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

Meeting of Agpil (4 982
{ 7

Agenda |tem: 7Z-- [O

DATA:

LOCAT ION:
FINDINGS: [All checked (X) Items Apply to This Application]
SPECIAL INFORMAT ION:
£ |. Details of the proposal are contained in the attached supplemental
’ infermation sheet., w, -— e
B~ 2. Comments and recommendations from various County departments and other 7%%%
agencies are attached.
B 3. The proposed winery addition is a 99% expansion of the existing

winery facility. However, the proposal is exempted from the
January 28, 1982 preliminary injunction issued by the Napa Superior
in connection with Court proceedings for Taddei vs Napa County
(section h of Exhibit B appended to the injunction)

ENV IRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

Ed= 4,
FElgess

(576 -

S 7.

10/12/78

General Rule (Not Subject to CEQA).

Categorical ly Exempt pursuant to the California Enviornmental Quality
Act (Class # )5

Final Environmental Impact Report # prepared by:

(See Agenda Item # I

The project is not anticipated to result in significant environmental
effects, either individually or cumulatively. There are no unique or
rare biological or physical resources that will be adversely effected.
A Negative Declaration is recommended.(;un_dﬂ&udhk 6%7%33



Page 2

Agenda Item: l 0

Report and Recommendation

Meeting Date: Q/ﬂﬂig [4 982

Use Permit

J—258/82

PLANNING AND ZONING ANALYSIS:

¥ s.
BX 9.
%< l0.

5211,
] 12,

J13.
[J 14,

The procedural requirements for Use Permit outlined in the Zoning
Ordinance have been satisfied in regard to this application.

The submitted proposal fg_. ¢+ m_  general compliance with Ordinance
requirements.

Approval of this proposal gzfl yis result in detrimental effects to
the public health, safety or general welfare.

The proposal in conformance with the General Plan designation
of _Afnaamaz-&_ specified for the property.
The p¥Poperty is within the district boundary and/or the Sphere of Influence

of the following districts:

American Canyon County Water District (] Within district [] Within Sphkere
(See attached map).
American Canyon Fire Protection District [J] Within district [J] Within Sphere
(See attached map).

C] (]

This proposal should be denied pursuant to findings contained in the
attached Exhibit .

RECOMMENDAT ION:

[J Continue to meeting of .

B Action

ENV IRONMENTAL :

[J None Required.
2B< Adopt a Negative Declaration.

B Find that the carumueqe . has read and considered the environmental
documents relative to #U-258/82 .

[]J Certify Final EIR as adequate.

PLANNING:

(] DENIAL based on Finding #13.
APPROVAL with Findings and subject to the attached Conditions of Approval..



CONDITIONS - OF APPROVAL

Agenda ltem: l 0

Meeting Date:

Use Parmit: (¥ —égng : _
BE 1. The permit be limited to: ao G040 Spume toete aolollivn foro
e CAze. Jloroge, ond Sersmontaliss '

Any expansion or changes in use to be by separate Use Permit submitted
for Commission consideration.

0 2. Submission of a detailed landscaping, fencing and parking plan to the
Department for review and approval indicating names and locations of
plant materials, method of maintenance and location of off-street parking
spaces. Said plan to be submitted prior to issuance of the Building
Permit. Landscaping, fencing and parking to be completed prior to
finalization of Building Permit.

(] 3. Provisions for off-street parking spaces on a dust free, all
weather surface approved by Public Works.

0 4. Plans for any outdoor signs be submitted to the Department for review
and approval with regard to design, area, height and placement.

] >. The applicant enter into an agreement with the County not to oppose
annexation to an appropriate service district when deemed necessary by
the County. The agreement to be reviewed by Environmental Health and
approved by County Counsel.

] 6. Annexation of the property to the following districts:

(] American Canyon County Water District
] American Canyon Fire Protection District

] 7. All open storage of be screened
from view of and adjacent
properties by a visual barrier. No open storage to exceed height of
screening.

] 8. The permit be Iimited to a year period.

X . Compliance with all applicable building codes, zoning standards and require-
ments of various County departments and agencies.

10/12/78



CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING DEPARIMENI
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION SHEET
USE PERMIT APPLICATION

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED USE:

USE: dlinery =dditinn Ffar Anyuy aaece ot acaoan qn A o aanee skt
=y D B -t e g ual;)‘i A=A ISR AS E R A M_L-Lu A IO T O
Table wines
PRODUCT OR SERVICE PROVIDED: :

e zahl
FLOOR AREA: EXISTING 5TRUCTURES’335¢F}7“SQ. FT. NEW CONSTRUCTION 6640 SO, El.
INDICATE SOQUARE FOOTAGE ON EACH FLOOR DEVOTED TO EACH SEPARATE USE WITHIN AN EXISTING

AND/OR PROPOSED BUILDING:

SEATING CAPACITY: RESTAURANT : BAR OTHER

EX[STING STRUCTURES OR IMPROVEMENTS TO BE REMOVED: Ione

RELATED NECESSARY CONCURRENT OR SUBSEQUENT PROJECTS ON THE SITE OR IN SURROQUNDING

AREAS: none

NEW CONSTRUCT ION:

PROJECT PHASING: _ lMav_ thru july 1982

- 3 months
CONSTRUCTION TIME REQUIRED (EACH PHASE):
TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION: Frame
b o 30t 501
MAX. HEIGHT (FT.): EXISTING STRUCTURES ; PROPOSED STRUCTURES
one
DESCRIPTION OF PROPQOSED EXTERIOR NIGHT LIGHTING: &
AVERAGE OPERATION: :
HOURS OF OPERATION 8 A.M. TO 5 P.M. DAYS OF OPERATION 7
i 2 :

NUMBER OF SHIFTS: - EMPLOYEES PER SHIFT: FULL TIME PART TIME

(CURRENTLY) (CURRENTLY)
NUMRBER OF SHIFTS . TOTAL EMPLOYEES PER FULL TIME _,  PART TIME
PROPOSED: 1 SHIFT PROPOSED: b 7 TeEa
NUMBER OF DELIVERIES OR PICK-UPS: PER DAY Ry * PER WEEK 1
NO. VISITORS ANTICIPATED: PER DAY : ___PER WEEK b

ARE THERE SPECIAL OPERATIONS? PLEASE DESCRIBE ON SEPARATE PAGE

LANDSCAPING AND PARKING:

EXISTING LANDSCAPING PLAN SUBMITTED: YES X NO
PROPOSED LANDSCAPING PLAN SUBMITTED: YES NO X
PARKING SPACES: EXISTING SPACES 9 EMPLOYEE L CUSTOMER 5

PROPOSED SPACES __ 9 EMPLOYEE L CUSTOMER 5




5. UTILITIES:

well septic system
WATER SUPPLY SOURCE: METHOD OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL: P 5

IS ANNEXATION TO A SPECIAL SERVICE DISTRICT PROPOSED?: YES NO
. LA : 80l

NAME OF DlSTRICT

6. LICENSES OR APPROVALS REQUIRED:

DISTRICT Hone REGIONAL  [lOnE

STATE none FEDERAL none

7. WINERY OPERATION:

x CRUSHING X0 FERMENTATION X STORAGE/AGING X BOTTLING/PACKING
X SHIPPING: VIA:truck ; X __ ADMINISTRATIVE: TOURS/PUBLIC TASTING
OTHER:
J o 0(0.
GALLONS OF WINE TO BE PRODUCED: INITIAL OR CURRENT PRODUCTION GALLONS/YEAR

ULTIMATE ESTIMATED PRODUCTION 40000 _ GALLONS/YEAR

REOUESTED PRODUCT I ON CAPACITY L0000 __ GALLONS/YEAR

septic system
METHOD OF DOMESTIC WASTE DISPOSAL: P ¥

eptic syst
METHOD OF INDUSTRIAL WASTE DISPOSAL: (¢ ScPUic system

GALLONS OF DOMESTIC WASTE PRODUCED: 25 PER a2y
GALLONS OF INDUSTRIAL WASTE PRODUCED: 290 per 92y
METHOD OF SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL : stems & skins used as vineyard mulch
CAPACITY OF WATER SUPPLY: 1000 GALLONS.

WATER AVAILABILITY: 65 : GALLONS PER MINUTE.

ON-SITE FIRE PROTECTION:
EMERGENCY WATER STORAGE 4,000,000 GALLONS.

TYPE OF STORAGE FACILITY: reservoir

8. SPECIFIC INFORMATION FOR REST HOMES/DAY CARE CENTERS:

TYPE OF CARE:

TOTAL NUMBER OF GUESTS: EXISTING: PROPOSED:
NUMBER OF RBEDROOMS : EXISTING: PROPOSED:

SPECIAL CARE HOME WITHIN 300 FEET OF PROPERTY?:

NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES: FULL TIME: PART TIME:

3/17/80



5.

UTILITIES:

well
WATER SUPPLY SOURCE:

METHOD OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL: __ ScPtic system

IS ANNEXATION TO A SPECIAL SERVICE DISTRICT PROPOSED?: YES NO

NAME OF DISTRICT:

¢ . f

.( 1 . < ‘,.: . ‘ ~_’-.- LA

LICENSES OR _APPROVALS REQUIRED:

DISTRICT none

STATE. uone

WINERY OPERATION:

X SHIPPING: VIA:truck ; X

REGIONAL  1Oné

FEDERAL __ hone

X CRUSHING X FERMENTATION X STORAGE/AGING X BOTTLING/PACKING
—— e — B t . - . —_——

ADMINISTRATIVE ; TOURS/PUBRLIC TASTING

OTHER:

GALLONS OF WINE TO BE PRODUCED:

METHOD OF DOMESTIC WASTE DISPOSAL:

000
INITIAL OR CURRENT PRODUCTION%__ GALLONS/YEAR

ULTIMATE ESTIMATED PRODUCTION 40000 _ GALLONS/YEAR

REQUESTED PRODUCTION CAPACITY LOQ0n _ GALLONS/YEAR
septic system

METHOD OF INDUSTRIAL WASTE DISPOSAL:

septic system ‘-

GALLONS OF DOMESTIC WASTE PRODUCED:

£5 per __ 98Y

GALLONS OF INDUSTRIAL WASTE PRODUCED:

300 per  day

METHOD OF SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL: stems & skins used as vineyard mulch
\ D

CAPACITY OF WATER SUPPLY: 1000

~

WATER AVAILABILITY: 65

GALLONS.

GALLONS PER MINUTE.

ON-SITE FIRE PROTECTION:

EMERGENCY WATER STORAGE ;000,000  GALLONS.

TYPE OF STORAGE FACILITY: _reservoir

SPECIFIC INFORMATION FOR REST HOMES/DAY

CARE CENTERS:

TYPE OF CARE:

3/1/80

TOTAL NUMBER OF GUESTS: EXISTING: PROPOSED:
NUMBER OF BEDROOMS : EXISTING; PROPOSED:
SPECIAL CARE HOME WITHIN 300 FEET OF PRO#ERTY?: .
NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES: FULL TIME: | PART TIME:



PROPOSED
NEGAT|VE DECLARATION

The County of Napa has determined that the following project would not have

a significant effect on the environment. Documentation supporting this
determination is on file for public inspection at the Napa County Conservation,
Development and Planning Department offices, 1195 Third St., Room 210, Napa,
California 94558. For further information contact the Napa County Environ-
mental Protection Section at (707) 253-4416.

SHAW WINERY EXPANSION USE PERMIT

USE PERMIT REQUEST (#U-258182) OF CHARLES AND LUCY SHAW to expand the existing
winery (#U-257879) with the construction of an additional 6,640 sq. ft. of

building (production capacity to 40,000 gallons per year). No tours
or tasting are being requested. On 34.7 acres (APN 22-032-06) located northwest

of Big Tree Road about 2000 ft. northeast of State Highway 29 in an AP (Agri-
cultural Preserve) zoning district.

DATE: 8 March 1982

BY ORDER OF

JAMES H. HICKEY :
Director - Napa County Conservation, Development and Planning Department

24/4/81



' . COUNTY OF NAPA
OONSERVATION DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1195 Third St., Rm. 210
Napa, Californla 94558
(707) 253-4416/4376

INITIAL STUDY

PROJECT NAME:  SHAW WINERY EXPANSION USE PERMIT
FILE NO:__ U-258182

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: USE PERMIT REQUEST (#U-258182) OF CHARLES AND LUGY SHAW
to expand the existing winery (#U-257879) with the construction of an additional
6,640 sq. ft. of building (production capacity to 40,000 gallons per

year). No tours or tasting are being requested. On 34.7 acres (APN 22-032-06)
located northwest of Big Tree Road about 2000 ft. northeast of State Highway 29
in an AP (Agricultural Preserve) zoning district.

JURISDICTIONAL BACKGROUND:
Public Plans and Policles

. YES NO N/A
Is the project consistent with:

a) Regional and Subregional Plans and Policies? X

b) LAFCOM Plans and Policies? T — =

c) The County General Plan? > _

d) Appropriate City General Plans? - =

e) Adopted Environmental Plans and Goals of the -

Community? =
t) Pertinent Zoning? < _ _

Responsible Agencles

State Dept. of Alcoholic Beverage Control

Napa Co. Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Department of Public Works

Building Inspection Division

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: Level area located on the floor of The Napa ValTey abouf

4 miles northwest of Downtown St. Helena (Elev. 240-280 ff. + MSL). The channel of
the Napa River runs along the northeastern boundary of this proper?y while the
channels of two smaller unnamed drainages pass through the center of this site. The
entirity of the subject parcel lies within the 100 year floodplain of the Napa River.
Foundation materials consist of fluvial deposits overlain by Class | and Il loams of
the Bale & Yolo soil series. Vegetative cover is made up chiefly of grape vines with
a poor to moderately well developed riparian gallery present along the streams in-
volved. Surrounding land uses are agrlculfural o the south, east, and west; rural
‘residential to the north.

Dec '79 ‘ -1~



Initial Study
Page 2

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS:
Normally Significant Individual Impacts

YES
(Geology)

1. Exposure of new site users to substantial life and/or property hazards
from geologic processes (eg., severe settlement, sliding, faulting,
Intense seismically induced ground shaking, seismically~-induced
ground fallures, etc.).

2. Exposure of existing area occupants to substantially Increaased |lfe

* and/or property hazards from aqeoloqlic processes,

3. Damnqa, destruction or burlal of any unidquo or sclentifically Im-

-+ portant geologlc or geomorphologlc feature. L

l
X 3

(Meteorologqy) o S : S i
4. Substantial modification of climatic or microctimatic conditions
(eg., temperature, ralnfall, wind,shadow patterns, etc.).

|
b be I

(Hydrology) ‘

5. Exposure of new site users.fo substantial |ife and/or property
hazards from flooding (eg., stream flooding, tsunamis, seiches,
dam or levee failure, etc.). '

6. Exposure of existing area occupants to substantially increased
life and/or property hazards from flooding.

7. Substantial temporary construction period increase in erosion and/or
sedimentation. . '

8. Substantial permanent Increase In erosion and/or sedimentation.

9. Substantial depletion of groundwater resources or significant
interference with- groundwater recharqge.

I

(Water Quality)

10. Substantial deqradation of the quallty of waters present In a
stream, lake, or pond.

11. Substantial deqradation of the qual ity of groundwater supplies.

12. Substantial contamination of a public or private water supply.

|
oo kbbb B B x|

(Air Quality) . o - . . A

13. Exposure of new site users to substantial health hazards from
breathing polluted air. - Co . . o

14. Exposure of existing area occupants to substantially increased
health hazards from breathing polluted alr.

15. Substantial degradation of local or regional air quality.

16. Exposure of new site users or existing area occupants to annoy-

.. ance from dust and/or highly objectionable oders. = o

|

. PR GRS
(Noise) L C - o ' ,
17.. Exposure of new site users fo health hazards from noise levels In
oxcess of, those recognlzed .as necessary to protoct public health
. and wel faro. BV . . S :

T

A}

* Mitigated (see Mitiqation Moasures below)
o Cumulatively Significant Only

Dec '79
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Initial Study
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18. Exposure of existing area occupants to health hazards from noise
levels in excess of those recognized as necessary to protect
public health and welfare.

19. Exposure of people to high construction nolse tevels for substan-
tial periods of time.

20. Exposure of existing area occupants to annoyance from substantially
increased ambient nolse levels.

(Ecosystem) .

21. Substantial reduction in the number of a rare or endangered speciles
of plant or animal or damage or restriction of the habltat of such
a specles.

22. Destruction of or substantial damage to a unique, scarce, or par-
ticularly productive biological area (eg., marshes, riparian gall-
eries, vernal pools, etc.).

23. Substantial recuction in hablitat for plants, fish, and/or wildiife.

24, Substantial modification in the number or diversity of plant or
animal speclies present. .

25, Substantial Interference with the movement of a resident or mf-
gratory fish or wild!llfe species.

(Social)

 26. Disruption or division of an established communi ty.
27. Displacement of a large number of people.

(Aesthetic)

28. Blockage or substantial deqradatlon of important public or private
views. :

29. Exposure of new site users or existing area occupants to annoyance
from increased nighttime light levels or glare.

30. Creation of a |itter problem.

(Cultural)

31. Destruction of or substantial damage to a recognized archaeological
site.

32. Destruction of or substantial damage to the historicat character of
a recognized historical structure, facility, or feature.

33. Elimination of or.conflict with the established recreational, ed-
ucational, reliqlous, or sclentific uses of the project site or
surroundinq propertles. .

(Traffic)

34. [xposura of now site users to substantial 1ife and/or property
hazards from traffic accldents.

35, Exposure of the exlsting users of the roads providing access to
the project site to substantialiy increased |ite and/or property
hazards from traffic accidents. : . . .

36. Exposure of the users of the roadways providing access to the

project site to annoyance from noticably increased traffic con-
gestion.



Initlal Study
Page 4 -
YES

=
o

37. Increase In traffic on the roadways providing access to the
project site which Is substantial In relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system.

38. Creation of a substantial local parking probtem.

(Energy)

39. Increase in the demand for energy which is substantial in relation
to the existing energy demands of the area.

40. Creation of a facility or development which will use fuel or
energy in a wasteful manner.

41. Creation of a facility or development which will use substantially
higher than average amounts of fuel or enerqgy for transportation
purposes.

|
Bk oI

(Public Health) : '

42. Exposure of new site users to substantial health hazards from
contaminated drinking water, Inadequatoly treated sewage and/or
insect or rodent pests.

43. Exposure of existing area occupants to substantially increased
health hazards from contamlnated drinking water, Inadequately treated

: sewage and/or insect or rodent pests.

44. Exposure of new site users to substantial |ife and/or property
hazards from fire. ' '

45. Exposure of existing area occupants to substantially increased
life and/or property hazards from fire.

46. Exposure of new site users to substantial i1fe and/or property
hazards from air crashes.

47. Exposure of existing area occupants and/or existing air or héliport
users to substantially Increased 1ife and/or property hazards
from pir crashes, ’ :

48. Exposure of new site users or existing area occupants to substan-.
tial annoyance from Insect or rodent pests.

b bbb be

(Community Services) :

49. Increase In the demand for a community service (eq., sewer, water,
fire protection, schools, etc.) which is substantial in retation
to the currentiy existing uncommitted capacity of the agency in-
volved to provide such a service.

>

(Commercial Resources)

50. Perclusion of the development of aqqregate, rock product, or
mineral resources of current or potential Importance.

51. Removal of a substantial amount of agricultural or grazing land
from current or potential production.

(Fiscal)
52. Creation of a development to which i+ would cost the communi ty

substantially more to provide services than it would return iIn
taxes. : o

|
P PP

(Growth Induction) o : ,
53. Induction of substantial residential, commercial, or industrial
development.

|
B

Dec '79
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Mandatory Findings of Significance

Does the project:

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustain-
Ing lovels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animsl community -
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangerad
plant or animal or eliminate Important examples of the ma Jor per-
lods of California history or prehistory?

b) Have the potential to achleve short-term, to the disadvantage
of long-term, environmental goals?

c) Have possible environmental effects which are individualily
limited but cumulatively considerable?

d) Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectiy?

Pe P pe I

Impact Discussion (Optional)

This project is not expected to result in significant environmental effects either
individually or cumulatively. There are no  unique or rare biological or physical
resources that would be adversely effected. A floodplain management permit is

required from Flood Control and Water Conservation District, and the Department of
Public Works is requiring an improved access roadway.

MITIGATION MEASURES: :
Included By Applicant As Part of Project

N/A
Identified By This Study (Unadopted)

N/A

DETERMINATION:
Agency Staff Participating in the Initial Study:

Resource Evaluation: D.C. Ackerman Date:8 March '82

Sita Roview Ry: s Datn:

- -

Planninq/Zoning Roview By: D.C. Ackerman - Date; 19 Feb. '82

Dec '79
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On the basis of this preliminary evaluation:

25 | find that the project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environ-
ment, and adoption of a NEGATIVE DECLARATION is recommended.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect
on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case
because the mitigation measures described above have been added to the
project. Adoption of -a CONDITIONAL NEGATIVE DECLARATION Is therefore
recommended.

| find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environ-
ment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

DATE: March 8, 1982 BY: DAVID C. ACKERMAN

Dec '79



NAPA CO UNTY QEPABTMENT QF _F"UBLIC WORKS

HARRY D. HAMILTON 1127 FIRST STREET « NAPA, CALIEORNIA 94558

Director of Public Works AREA CODE 707/ 253-4351

County Surveyor — County Engineer

Road Commissioner March 3, 1982
Napa County Department of RE: Big Tree Road
Conservation, Development and U-258182
Planning Shaw Winery

1195 Third Street - Room 210
Napa, California 94559

Commissioners:

It is recommended that the access road from Big Tree Road to
the winery be improved to a 16 foot wide dust free, all weather
status, i.e., 5 inches of Class 2 Aggregate Base plus a double seal coat.
Any required parking areas are also to have the same pavement section.
Appropriate credit will be given to the aggregate base presently in
the access road.

The above improvements are to be constructed according to plans
prepared by a registered civil engineer and approved by this depart-
ment.

The applicant is to pay an engineering and inspection fee in the
amount of 3 percent of the estimated cost of the above construction.

Any work done within the Big Tree Road right of way shall be in
accordance with an encroachment permit obtained from this department.

Very truly yours,

HARRY D. HAMILTON, P.E.
Director of Public Works

. e ) -
) by S/’Z&‘/ {”/(‘C/{M
J.- B. KLEIN, P.E.
Civil Engineer
JBK:pld

cc: Charles F. Shaw
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NAPA COUNTY  consemvamion — beveropmiene

AND P N -
LAN ING?IB;EPﬁR}[JM_ENT

| U L fme ([ -,’: Jr,l? !. { =
JAMES H. HICKEY | - | 1185 THIRD STREET, ROOM 21‘?’\1‘NAPA1 CAi’.lFbRN_I{Q éz{és E )
DIRECTOR - AREA CODE 707/253-4416 e = & H j {
Ees 9 1 L“r;':

~ o-PERYIT. APPLICAT 10N AND INITIAL STUD.Y--.‘.\,M DIVision OF
REQUEST FOR COMMENTS = YVIRONME ;

: ENTAL HEA{.TH
T0: (i;Y\I\TU\GY\JYY\.Q/\:t&—Q_/ H %_Qi@\_
APPLICATION TITLE: S¥/AW tIINERY FILE #:__ & - A58/ 92,
ResPomsE REQUEST DATE: \Q Felo, ' 92 response ReTuRN DATE: 5 Magch 22

This application (see enclosed project description and/or maps) is being sent

to you for your review and comment.

With respect to environmental analysis, the County is assuming Lead Agency status
for the project and will be preparina the necessary environmental documents.

Please advise us as to which of your permits is required, your environmental
concerns, and whether you recommend that a MNeaative Declaration or an Environ-
mental Impact Report be prepared on this project. Due to the provisions of
AB 334, it is essential that we receive your comments within the next 10 days.

General Questions
Do you have jurisdiction by law over this project [@yes [No
Lo you recommend: [E]Approval (JDenial [(JNo Recommendation
ecommend conditions-of-approval (use additional page if needed);
None

—_
.

N

4. Are you a responsible agency? (X Yes (JHo. If yes, indicate required
permits: Sewage & Well

5. Indicate areas of environmental concern and availability of appropriate

technical data: None
6. Do you recommend: (X)Negative Declaration (JEnvironmental Impact Report
7. Have you previously reviewed an apnlication on any portion of this project?
OYes [@MNo
8. MName of contact person: Ralph Hunter, R.S. Telephone: 253-4471

- Response Prepared by: L?d},&,\ H1 k!\f\,l@/\/
y Title: YR . :
RH:we Date: 9_?74/99 : :

Hay 28, 1981
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NAPA C@UN‘W CONSERVATION — DEV?ELOPMENT- |

._6 E @ E U w E ~ AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT
JAMES H. HICKEY 1195 THIRD S'I;REET + ROOM 210 « NAPA, CALIFORNIA 94558
DIRECTOR , M AR ‘5 1982 AREA CODE 707/253-4416
Napa Gounty Gonsenxat'um,.SSim | . RECEIVED .
i f i :
Dovelopment & Ba0iPg KBTI on anp INITIAL STUDY  : Feny 97
" REQUEST FOR COMVENTS . T-1dbge

0: __FDmah Cndiel e Weda

<’

APPLICATION TITLE: SM/AW 6JINER Y FILE #:__U- ASP) 92
Response REQUEST DATE: Y4 Felp, 192 response reTurn naTe: 5 Maech ‘@2

This application (see enclosed project description and/or maps) is being sent

to you for your review and comment.

With respect to environmental analysis, the County is assuming Lead Agency status
for the project and will be preparing the necessary environmental documents,

Please advise us as to which of your permits is required, your environmental
‘concerns, and whether you recommend that a Heaative Declaration or an Environ-
mental Impact Report be prepared on this project. Due to the provisions of
AB 334, it is essential that we receive your comments within the next 10 days.

General Questions
1. Do you have jurisdiction by law over this project [YYes OnNo
2. Do you recommend: [XApproval ODbenial (ONo_Recommendation
3. Recommend conditions-of-approval (use additional page if necded);

LELTZ L5 S fResr [Zaiqr 77 Adasg A pos

Lo Pl il Y 4 B L ENlr 7,
. 4 4{ /. LD A o4 DY £ ""‘4:// g s
ol llﬂ e AL P 4 = e . ot o e > =2

4. Are you a responsible agency? [JYes [(ONo. If yes, iIndicate required
permits: MMM7 Vo

5. Indicate areas of environmental concern and availability of appropriate
technical data:. 7z

6. Do you recommend: (MReqative Declaration (OEnvironmental Impact Report
7. Have you previously reviewed an application on any portion of this project?

OyYes (NMo v/ .
8. Name of contact person: 7= Telephone: 2T T~ TPS T

. Respénse Prepared by:
' : Title: Lo,
Date: 27 eg 72

May 28, 1981
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—RESOURCES AGENCY - EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY

P, 0. Box 73, 1572 Railroad TE QD \E “ \k \E \_~S

St. Helena, CA 94574 1982
Cunsewauon,
apa County .
Nn&\en" & Planning Commiss
e Pate: March 5, 1982

Subject: Shaw Winery
4-258182

Napa County Conservation,
Development & Planning Commission
Rm, 210 1195 Third st,.

Napa CA 94558

Gentlemen:

We have reviewed the subject application and offer the following comments:

1. We have no comments at this time.

2. Project need only meet existing State and local fire codes.

1L

3. Project must conform to the following specific requirements:

1. Install a fire department connection on the three inch
filter valve at the base of the 4,000,000 gallon reservoir.
Connection to be a 3" IPT X 24" NHT adapter with thread
protecting cap.

BYRON J. CARNIGLIA
Ranger=-Tn=~Charqge

R, J., Smart
Operations Officer

RIS/jeh

CONSERVATION 15 W' —~ KEEP CALIFORNIA GREEN AND GOLDEN
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NAPA mmggw T o A e

ECFE 1V E '\DJ AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT,

B O
JAMES H. HICK el 1185 THIRD STREET, ROOM 210+ NAPA, CALIFORNIA 94556/ |
DIRECTOR o 1} || |& g%B 2 61982 AREA CODE 707/253-4416 - o w2 SO
: = H“ ""1 | \ ) 7 [‘ J)’ : : P
mw ) DIVISIONOF Slegy,
H ENVIRONMENTAL RN B 1 AT 10N AND INITIAL STUDY “hory R,
cprALIUNY,

onsenvaloh REQUEST FOR COMMENTS ey
e s b @000 L i Cradal
APPLICATION TITLE: S48 W IWER Y FILE #: %{ 258/ .82,
ResPoNSE REQUEST DATE: Y4 Yelb, ' 92 resronse ReTurn DATE: 5 Magch ‘22

This application (see enclosed project description and/or maps) is beinq sent

to you for your review and comment.

With respect to environmental analysis, the County is assuming Lead Agency status
for the project and will be preparina the necessary environmental documents.

Pleasc advise us as to which of your permits is required, your environmental
concerns, and whether you recommend that a Meantive Declaration or an Environ-
mental Impact Report be prepared on this project. Due to the provisions of
AB 334, it is essential that we receive your comments within the next 10 days.

General Questions
Do you have jurisdiction by law over this project [Zﬁé;: [(JNo
Do you recommend: [JApproval (JDenial flo Recommendation
Recommend conditions-of-approval (use additional page if needed);

AN —

4. Are you a responsible agency? E??cs (JNo. If yes, indicate required
permits: LI s Ll L /ety ///:_(}éu.— S
£ £ &= —

5. Indicate areas of environmental concern and availability of appropriate
technical data:.

6. Do you recommend: ((JNegative Declaration (JEnvironmental Impact Report

7. Have you previously reviewed an application on any portion of this project?
Bfes O Mo - / 4(9 59;2;? ,
3. MName of contact person: “pﬂﬁvgfv' 4 f?lfﬁﬁﬁﬁ i Ié%ione:~i;—;a4“r;)/’é~€;r_

Response Prepared by: /7{iz§;/ ,%I;;;y;/t)
Title:lsn SpZc. 7, 3
Pate: NN/ ISEG ) o=
, vay

May 28, 1981
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Karen L. Hibbard : April 6, 1982
P.0. Box 362
Virginia City, Nev. 89440

Dear Members, Napa Planning Commission

As property owners of land adjacent to the Charles F. Shaw
winery, we would like to voice our support for the expansion of
the Shaw winery. We are sensitive to the environmental impact of
increased industry and population, however, we feel that winery
expansion has the least negative impact of atl growth. Purther-
more, the winery's existence protects us from the threat of
increased housing density, a threat far greater than any other
for the vailey. Mr. Shaw's winery merits additional consideration,
for he has demonstrated an appreciation for the history of the
valley, and communicates that appreciation through his use of
appropriate architecture and aesthetic judgment.

Although we own limited acreage across the river ifrom Mr.
Shaw, we are priviliged to be landholders of almost one quarter
mile of the Napa River. Our family sees this strip of land as a
magnificent natural resource. We have preserved a natural habitat
for wild ducks, pheasant, Great Blue Herons, and many other species
of wild fowl. There are three generations of Hibbards tending this land. .
It is the hope of the oidest generation that the youngest will
enjoy the same quaiity of lite tor many years to come. Thank you
for your consideration.

Sincerety,

E@EUWS
T APR14 1982

Napa County Conservation,
Development & Planning Commission






