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	AGRICULTURE RESOURCES.  In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland.  Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

c)     Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversation of Farmland to non-agricultural use?
	AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES.  In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland.  In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.  Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Important (Farmland) as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
e)   Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversation of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
	AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES.  Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Important (Farmland) as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g), timberland as defined in Public Resources Code Section 4526, or timberland zoned Timberland Production as defined in Government Code Section 51104(g)?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use in a manner that will significantly affect timber, aesthetics, fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, recreation, or other public benefits?
e)        Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversation of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use in a manner that will significantly affect timber, aesthetics, fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, recreation, or other public benefits?

	GREENHOUSEGAS EMISSIONS.  [Topic not explicitly addressed]


	GREENHOUSEGAS EMISSIONS.  Would the project:

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

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


	GREENHOUSEGAS EMISSIONS.  Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, in excess of applicable thresholds adopted by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District or the California Air Resources Board?   

b) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, for which no applicable thresholds have been adopted by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District or the California Air Resources Board, and which may have a significant impact on the environment?
c) Conflict with a county-adopted climate action plan or another applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?



	TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a)
 Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?  

b)
 Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?  
c)
Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

d)
Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature, (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g. bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
	TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a)
 Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?  

b)
 Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

c)
Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

d)
Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature, (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e)     Result in inadequate emergency access?

f)       Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs   regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?
	TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a)
 Conflict with General Plan Policy CIR-16, which seeks to maintain an adequate Level of Service (LOS) at signalized and unsignalized intersections, or reduce the effectiveness of existing transit services or pedestrian/bicycle facilities?  

b)
 Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the Napa County Transportation and Planning Agency for designated roads or highways?

c)
Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

d)
Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature, (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e)     Result in inadequate emergency access?

f)       Conflict with General Plan Policy CIR-23, which requires new uses to meet their anticipated parking demand, but to avoid providing excess parking which could stimulate unnecessary vehicle trips or activity exceeding the site’s capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

	(Checklist topics other than Agriculture, Greenhouse Gases, and Transportation have not been revised and are not proposed for change.)
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