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Bill Hocker | Sep 2, 2016

black: existing wineries & left turn lanes
red: proposed or approved

[Commissioners - This is aélightly updated screed written last year to be
submitted for the Reynolds Winery use-permit discussion. It is equally
germane to Beau Vigne.]

The Silverado Trail, along the east side of the Napa Valley, is still a great
ride (for cars and bicycles) at times other than the afternoon rush hour. Well
banked curves and maintained surface allow a meditative, almost zen-like,
cruise through the rolling landscape of vine rows and valley vistas. It is the
ride that defines the Napa Valley as an Eden, a paradise on earth, for visitors
and residents alike. It is a last local vestige of America's great passion for the
open road. And it is about to disappear.

Another winery expansion on the Trail is up before the Planning
Commission on Sep 7th 2016. It is the Beau Vigne Winery on the Trail just
north of the intersection with Soda Canyon Road; the requested increases in
production and visitation are modest, but the application does call attention
once again to the issue of continued development on this most iconic of
Napa's highways.

This particular section of the Trail is becoming quite impacted by proposed
wineries. It is a harbinger of the development sprawl happening along the
Trail and throughout the county. (As shown here, there are now close to 100
new or expanding wineries you have approved since 2010, most not yet
built. There are some 50 more in the planning department awaiting review.)
Above is a map of the Soda Canyon intersection. There are now at least 8
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existing or proposed left turn lumps on the Trail in the 2 minute drive
between Hardman Avenue and Black Stallion Winery. Little will remain of
the 2-lane Trail. It will now be a section fraught with the driving angst of
merging traffic. Will all of these turnouts make it safer? Maybe for those
forced to become familiar with the concept of middle lane refuges. For most
drivers there will still be the heart attack (and involuntary swerve), as a car
dashes out from the left straight at their car and at the last second turns into
the refuge lane. '

The number of vehicle trips generated by the proposed wineries is adding
up. Counting the Mountain Peak project, up Soda Canyon Road next to me,
there are now almost 360 more trips/day planned of this bit of the Trail.
That's only 3% of the 11,000 daily vehicles that use the Trail at this point. Is
the increase significant? Soda Canyon Road is already rated at Level of
Service (LOS) F on weekday and Saturday afternoons and traffic signals are
already warranted on weekday afternoons. They will shortly be needed on
Saturdays as well. It is harrowing to make the left turn into the continuous
stream of 55 mph traffic at rush hour. The traffic backs up behind the Soda
Canyon stop sign waiting for one's rendezvous with fate. Perhaps all the left
turn bumps and merging traffic will slow things enough to make the turn less
dangerous? I doubt it.

The Soda Canyon intersection, like many intersections along the Trail and
Hwy 29 already requires signalization for safe operation. The cost of those
signals are contributed to by mitigations fees added to the use permits. The
signals don't get put in, I think, not just because the mitigation fees aren't
enough to cover the costs (and the money is needed elsewhere), but because
everyone knows what signalization means - a rural place is becoming a
suburb. It is the death of the open road.

This map begins to give a sense of the winery strip mall that the rest of the
Trail will become in the future. There are still 3 or 4 parcels in this stretch
available for wineries . Given the present trajectory, projects will be
proposed soon. (The property just north of the Reynolds Winery has recently
sold.) It is logical that the lower part of the Trail will reach winery buildout
the earliest. Looking up into the valley from Skyline Park, one can sense the
urban landscape oozing north. The widening of the Trail, now being done
one left turn bulge at a time, reflects that flow.

Is it too late to save the Silverado Trail? The openness of the landscape
along its route defines Napa County to the rest of the world. As the area
around Soda Canyon Road shows, that iconic image will become screened
and diminished by development if more protections are not put in place. It is
past time to realize that the Trail is more important to Napa than just an
access route to ever more wineries or just traffic relief from Hwy 29. The
‘expansive views from the road are the mental images that everyone retains
of this place.

If the present development trend continues, the enjoyment of the Trail as the
meditative cruise needed to be at one with the rolling majesty of the valley



and its bounty, a single experience more important than all the winery
"experiences" combined in maintaining Napa's image as a premier wine
making region, will soon be gone.

Bill Hocker

Another screed on the visual damage to the Trail's landscape, written for a
proposed setback encroachment of the Krupp winery just down the road, is
here.
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