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Q6
Traffic Engineering ¢ Transportation Planning APR ATION
O. CONSER
December 19, 2008 Dw“éﬁg%&m & PLANNING DEPT.
Napa Office LLC
c/o Mr, William Saks
1010 Main Street
St. Helena, CA 94574
Subject: Focused Traffic Impact Analysis for the Proposed Napa Executive Center

Project in the Napa Airport Industrial Area (NAIA)
Dear Mr. Saks:

I am pleased to provide this traffic impact analysis for the proposed Napa Executive Center project
in the NAIA. The analysis reflects input received from County staff and is consistent with prior
traffic studies in the area.

The proposed project would involve an office development at the end of Gateway Road East (see
Figure 1). As directed by the Napa County Traffic Engineer, our study has focused on the
project’s effects at the key NAIA access intersection of Airport-State Route 12/State Route 29
and the project’s share of the future volumes at that intersection.!” We have also assessed the
project’s access, internal circulation and parking.

The existing traffic conditions have been based on new AM and PM peak commute period counts
conducted at Airport-State Route 12/State Route 29.% Short term intersection traffic growth has
been derived from a previous study conducted in the area and Napa County information regarding
other approved developments in the NAIA.®OW

1. ROADWAY NETWORK AND EXISTING TRAFFIC FLOWS

The project site is located at the end of Gateway Road East west of State Route 29 (SR 29).
Gateway Road East is a two-lane cul-de-sac street extending east and north from Devlin Road. In
the project area, Devlin Road is a four-lane north-south roadway that extends north from Airport
Boulevard to Soscol Ferry Road (Devlin narrows to two lanes north of Sheehy Creek). Devlin Road
will eventually extend throughout the NAIA. Airport Boulevard is a four lane roadway and is the
primary east west access linking the NAIA with SR 29 and SR 12.

Because the traffic counts were conducted during a non-peak month, we have adjusted the count
volumes to reflect peak summer season conditions.®

2. TRAFFIC FLOW CONDITIONS WITH SHORT TERM TRAFFIC GROWTH

It is assumed that the proposed project could be completed and occupied within approximately two
years. To establish a short-term traffic “baseline”, we have identified the expected traffic growth

1901 Olympic Boulevard * Suite 120 » Walnut Creek, CA 94596 ¢ (925) 935-5014 ¢ FAX (925) 935-2247



PROJECT
SITE !
G.WAY E.I
) 2
o o
< i
8 1449 _
(19) 3> & E
(34) 5 V| ~ |
AIRPARK | RD,
| 2
@ g
o
MAP NOT TO SCALE
Site Location A
and A.M. & (P.M.) Peak Hour Project Trips Nortn
George W. Nickelson, P.E. figure 1




December 19, 2008
Mr. William Saks
Page 3 of 7

and added that growth to the existing volumes at Airport-State Route 12/State Route 29. This
short term traffic growth includes the following:

e Traffic generated by approved but not yet occupied developments within the NAIA; and

e An assumed 2% (1% per year) increase in through volumes on SR 29 and SR 12.

Napa County has provided a list of all approved developments in the NAIA. Where specific traffic
analysis information is available, we have used that data. For all other approved developments, we
have estimated the peak hour trip generation and those trips have been distributed through the
Airport-State Route 12/State Route 29 intersection (consistent with a recent traffic impact
analysis in the NAIA).

It is also noted that the baseline calculations for the Airport-State Route 12/State Route 29
intersection assume completion of a short term Caltrans improvement project. This project will
add a second westbound through lane on the SR 12 approach.®

As shown in Table 1, with baseline traffic growth, the Airport-State Route 12/State Route 29
intersection would operate at LOS “D” during both peak hours. This operation would be
considered acceptable for urban peak hour conditions.

In addition to the intersection LOS, we have calculated queuing conditions in critical SR 29 turn
lanes at Airport-State Route 12/State Route 29. As noted in Table 2, the baseline queues are
within the available storage lengths.

3. PROJECT TRIP GENERATION/TRAFFIC EFFECTS

a. Project Trip Generation and Distribution

The project site is currently a vacant parcel within the NAIA. The site has no current trip
generation. A three story building would be constructed on the site with a total gross building
area of 67,839 sq.ft.(the actual tenant area would be 58,136 sq.ft.). We have employed a
conservative “worst case” traffic analysis assuming all office tenants.

Based on “General Office” trip rates compiled by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE),
the project would generate the following peak commute hour trips :

e 67,839sq.ft. @1.55/1,000 = 105 AM peak trips; 92 in/13 out.

o 67,839sq.ft. @1.49/1,000 = 101 AM peak trips; 17 in/84 out.

The project trips have been distributed onto the roadway network consistent with previous traffic
impact analyses in the NAIA. (see Figure 1).
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TABLE 1
AIRPORT-STATE ROUTE 12/STATE ROUTE 29
PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION OPERATIONS
Analysis Scenario AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
LOS/Delay LOS/Delay
Future Base
(existing volumes + approved LOS “D”/ LOS “D”/
development + SR 29 and SR 46.2 seconds 47.7 seconds
12 growth)
Future Base LOS “D”/ - LOS “D”/
+ Proposed Project 49.7 seconds 49.0 seconds
TABLE 2
AIRPORT-STATE ROUTE 12/STATE ROUTE 29
PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION QUEUES
Turn Lane - Calculated Queue/Storage Length
Peak Hour Future Base Future Base + Project
SR 29 southbound left turn — AM peak 917 £t./1,400 ft. 915 ft./1,400 ft.
SR 29 southbound left turn — PM peak 1,210 ft./1,400 ft. 1,187 £t./1,400 ft.
SR 29 southbound right turn — AM peak 278 £t./400 ft. 356 ft./400 ft.
SR 29 southbound right turn — PM peak 375 1./400 ft. 351 £./400 ft.
SR 29 northbound left turn — AM peak N.A./350 ft.* N.A./350 ft.*
SR 29 northbound left turn — PM peak N.A./350 ft.* N.A./350 ft.*
SR 29 northbound right turn — AM peak 128 ft./150 ft. 113 t./150 ft.
SR 29 northbound right turn — PM peak N.A./150 ft.* N.A./150 fi.*

* The northbound SR 29 left turn and right turn queues are well within the available storage
lanes. However, heavy northbound SR 29 through volumes can block access for vehicles
attempting to enter the northbound left turn and right turn lanes.
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b. Project Effects on Baseline Traffic Conditions

The project trips would add about 1% to the baseline peak hour traffic flows at Airport-State Route
12/State Route 29. Changes of this magnitude would not be measurable within the typical daily
fluctuations in traffic flows.

With project trips added to the baseline volumes, the Airport-State Route 12/State Route 29
intersection operations were recalculated. As shown in Table 1, intersection delays would
increase slightly, but the overall operation would be unchanged. Similarly, the turn lane queues
would be essentially unchanged with the addition of the project trips (see Table 2).

As a part of the NAIA, the project is subject to the “Airport Industrial Area Traffic Impact Fee”,
currently $3,551 per PM peak hour trip. By paying this fee (calculated on the basis of trip
generation of the actual planned development land uses), the project would be contributing a “fair
share” toward the areawide roadway improvements. A portion of the NAIA collected traffic fees
would provide a share of the costs associated with the ultimate interchange construction at Airport-
State Route 12/State Route 29.

4. SITE ACCESS, INTERNAL CIRCULATION AND PARKING

The proposed project would have its driveway at the end of the Gateway Road East cul-de-sac.
There would be minimal potential for conflicts between driveway traffic and traffic on the street.

The site plan has been designed with perpendicular parking and two-way parking aisles. The
parking aisles (25 feet wide) would meet the Napa County standards for internal circulation design.
At the ends of parking aisles, areas would be provided to accommodate vehicle turning maneuvers.

The project would provide 204 spaces or a parking ratio of 3.5 spaces per 1,000 sq.ft. of office area
(58,136 sq.fi. of actual office space). This parking supply would be less than the Napa County
Code designated 4.0 spaces per 1,000 sq.ft. It is recognized however, that the project’s proposed
parking supply would exceed the Urban Land Institute (ULI) recommendation that office parking
be provided at a rate of 3.0 spaces/1,000 sq.ft.®

5. CONCLUSIONS
As a part of the NAIA, the project is subject to the “Airport Industrial Area Traffic Impact Fee”,

currently $3,551 per PM peak hour trip. The project’s 101 PM peak hour trips would result in a fee
of $358,651.
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With the addition of project trips (to future base conditions), the Airport-State Route 12/State
Route 29 intersection’s operation would remain acceptable (LOS “D” or better). Turn lane queues

would be virtually unchanged with project trips.

I trust that this report responds to the needs of Napa County. Please call me with any questions or
comments.

/

George W. Nickelson, P.E.

References:

(1)  Mr. Rick Marshall, Principal Transportation Engineer, Napa County Department of Public
Works, November 10, 2008.

2) George W. Nickelson, P.E., traffic counts conducted on December 4, 2008.

3 Mark D. Crane, P.E., Traffic Report Panattoni Napa Corporate Center Phase 2, April 15,
2008.

(4)  Mr. Sean Trippi, Napa County Planning & Conservation Department, “Airport Industrial
Area Recent Projects — Approved/Under Construction”, December 11, 2008.

(5)  Based on a review of Caltrans peak hour volume data for SR 29 and SR 12, the counts
conducted for this analysis were increased by 35% to reflect peak summer season
conditions.

6) Ms. Kelly Hirschberg, Caltrans District 4, November 24, 2008.

(7)  ITE, Trip Generation — 8" Edition, 2008.

(8)  Urban Land Institute and National Parking Association, The Dimensions of Parking — 4"

Edition, 2000. .
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APPENDICES
e LOS Definitions
e LOS Calculations
o Intersection Queue Calculations

¢ Site Development Plan



LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS
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LEVEL
OF UNSIGNALIZED
SERVICE SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS INTERSECTIONS*

"A" Uncongested operations, all queues clear in a Little or no delay.
single-signal cycle. (Average stopped delay less (Average delay of < 10
than 10 seconds per vehicle; V/C less than or = seconds)

0.60).

"B" Uncongested operations, all queues clear in a Short traffic delays.
single cycle. (Average delay of 10-20 seconds; (Average delay of >10
V/C=0.61-0.70). and <15 secs.)

weh Light congestion, occasional backups on critical Average traffic delay.
approaches. (Average delay of 20-35 seconds; (Average delay of >15
V/C=0.71-0.80). and <25 secs.)

"D Significant congestion of critical approaches but Long traffic delays for
intersection functional. Cars required to wait some approaches.
through more than one cycle during short peaks. (Average delay of >25
No long queues formed. (Average delay of 35-55 and <35 secs.)
seconds; V/C=0.81-0.90).

"E" Severe congestion with some long standing Very long traffic delays
queues on critical approaches. Blockage of for some approaches.
intersection may occur if traffic signal does not (Average delay of >35

provide for protected turning movements, Traffic
queue may block nearby intersection(s) upstream
of critical approach(es). (Average delay of 55-80
seconds; V/C=0.91-1.00).

Total breakdown, stop-and-go operation.
(Average delay in excess of 80 seconds; V/C of
1.01 or greater).

and <50 secs.)

Extreme traffic delays
for some approaches
(intersection may be
blocked by external
causes--delays >50
seconds).

* Level of Service refers to delays encountered by certain stop sign controlled approaches. Other approaches
may operate with little delay.

Source: Transportation Research Board, Hig

hway Capaci

_anul, 2000.




HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis ~AM Future Growth & Geometries Conditions
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis ~ PM Future Growth & Geometries Conditions
1: Airport Bivd. & Hwy. 29 12/16/2008
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HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis PM Future Growth & Geometries +Project
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Queuing and Blocking Report Hwy. 29 / Hwy. 12 - Airport Blvd.
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Queuing and Blocking Report Hwy. 29 / Hwy. 12 - Airport Bivd.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SAN FRANCISCO DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1455 MARKET STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 941(3-1398
REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

FEE 5 aapg

Regulatory Division e g e

SUBJECT: File Number 2009-00477N

Mr. William A. Saks

William A. Saks and Company
1010 Main Street

Saint Helena, California 94574

Dear Mr. Saks:

Thank you for your submittal of November 16, 2009 requesting confirmation of the extent of
Corps of Engineers jurisdiction at the proposed Napa Executive Center located at the northeast
corner of the dead end of Gateway Road East, directly west of Highway 12/29, and directly south
of Sheehy Creek in the City of Napa, Napa County, California (APNs 057-200-001 and 057-200-
009).

The enclosed map entitled, "Figure 3. Areas Subject to Corps Section 404 Clean Water Act
Jurisdiction," in one (1) sheet date certified January 25, 2010, accurately depicts the extent and
location of Corps jurisdiction within the study area boundary. We have based this jurisdictional
delineation (delineation) on the current conditions of the site, as verified during a field
investigation of January 6, 2010, and other data included with your submittal.

We have determined that there are no waters of the U.S. as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. Section 1344) and no navigable waters of the U.S. as defined by
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. Section 403) within the study area
boundary shown on the attached delineation map for your project. Therefore, a Department of
the Army authorization will not be required to complete the activity you are proposing.

This delineation/determination will expire in five years from the date of this letter unless
new information warrants revision of the delineation/determination before the expiration date.
Also, a change to your project could also change this delineation/determination.

This delineation/determination does not obviate the need to obtain other Federal, State or
local approvals required by law, including compliance with the Federal Endangered Species Act
(ESA) (16 U.S.C. Section 1531 et seq.). Even though this activity is not prohibited by, or
otherwise subject to regulation under Section 404, the take of a threatened or endangered species
as defined under the ESA is not authorized. In the absence of a separate authorization from the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or the National Marine Fisheries Service, both lethal and non-
lethal takes of protected species are a violation of the ESA. Similarly, the appropriate State of



California, Regional Water Quality Control Board may still regulate your proposed activity
because of impacts to a "water of the State". Therefore, you should also contact appropriate
Federal, State and local regulatory authorities to determine whether your activity may require
other authorizations or permits.

You are advised that the Corps has established an Administrative Appeal Process, as
described in 33 C.F.R. Part 331 (65 Fed. Reg. 16,486; March 28, 2000), and outlined in the
enclosed flowchart and "Notification of Administrative Appeal Options, Process, and Request for
Appeal” form (NAO-RFA). If you do not intend to accept the approved jurisdictional
determination, you may elect to provide new information to the District Engineer for
reconsideration or submit a completed NAO-RFA form to the Division Engineer to initiate the
appeal process. You will relinquish all rights to appeal, unless the Corps receives new
information or a completed NAO-RFA form within sixty (60) days of the date of the NAO-RFA.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please call Bryan Matsumoto of our

Regulatory Division at 415-503-6786. Please address all correspondence to the Regulatory
Division and refer to the File Number at the head of this letter.

Sincerely,

;%f—éi/\'\k’ Yy - vaq

Jane M. Hicks
Chief, Regulatory Division

Copy Furnished (w/ delineation map only):

RWQCB, Oakland, CA
Huffman-Broadway Group, Inc., San Rafael, CA (Attn: Greg Huffiman)



Administrative Appeal Process for
Approved Jurisdictional Determinations

District issues approved

Approved JD valid
for 5 years.

District makes new
approved JD.

Yes

Yes

#1  Jurisdictional Determination (JD)
to applicant/landowner with NAP.

Does applicant/landowner
accept approved JD?

Applicant/landowner
provides new information?

Applicant decides to appeal approved JD.
Applicant submits RFA to division engineer
within 60 days of date of NAP.

A4

Corps reviews RFA and notifies
appellant within 30 days of receipt.

To continue with appeal
process, appellant must
revise RFA.

See Appendix D.

Is RFA acceptable?

Optional JD Appeals Meeting and/or
site investigation.

v

h 4

RO reviews record and the division engineer
(or designee) renders a decision on the merits
of the appeal within 90 days of receipt of an
acceptable RFA.

Division engineer or designee
remands decision to district,
with specific instructions, for
reconsideration; appeal
process completed.

Does the appeal have merit?

Appendix C

District's decision is upheld;
appeal process completed.

Max. 60
days

Max. 30
days

Max. 90
days




INOTIFICATION OF ADNIINISTRATIVE APPEAL OPTION S AND PROCESS AND

ey & REQUEST FOR APPEAL _ Gt et
Apphcant W1111am A Saks and Company | File Number: 2009 00477N Date: Feb. 3, 2010
Attached is: See Section below

INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) A

FINAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) B

'PERMIT DENIJAL C

X | APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION D

PRELIMINARY J URISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

SECTION I- The following identifies o nghts and oplns regardmg an adrmmstratlve appeal of the above
decision. Additional information may be found at http://usace.army.mil/inet/functions/cw/cecwo/reg or
Corps Regulations at 33 CFR Part 331.

A: INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or object to the permit.

o ACCEPT: Ifyoureceived a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the District Engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

e OBIJECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that
the permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section II of this form and return the form to the District Engineer.
Your objections must be received by the District Engineer within 60 days of the date of this Notice, or you will forfeit your right
to appeal the permit in the future. Upon receipt of your letter, the District Engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a)
modify the permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modify the permit to address some of your objections, or (c) not modify
the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as previously written. After evaluating your objections, the
District Engineer will send you a final proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below.

B: FINAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or decline/appeal the permit.

e ACCEPT: Ifyoureceived a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the District Engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

© APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you
may appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section II of this
form and sending the form to the Division Engineer. This form must be received by the Division Engineer within 60 days of the
date of this Notice.

C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative
Appeal Process by completing Section I of this form and sending the form to the Division Engineer. This
form must be received by the Division Engineer within 60 days of the date of this Notice.

D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): You may accept or appeal the approved JD
or provide new information.

e ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the date
of this Notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved ID.

® APPEAL: If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative
Appeal Process by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the Division Engineer. This form must be
received by the Division Engineer within 60 days of the date of this Notice.

E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): You do not need to respond to the Corps
regarding the preliminary JD. The preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an
approved JD (which may be appealed), by contacting the Corps District for further instruction. Also you may
provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to reevaluate the JD.




SECTION II - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT,
FINAL PROFFERED PERMIT, PERMIT DENIAL, or JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections to an
initial proffered permit in clear concise statements. You may attach additional information-to this form to clarify where your reasons
or objections are addressed in the administrative record.)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record; the Corps memorandum for the
record of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the Review Officer has determined is needed to
clarify the administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the record. However,
you may provide additional information to clarify the location of information that is already in the administrative record.

POINT OF CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION:

If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal If you only have questions regarding the appeal process you may
process you may contact: also contact:
Jane Hicks, Regulatory Division Chief Thomas Cavanaugh, Appeal Review Officer
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, San Francisco District U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, South Pacific Division
1455 Market Street, San Francisco, CA 94103-1398 1455 Market Street, San Francisco, CA 94103-1399
Email: thomas.j.cavanaugh@usace.army.mil
Tel.: (415)503-6771 Fax: (415) 503-6690 Tel.: (415)503-6574 Fax: (415) 503-6647

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of entry to Corps of Engineers personnel, and any government
consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided a 15 day
notice of any site investigation, and will have the opportunity to participate in all site investigations.

Date: Telephone Number:

_Signature of Appellant or Agent
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Jurisdictional Delineation Pursuant to Section 10 of the
Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) and Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (CWA): The Napa Executive Cenler
gfsmesfr located at the northeast corner of the dead end of Gateway
Road East, directly west of Highway 12/29, and directly
south of Sheehy Creek in the City of Napa, Napa County,
California (APNs 857-200-001 amd 057-200-0119),

) NOTE: There are no waters of the US. subject to
Study Area  gorijon 10 RHA or Section 404 CW A located
Boundary within the designated Study Aren Boundary.

Section 10 of the RHA and Section 404 of the CWA Jurisdiction Verified only
within the designated Study Area Boundary.

Tile No: 2009-00477N Date: January 25, 2010
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Figure 3. Areas Subject to Corps Section 404 Clean Water Act Jurisdiction,

Napa Exscutive Center,
Mapa, Napa County. Califarnia



Jurisdictional Delineation Pursuant to Section 10 of the
Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) and Section 414 of the
Clean Water Act (CWA): The Mapa Executive Center
stﬁtgm:;?‘ lecated at the northeast corner of the dead end of Gateway
Read East, directly west of Higlway 12/29, and directly
south of Sheehy Creek in the City of Napa, Napa County,
California (APNs 057-200-001 and 057-200-009),

NOTE: There are no waters of the U.S, subject to
— e Study Area Section 10 RHA or Section 404 CW A | N
| Boundary within the designated Sty Area Boundary.

Section 10 of the RHA and Section 404 of the CW A Jurisdiction Verified only
within the designated Study Area Boundary.
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Figure 3. Areas Subject to Corps Section 404 Clean Water Act Jurisdiction,
Napa Executive Center,
Mapa, Napa County, California



Jurisdictional Deli ion P to Section 10 of the

Rivers and Harhors Act (REHA) and Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (CWA): The Napa Executive Center

::rs Etr;:afgfs located at the northeast corner of the dead end of Gateway
Read East, directly west of Highway 12/29, and directly

south of Sheehy Creek in the City of Napa, Napa County,

Callfornia (APNs 057-200-081 and §57-280-009).

o | NOTE: There arc no waters of the 1.S. subject to
o SM{IA"” Section 10 RHA or Section 404 CW A locuted
| Bouniary within the designated Study Ares Boundary.

Section 10 of the RHA and Section 404 of the CW A Jurisdiction Verified only
within the designated Study Arca Boundary.
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Figure 3. Areas Subject to Corps Section 404 Clean Water Act Jurisdiction,
hapa Executive Center,
Mapa. Mapa County, Califarnia



