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VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE 

ROBERT S. PERLMUTTER (State Bar No. 183333) 
SUSANNAH T. FRENCH (State Bar No. 168317) 
SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER LLP 
396 Hayes Street 
San Francisco, California  94102 
Telephone: (415) 552-7272 
Facsimile: (415) 552-5816 
Perlmutter@smwlaw.com 
French@smwlaw.com 

Attorneys for Petitioner 
YEORYIOS C. APALLAS 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF NAPA 

YEORYIOS C. APALLAS, 

Petitioner, 

v.

JOHN TUTEUR, NAPA COUNTY 
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS; and DOES 1 
through 20, inclusive, 

Respondents. 

 Case No.  

VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDATE 

CALENDAR PREFERENCE 
REQUIRED BY STATUTE (ELEC. 
CODE § 13314(A)(3))

BELIA RAMOS; MANUEL RIOS; 
DAVID R. WHITMER; JERI HANSEN-
GILL; PHILLIP BLAKE; and DOES 21 
through 40, inclusive, 

Real Parties in Interest. 

INTRODUCTION 

1. This petition is brought in the public interest to require the deletion of certain false 

and misleading statements contained in the official argument submitted by Real Parties in 

Interest Belia Ramos, Manuel Rios, David R. Whitmer, Jeri Hansen-Gill, and Phillip Blake as 

the “argument against” Measure C.  Measure C is a ballot measure to be voted on by the voters 

of the County of Napa at the statewide election on June 5, 2018.  A true and correct copy of the 

challenged ballot argument against Measure C is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.  The false and 
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misleading statements in that argument being challenged here are: 

a. “Measure C will outlaw future farming in the Ag Watershed;” 

b. “Measure C will . . . open[ ] the door to event centers . . . and increas[e] 

traffic on our already congested rural roads and Highway 29.” 

c. “Restrictions from Measure C will prevent property owners from . . . 

adding to one’s home . . .” 

d. “Please join . . . Napa County Supervisors and Mayors in Napa County, 

who all oppose Measure C.” 

2. Each of these statements is objectively false and/or misleading. 

3. The Elections Code provides the opportunity for proponents and opponents of 

County ballot measures to submit direct and rebuttal arguments for printing in the voter 

information pamphlet that accompanies the ballot, and distribution to all voters, at taxpayer 

expense.  Elec. Code §§ 9161 to 9167.  But the Elections Code does not authorize argument 

authors to disseminate falsehoods through the ballot pamphlet.  To the contrary, California law 

expressly requires that the statements made in such arguments not be false or misleading.  Elec. 

Code § 9190(b)(2).  Real Parties have violated this requirement by submitting for publication in 

the voter pamphlet an  argument containing multiple statements that are false and/or misleading.  

This Court has the power to amend or delete those statements, and should do so to protect the 

integrity of the electoral process.  

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

4. Measure C, entitled by its proponents as the Napa County Watershed and Oak 

Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, is a ballot measure that qualified for placement on the 

ballot.1  On February 27, 2018, the Napa County Board of Supervisors voted unanimously to 

                                              
1 A true and correct copy of the full text of Measure C (including the Notice of Intention to 
Circulate that Petition and the accompanying submittal letter) is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.  A 
true  and correct copy of County’s Counsel’s official ballot title and summary is attached hereto 
as Exhibit 3.  These and all other exhibits attached hereto are incorporated by reference into this 
Petition. 
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place the Initiative on the June 5, 2018 ballot as Measure C.  The Board as a whole did not vote 

to take any position on Measure C. 

5. The stated purpose of Measure C is “to protect the water quality, biological 

productivity, and economic and environmental value of Napa County’s streams, watersheds, 

wetlands and forests, and to safeguard the public health, safety and welfare of the County’s 

residents.”  Measure C seeks to accomplish these purposes through three means: First, it 

establishes increased buffer zones along streams and wetlands in Napa County’s Agricultural 

Watershed. Second, it strengthens existing County oak woodland remediation requirements from 

requiring a 2 to 1 oak tree replacement ratio to requiring a 3 to 1 replacement ratio for removed 

oak trees.  And third, it establishes a 795-acre limit on the removal of additional oak woodlands, 

after which a permit would be required to remove additional trees.  Based on data supplied by 

the County, thousands of additional acres of agricultural land in the Agricultural Watershed can 

be developed before this oak removal limit is reached.  This additional acreage is on top of the 

45,000 acres of existing vineyards. 

6. Measure C does not place any limits on where existing agricultural operations can 

continue to be conducted, does not facilitate (or prohibit) any additional uses or structures in the 

Agricultural Watershed, and does not place any restrictions on where or how homes can be 

constructed, expanded, or modified. 

7. The Ballot Label (also known as the Ballot Question) for Measure C, which was 

prepared by Napa County Counsel states: “Shall Napa County Ordinance No. 2018-01 be 

adopted? (Amending the Napa County General Plan and zoning code creating water quality 

buffer zones within the Agricultural Watershed (AW) zoning district and restricting tree removal 

within those zones; strengthening oak removal remediation standards and establishing a permit 

program for oak tree removal once 795 acres of oak woodland have been removed.)” 

8. County Counsel’s Impartial Analysis of Measure C, prepared pursuant to 

Elections Code Section 9160 for submission to the voters in the ballot pamphlet, is required to 

contain “an impartial analysis of the measure showing the effect of the measure on existing law 
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and the operation of the measure.”  A true and correct copy of County Counsel’s Impartial 

Analysis is attached hereto as Exhibit 4. 

9. The initiative that ultimately qualified for the ballot as Measure C was jointly 

prepared pursuant to a cooperative effort between Michael Hackett, James Wilson, and the 

leadership of the Napa Valley Vintners (“NVV”), which contributed $25,000 towards the 

drafting of the initiative.  On September 1, 2017, Mr. Hackett, Mr. Wilson, the then-Chairmen of 

the NVV (Michael Honing) and NVV’s Government Relations Director (Rex Stults) jointly 

submitted a substantially similar initiative to Measure C to Respondent Tuteur with a request for 

Napa County Counsel to prepare the official ballot title and summary.   

10. On September 5, 2017, the NVV issued a press bulletin to its members entitled 

“NVV and Environmental Leaders Collaborate to Protect Woodlands and Watershed” 

celebrating the joint submission of the initiative.  A true and correct copy of that bulletin (“NVV

Supporting Bulletin”) is attached hereto as Exhibit 5.  In the NVV Supporting Bulletin, the NVV 

stated, among other things that: 

a. “The Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 

2018 establishes enhanced water quality buffer zones and oak woodland protections in the Ag 

Watershed, without overburdening responsible property owners.” 

b. “The joint initiative proposes a limit on oak woodland acreage that can be 

removed within the AW. The limit is based on the amount of oak woodland removal associated 

with vineyard development envisioned through the lifetime of the current Napa County General 

Plan in 2030.  With limited exceptions, further removal of oak trees above this limit would be 

precluded after that date, unless voters decided to increase it. Future vineyards could be 

developed in the same manner as now, provided this development didn’t involve further 

removal of oak woodlands.” (emphasis added). 

c. “It’s important to note that the initiative is forward-looking and will 

not affect vineyard replants.” (emphasis added). 

d. “Leaders in our community have a long and successful history of 

collaboration and compromise for the greater good, going back to the establishment of the Ag 
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Preserve a half century ago. There are numerous examples since. This is the next step in that 

proud local tradition.” (emphasis in original). 

11. A few weeks after issuing the NVV Supporting Bulletin, and in apparent response 

to pressure from certain individuals opposed to any limits on oak removal, the NVV withdrew 

its support for the initiative. Shortly thereafter, Mr. Hackett and Mr. Wilson resubmitted on their 

own the substantially identical initiative that ultimately qualified for placement on the ballot as 

Measure C. 

12. Elections Code section 9190 authorizes any voter of the jurisdiction in which the 

election is being held to seek a writ of mandate against the elections official to cause revisions to 

ballot argument that contains statements that are “false, misleading, or inconsistent with” the 

Elections Code, so long as “issuance of the writ [ ] will not substantially interfere with the 

printing or distribution of official election materials.”  Elections Code section 13314 likewise 

authorizes the issuance of a writ to prevent any omission or error in “the printing of, a ballot, 

sample ballot, … or other official matter.” Such relief is warranted here to protect the integrity 

of the electoral process. 

PARTIES 

13. Petitioner Yeoryios C. Apallas is a resident, duly registered voter, and taxpayer in 

the County of Napa. 

14. Respondent John Tuteur is the Registrar of Voters for the County of Napa.  As 

such, he is the elections official responsible for printing the ballot and the ballot pamphlets that 

will be distributed to the voters of Napa County containing the false and/or misleading ballot 

arguments challenged herein.  Petitioner is required to name Mr. Tuteur as a respondent 

pursuant to Elections Code § 9190(b)(3), and he is being sued in his official capacity only. 

15. Real Parties in Interest, Belia Ramos, Manuel Rios, David R. Whitmer, Jeri 

Hansen-Gill, and Phillip Blake are the authors of the argument against Measure C challenged 

herein, which is to be printed in the official ballot materials for the June 5, 2018 election.  See 

Exhibit 1.  These individuals are named as real parties in interest pursuant to Elections Code 

section 9190(b)(3). 
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16. The true identities and capacities of Respondent Does 1-20 and Real Party Does 

21-40 are unknown to Petitioner at this time.  Petitioner is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that each of the fictitiously named Respondents and Real Parties is in some 

manner responsible for the actions described in this Petition.  When the true identities and 

capacities of these Respondents and Real Parties have been determined, Petitioner will seek 

leave to amend this Petition to insert such identities and capacities. 

VENUE 

17. Venue for this action lies properly within Napa County pursuant to Code of Civil 

Procedure sections 393(b) and 394.  The Napa County Registrar of Voters will conduct the June 

5, 2008, election with Napa County. 

TIMING  

18. Elections Code section 9190(b)(1) provides a 10-day public review period 

following the submission of all ballot arguments, during which any petition for writ of mandate 

must be filed. 

19. Real Parties in interest ballot argument was filed on March 16, 2018.  The due 

date for filing rebuttal arguments was Friday, March 23, 2018.  This action, challenging certain 

statements in that argument, is filed on March 26, 2018, within the 10-day period established by 

Section 9190(b). 

 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Writ of Mandate—False and/or Misleading Statements in Argument Against Measure C)  

20. Petitioner incorporates by reference each and every allegation made in paragraphs 

1 through 19 of this Petition as though fully set forth herein. 

21. The argument against Measure C contains false and/or misleading statements, 

which require deletions and amendments to avoid misleading the voters. 

22. The following statements in the argument against Measure C are false and/or 

misleading, and on that basis must be deleted:  

a. “Measure C will outlaw future farming in the Ag Watershed;” 
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b. “Measure C will . . . open[ ] the door to event centers . . . and increas[e] 

traffic on our already congested rural roads and Highway 29.” 

c. “Restrictions from Measure C will prevent property owners from . . . 

adding to one’s home . . .” 

d. “Please join . . . Napa County Supervisors and Mayors in Napa County, 

who all oppose Measure C.” 

23. The statements identified in the preceding paragraph are false and/or misleading 

because: 

a. Measure C will not outlaw future farming in the Ag Watershed.  To the 

contrary, Measure C will allow all current farming operations to continue.  In addition, based on 

data supplied by Napa County, it will also allow thousands of additional acres of additional 

lands to be converted to agriculture (on top of the existing approximately 45,000 acres) before 

Measure C’s oak removal limit is reached.  After that limit is reached, agriculture will also 

continue to be allowed, but permits will be required to remove mature oak trees. 

b. Measure C will not “open the door to event centers” or “increase traffic on 

our already contested rural roads and Highway 29.”  To the contrary, Measure C will not 

authorize any additional event centers; such centers will continue to require discretionary 

approvals from the County in the same way both before and after Measure C.  Measure C will 

not  increase traffic or allow or encourage any additional development over what is allowed 

under existing County law. 

c. Measure C will not prevent or restrict any property owner from adding to 

his/her home.  To the contrary, Measure C will have no impact on any property owner’s ability 

to construct or add to his/her home.  Measure C’s water quality buffer zones expressly exempt 

the area within 150 feet from any existing or proposed home or other structure allowed under 

state law.  Likewise, even after Measure C’s oak removal limit is reached, the County must issue 

a permit to allow removal of any oak trees within 150 feet of any existing or proposed residence 

or other structure that complies with state law.   

d. All Napa County Supervisors and Mayors in Napa County do not oppose 
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Measure C.  In fact, two of the five County Supervisors have stated that they are neutral on 

Measure C and neither support nor oppose it.  Moreover, the Mayor of St. Helena supports 

Measure C and does not oppose it. 

24. The above listed verifiably false and/or misleading statements of fact in the ballot 

argument against Measure C, which are set to be printed by the government with taxpayer funds 

and provided to each voter in the County of Napa, must be deleted. 

25. Unless this Court enjoins Respondents from causing these false, improper, and 

unauthorized election materials to be printed in the voter pamphlet and distributed to the voters, 

Petitioner will suffer irreparable injury and damage in that these materials will be distributed to 

the voters at taxpayer expense and in official election materials. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays: 

1. On the First Cause of Action, that this Court issue an alternative writ of mandate 

prohibiting Respondent and his officers, agents, and all persons acting by, through, or in concert 

with him, from printing the above-described false and/or misleading statements in the argument 

against Measure C in the ballot pamphlet for the June 5, 2018, election in the County of Napa, 

or in the alternative, to show cause why he should not be ordered to do so;  

2. On the First Cause of Action, that this Court issue a peremptory writ of mandate 

prohibiting Respondent and his officers, agents, and all persons acting by, through, or in concert 

with him, from printing the above-described false and/or misleading statements in the argument 

against Measure C in the ballot pamphlet for the June 5, 2018, election in the County of Napa; 

3. For costs of suit; 

4. For attorneys’ fees pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure section 1021.5 

and other applicable provisions of law;  

5. For such other and further equitable relief and such other relief as this Court may 

deem just and proper. 
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DATED: March 26, 2018 SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER LLP

ROBERT S. PERLMUTTER 
SUSANNAH T. FRENCH

Attorneys for Petitioner 
YEORYIOS C. APALLAS

983458.2
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VERIFICATION

I am the Petitioner in the above-captioned matter. I have read the foregoing Verified 
Petition for Peremptory Writ of Mandate. I know the contents thereof, and the same is 
true of my own personal knowledge, except as to matters stated on information and 
belief, and as to those matters, I believe them to be true.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

983528.1
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Put simply: Measure C is confusing, poorly written, and will create too many
unintended consequences.

Napa County already has rigorous environmental regulations in place, This measure
undermines voter-approved Measure J, which continues to etfectively protect Napa
County's water quality and oak woodlands. q¡

Measure C will do more harm than good, Measure C will outlaw future farming in the
Ag Watershed and encourage other types of development, while still allowing 795
acres of oak woodlands to þe removed - opening the door for event centers and
more luxury homes to be developed across our agriculiural watershed; destroying
our viewshed and hillsides; and increasing traffic on our already congested rural
roads and Highway 29. 61

Residents, conservation groups, and agriculturalists are all questioning why
proponents would place such a poorly written measure on the ballot. An independent
legal analysis concluded that Measure C is "unlawfully vague and misleading" and
"creates a significant likelihood" of costly lawsuits against the County - lawsuits that
taxpayers will ultimately have to þay for.63

Restrictions from Measure C will prevent property owners from making even thq
slightest changes to their land, such a.s removing just two oaks without a permit,
widening a driveway, or adding on to one's home, and that same legal analysis
states this measure could "subject property owners to enforcement actions and
criminal penalties who, through no fault of their own, lose trees due to wildfire"
caused by human activity. r,r1

Napa County's agricultural community, environmental leaders, elected otficials, and
residents stand united against Measure C. Please join Napa County Farm Bureau,
Napa Valley Vintners, Napa Valley Grapegrowers and Winegrowers of Napa County,
along with Coalition Napa Valley, Sustainable Napa County, Senator Bill Dodd, Napa
County Supervisors and Mayors in Napa County, who all oppose Measure C.

Don't be fooled! Protect Napa. Vote No on Measure C.

unvw. ProtectNapa. com 11ç¿

aqo
FILED

NaPa CotntY
Asscssor-Recordcr-CourY Ckat

Electio¡ Division

fuiAR 16 2017

Deputy

Put simply: Measure C is confusing, poorly written, and will create too many 
unintended consequences.

Napa County already has rigorous environmental regulations in place. This measure 
undermines voter-approved Measure J, which continues to effectively protect Napa 
County’s water quality and oak woodlands,

Measure C will do more harm than good, Measure C will outlaw future farming in the 
Ag Watershed and encourage other types of development, while still allowing 795 
acres of oak woodlands to be removed - opening the door for event centers and 
more luxury homes to be developed across our agricultural watershed; destroying 
our viewshed and hillsides; and increasing traffic on our already congested rural 
roads and Highway 29. ^

Residents, conservation groups, and agriculturalists are all questioning why 
proponents would place such a pooriy written measure on the ballot. An independent 
legal analysis concluded that Measure C is "unlawfully vague and misleading” and 
"creates a significant likelihood” of costly lawsuits against the County - lawsuits that 
taxpayers will ultimately have to pay for. 55

Restrictions from Measure C will prevent property owners from making even the 
slightest changes to their land, such as removing just two oaks without a permit, 
widening a driveway, or adding on to one’s home, and that same legal analysis 
states this measure could “subject property owners to enforcement actions and 
criminal penalties who, through no fault of their own, lose trees due to wildfire” 
caused by human activity

Napa County's agricultural community, environmental leaders, elected officials, and 
residents stand united against Measure C, Please join Napa County Farm Bureau, 
Napa Valley Vintners, Napa Valley Grapegrowers and Winegrowers of Napa County, 
along with Coalition Napa Valley, Sustainable Napa County, Senator Bill Dodd, Napa 
County Supervisors and Mayors in Napa County, who all oppose Measure C.

Don't be fooled! Protect Napa. Vote No on Measure C.

www.ProtectNaDa.com .-77

FILED
Napa County

Asscssor-Rccordcr-Coonty Cterlc 
Election Division
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To the Honorable County Clerk of the County of Napa: 'We, the undersigned, registered and
qualified voters of the County ofNapa, hereby propose an initiative measure to amend the
County of Napa General Plan and Napa County Code. We petition you to submit this measure to
the Board of Supervisors of the County ofNapa for submission of the measure to the voters of
the County of Napa at the earliest special or general election for which it qualifies.

The measure provides as follows:

NAPA COUNTY \ilATERSHED AND OAK WOODLAI\D PROTECTION INITIATIVE
oF 2018

The people of the County ofNapa do hereby ordain as follows: 
,:

SECTION 1: TITLE

This Initiative shall be known and may be cited as the'Ñapa County Watershed and Oak
Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018" ftereinafter "Initiative").

SECTION 2: PURPOSE AND FTNDINGS

A. Purpose: 'Water affects the quality of life of everyNapa County resident. The purpose
of this Initiative is to protect the water quality, biological productivity, and economic and
environmental value of Napa County's streams, watersheds, wetlands and forests, and to
safeguárd the public health, safety and welfare of the County's residents. The people of
Napa County desire that this Initiative be enforced to the fullest extent possible to achieve
these goals.

B. Effect of this Initiative: This Initiative adopts policies and zoning requirements for the
Agricultural Watershed zoning district that protect forests and tree canopy near streams
and wetlands and ensure the long-tenn preservation of Napa's oak woodlands. This
Initiative is intended to complement the protections the County wisely established
decades ago for agricultural and open space lands in the Agricultural Preserve.

Water Quality Protection: Natural areas along streams and wetlands play a critical role
in protecting County water resources by reducing erosion, alleviating flooding, and
improving water quality. The County's oak trees and oak woodlands also play a key role
in sustaining healthy watersheds and water quality by reducing soil erosion, slowing
runoff, capturing rainfall, improving the water holding capacity of soil, increasing
nutrient retention, and mitigating flooding. Preserving Napa County's water resources is
critical to the long-term health of its residents and their environment.

C.

D. Protection of Streams and Wetlands: Trees and vegetation along streams and wetlands
filter water for municipal, rural and agricultural use, reduce water pollution, and provide
important habitat for fish and wildlife. This Initiative provides enhanced protection for
these areas by preserving forest and riparian habitat along stream corridors
within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district. ËîüË#'
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To the Honorable County Clerk of the County of Napa: We, the undersigned, registered and 
qualified voters of the County of Napa, hereby propose an initiative measure to amend the 
County of Napa General Plan and Napa County Code. We petition you to submit this measure to 
the Board of Supervisors of the County of Napa for submission of the measure to the voters of 
the County of Napa at the earliest special or general election for which it qualifies.

The measure provides as follows:

NAPA COUNTY WATERSHED AND OAK WOODLAND PROTECTION INITIATIVE 
OF 2018

The people of the County of Napa do hereby ordain as follows:

SECTION 1: TITLE

This Initiative shall be known and may be cited as the “Napa County Watershed and Oak 
Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018” (hereinafter “Initiative”).

SECTION 2: PURPOSE AND FINDINGS

A. Purpose: Water affects the quality of life of every Napa County resident. The purpose 
of this Initiative is to protect the water quality, biological productivity, and economic and 
environmental value of Napa County’s streams, watersheds, wetlands and forests, and to 
safeguard the public health, safety and welfare of the County’s residents. The people of 
Napa County desire that this Initiative be enforced to the fullest extent possible to achieve 
these goals.

B. Effect of this Initiative: This Initiative adopts policies and zoning requirements for the 
Agricultural Watershed zoning district that protect forests and tree canopy near streams 
and wetlands and ensure the long-term preservation of Napa’s oak woodlands. This 
Initiative is intended to complement the protections the County wisely established 
decades ago for agricultural and open space lands in the Agricultural Preserve.

C. Water Quality Protection: Natural areas along streams and wetlands play a critical role 
in protecting County water resources by reducing erosion, alleviating flooding, and 
improving water quality. The County’s oak trees and oak woodlands also play a key role 
in sustaining healthy watersheds and water quality by reducing soil erosion, slowing 
runoff, capturing rainfall, improving the water holding capacity of soil, increasing 
nutrient retention, and mitigating flooding. Preserving Napa County’s water resources is 
critical to the long-term health of its residents and their environment.

D. Protection of Streams and Wetlands: Trees and vegetation along streams and wetlands 
filter water for municipal, rural and agricultural use, reduce water pollution, and provide 
important habitat for fish and wildlife. This Initiative provides enhanced protection for 
these areas by preserving forest and riparian habitat along stream corridors and wetjajqds 
within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district. if" \ LlcD
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E Importance of oak Woodlands: Napa County's oak woodlands are one of its defining
scenic features and most biologically diverse nãtural resources, providing habitat for over300 wildlife species and over 1,000 plant species. Napa's oak woodlandî provide
numerous recreational, ecological, and economic benefits by enhancing thå natural scenicbeauty for residents and visitors, protecting property values, improving"wateiluality, andmoderating temperature extremes and climate 

"hung", 
all oiwhìch imirove thË health,

safety, and general welfare of County residents. Thi County's oak populations, however,
are threatened by development, deforestation, fire and pathog"ns suðhìs Sudden OakDeath and infestations of the Goldspotted Oak Borer pàrasite. The combination ofhuman impacts and other hazards will cumulatively frãgment oak ecosystem continuity
and damage watersheds throughout the County urríe.s alpropriate conservation steps aretak9n. A program to ensure the long-terïn conservation-of oãk fiees and oak woodlandswithin the Agricultural Watershed zoning district is a necessary part of the County,s
environmental and water quality protection policies.

Protection of Oak ïVoodlands: This Initiative will protect oak woodlands within theAgricultural Watershed zoning district by requiring the replacement of lost oaks orpreservation of comparable habitatata3:1 ratio a.rO Uy esìablishing an Oak RemovalLimit. The oak Removal Limit takes effect when Tgiadditional aãres of oak woodlands
have been removed. This acreage limit takes into consideration the historic rate of oakwoodland removal associated with new vineyard development, the General plan,s
projection that a maximum of 10,000 acres of new vineyãrds would be developed by
2030, thg planning horizon of the current General plan, and other projected g¡äwth andconstraints on growth under the General plan.

Building on the Legacy of Measure J: Just as Measure J in 1990 reaffirmed and locked
in place the General Plan land use designations and minimum parcel sizes for agricultural
lands, this Initiative reaffirms the extent of oak woodland remôval reasonably r"".rru.y
for the vineyard and other development envisioned under the current General plan. The2008 General Plan recognized that removal of some oak woodlands was necessary to
allow the future growt!, including vineyard development, envisioned under that plan. AsCounty leaders recognized at the time they adopted the General plan in 200g, however,
oak woodlands play acritical role in proæcting the County's watersheds, *ut"1. supply,
and habitat. By adopting this lnitiative, the voters have determined that the Oak RemovalLimit respects expectations under the 2008 General Plan and the growth it anticipated.
The voters have fuither determined that unrestricted removal of oak woodlands beyond
this Oak Removal Limit is unsustainable and would be detrimental to the health, well-
being, and general welfare of the County. Therefore, once the Oak Removal Limit is
reached, any removal of oak trees would, with limited exceptions, require a permit which
the County could issue only after making specified findings.

F

G.

SECTION 3: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS

This Initiative hereby amends the Napa County General Plan ("General plan,,), adoptedJupe.À *2008, as amended through october 5,2017 ("submittal date"), as shown belol. i;ii;åtbr$HD
|lapa Cannty

¡.-ss es scrr.-Rec ord.er.-Cotnty CH
äìlecrion Ðir.,ision

2

0 017

E. Importance of Oak Woodlands: Napa County’s oak woodlands are one of its defining 
scenic features and most biologically diverse natural resources, providing habitat for over 
300 wildlife species and over 1,000 plant species. Napa’s oak woodlands provide 
numerous recreational, ecological, and economic benefits by enhancing the natural scenic 
beauty for residents and visitors, protecting property values, improving water quality, and 
moderating temperature extremes and climate change, all of which improve the health, 
safety, and general welfare of County residents. The County’s oak populations, however, 
are threatened by development, deforestation, fire and pathogens such as Sudden Oak 
Death and infestations of the Goldspotted Oak Borer parasite. The combination of 
human impacts and other hazards will cumulatively fragment oak ecosystem continuity 
and damage watersheds throughout the County unless appropriate conservation steps are 
taken. A program to ensure the long-term conservation of oak trees and oak woodlands 
within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district is a necessary part of the County’s 
environmental and water quality protection policies.

F. Protection of Oak Woodlands: This Initiative will protect oak woodlands within the 
Agricultural Watershed zoning district by requiring the replacement of lost oaks or 
preservation of comparable habitat at a 3:1 ratio and by establishing an Oak Removal 
Limit. The Oak Removal Limit takes effect when 795 additional acres of oak woodlands 
have been removed. This acreage limit takes into consideration the historic rate of oak 
woodland removal associated with new vineyard development, the General Plan’s 
projection that a maximum of 10,000 acres of new vineyards would be developed by 
2030, the planning horizon of the current General Plan, and other projected growth and 
constraints on growth under the General Plan.

G. Building on the Legacy of Measure J: Just as Measure J in 1990 reaffirmed and locked 
in place the General Plan land use designations and minimum parcel sizes for agricultural 
lands, this Initiative reaffirms the extent of oak woodland removal reasonably necessary 
for the vineyard and other development envisioned under the current General Plan. The 
2008 General Plan recognized that removal of some oak woodlands was necessary to 
allow the future growth, including vineyard development, envisioned under that plan. As 
County leaders recognized at the time they adopted the General Plan in 2008, however, 
oak woodlands play a critical role in protecting the County’s watersheds, water supply, 
and habitat. By adopting this Initiative, the voters have determined that the Oak Removal 
Limit respects expectations under the 2008 General Plan and the growth it anticipated. 
The voters have further determined that unrestricted removal of oak woodlands beyond 
this Oak Removal Limit is unsustainable and would be detrimental to the health, well 
being, and general welfare of the County. Therefore, once the Oak Removal Limit is 
reached, any removal of oak trees would, with limited exceptions, require a permit which 
the County could issue only after making specified findings.

SECTION 3: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS

This Initiative hereby amends the Napa County General Plan (“General Plan”), adopted Junei ^ 
2008, as amended through October 5, 2017 (“submittal date”), as shown below. Text LTbe-^ElLJ
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inserted in the General Plan is indicated in bold type. Text to be deleted from the General plan
is indicated in s+rikethrer*ghtype. Text in standard type currently appears in the General plan
and is readopted by this Initiative. The language adopted anO reãaopLd in the following
amendments may be changed only by a vote of the people.

,sTheA. and
hereby amended as follows:

(D The following new Goal AG/LU-8 is added to the list of "Agricultural preservation and
Land use Goals," currently on page AGrLU-lz of the Geneial plan:

Goal AG/LU-8: To help ensure the long-term sustainability of agriculture in Napa
County, preserve watersheds, water quality and wildlife nàUitat within the
Agricultural Watershed zoning district by protecting forests and trees along streams
and wetlands and by protecting oak woodlands. To implement this goal, thõ Napa
County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018 amended the
County Code to establish water quality buffer zones and an Oak Removal Limit
that limits oak removal after 795 acres of oak woodlands are removed, as measured
from September \2A17.

(iD The following new heading and new Policieb AG/LU-O.S and AG/LU-0.6 are added
immbdiately before the section entitled Agricultural Preservation policies, currently on
page AG/LU-l3 of the General plan:

AGRICULTURAL \ryATERSHED DISTRICT POLICIES

Policy AG/LU-0.5: Pursuant to the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland
Protection Initiative of 2018, implement water quality buffer zones along streams
and wetlands within the Agricultural watershed zoning district.

Policy AG/LU-0.6: Ensure the long-term health and protection of oak woodlands
within the Agricultural'Watershed zoning district and sustainable build-out of the
2008 General Plan by establishing an Oak Removal Limit of 295 acres as set forth in
the Napa County 'Watershed and Oak'Woodland Protection fnifiative of 2018.
After the Oak Removal Limit is reached, additional oak removal shall, with limited
exceptions, require a permit subject to the findings required by that Initiative.

PlanB. t

(i)

,s

Policy CON-24 of the Conservation Element's "Natural Resources Policies," currently on
page CON-30 of the General Plan, is hereby amended as follows:

Pursuant to the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative
of 2018' require a permit for any oak removal within the Agricultural Watershed
zoning district after the Oak Removal Limit is reached unléss épecified exceptions
apply. Continue to mMaintain and improve oak woodland habitaito provide f"ii,p$gffiÐl

J Napa County
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inserted in the General Plan is indicated in bold type. Text to be deleted from the General Plan 
is indicated in strikethrough type. Text in standard type currently appears in the General Plan 
and is readopted by this Initiative. The language adopted and readopted in the following 
amendments may be changed only by a vote of the people.

A. The General Plan’s Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element is 
hereby amended as follows:

(i) The following new Goal AG/LU-8 is added to the list of “Agricultural Preservation and 
Land Use Goals,” currently on page AG/LU-12 of the General Plan:

Goal AG/LU-8: To help ensure the long-term sustainability of agriculture in Napa 
County, preserve watersheds, water quality and wildlife habitat within the 
Agricultural Watershed zoning district by protecting forests and trees along streams 
and wetlands and by protecting oak woodlands. To implement this goal, the Napa 
County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018 amended the 
County Code to establish water quality buffer zones and an Oak Removal Limit 
that limits oak removal after 795 acres of oak woodlands are removed, as measured 
from September 1, 2017.

(ii) The following new heading and new Policies AG/LU-0.5 and AG/LU-0.6 are added 
immediately before the section entitled Agricultural Preservation Policies, currently on 
page AG/LU-I3 of the General Plan:

AGRICULTURAL WATERSHED DISTRICT POLICIES

Policy AG/LU-0.5: Pursuant to the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland 
Protection Initiative of 2018, implement water quality buffer zones along streams 
and wetlands within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district.

Policy AG/LU-0.6: Ensure the long-term health and protection of oak woodlands 
within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district and sustainable build-out of the 
2008 General Plan by establishing an Oak Removal Limit of 795 acres as set forth in 
the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018.
After the Oak Removal Limit is reached, additional oak removal shall, with limited 
exceptions, require a permit subject to the findings required by that Initiative.

B. The General Plan’s Conservation Element is hereby amended as follows:

(i) Policy CON-24 of the Conservation Element’s “Natural Resources Policies,” currently on
page CON-30 of the General Plan, is hereby amended as follows:

Pursuant to the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative 
of 2018, require a permit for any oak removal within the Agricultural Watershed 
zoning district after the Oak Removal Limit is reached unless specified exceptions 
apply. Continue to mMaintain and improve oak woodland habitat to provide forjs'lo^e O
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stabilization, soil protection, species diversity, and wildlife habitat through appropriate
measures including one or more of the following:

a) Preserve, to the extent feasible, oak trees and other significant vegetation that
occur near the heads o-f drainages or depressions to rnãintuin Oivjsity of
vegetation type and wildlife habitat as part of agricultural projects. 

.

b) Comply with the Oak Woodlands Preservation Act (PRC Section 21033.4)
regarding oak- woodland preservation to conserve thà integrity and diversity ofoak woodlands, and retain, to the maximum extent feasibË, existint áak
woodland and chaparral communities¿nd other significant vegetati;" ;; part ofresidential, commercial, and industrial approvals.

c) Provide replacement of lost oak woodlands or preservation of like habitat at aminimum 2:l ratio when retention of existing vegetation is found to beinfeasible. Removal of oak species limited in ¿isiriuution shall be avoided to themaximum extent feasible. \ilithin the Agricultural Watershed zoning district,require replacement of lost oak woodlands or permanent preservation of likehabitat at a minimum 3:L ratio when retention of existingìegetation is foundto be infeasible, exceptwhere the Napa county watershõd uio o"L'Woodland Protection Initiative of 20iS provides for an exception to ttr¡srequirement.

d) Support hardwo_od cutting criteria that require retention of adequate stands'of oak
trees sufFtcient for wildlife, slope stabilization, soil protection, änd soil production
be leit standing.

e) Maintain, to the extent feasible, a mixture of oak species which is needed to
ensure acorn production. Black, canyon, live, and bre*e. oaks as well as blue,
white, scrub, and live oaks are common associations.

Ð Encourage and support the County Agricultural Commission's enforcement of
state and federal regulations concerning Sudden Oak Death and similar future
threats to woodlands.

[Implemented by Action Item CON l.IR-7]

SECTION 4: NAPA COUNTY CODE AMENDMENTS

This Initiative hereby amends the Napa County Code Title 18, also known as the Napa CountyZoning Code, as amended through the submittâl date, as shown below. Text to be inserted in thezoning Code is indicated in botd type. The language adopted in the following amendments_Lnay
be changed only by a vote of the peõpte. ^^-pïäËm
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stabilization, soil protection, species diversity, and wildlife habitat through appropriate
measures including one or more of the following:

a) Preserve, to the extent feasible, oak trees and other significant vegetation that 
occur near the heads of drainages or depressions to maintain diversity of 
vegetation type and wildlife habitat as part of agricultural projects.

b) Comply with the Oak Woodlands Preservation Act (PRC Section 21083.4) 
regarding oak woodland preservation to conserve the integrity and diversity of 
oak woodlands, and retain, to the maximum extent feasible, existing oak 
woodland and chaparral communities and other significant vegetation as part of 
residential, commercial, and industrial approvals.

c) Provide replacement of lost oak woodlands or preservation of like habitat at a 
minimum 2:1 ratio when retention of existing vegetation is found to be 
infeasible. Removal of oak species limited in distribution shall be avoided to the 
maximum extent feasible. Within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district, 
require replacement of lost oak woodlands or permanent preservation of like 
habitat at a minimum 3:1 ratio when retention of existing vegetation is found 
to be infeasible, except where the Napa County Watershed and Oak 
Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018 provides for an exception to this 
requirement.

d) Support hardwood cutting criteria that require retention of adequate stands of oak 
trees sufficient for wildlife, slope stabilization, soil protection, and soil production 
be left standing.

e) Maintain, to the extent feasible, a mixture of oak species which is needed to 
ensure acorn production. Black, canyon, live, and brewer oaks as well as blue, 
white, scrub, and live oaks are common associations.

f) Encourage and support the County Agricultural Commission’s enforcement of 
state and federal regulations concerning Sudden Oak Death and similar future 
threats to woodlands.

[Implemented by Action Item CON NR-7]

SECTION 4: NAPA COUNTY CODE AMENDMENTS

This Initiative hereby amends the Napa County Code Title 18, also known as the Napa County 
Zoning Code, as amended through the submittal date, as shown below. Text to be inserted in the 
Zoning Code is indicated in bold type. The language adopted in the following amendments may, 
be changed only by a vote of the people. ih 3 LEE
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on 18.20. the tB.2 add the

Section 18.20.050 - Water Quatity Buffer Zones.

A. In all AW districts, on parcels greater than one (1) acre, the following areas shall
constitute water quatity buffer zones:

1. Within one hundred and twenty-five (125) feet, as measured horizontally
from the top of the bank, on both sides of any class r stream;

2. Within seventy-five (75) feet, as measured horizontally from the top of the
bank, on both sides of any Class II stream;

3. Within twenty-five (25) feet, as measured horizontally from the top of the
bank, on both sides of any,Class III stream; and

4. within one hundred and rifty (150) feet of anywetland, as measured
horizontally from the point at which the area no longer meets the definition
of wetland.

B. Except as provided in subsection (C) of this section, no tree removal, as defined in
subsection @), shall be allowed or undertaken within the water quality buffer zones
established by this section.

Tree removal is allowed within water quality buffer zones under any of the
following circumstances:

1. To remove downed and dead trees or dying or diseased trees;

\ilhere necessary to comply with written Couner or state recommendations
or requirements for fuel or fïrebreaks;

Where necessary to avert an immÍnent threat to public health and safety;

Where required for the develo¡ment or maintenance of any of the following,
provided that the development or maintenance occurs pursuant to all
applicable laws: access roads; septic or wastewater systems or other facilities
necessary for the protectíon of public health; water wells; water resources
and storage facilities; pubtic works facilities; solar energy systems; electric
vehicle charging stations; telecommunications or cellular towers; pedestrian,
bicycle, or equestrian trails; flood control projects; or stream 

".osiogr;
Within a recorded utitity right-of-way;

on land owned by any public âgency; FBLËD
NaPa CourtY

where undertaken by or at rhe direction or order of a federar,,åW,a"g-ffip9fi1;!i,ffcM

c.

I

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

5 li0

section 18.20.010, after the text of section 18.20.040, add the following:

Section 18.20.050 - Water Quality Buffer Zones.

A. In all AW districts, on parcels greater than one (1) acre, the following areas shall
constitute water quality buffer zones:

1. Within one hundred and twenty-five (125) feet, as measured horizontally 
from the top of the bank, on both sides of any Class I stream;

2. Within seventy-five (75) feet, as measured horizontally from the top of the 
bank, on both sides of any Class II stream;

3. Within twenty-five (25) feet, as measured horizontally from the top of the 
bank, on both sides of any Class III stream; and

4. Within one hundred and fifty (150) feet of any wetland, as measured 
horizontally from the point at which the area no longer meets the definition 
of wetland.

B. Except as provided in subsection (C) of this section, no tree removal, as defined in 
subsection (D), shall be allowed or undertaken within the water quality buffer zones 
established by this section.

C. Tree removal is allowed within water quality buffer zones under any of the 
following circumstances:

1. To remove downed and dead trees or dying or diseased trees;

2. Where necessary to comply with written County or state recommendations 
or requirements for fuel or firebreaks;

3. Where necessary to avert an imminent threat to public health and safety;

5.

6. 
7.

Where required for the development or maintenance of any of the following, 
provided that the development or maintenance occurs pursuant to all 
applicable laws: access roads; septic or wastewater systems or other facilities 
necessary for the protection of public health; water wells; water resources 
and storage facilities; public works facilities; solar energy systems; electric 
vehicle charging stations; telecommunications or cellular towers; pedestrian, 
bicycle, or equestrian trails; flood control projects; or stream crossings;

Within a recorded utility right-of-way;

On land owned by any public agency;
Napa County
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D

agency as part ofa project or program to preserve, restore or improve
habitat, alleviate an existing hazardous conditiorr, or abate a pubiic nuisance;

8. where undertaken or authorized by a federal or state agency;

9. \Mithin eleven (11) feet of the centerline of any driveway that serves an
existing or proposed structure for which all lóga[y required permits have
been issued; or

10. Within one hundred lifty (150) feet from any point of a residence or any
other structure that is subject to the requirernents of the California nuining
Code or from any point ofany proposed such residence or structure for
which the owner has obtained all tega[y required permits.

This subsection (c) is not intended to, and shall not, relieve any person of the
obligation to obtain a permit where required by Section 1S.20.06b or to compty with
any other policy or law.

For purposes of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:

1. "Class I stream" means a perennial watercourse that serves as a domestic
water supply' or that provides habitat to sustain fish for all or part of the
year.

2' "Class II streamtt means a perennial or intermittent watercourse that
provides aquatic habitat foi non-fish aquatic species, including invertebrates.

3' "Class IIf stream" means an intermittent or ephemeral watercourse showing
evidence ofa defined bed and banks, annual sõou. and capacity to transport
sediment to a Class I or Class II stream.

4. 'úDying or diseased trees" means trees that have been designated in writing
by a certifÏed forester, forest pathologist or arborist as: hãving tested
positive for Sudden Oak Death; necessary to remove to control the spread of
disease or insect pests to heatthy trees; or posing an imminent threat topublic health and safety.

5. "Tree removal" means causing the death or removal of any living tree of any
species that is five (5) inches or more in diameter, measured at 4.5 feet above
mean natural grade, by cutting, dislodging, poisoning, burning, topping or
damaging of roots, but does not include remàval or hãrvest of ineiàãntãt
vegetation such as berries, ferns, g.reenery, misfletoe, herbs, shrubs, or poison
oak. This section applies to all County approvals relating to any converlion
of timberland pursuant to Public Resources code 462lrincluding but not
Iimited to county Erosion control plans, but does not otherwiseäpply to
timber operations undertaken pursuant to state timber harvest prans.

6 iFfiLED
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agency as part of a project or program to preserve, restore or improve 
habitat, alleviate an existing hazardous condition, or abate a public nuisance;

8. Where undertaken or authorized by a federal or state agency;

9. Within eleven (11) feet of the centerline of any driveway that serves an 
existing or proposed structure for which all legally required permits have 
been issued; or

10. Within one hundred fifty (150) feet from any point of a residence or any 
other structure that is subject to the requirements of the California Building 
Code or from any point of any proposed such residence or structure for 
which the owner has obtained all legally required permits.

This subsection (C) is not intended to, and shall not, relieve any person of the 
obligation to obtain a permit where required by Section 18.20.060 or to comply with 
any other policy or law.

D. For purposes of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:

1. “Class I stream” means a perennial watercourse that serves as a domestic 
water supply, or that provides habitat to sustain fish for all or part of the 
year.

2. “Class II stream” means a perennial or intermittent watercourse that 
provides aquatic habitat for non-fish aquatic species, including invertebrates.

3. “Class III stream” means an intermittent or ephemeral watercourse showing 
evidence of a defined bed and banks, annual scour and capacity to transport 
sediment to a Class I or Class II stream.

4. “Dying or diseased trees” means trees that have been designated in writing 
by a certified forester, forest pathologist or arborist as: having tested 
positive for Sudden Oak Death; necessary to remove to control the spread of 
disease or insect pests to healthy trees; or posing an imminent threat to 
public health and safety.

5. “Tree removal” means causing the death or removal of any living tree of any 
species that is five (5) inches or more in diameter, measured at 4.5 feet above 
mean natural grade, by cutting, dislodging, poisoning, burning, topping or 
damaging of roots, but does not include removal or harvest of incidental 
vegetation such as berries, ferns, greenery, mistletoe, herbs, shrubs, or poison 
oak. This section applies to all County approvals relating to any conversion 
of timberland pursuant to Public Resources Code 4621, including but not 
limited to County Erosion Control Plans, but does not otherwise apply to 
timber operations undertaken pursuant to state timber harvest plans.
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6. '6Watercourse" means any well-defined channel with distinguishable bed and
bank showing evidence of having contained flowingwater indicated by
deposit of rock, sand, gravel, or soil, including, but not limited to, a ..dtream"
as deÍined in County Code Section 18.10g.030.

7. "Wetlandst' means those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or
ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that
under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically
adapted for life in saturated soit conditions. lVetlands generally include
swamps, marshes, bogs and similar areas.

E- This section does not apply to replanting within the footprint of existing vineyards
or within the footprint of vineyards having obtained atl IegaIIy required
discretionary permits from the County where the initial vineyard planting or final
discretionary permit approval occurred prior to the effective dateìf the Ñ"pu
County'Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018.

F. Nothing in this section shall preclude the County from requiring larger stream or
wetland setbacks pursuant to any other policy or regulation.

G. This section does not apply:

1. To property within an Affordabte Housing Combination District (AIICD) or
other combination or overlay district whose primary purpose is to provide
affordable housing or to residential housing projects whoie app.ovàl is
necessary to comply with state law; or

2. 'Where application of this section would be inconsistent with state or federal
law.

Section 18.20.060 - Oak Removal Requirements.

A. Oak Removal Remediation. In issuing any discretionary approval for activities or
projects on privately owned parcels of land within the AW district that are greater
than one (1) acre, the County shall require replacement of lost oak trees or oak
woodlands, or permanent preservation of comparable habitat, ata minimum 3:1
ratio as follows:

I On-site replacement of removed oak trees or oak woodlands at a 3:L ratio or
permanent preservation of comparable oak trees or oak woodlands at a 3:l
ratio by:

Permanently preserving comparable oak trees or oak woodlands on-
site through dedications, conservation easements, or similar
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6. “Watercourse” means any well-defined channel with distinguishable bed and 
bank showing evidence of having contained flowing water indicated by 
deposit of rock, sand, gravel, or soil, including, but not limited to, a “Stream” 
as defined in County Code Section 18.108.030.

7. “Wetlands” means those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or 
ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that 
under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically 
adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands generally include 
swamps, marshes, bogs and similar areas.

E. This section does not apply to replanting within the footprint of existing vineyards 
or within the footprint of vineyards having obtained all legally required 
discretionary permits from the County where the initial vineyard planting or final 
discretionary permit approval occurred prior to the effective date of the Napa 
County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018.

F. Nothing in this section shall preclude the County from requiring larger stream or 
wetland setbacks pursuant to any other policy or regulation.

G. This section does not apply:

1. To property within an Affordable Housing Combination District (AHCD) or 
other combination or overlay district whose primary purpose is to provide 
affordable housing or to residential housing projects whose approval is 
necessary to comply with state law; or

2. Where application of this section would be inconsistent with state or federal 
law.

Section 18.20.060 — Oak Removal Requirements.

A. Oak Removal Remediation. In issuing any discretionary approval for activities or 
projects on privately owned parcels of land within the AW district that are greater 
than one (1) acre, the County shall require replacement of lost oak trees or oak 
woodlands, or permanent preservation of comparable habitat, at a minimum 3:1 
ratio as follows:

1. On-site replacement of removed oak trees or oak woodlands at a 3:1 ratio or 
permanent preservation of comparable oak trees or oak woodlands at a 3:1 
ratio by:

a. Permanently preserving comparable oak trees or oak woodlands on 
site through dedications, conservation easements, or similar 
measures; or
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B.

C.

b' Replanting and monitoring of replacement oak trees on-site pursuant
to a plan that ensures replacement of failed plantings. The plan shall
include a provision requiring a registered professioial foreJter or
certified arborist to file with the County, in'tne fifth year after the
completion of replanting, a report that evaluates the survival rate of
replanted oaks. If the survival rate is below eighty (80) percent, theproperty owner or applicant shall implement additionafremediation
to ensure 3:L replacement of the original oak trees removed,

2' Where on-site r-emediation pursuant to subsection (A)(1) of this section is
infeasible, purchase of a conservation easement or payment of in-lieu feessufficient to provide permanent preservation of comparable oak trees or oak
woodlands at a 3:1 ratio shall be required. AII such in-Iieu fees shall be
deposited into a separate fund that shall be used exclusively for the purposes
of oak woodland preservation.

3. For the purposes of this subsection (A)r.6comparable" oak trees or oak
woodlands preserved as remediation must be on land in Napa Count5r as
close as feasible to the site to be remediated and on land that is otherwise
capable of being developed under existing County laws and regulations.
Areas that are not subject to development or conversion to agiicultural use' due to existing legal restrictions, s,tch as zoning regulations protecting slopesor stream corridors o_r existing easements, shall not constitule comparable
oak trees or oak woodlands. -

4' Remediation is not required under this subsection (A) where oak removal is
undertaken in any of the circumstances set forth in Section 18.20.0S0(CX1-9).
This exception is not intended to, and does not, excuse compliance wiitr any 

-

other oak remediation policy or law.

Mappins- Whenever the County issues an approval for an activity that includes
removal, replanting, or preserration of anv oat woodlands, the cãunf shall
incorporate any relevant oak mapping information into a vegetation ciassification
and mapping program maintained by the County.

ênnua¡seporf. wjtljl o1e ye-T of the effective date of the Napa counry
Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, aoi anourliy
thereafter, County st¿ff shall prepare and submit to the Board of Supervisors areport setting forth thè following information for all lands within th;AW district:
the total âcreage of oak woodlands removed, replanted, and permanently preserved,
in the previous year and from September 1, 2O{l tothe present; the cumuiative total
acreage of all oakwoodlands remìved since September i,ZAn;'tt" totuiu""eage ofoak woodlands approved for removal, but not yet removed, pursuant to any Countyapproval; and any other information the county determines is necessary to
determine the oak Removal Limit pursuant to section 1s.20.060(D). wiere
feasible, the Annual Report shalr incrude maps showing the acreagé of oak FåLED
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b. Replanting and monitoring of replacement oak trees on-site pursuant 
to a plan that ensures replacement of failed plantings. The plan shall 
include a provision requiring a registered professional forester or 
certified arborist to file with the County, in the fifth year after the 
completion of replanting, a report that evaluates the survival rate of 
replanted oaks. If the survival rate is below eighty (80) percent, the 
property owner or applicant shall implement additional remediation 
to ensure 3:1 replacement of the original oak trees removed.

2. Where on-site remediation pursuant to subsection (A)(1) of this section is 
infeasible, purchase of a conservation easement or payment of in-lieu fees 
sufficient to provide permanent preservation of comparable oak trees or oak 
woodlands at a 3:1 ratio shall be required. All such in-lieu fees shall be 
deposited into a separate fund that shall be used exclusively for the purposes 
of oak woodland preservation.

3. For the purposes of this subsection (A), “comparable” oak trees or oak 
woodlands preserved as remediation must be on land in Napa County as 
close as feasible to the site to be remediated and on land that is otherwise 
capable of being developed under existing County laws and regulations.
Areas that are not subject to development or conversion to agricultural use 
due to existing legal restrictions, such as zoning regulations protecting slopes 
or stream corridors or existing easements, shall not constitute comparable 
oak trees or oak woodlands.

4. Remediation is not required under this subsection (A) where oak removal is 
undertaken in any of the circumstances set forth in Section 18.20.050(C)(l-9).
This exception is not intended to, and docs not, excuse compliance with any 
other oak remediation policy or law.

B. Mapping. Whenever the County issues an approval for an activity that includes 
removal, replanting, or preservation of any oak woodlands, the County shall 
incorporate any relevant oak mapping information into a vegetation classification 
and mapping program maintained by the County.

C. Annual Report. Within one year of the effective date of the Napa County 
Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, and annually 
thereafter. County staff shall prepare and submit to the Board of Supervisors a 
report setting forth the following information for all lands within the AW district: 
the total acreage of oak woodlands removed, replanted, and permanently preserved, 
in the previous year and from September 1,2017 to the present; the cumulative total 
acreage of all oak woodlands removed since September 1, 2017; the total acreage of 
oak woodlands approved for removal, but not yet removed, pursuant to any County 
approval; and any other information the County determines is necessary to 
determine the Oak Removal Limit pursuant to Section 18.20.060(D). Where 
feasible, the Annual Report shall include maps showing the acreage of oak
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D.

E.

woodlands lost in each vegetation classification.

Oak Removal Limit

1' The *Oak Removal Limif is reached when the cumulative total acreage of
all oak woodlands removed plus all oak woodlands approved for future
removal by the County within the AW district since Sãptember lr10l7,
equals 795 acres. All oak woodlands removed within th; AW district since
September lr20l7 shall be included in the cumulative total acreage,
regardless of whether that removal was authorized or unauthorizã¿.
r{owever, oakwoodlands approved for removal by the county prior to
September 1,2017, shall not be included within the Oak Remãvd Limit,
regardless of when they are removed.

2. After the Oak Removal Limit is reached, the County shall not allow any
additional oak tree or oak woodland removal within the A\ü district except
pursuant to subsection (E). The County planning director shall immediaiety
notify the Board of Supervisors when the Oak Removal Limit established
pursuant to the Napa County \ilatershed and Oak Woodland Protection
Initiative of 2018 has been reached and that no further oak removal is
permitted except pursuant to Section 1S.20.060(E).

Oak Remgval after the Oak Rer-noval Limit Is Reachgd.

1. Once the Oak Removal Limit is reached, removal of any oak woodland or
any oak tree of at least five (5) inches in diameter, measured at 4.5 feet above
mean natural grade, on private Iand within the AW district is permitted only
pursuant to a county oak removal permit An oak removal permit for
removal of more than ten (10) oak trees on a single parcel *¡thio a twelve
(12) month period shall be in the form of a County use permit and be subject
to all applicable State and County use permit requiremãnß in addition to the
requirements set forth in this section.

2. An oak removal permit may be issued only if the County determines or, for a
use permit, the Planning Commission or Board of Supervisors finds, that the
oak removal complies with the applicable provisiotts õf this Code, is
consistentwith the policies and standards of the general plan and any
applicable specific plan, and is necessary either to: (a) ensure the
economically viable agrieultural use of a parcel, provided that (i) the parcel
is a minimum of 160 acres, and (ii) the permit al[ows removal of no more
than live oak trees from that parcel during any ten year period; or (b)
address one or more of the circumstances set forth in seõtion
18.20.050(CX1)-(10). These determination or findings shall be in addition to
any other determinations or findings required by County or state law.

3. An oak removal permit may also be issued, or the requirement forg|FpåhffiD
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D.

woodlands lost in each vegetation classification. 

Oak Removal Limit.

1. The “Oak Removal Limit” is reached when the cumulative total acreage of 
all oak woodlands removed plus all oak woodlands approved for future 
removal by the County within the AW district since September 1, 2017, 
equals 795 acres. All oak woodlands removed within the AW district since 
September 1, 2017 shall be included in the cumulative total acreage, 
regardless of whether that removal was authorized or unauthorized. 
However, oak woodlands approved for removal by the County prior to 
September 1,2017, shall not be included within the Oak Removal Limit, 
regardless of when they are removed.

After the Oak Removal Limit is reached, the County shall not allow any 
additional oak tree or oak woodland removal within the AW district except 
pursuant to subsection (E). The County planning director shall immediately 
notify the Board of Supervisors when the Oak Removal Limit established 
pursuant to the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection 
Initiative of 2018 has been reached and that no further oak removal is 
permitted except pursuant to Section 18.20.060(E).

Removal after the Oak Removal Limit Is Reached.

Once the Oak Removal Limit is reached, removal of any oak woodland or 
any oak tree of at least five (5) inches in diameter, measured at 4.5 feet above 
mean natural grade, on private land within the AW district is permitted only 
pursuant to a County oak removal permit. An oak removal permit for 
removal of more than ten (10) oak trees on a single parcel within a twelve 
(12) month period shall be in the form of a County use permit and be subject 
to all applicable State and County use permit requirements in addition to the 
requirements set forth in this section.

An oak removal permit may be issued only if the County determines or, for a 
use permit, the Planning Commission or Board of Supervisors finds, that the 
oak removal complies with the applicable provisions of this Code, is 
consistent with the policies and standards of the general plan and any 
applicable specific plan, and is necessary either to: (a) ensure the 
economically viable agricultural use of a parcel, provided that (i) the parcel 
is a minimum of 160 acres, and (ii) the permit allows removal of no more 
than five oak trees from that parcel during any ten year period; or (b) 
address one or more of the circumstances set forth in Section 
18.20.050(C)(1)-(10). These determination or findings shall be in addition to 
any other determinations or findings required by County or state law.

i
An oak removal permit may also be issued, or the requirement for a s

1.
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F.

G

3

4.

waived, if, after a public hearing, the Board of Supervisors finds, based on
substantial evidence, that oak removal or waiver of the oak removal permit
requirement is necessary to avoid a violation of the constitution or laws of the
United States or of the State of California.

4. An oak removal permit shall do all of the following:

a' require compliance with the Oak Removal Remediation requirements
set forth in subsection (A), where applicable;

b- allow oak tree removal only to the minimum extent necessary to
address the circumstances set forth in subsection @)(2) ano þ¡1r¡;and

c. ensure retention ofat least ninety (90) percent ofthe oak eanopy cover
on the parcel unless the County makes specific findings explaining
why this would be infeasible.

5. The County shall post on the County website notice of all oak removal
permits within seven (7) days of their issuance.

Definitions- For the purposes of this section and Section 18.20.070, the following
terms have the following meanings:

1. "Oak tree" meâns any live tree in the genus Quercus that is not growing on
timberland.

2. "Oak woodland" means an oak stand with a greater than ten (10) percent
canopy cover. An oak stand consists of at least two (2) oak treesolat least
five (5) inches in diameter' meâsured at 4.5 feet above mean natural grade.
A parcel may contain one or more oak woodlands. "Oak woodland' does not
include timberland.

'rRemovett or t'removaltt means causing a tree to die or be removed as a
result of human activity by cutting, dislodging, poisoning, intentional
burning, topping or damaging of roots, but does not inciude removal or
harvest of incidental vegetation such as berries, ferns, greenery, mistletoe,
herbs, shrubs, or poison oak.

r.Timberlandtt means "timberland" as defined in pubtic Resources code
section 4526.

This section does not apply:

1. to property within an Affordable Ilousing Combination District (AtLÇp) or
other combination or overlay whose primary purpose is to provi i" iFfiLEDaffordable housing or to residential housing projects whose app"oouhir""rr.[
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waived, if, after a public hearing, the Board of Supervisors finds, based on 
substantial evidence, that oak removal or waiver of the oak removal permit 
requirement is necessary to avoid a violation of the constitution or laws of the 
United States or of the State of California.

4. An oak removal permit shall do all of the following:

a. require compliance with the Oak Removal Remediation requirements 
set forth in subsection (A), where applicable;

b. allow oak tree removal only to the minimum extent necessary to 
address the circumstances set forth in subsection (E)(2) and (E)(3); 
and

c. ensure retention of at least ninety (90) percent of the oak canopy cover 
on the parcel unless the County makes specific findings explaining 
why this would be infeasible.

5. The County shall post on the County website notice of all oak removal 
permits within seven (7) days of their issuance.

F. Definitions. For the purposes of this section and Section 18.20.070, the following 
terms have the following meanings:

1. “Oak tree” means any live tree in the genus Quercus that is not growing on 
timberland.

2. “Oak woodland” means an oak stand with a greater than ten (10) percent 
canopy cover. An oak stand consists of at least two (2) oak trees of at least 
five (5) inches in diameter, measured at 4.5 feet above mean natural grade.
A parcel may contain one or more oak woodlands. “Oak woodland” does not 
include timberland.

3. “Remove” or “removal” means causing a tree to die or be removed as a 
result of human activity by cutting, dislodging, poisoning, intentional 
burning, topping or damaging of roots, but does not include removal or 
harvest of incidental vegetation such as berries, ferns, greenery, mistletoe, 
herbs, shrubs, or poison oak.

4. “Timberland” means “timberland” as defined in Public Resources Code 
section 4526.

G. This section does not apply:

1. to property within an Affordable Housing Combination District (AHCD) or 
other combination or overlay whose primary purpose is to provide F!Lt D
affordable housing or to residential housing projects whose approvahisa County
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2

3.

necessary to comply with state law;

to projects or activities that are not subject to local permit requirements
under state or federal law or where application of this section is otherwise
inconsistent with state or federal law; or

to oak removal undertaken by or at the direetion or order of a federal or
state agency.

Section 18.20.070 - Enforcement of Section 18.20.050 and Section 1g.20.060.

A' The County^slatl promptly investigate complaints of violations of Section 1g.20.0S0or Section 18.20.060 and make a determinriioo within thirty (30) days of receipt ofthe initial complaint whether a violation has occurred. Whánevår the County
determines that a violation of either of these sections has occurred, the County shallnotify the violator in writing of the violation and require that appropriate remedialconditions be implemented or adhered to by a date ipecified. Áû notices of violationshall be published on the County website toittt¡o fourìeen (14) days of their issuance.Each violation of Section 18.20.050 or Section 18.20.060 and áacË failure to complywith the CounQr's notice or meet the deadlines specified therein shall constitute aseparate and distinct violation, punishable as sef forth in this section.

B' Conditions in the notice of violation shall include actions sufficient to fully
remediate the environmental damage caused by the violation. These 

"orrdition* 
,rr"yinclude, but are not limited to: removal of vegåtationo crops, infrastructure, orstructures put in place or constructed in violation of sectiõn 1g.20.050 or section

18.20.060 and on-site replacement or replanting of cut or damaged trees at a färatio. If fult remediation of the area damaged by the violation ¡i infeasible orinsufficient, the full remediation requirement mäy be satisfied by permanent
protection of an area with comparable ecological values as ctoseìo the damaged site
as feasible at a minimum of a 3:1 ratio to the area damaged by the violation.

C' Penalties- It is unlawful and a- pubìic nuisance for any person to violate any of theprovisions of Section 18.20.050 or Section 18.20.060 fór any purpose or to cause anyother person to do so. Such a violation shall be enforceable ãs a misaemeanor andsubject to any and all available judiciat and administrative enforcement actions,including, but not timited to, the provisions addressing civil and administrative
penalties, stop orders, and public nuisance abatement procedures set forth in theCounty Code. The amount of the administrative penaþ for violations of Section
18'20'050 or Section 18.20.060 shall be the maximum administrative penatty that theCounty has established for violations of this Code.

D. \ilithin one year of the effective date of the Napa County Watershed and Oak
Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, and annualty thereafter, the Counfy shall
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necessary to comply with state law;

2. to projects or activities that are not subject to local permit requirements 
under state or federal law or where application of this section is otherwise 
inconsistent with state or federal law; or

3. to oak removal undertaken by or at the direction or order of a federal or 
state agency.

Section 18.20.070 - Enforcement of Section 18.20.050 and Section 18.20.060.

A. The County shall promptly investigate complaints of violations of Section 18.20.050 
or Section 18.20.060 and make a determination within thirty (30) days of receipt of 
the initial complaint whether a violation has occurred. Whenever the County 
determines that a violation of either of these sections has occurred, the County shall 
notify the violator in writing of the violation and require that appropriate remedial 
conditions be implemented or adhered to by a date specified. All notices of violation 
shall be published on the County website within fourteen (14) days of their issuance. 
Each violation of Section 18.20.050 or Section 18.20.060 and each failure to comply 
with the County’s notice or meet the deadlines specified therein shall constitute a 
separate and distinct violation, punishable as set forth in this section.

B. Conditions in the notice of violation shall include actions sufficient to fully 
remediate the environmental damage caused by the violation. These conditions may 
include, but are not limited to: removal of vegetation, crops, infrastructure, or 
structures put in place or constructed in violation of Section 18.20.050 or Section 
18.20.060 and on-site replacement or replanting of cut or damaged trees at a 3:1 
ratio. If full remediation of the area damaged by the violation is infeasible or 
insufficient, the full remediation requirement may be satisfied by permanent 
protection of an area with comparable ecological values as close to the damaged site 
as feasible at a minimum of a 3:1 ratio to the area damaged by the violation.

C. Penalties. It is unlawful and a public nuisance for any person to violate any of the 
provisions of Section 18.20.050 or Section 18.20.060 for any purpose or to cause any 
other person to do so. Such a violation shall be enforceable as a misdemeanor and 
subject to any and all available judicial and administrative enforcement actions, 
including, but not limited to, the provisions addressing civil and administrative 
penalties, stop orders, and public nuisance abatement procedures set forth in the 
County Code. The amount of the administrative penalty for violations of Section 
18.20.050 or Section 18.20.060 shall be the maximum administrative penalty that the 
County has established for violations of this Code.

D. Within one year of the effective date of the Napa County Watershed and Oak 
Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, and annually thereafter, the County shall
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prepare and submit to the board a report setting forth the following information forthe previous year: the number of formal complãints received concõrning violationsof Section 18.20.050 and Section 18.20.060; thô status of investigations into suchcomplaints; copies of all notices of violation issued pursuant toihese sections; and asummary of all actions taken to remediate such vioiations, including a map showingareas damaged by such violations and areas on which remediatior, ñ"* occurred.
E' In addition to the penalties set forth in subsection (C) of this section, the Countymay require any person who removes an oak tree Ín violation of the provisions ofSection 18.20.060 to pay a sum of money equal to:

1' The cumulative value of the individual oak trees removed as measured by astandard tree appraisal system designated by the county; or
2' The full cost of remediating any damage caused by the violation in

accordance with the provisions of subsection (A) of Section 1S.20.060.

Section 18-20.080. Appllsabilitv. Section 18.20.050 through Section 1g.20.070 do not apptyto projects or activities for which the owner or applicant has obtained a vested right,pursuant to state law, or has obtained all legatly required discretionary permits from the
99"nty necessary fo1jt to proceed, prior toltre effeitive date of the Nupà Countywatershed and oak woodland protection rnitiative of 201g.

SECTION 5: COIIIFORMING AVTENDMENTS

In light of the General Plan amendments set forth above in Section 3 ofthis lnitiative, the
General Plan is hereby further amended as set forth below in order to promote internal
consistency among the various sections of the General Plan. Text to be inserted in the GeneralPlan is indicated in bold type. Text to be deleted from the General plan is indicated in
s+rike+hre{¡S type. Text in standard type currently appears in the General plan and is not
changed by this Initiative- The language in the foilowìng amendments may be further amendedwithout a vote of the people in the course of future updales and revisions tã the General plan,
qrgvjdgd that any such amendments do not conflict with any provisions of Sections 3 and 4 ofthis Initiative.

A. In the Summary and Vision Element:

(Ð Insert the following new paragraph following the last indented bullet in the existing textcurrently on page SV-4 of the General plan:

rn 2018' the voters adopted the Napa county watershed and oak woodland
Protection Initiative of 2018 to provide additional protections for Count¡r streams,
wetlands and oakwoodlands within the Agricultuial'Watershed zoningäistrict.
These changes included an increase in the habitat replacement ratio rJquired1ofl Ënmitigate potential losses of oak woodlands. - ' l.: E L E [l
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prepare and submit to the board a report setting forth the following information for 
the previous year: the number of formal complaints received concerning violations 
of Section 18.20.050 and Section 18.20.060; the status of investigations into such 
complaints; copies of all notices of violation issued pursuant to these sections; and a 
summary of all actions taken to remediate such violations, including a map showing 
areas damaged by such violations and areas on which remediation has occurred.

E. In addition to the penalties set forth in subsection (C) of this section, the County 
may require any person who removes an oak tree in violation of the provisions of 
Section 18.20.060 to pay a sum of money equal to:

1. The cumulative value of the individual oak trees removed as measured by a 
standard tree appraisal system designated by the County; or

2. The full cost of remediating any damage caused by the violation in 
accordance with the provisions of subsection (A) of Section 18.20.060.

Section 18.20.080. Applicability. Section 18.20.050 through Section 18.20.070 do not apply 
to projects or activities for which the owner or applicant has obtained a vested right, 
pursuant to state law, or has obtained all legally required discretionary permits from the 
County necessary for it to proceed, prior to the effective date of the Napa County 
Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018.

SECTION 5: CONFORMING AMENDMENTS

In light of the General Plan amendments set forth above in Section 3 of this Initiative, the 
General Plan is hereby further amended as set forth below in order to promote internal 
consistency among the various sections of the General Plan. Text to be inserted in the General 
Plan is indicated in bold type. Text to be deleted from the General Plan is indicated in 
strikethrough type. Text in standard type currently appears in the General Plan and is not 
changed by this Initiative. The language in the following amendments may be further amended 
without a vote of the people in the course of future updates and revisions to the General Plan, 
provided that any such amendments do not conflict with any provisions of Sections 3 and 4 of 
this Initiative.

A.

0)

In the Summary and Vision Element:

Insert the following new paragraph following the last indented bullet in the existing text 
currently on page SV-4 of the General Plan:

In 2018, the voters adopted the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland 
Protection Initiative of 2018 to provide additional protections for County streams, 
wetlands and oak woodlands within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district.
These changes included an increase in the habitat replacement ratio requireditq j! ip; jpj 
mitigate potential losses of oak woodlands. ‘ „ ^
° Napa County
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B. rn the Agricurturar preservation and Land use Element:

(Ð Policy AG/LU-l7, currently on page AG/LU-l5 of the General plan, is amended to read:

Consistentwith the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland protection
Initiative of 2018, tThe County encourages active, sustainabie rorest Àanagementpractices, including timely harvesting to preserve existing forests, retaining-their health,product, and value- The County also enc-ourages timber flantations for firel wood andlumber production. (For more þolicies relateà'to the managed production of resources
and forest management practices, please see the Conservation Èlement.)

C. In the Conservation Element:

(Ð Insert the followinq lew paragraph following the fourth paragraph of the existing textcurrently on page CON-I0 of the General plãn:

In 2018, the voters adopted the Napa County'Watershed and Oak'Woodland
Protection Initiative of 2018 to provide addiiionat protections for County streamsand wetlands within the Agricultural watershed zoning district.

(ii) Insert the followinq lew paragraph prior to the first full paragraph of the existing textcurrently on page CON-22 of the General plan:

In 2018, the voters adopted the Napa County lVatershed and Oak Woodland
Protection Initiative of 2018 to provide addiiional protections for County' watersheds and oakwoodlands within the Agriculiurat Watershed zoning district.This Initiative recognized that preserwing watersheds and oak woodlands areimportant to the long-term sustainabitity of County vineyards and otheragriculture.

(iiÐ Policy CON-19, currently on page CON-29 of the General plan, is amended to read:

The County shall encourage the preservation of critical habitat areas and habitat
connectivity through the use of conservation easements or other methods as well asthrough continued implementatio¡ of the Napa County Conservation Regulations
associated with vegetation retention and setbacks from waterways and the Napa Countywatershed and oak \iloodrand protection rnitiative of 201g.

(iv) Policy CoN-26, curently on pages coN-30 to CoN-31 of the General plan, is amendedto read:

Consistent with Napa CounQr's Conservation Regulations and the requirements of theNapa County Watershed and Oak'Woodland Þrotection Initiative of 20tg, natural
vegetation retention areas along perennial and intermittent streams shalt may vary inwidth with steepness of the terrain, the nature of the undercoveE and type of soil, and theunderlying zoning district- The design and management of natural veietation areas shall
consider habitat and water quality needs, including the needs of native ãrh ;;j *çn|g m
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B. In the Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element:

(i) Policy AG/LU-17, currently on page AG/LU-15 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

Consistent with the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection 
Initiative of 2018, ffhe County encourages active, sustainable forest management 
practices, including timely harvesting to preserve existing forests, retaining their health, 
product, and value. The County also encourages timber plantations for fuel wood and 
lumber production. (For more policies related to the managed production of resources 
and forest management practices, please see the Conservation Element.)

C. In the Conservation Element:

(i) Insert the following new paragraph following the fourth paragraph of the existing text 
currently on page CON-10 of the General Plan:

In 2018, the voters adopted the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland 
Protection Initiative of 2018 to provide additional protections for County streams 
and wetlands within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district.

(ii) Insert the following new paragraph prior to the first full paragraph of the existing text 
currently on page CON-22 of the General Plan:

In 2018, the voters adopted the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland 
Protection Initiative of 2018 to provide additional protections for County 
watersheds and oak woodlands within the Agricultural Watershed zoning district.
This Initiative recognized that preserving watersheds and oak woodlands are 
important to the long-term sustainability of County vineyards and other 
agriculture.

(iii) Policy CON-19, currently on page CON-29 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

The County shall encourage the preservation of critical habitat areas and habitat 
connectivity through the use of conservation easements or other methods as well as 
through continued implementation of the Napa County Conservation Regulations 
associated with vegetation retention and setbacks from waterways and the Napa County 
Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018.

(iv) Policy CON-26, currently on pages CON-30 to CON-31 of the General Plan, is amended 
to read:

Consistent with Napa County’s Conservation Regulations and the requirements of the 
Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, natural 
vegetation retention areas along perennial and intermittent streams shall may vary in 
width with steepness of the terrain, the nature of the undercover, and type of soil, and the 
underlying zoning district. The design and management of natural vegetation areas shall 
consider habitat and water quality needs, including the needs of native fish and spfici^L^ O
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(v)

status species and flood protection where appropriate. Site-specific setbacks shall be
established pursuant to Napa County's Conservation Regulations and the
requirements of the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection
Initiative of 2018, and in coordination with Regional Water Quality pontrol Boards,
California Department of Fish and Game, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration National Marine Fisheries Service, and other
coordinating resource agencies that identifu essential stream and stream reaches
necessary for the health of populations of native fisheries and other sensitive aquatic
organisms within the County's watersheds.

Where avoidance of impacts to riparian habitat is infeasible along stream reaches,
appropriate measures will be undertaken to ensure that protection, restoration, and
enhancement activities will occur within these identified stream reaches that support or
could support native f,rsheries and other sensitive aquatic organisms to ensure a no net
loss of aquatic habitat functions and values within the countSr's watersheds.

Action Item CON NR-7, currently on page CON-35 of the General Plan, is amended to
read:

The county has shalladopted +the Napa county vvoluntary oak \Moodland
Management Plan (2010) to identify and mitigate significant direct and indirect impacts
to oak woodlands. where oak removal is permitted under the Napa county
Watershed and Oak'Woodland Protection fnitiative of 2018, $4mitigation may be
accomplished in accordance with the Initiative through a combination of the foliowing
measures:

a) Conservation easement and land dedication for habitat preservation;

b) Payment of in-lieu fees; and/or

c) Replacement planting of appropriate size, species, area, and ratio.

[Implements Policy 24]

(vÐ Policy CON-35, currently on page CON-32 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

Consistent with the Napa County \ilatershed and Oak Woodland Protection
Initiative of 2018, tThe County shall encourage active forest management practices to
preserve and maintain existing forests and timberland, allowing for their economic and
beneficial use.

(vii) Policy CON-45, currently on page CON-38 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

Protect the County's domestic supply drainages through vegetation preservation and
protective buffers to ensure clean and reliable drinking water consistent with state
regulations and guidelines. Continue implementation of current Conservation Rqgqlptieng
and zoning regulations relevant to these areas, such as vegetation retention ij= H Lh LJ
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status species and flood protection where appropriate. Site-specific setbacks shall be 
established pursuant to Napa County’s Conservation Regulations and the 
requirements of the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection 
Initiative of 2018, and in coordination with Regional Water Quality Control Boards, 
California Department of Fish and Game, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration National Marine Fisheries Service, and other 
coordinating resource agencies that identify essential stream and stream reaches 
necessary for the health of populations of native fisheries and other sensitive aquatic 
organisms within the County’s watersheds.

Where avoidance of impacts to riparian habitat is infeasible along stream reaches, 
appropriate measures will be undertaken to ensure that protection, restoration, and 
enhancement activities will occur within these identified stream reaches that support or 
could support native fisheries and other sensitive aquatic organisms to ensure a no net 
loss of aquatic habitat functions and values within the county’s watersheds.

(v) Action Item CON NR-7, currently on page CON-35 of the General Plan, is amended to 
read:

The County has shall adopted a-the Napa County Vvoluntary Oak Woodland 
Management Plan (2010) to identify and mitigate significant direct and indirect impacts 
to oak woodlands. Where oak removal is permitted under the Napa County 
Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, M-mitigation may be 
accomplished in accordance with the Initiative through a combination of the following 
measures:

a) Conservation easement and land dedication for habitat preservation;

b) Payment of in-lieu fees; and/or

c) Replacement planting of appropriate size, species, area, and ratio.

[Implements Policy 24]

(vi) Policy CON-35, currently on page CON-32 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

Consistent with the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection 
Initiative of 2018, tThe County shall encourage active forest management practices to 
preserve and maintain existing forests and timberland, allowing for their economic and 
beneficial use.

(vii) Policy CON-45, currently on page CON-38 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

Protect the County’s domestic supply drainages through vegetation preservation and 
protective buffers to ensure clean and reliable drinking water consistent with state 
regulations and guidelines. Continue implementation of current Conservation 
and zoning regulations relevant to these areas, such as vegetation retention
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requirements, consultation with water purveyors/system owners, implementation of
erosion controls to minimize water pollution, and prohibition of detrimental recreational
uses. [Implemented by Action Item CON WR-3]

(viii) Policy CON-50(a), currently on page CON-39 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

Preserve riparian areas through adequate buffering and pursue retention, maintenance,
and enhancement of existing native vegetation along all intermittent and perennial
streams through existing stream setbacks in the CountSl's Conservation Regulations and
the Napa County Watershed and Oak \iloodland Protection Initiativeóf 2018 (also
see Policy CON-27 which retains existing stream setback requirements).

D. In the Implementation Element:

(i) Action Item CON NR-7, currently on page IP-7 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

The County has shall-adopted *the Napa County V+oluntary Oak Woodland
Management Plan (2010) to identiff and mitigate significant direct and indirect impacts
to oak woodlands. Where oak removal is permitted under the Napa County
Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, -A,4mitigation may be
accomplished in accordance with the Initiative through a combination of the foliowing
measures:

a) Conservation easement and land dedication for habitat preservation;

b) Payment of in-lieu fees;

c) Replacement planting of appropriate size, species, area, and ratio.

(B; CDPD)

SECTION 6: EXEMPTIONS FOR CERTAIN PROJECTS

The provisions of this Initiative shall not be applicable to the extent, but only to the
extent, that they would violate the constitution or laws of the United States or of the State
of California-

In the event a property owner contends that application of this Initiative effects an
unconstitutional taking of property, the property owner may request, and the Board of
Supervisors may grant, an exception to application of any provision of this Initiative if
the Board of supervisors finds, based on substantial evidence, that both: (l) the
application of any aspect of this lnitiative would constitute an unconstitutional taking of
property; and (2) the exception will allow the cutting or removal of trees only to the
minimum extent necessary to avoid such a taking.

,FflLED
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B.
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requirements, consultation with water purveyors/system owners, implementation of 
erosion controls to minimize water pollution, and prohibition of detrimental recreational 
uses. [Implemented by Action Item CON WR-3]

(viii) Policy CON-50(a), currently on page CON-39 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

Preserve riparian areas through adequate buffering and pursue retention, maintenance, 
and enhancement of existing native vegetation along all intermittent and perennial 
streams through existing stream setbacks in the County’s Conservation Regulations and 
the Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018 (also 
see Policy CON-27 which retains existing stream setback requirements).

D. In the Implementation Element:

(i) Action Item CON NR-7, currently on page IP-7 of the General Plan, is amended to read:

The County has shah-adopted a-the Napa County Vvoluntary Oak Woodland 
Management Plan (2010) to identify and mitigate significant direct and indirect impacts 
to oak woodlands. Where oak removal is permitted under the Napa County 
Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018, -Mmitigation may be 
accomplished in accordance with the Initiative through a combination of the following 
measures:

a) Conservation easement and land dedication for habitat preservation;

b) Payment of in-lieu fees;

c) Replacement planting of appropriate size, species, area, and ratio.

(B; CDPD)

SECTION 6: EXEMPTIONS FOR CERTAIN PROJECTS

A. The provisions of this Initiative shall not be applicable to the extent, but only to the
extent, that they would violate the constitution or laws of the United States or of the State 
of California.

B. In the event a property owner contends that application of this Initiative effects an 
unconstitutional taking of property, the property owner may request, and the Board of 
Supervisors may grant, an exception to application of any provision of this Initiative if 
the Board of Supervisors finds, based on substantial evidence, that both: (1) the 
application of any aspect of this Initiative would constitute an unconstitutional taking of 
property; and (2) the exception will allow the cutting or removal of trees only to the 
minimum extent necessary to avoid such a taking.

D
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C. The provisions of this lnitiative shall not be applicable to any person or entity that has
obtained, as of the effective date of this Initiative, a vested right, pursuant to State law, to
undertake any activities that would be prohibited by this Initiative.

SECTION 7: IMPLEMENTATION

A.

B.

C.

Effective I)ate: This Initiative shall take effect as provided in the California Elections
Code. Upon the effective date of this Initiative: (l) the provisions of Sections 3 and 5 of
the Initiative are hereby inserted into the Napa County General Plan, as an amendment
thereof; except that if the four amendments of the mandatory elements of the General
Plan permitted by State law for any given calendar year have already been utilized in the
year in which the Initiative becomes effective, this General Plan amendment shall be the
first amendment inserted into the Napa County General Plan on January I of the next
year; and (2) the provisions of Section 4 of the Initiative are hereby inserted into the Napa
County Code as an amendment thereof. Upon the effective date of this Initiative, any
provisions of the County Code or of any other County ofNapa ordinance or resolution
that are inconsistent with the General Plan amendments and County Code amendments
adopted by this Initiative shall not be enforced in a manner inconsistent with this
Initiative-

Interim Amendments: The date that the notice of intention to circulate this lnitiative
was submitted to the elections official of the County ofNapa is referenced herein as the
"submittal date." The Napa County General Plan in effect on the submittal date as
amended by this Initiative comprises an integrated, internally consistent, and compatible
statement of policies for the County of Napa. In order to ensure that nothing in this
Initiative measure would prevent the General Plan from being an integrated, internally
consistent, and compatible statement of the policies of the County, as required by State
law, and to ensure that the actíons of the voters in enacting this Initiativeare givên effect,
any amendment or update to the General Plan that is adopted between the submittal date
and the date that the General Plan is amended by this Initiative measure shall, to the
extent that such interim-enacted provision is inconsistent with the General Plan
provisions adopted by this Initiative, be amended as soon as possible to ensure
consistency between the provisions adopted by this Initiative and other provisions of the
General Plan. Likewise, any amendment to the County Code that is adopted between the
submittal date and the date that the County Code is amended by this Initiative shall, to the
extent that such interim-enacted provision is inconsistent with the County Code
provisions adopted by this Initiative, be amended as soon as possible to ensure
consistency between the provisions adopted by this tnitiative and other provisions of the
County Code.

Other County Ordinances and Policies: The County of Napa is hereby authorized to
amend the County of Napa General Plan, all specific or communþ plans, the County
Code, including the Zoning Code, and other ordinances, polices and plans, including
climate action plans, affected by this Initiative as soon as possible as necessary to ensure
consistency between the provisions adopted in this Initiative and other sections of the
General Plan, specific or community plans, the county code, including the zon

16 
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C. The provisions of this Initiative shall not be applicable to any person or entity that has
obtained, as of the effective date of this Initiative, a vested right, pursuant to State law, to 
undertake any activities that would be prohibited by this Initiative.

SECTION?: IMPLEMENTATION

A. Effective Date: This Initiative shall take effect as provided in the California Elections 
Code. Upon the effective date of this Initiative: (I) the provisions of Sections 3 and 5 of 
the Initiative are hereby inserted into the Napa County General Plan, as an amendment 
thereof; except that if the four amendments of the mandatory elements of the General 
Plan permitted by State law for any given calendar year have already been utilized in the 
year in which the Initiative becomes effective, this General Plan amendment shall be the 
first amendment inserted into the Napa County General Plan on January 1 of the next 
year; and (2) the provisions of Section 4 of the Initiative are hereby inserted into the Napa 
County Code as an amendment thereof. Upon the effective date of this Initiative, any 
provisions of the County Code or of any other County of Napa ordinance or resolution 
that are inconsistent with the General Plan amendments and County Code amendments 
adopted by this Initiative shall not be enforced in a manner inconsistent with this 
Initiative.

B. Interim Amendments: The date that the notice of intention to circulate this Initiative 
was submitted to the elections official of the County of Napa is referenced herein as the 
“submittal date.” The Napa County General Plan in effect on the submittal date as 
amended by this Initiative comprises an integrated, internally consistent, and compatible 
statement of policies for the County of Napa. In order to ensure that nothing in this 
Initiative measure would prevent the General Plan from being an integrated, internally 
consistent, and compatible statement of the policies of the County, as required by State 
law, and to ensure that the actions of the voters in enacting this Initiative are given effect, 
any amendment or update to the General Plan that is adopted between the submittal date 
and the date that the General Plan is amended by this Initiative measure shall, to the 
extent that such interim-enacted provision is inconsistent with the General Plan 
provisions adopted by this Initiative, be amended as soon as possible to ensure 
consistency between the provisions adopted by this Initiative and other provisions of the 
General Plan. Likewise, any amendment to the County Code that is adopted between the 
submittal date and the date that the County Code is amended by this Initiative shall, to the 
extent that such interim-enacted provision is inconsistent with the County Code 
provisions adopted by this Initiative, be amended as soon as possible to ensure 
consistency between the provisions adopted by this Initiative and other provisions of the 
County Code.

C. Other County Ordinances and Policies: The County of Napa is hereby authorized to 
amend the County of Napa General Plan, all specific or community plans, the County 
Code, including the Zoning Code, and other ordinances, polices and plans, including 
climate action plans, affected by this Initiative as soon as possible as necessary to ensure 
consistency between the provisions adopted in this Initiative and other sections of the 
General Plan, specific or community plans, the County Code, including the Zoning Code,
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and other County ordinances, policies, and plans.

D. Reorganization: The General Plan and County Code may be reorganized or readopted
in different format, and individual provisions may be renumbered'oi reordered, in the
course of ongoing updates of the General Plan and County Code, provided that the
provisions of Section 3 of this Initiative shall remain in the Generàl plan, and the
provisions of Section 4 of this Initiative shall remain in the County Code, unless çarlier
repealed or amended by vote of the people of the County.

E- Implementing Ordinances: The Board of Supervisors is authorized,after a duly noticed
public hearing, to adopt implementing ordinances, guidelines, rules, and/or regulätions,
as necessary, to further the puqposes of this Initiative.

F. Enforcement and Defense of Initiative: The Board of Supervisors shall take all steps
reasonably necessary to enforce this Initiative and to defend it against any challengr to itt
validity.

G. Project Approvals: Upon the effective date of this Initiative, the County and its
departments, boards, commissions, officers, and employees shall not takè any action
which is inconsistent with this Initiative.

SECTION 8: SEYERABILITY AND INTERPRE,TATION

This Initiative shall be interpreted so as to be consistent with all applicable federal, State, and
County laws, rules, and regulations. If any section, subsection, paragraph, subparagraph,
sentence, clause, phrase, part, or portion of this Initiative is held to be invalid or unconstitutional
by a final judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not aflect the
validity of the remaining portions of this Initiative. The voters hereby declare that this Initiative,
and each section, subsection, paragraph, subparagraph, sentence, cla-use, phrase, part, or portion
thereof would have been adopted or passed even if one or more sections,ìubsections,
paragraphs, subparagraphs, sentences, clauses, phrases, parts, or portions are declared invalid or
unconstitutional. If any provision of this Initiative is held invalid as applied to any person or
circumstance, such invalidity shall not affect any application of this Iniiiative thatcãn be given
effect without the invalid application. Any singular term shall include the plural and any f,turatterm shall include the singular. All references to County and State code sections shall meãn
those code sections, including any amendments, in effect at the time of their application. The
title and captions of the various sections in this Initiative are for convenienc" å.td o.gunization
only, and are not intended to be referred to in construing the provisions of this Initiaiive. The
provisions of this Initiative shall be liberally interpreted in order to give effect to its purposes.

SECTION 9: CONFLICTING LAW

A. In the event that this measure and another measure or measures relating to tree removal in
specified locations in the County of Napa near streams and wetlands oito oak removal or
remediation shall appear on the same County election ballot, the provisions of these other
measures shall be deemed to be in conflict with this measure. In the event that rreggfgp
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and other County ordinances, policies, and plans.

D. Reorganization: The General Plan and County Code may be reorganized or readopted 
in different format, and individual provisions may be renumbered or reordered, in the 
course of ongoing updates of the General Plan and County Code, provided that the 
provisions of Section 3 of this Initiative shall remain in the General Plan, and the 
provisions of Section 4 of this Initiative shall remain in the County Code, unless earlier 
repealed or amended by vote of the people of the County.

E. Implementing Ordinances: The Board of Supervisors is authorized, after a duly noticed 
public hearing, to adopt implementing ordinances, guidelines, rules, and/or regulations, 
as necessary, to further the purposes of this Initiative.

F. Enforcement and Defense of Initiative: The Board of Supervisors shall take all steps 
reasonably necessary to enforce this Initiative and to defend it against any challenge to its 
validity.

G. Project Approvals: Upon the effective date of this Initiative, the County and its 
departments, boards, commissions, officers, and employees shall not take any action 
which is inconsistent with this Initiative.

SECTION 8: SEVERABILITY AND INTERPRETATION

This Initiative shall be interpreted so as to be consistent with all applicable federal. State, and 
County laws, rules, and regulations. If any section, subsection, paragraph, subparagraph, 
sentence, clause, phrase, part, or portion of this Initiative is held to be invalid or unconstitutional 
by a final judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the 
validity of the remaining portions of this Initiative. The voters hereby declare that this Initiative, 
and each section, subsection, paragraph, subparagraph, sentence, clause, phrase, part, or portion 
thereof would have been adopted or passed even if one or more sections, subsections, 
paragraphs, subparagraphs, sentences, clauses, phrases, parts, or portions are declared invalid or 
unconstitutional. If any provision of this Initiative is held invalid as applied to any person or 
circumstance, such invalidity shall not affect any application of this Initiative that can be given 
effect without the invalid application. Any singular term shall include the plural and any plural 
term shall include the singular. All references to County and State code sections shall mean 
those code sections, including any amendments, in effect at the time of their application. The 
title and captions of the various sections in this Initiative are for convenience and organization 
only, and are not intended to be referred to in construing the provisions of this Initiative. The 
provisions of this Initiative shall be liberally interpreted in order to give effect to its purposes.

SECTION 9: CONFLICTING LAW

A. In the event that this measure and another measure or measures relating to tree removal in 
specified locations in the County of Napa near streams and wetlands or to oak removal or 
remediation shall appear on the same County election ballot, the provisions of these other 
measures shall be deemed to be in conflict with this measure. In the event that mop
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one such measure passes and this measure shall receive a greater number of affirmative
votes, the provisions of this measure shall prevail in their entirety, and the provisions of
the other measure or measures shall be null and void in their entírety. In the event that
more than one such measure passes and the other measure or measures shall receive a
greater number of afFrrmative votes than this measure, the following rules shall apply: if
more than one such measure passes, then both measures shall go into eflect "*""p to tfr"
extent that particular provisions of one measure are in direct, irreconcilable conflict with. particular provisions of another measure. tn that event, as to those conflicting provisions
only, the provisions of the measure which received the most votes shall pt"uuit.

B- If this measure is approved by the voters but superseded by any other conflicting ballot
measure approved by more voters at the same election, and the conflicting balloi measure
is later held invalid, it is the intent of the voters that this measure shall be selÊexecuting
and shall be given the full force of law.

SECTION 10: AMEIIü)MENT OR REPEAL

Except as otherwise provided herein, this Initiative may be amended or repealed only by the
voters ofNapa County.

932838.2
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one such measure passes and this measure shall receive a greater number of affirmative 
votes, the provisions of this measure shall prevail in their entirety, and the provisions of 
the other measure or measures shall be null and void in their entirety. In the event that 
more than one such measure passes and the other measure or measures shall receive a 
greater number of affirmative votes than this measure, the following rules shall apply: if 
more than one such measure passes, then both measures shall go into effect except to the 
extent that particular provisions of one measure are in direct, irreconcilable conflict with 
particular provisions of another measure. In that event, as to those conflicting provisions 
only, the provisions of the measure which received the most votes shall prevail.

B. If this measure is approved by the voters but superseded by any other conflicting ballot
measure approved by more voters at the same election, and the conflicting ballot measure 
is later held invalid, it is the intent of the voters that this measure shall be self-executing 
and shall be given the full force of law.

SECTION 10: AMENDMENT OR REPEAL

Except as otherwise provided herein, this Initiative may be amended or repealed only by the
voters of Napa County.

932838.2
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Mike Hackett
282 S. White Cottage Rd.

Angwin, CA 94508

October 5,2017

Via Hand Delivery

John Tuteur
Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk
Napa County

Re: Proposed Napa Counlv Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018

Dear Mr. Tuteur:

Enclosed for filing pursuant to the California Elections Code are an original
and one copy of the following documents: (1) a Notice of Intention to Circutate Petiti,on
('l'[otice"); (2) a proposed initiative measure for the cou¡ty ofNapa; and (3) an
acknowledgment of Elections Code section 18650. Please file-stamp each page ofthe
enclosed copies of these documents and refurn the file-stamped copies to me at the above
address. Two supporters of the proposed initiative have signed the Notice pursuant to
Elections Code Section 9103.

Ple1le ask the County Counsel to prepare a ballot title, preferably
" NA6 etr^nr qrÈ.y€køltËD AdD oÈK uoog¿{rrb 

-flitB.nop 
wt,ftftÍtvË 0F 26tg

and a surnmary ofthe initiative.
-fi

If you, the County Counsel, or any other County staff have any questions
about any portion of the initiative, please do not hesitate to contact me. You may also
contact our attomey, Robert "Perl" Perlmutter, of Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP at
(41s) ss2-7272.

Thank you for your attention to this mat[er. Again, plêase call if you have
any questions regarding this initiative.

FãLED
Napa CountY

Assessor-Recorder-CountY Cktt
Elcction Division

Enclosures
F.
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Mike Hackett 
282 S. White Cottage Rd. 

Angwin, CA 94508

October 5,2017

Via Hand Delivery

John Tuteur
Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk 
Napa County

Re: Proposed Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018

Dear Mr. Tuteur:

Enclosed for filing pursuant to the California Elections Code are an original 
and one copy of the following documents: (1) a Notice of Intention to Circulate Petition 
(“Notice”); (2) a proposed initiative measure for the County of Napa; and (3) an 
acknowledgment of Elections Code section 18650. Please file-stamp each page of the 
enclosed copies of these documents and return the file-stamped copies to me at the above 
address. Two supporters of the proposed initiative have signed the Notice pursuant to 
Elections Code Section 9103.

Please ask the County Counsel to prepare a ballot title, preferably 
“ NAfiNtccJdrV'OA-K iOaOSLA^b MlTlkTWE Of- 2-018 V?

and a summary of the initiative.

If you, the County Counsel, or any other County staff have any questions 
about any portion of the initiative, please do not hesitate to contact me. You may also 
contact our attorney, Robert “Perl” Perlmutter, of Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP at 
(415) 552-7272.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Again, please call if you have 
any questions regarding this initiative.

FILED
Napa County

Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk 
Election Division

Enclosures

Deputy



34

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO CIRCULATE PETITION

Notice is hereby given by the persons whose names appear hereon of their intention to circulate
the petition \¡¡ithin the County of Napa for the purpose of protecting the County's oak woodlands
and watersheds and preserving forests and tree canopy along County streams and wetlands
within the Agricultural Watershed. A statement of the reasons for the proposed action as
contemplated in the petition is as follows:

a Natural areas along streams and wetlands play a critical role in preserving County water
qualþ, reducing water pollution, alleviating flooding, and providing habitat for fish and
wildlife. These important functions can be impaired by development and deforestation.
This Initiative helps preserve these areas by establishing water quality buffer zones along
streams and wetlands in the Agricultural 'Watershed zoning district where forests and tree
canopy are protected.

a Napa County's oak trees and oak woodlands define its scenic landscape and provide
valuable recreational, ecological, and economic benefits to the County; such as reducing
soil erosion, protecting watersheds and water quality, providing habitat for diverse plant
and wildlife species, and moderating temperature extremes and climate change. The
County's oak populations, however, are threatened by development, deforestation, fire
and pathogens such as Sudden Oak Death. This Initiative helps ensure the long-term
conservation of oak trees a¡rd oak woodlands within the Agricultural 'Watershed zoning
district.

a Fifty years ago, County leaders and residents c¿ìme together to establish important
protections to safegua¡d the County's Agricultural Preserve for firture generatibns. This
Initiative is intended to complement the legacy of those visionaries and establish
important protections for the County's Agricultural Watershed. These protections are
necessary to help provide a sustainable future for Napa

/fl,ú
Printed name:
Address:
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO CIRCULATE PETITION

Notice is hereby given by the persons whose names appear hereon of their intention to circulate 
the petition within the County of Napa for the purpose of protecting the County’s oak woodlands 
and watersheds and preserving forests and tree canopy along County streams and wetlands 
within the Agricultural Watershed. A statement of the reasons for the proposed action as 
contemplated in the petition is as follows:

• Natural areas along streams and wetlands play a critical role in preserving County water 
quality, reducing water pollution, alleviating flooding, and providing habitat for fish and 
wildlife. These important functions can be impaired by development and deforestation. 
This Initiative helps preserve these areas by establishing water quality buffer zones along 
streams and wetlands in the Agricultural Watershed zoning district where forests and tree 
canopy are protected.

• Napa County’s oak trees and oak woodlands define its scenic landscape and provide 
valuable recreational, ecological, and economic benefits to the County, such as reducing 
soil erosion, protecting watersheds and water quality, providing habitat for diverse plant 
and wildlife species, and moderating temperature extremes and climate change. The 
County’s oak populations, however, are threatened by development, deforestation, fire 
and pathogens such as Sudden Oak Death. This Initiative helps ensure the long-term 
conservation of oak trees and oak woodlands within the Agricultural Watershed zoning 
district.

• Fifty years ago. County leaders and residents came together to establish important 
protections to safeguard the County’s Agricultural Preserve for future generations. This 
Initiative is intended to complement the legacy of those visionaries and establish 
important protections for the County’s Agricultural Watershed. These protections are 
necessary to help provide a sustainable future for Napa County.

(signature) , — (signature)
Printed name: Af/Kfc? Printed name:
Address: Z^2_ f Cj 9fv4t?tr ^T) Address: /yip <2-cA,
_________

FILED
Napa County

Assessoi'-Recorder-County Cleik 
Election Division
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TITLE: AI.{ INITIATIVE AMENDING THE NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAIY
Ar\D ZONTNG CODE By (1) CREATTNG \ryATER QUALITY BUFFTR
ZONES WITHIN TIIE AGRICI]LTURAL WATERSHED ZONING
DISTRICT AND RESTRICTING TREE REMOVAL \ilITHIN THOSE
ZONES; (2) STRENGTI{ENING OAK REMOVAL REMEDIATION
STANDARDS; AI\D (3) ESTABLISHING A PERMIT PROGRAM FoR
OAK TREE REMOVAL ONCE 795 ACRES OF OAK WOODLAND HAVE
BEEN REMOVED

SUMMARY: This initiative, if enacted, will amend the Napa County General Plan and Zoning
Code to do the following:

1. create rwater oualitv Buffer Zones along streams and wetlands on parcels
greater than one acre within the Agricultural Watershed (AW) zoning district, and
restrict tree removal within these zones.

The following setbacks would constitute buffer 
"on"r' 

between 25-lZS feet from
top-of-bank of any class I, II or III stream, as defined, and within 150 feet of any
wetland.
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2. Inqlude Exceptions to the tree removal prohibition, including exceptions for:
removing downed and dead trees; firebreaks; averting imminenfthreaf to health
and safety; replanting within the footprint of vineyards approved prior to the
effective date of the initiative; property within the county's affordable housing
overlay district; residential housing projects whose approval is necessary to
comply with state law; permitted access roads, septic or wastewater systems,
water wells, water resources and storage facilities, solar energy systems, electric
vehicle charging stations, telecommunications towers, pedestrian, bicycle, or
equestrian trails, flood control projects, or stream crossings; within I i feet of
centerline of driveways serving legally existing or proposed structures; recorded
utility right-of-ways; lands owned by public agenciesjpursuant to federal, state
or local order preserving or restoring wildlife habitat, alleviating hazardous
conditions, or abating public nuisances; within 150 feet from existing or permitted
residences or structures.

3. Establish oak Removal Remediation requiring on-site replacement of lost
oaks trees or oak woodlands, or pennanent preservation of cómparable habitat, at
a minimum 3:1 ratio for activities on AW zoned lands greater than one acre, with
limited exceptions. where infeasible, requires purchasã of a conservation
easement or payment of inlieu fees sufficient to provide permanent preservation
of comparable oaks at a 3:l ratio.

Establish oak Removal Limit of 795 acres and require the County to track all
woodlands removed within the AW district after september 1,2017. once
limit is reached, prohibit further removal, except upòn issuance of a permit.
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TITLE: AN INITIATIVE AMENDING THE NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
AND ZONING CODE BY (1) CREATING WATER QUALITY BUFFER 
ZONES WITHIN THE AGRICULTURAL WATERSHED ZONING 
DISTRICT AND RESTRICTING TREE REMOVAL WITHIN THOSE 
ZONES; (2) STRENGTHENING OAK REMOVAL REMEDIATION 
STANDARDS; AND (3) ESTABLISHING A PERMIT PROGRAM FOR 
OAK TREE REMOVAL ONCE 795 ACRES OF OAK WOODLAND HAVE 
BEEN REMOVED

SUMMARY: This initiative, if enacted, will amend the Napa County General Plan and Zoning 
Code to do the following:

1. Create Water Quality Buffer Zones along streams and wetlands on parcels 
greater than one acre within the Agricultural Watershed (AW) zoning district, and 
restrict tree removal within these zones.

The following setbacks would constitute buffer zones: between 25-125 feet from 
top-of-bank of any Class I, II or III stream, as defined, and within 150 feet of any 
wetland.

2. Include Exceptions to the tree removal prohibition, including exceptions for: 
removing downed and dead trees; firebreaks; averting imminent threat to health 
and safety; replanting within the footprint of vineyards approved prior to the 
effective date of the initiative; property within the County’s affordable housing 
overlay district; residential housing projects whose approval is necessary to 
comply with state law; permitted access roads, septic or wastewater systems, 
water wells, water resources and storage facilities, solar energy systems, electric 
vehicle charging stations, telecommunications towers, pedestrian, bicycle, or 
equestrian trails, flood control projects, or stream crossings; within 11 feet of 
centerline of driveways serving legally existing or proposed structures; recorded 
utility right-of-ways; lands owned by public agencies; pursuant to federal, state 
or local order preserving or restoring wildlife habitat, alleviating hazardous 
conditions, or abating public nuisances; within 150 feet from existing or permitted 
residences or structures.

3. Establish Oak Removal Remediation requiring on-site replacement of lost 
oaks trees or oak woodlands, or permanent preservation of comparable habitat, at 
a minimum 3:1 ratio for activities on AW zoned lands greater than one acre, with 
limited exceptions. Where infeasible, requires purchase of a conservation 
easement or payment of in-lieu fees sufficient to provide permanent preservation 
of comparable oaks at a 3:1 ratio.

4. Establish Oak Removal Limit of 795 acres and require the County to track all 
woodlands removed within the AW district after September 1, 2017. Once

the limit is reached, prohibit further removal, except upon issuance of a permit.

1
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5. Establish Permit Program for removal of any oak tree five inches or greater in
diameter; removing more than 10 oaks on a parcel within 12 months requires use
permit approval. Permits may be issued only if the County makes certain
specified findings, or to avoid a violation of the law. Permits must require
compliance with established remediation measures and ensure retention of at least
90% ofthe oak canopy cover on the affected parcel unless county finds it is
infeasible.

6. Penalties. Violations may be proseouted as a misdemeanor and are subject to
maximum penalties established for Code violations, plus the value of unlawfutly
removed oak trees and remediation.

FILED
- Napa Coru¡tv

Assessor.RccorderCórnty CteÎt
EtecfioTr Division
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5. Establish Permit Program for removal of any oak tree five inches or greater in 
diameter; removing more than 10 oaks on a parcel within 12 months requires use 
permit approval. Permits may be issued only if the County makes certain 
specified findings, or to avoid a violation of the law. Permits must require 
compliance with established remediation measures and ensure retention of at least 
90% of the oak canopy cover on the affected parcel unless County finds it is 
infeasible.

6. Penalties. Violations may be prosecuted as a misdemeanor and are subject to 
maximum penalties established for Code violations, plus the value of unlawfully 
removed oak trees and remediation.

FILED
Asscssor-llucordur-Counlv Ckrt:

Napa County

By:

2
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A Tradition of Stewardsh¡p
A Comm¡tmBnt to Service

Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk
Election Division

1127 1'1St, Suite E
Napa, CA 94559-2922

(707) 2534321
Fax: (707) 2534390

JOHN TUIEUR
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS

Receipt of Title and Summary

Napa County Elections Division acknowledges receipt of the following Amended Title and Summary:

Ûupc. 0-run+v
tvr\itc,-"1-tv'¿ eÇ(

\ficttershøl anò, bcLu- uooc]icr
ZDIB fB-t Varsic¡

Name of Person Delivering Title and Summary: Sue Ingalls

Date delivered: October 17,20!B FILEÐ
. NapaCourtv

.rusessor_Recordcr-Cúng 
Cle,*

John Tuteur, Registrar of Voters
I t7

Received

(or Deputy)

Receipt of Title and Summary acknowledged

Date: October 77,2018

ame
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Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk 
Election Division

A Tradition ot Stewardship 
A Commitment to Service

1127 1s1 St, Suite E 
Napa, CA 94559-2922

(707) 253-4321 
Fax: (707) 253-4390

JOHN TUTEUR 
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS

Receipt of Title and Summary

Napa County Elections Division acknowledges receipt of the following Amended Title and Summary:

Name of Petition: CjJXtfvW av\d baM- \)joorhaY'Sa VvU'i ("NTTO'O
lY\\ViC'-tiv-e. 20\IB Vfe-7S\cr^

Name of Person Delivering Title and Summary: Sue Ingalls

Date delivered: October 17, 2018

John Tuteur, Registrar of Voters

FILED
Napa County

Assessor-RccordCT-CoujKy CJerfc 
Election nivisiou

Receipt of Title and Summary acknowledged by

Date: October 17, 2018
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Â Tradltlon of Stswardshlp
A Commitment to Service

NAPA COUNTY COUNSËL

I 195 Third Street, Suite 301
Napa, CA 94559-3092
wwucoungofnapa.org

Main: (707) 2534521
Fax (707) 259-8220

Minh G. Tran
County Counsel

MEMORANDUM

As requested, please find enclosed the Ballot Title and Summary for the above-referenced initiative. As
you know the next step is for the proponents to be given a copy of the Ballot Title and Summary and
instructed to publish same in the manner required by the Elections Code provisions reproduced below.l
Please advise if you need anything turther. 

FILED
Napa.County

A¡sessor-Recorder-Corrrty Ctert
Election Division

n11ut/

1 
S 9105. Baltot title and summary by county counsel

(a) The county elections ofücial dhall immediately transmit a copy of any proposed measure to the county counsel. Within 15 days after the
proposed measure is liled, the county counsel shall provide and retum to the county elections official a bâllot title and summary ior the
proposed measure. The ballot title may differ from any other title ofthe proposed .easu.e and shall express in 500 words or less the
purpose of the proposed measure. In providing the ballot title, the county counsel shall give a true and impartial statement of the purpose of
the proposed measure in such language that the ballot title shalt neither be an argumenLnor be likely to cieate prejudíce, for or against the
proposed measure.
(b) The county elections ofücial shall fumish a copy of the ballot title and summary to the proponents of the proposed meæure. få¿
proponenls shøll, príor to the ci¡culation o¡the pailíon, pubtÍsh the Not¡ce of Inttention, and tle ballot title ønd sammary of the
proposed meøsure in ø newspaper of generol cìrcalalion publìshed Ín that counly, andJile proof ofpublìcatÍon with the-eoinþ electìons
ofJÍciaL
(c) The ballot title and summary prepared by the county counsel shall appear upon each section ofthe petition, above the text ofthe
proposed measure and across the top ofeach page ofthe petition on which signatures are to appear, in ioman boldface type not smalter than
l2-point. The ballot title and summary shall be clearly separated from the text of the measure. The text of the measure tlttult Ur printed in
type not smaller than I point.
The heading of the proposed measure shall be in substantially the following form:
Initiative Measure To Be Submitted Directly to the Voters
The countycgunselhaspreparedthefollowingtitleandsummaryofthechiefpurposeandpointsoftheproposedmeasure:
(Here set forth the title and summary prepared by the county counsel. This titleanà summa¡y must also U" piint.A across the top of each
page ofthe petition whereon signatures are to appear.)

S 9108. Circulation of petition
The proponents may comm,ence to circulate the petitions among the voters ofthe county for signatures by any registered voter ofthe
cotrnty aflet pablÎcolìon of the títle and summaty prepøred by the county counsel. Eøch section of the petitionlhall bear a copy of the
notice o;f ìntention, and the title and summary prepøred by the eounty counsel.

To: John Tuteur, Registrar of Voters From: Minh C. Tran, County Counsel

Date: October 17,2017 ù k-
tcl

Re $ùa*¿rsh¿rr

NAPA COUNTY COUNSEL

A Tradition of Stewardship 
A Commitment to Service

1195 Third Street, Suite 301 
Napa, CA 94559-3092 

www.countyofnapa.org

Main: (707) 253-4521 
Fax: (707) 259-8220

Mirth C. Tran 
County Counsel

MEMORANDUM

To: John Tuteur, Registrar of Voters From: Minh C. Tran, County Counsel

Date: October 17, 2017 Re; WcbtersVrect Mf
________________________________________________ '-W kc-Uon ^ntha-V^K o{ 1 ft (s.<^ Vt. r-3io* n

As requested, please find enclosed the Ballot Title and Summary for the above-referenced initiative. As 
you know the next step is for the proponents to be given a copy of the Ballot Title and Summary and 
instructed to publish same in the manner required by the Elections Code provisions reproduced below.1 
Please advise if you need anything further.

FILED
Napa County

Assessor-Rccordcr-Cmmty Cleik 
Election Division

1 § 9105. Ballot title and summary by county counsel
(a) The county elections official shall immediately transmit a copy of any proposed measure to the county counsel. Within 15 days after the 
proposed measure is filed, the county counsel shall provide and return to the county elections official a ballot title and summary for the 
proposed measure. The ballot title may differ from any other title of the proposed measure and shall express in 500 words or less the 
purpose of the proposed measure. In providing the ballot title, the county counsel shall give a true and impartial statement of the purpose of 
the proposed measure in such language that the ballot title shall neither be an argument, nor be likely to create prejudice, for or against the 
proposed measure.
(b) The county elections official shall furnish a copy of the ballot title and summary to the proponents of the proposed measure. The 
proponents shall, prior to the circulation of the petition, publish the Notice of Intention, and the ballot title and summary of the 
proposed measure in a newspaper of general circulation published in that county, and fde proof ofpublication with the county elections 
official.
(c) The ballot title and summary prepared by the county counsel shall appear upon each section of the petition, above the text of the 
proposed measure and across the top of each page of the petition on which signatures are to appear, in roman boldface type not smaller than 
12-point. The ballot title and summary shall be clearly separated from the text of the measure. The text of the measure shall be printed in 
type not smaller than 8 point.
The heading of the proposed measure shall be in substantially the following form:
Initiative Measure To Be Submitted Directly to the Voters
The county counsel has prepared the following title and summary of the chief purpose and points of the proposed measure:
(Here set forth the title and summary prepared by the county counsel. This title and summary must also be printed across the top of each 
page of the petition whereon signatures are to appear.)

§ 9108. Circulation of petition
The proponents may commence to circulate the petitions among the voters of the county for signatures by any registered voter of the 
county after publication of the title and summary prepared by the county counsel. Each section of the petition shall bear a copy of the 
notice of intention, and the title and summary prepared by the county counsel.
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MEASURE C

IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS BY THE NAPA COUNTY C

Measure "C" amends the Napa County General Plan and Zoning Ordinance to establish o'water

qualify buffer zones" on parcels greater than one acre within the Agricultural V/atershed (AW)
zoning district and would limit tree removal, including both oak and non-oak species, within
those zones. The buffer zones would extend between 25 to 125 feet from the top-of-the-bank of
any Class I, II, or III stream, as defined, and within 150 feet of any wetland. Tree removal
associated with replanting grape vines within the footprint of vineyards approved before the
Measure's effective date would be permitted.

Measure C requires on-site replacement of lost oak trees or oak woodlands, or pemanent
preservation of comparable habítat, at a minimum 3:1 ratio for activities on AW zoned lands
greater than one acre, with limited exceptions. Where infeasible, purchase of a conservation
easement or payment of in-lieu fees sufficient to provide peimanent preservation of comparable
oaks at a 3:l ratio would be required

Measure C establishes an "Oak Removal Limit," such that when a cumulative total of 795 acres

of oak woodlands are romoved in AW zones, as measured from September I,2017, filrther
removal of oak woodland would be subject to a permitting process. Oak tree removal is defined
to include "intentional burning" that would count toward the Limit. Oaks destroyed by fires
caused by natural phenomena, by backfires set by state or federal agencies, or removed at the
direction of CalFire would not count towards this Limit. It is unclear whether trees removed due

to fires resulting from other causes would count toward the Limit.

Once the Limit is reached, permits are required for removal of oak trees five inches or greater in
diameter. Permits may be issued in the circumstances set forth in the next paragraph or where
removal is necessary to ensure that agricultural use of parcels greater than 160 acres remain
economically viable.

Measure C establishes exceptions to the rules on tree removal in the buffer zones that include ,
but are not limited to, removing downed and dead trees, adhering to State and County
requirements for firebreaks, averting imminent th¡eat to health and safety, for development or
maintenance of access roads, septic or wastewater systems, water wells, water resources and

storage facilities; on land owned by a public agency; within 1 I feet of the centerline of
driveways ; and within 150 feet of a lawful residence or other structure. These exceptions also

apply to oak removal after the Limit is reached. Oak removal permits must ensure retention of at
least 90% of the affected oak canopy unless infeasible and, for agricultural uses or ne\Ã/

structures, must include remediation measures.

Effect on Existing Law: Napa County's existing conservation regulations provide stream

setback requirements which differ from the buffer zone setbacks of Measure C in their definition
of streams and in the types of uses allowed within the setbacks, Where there is a conflict with
respect to tree removal, Measure C contemplates that the more restrictive regime would control.

N.'ipi! County
Assessor-Recordcr-Cowrty Cteit 

lileciio:! Division

MEASURE C

IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS BY THE NAPA COUNTY COliftSEfc

Measure “C” amends the Napa County General Plan and Zoning Ordinance to establish “water 
qualify buffer zones” on parcels greater than one acre within the Agricultural Watershed (AW) 
zoning district and would limit tree removal, including both oak and non-oak species, within 
those zones. The buffer zones would extend between 25 to 125 feet from the top-of-the-bank of 
any Class I, II, or III stream, as defined, and within 150 feet of any wetland. Tree removal 
associated with replanting grape vines within the footprint of vineyards approved before the 
Measure’s effective date would be permitted.

Measure C requires on-site replacement of lost oak trees or oak woodlands, or permanent 
preservation of comparable habitat, at a minimum 3:1 ratio for activities on AW zoned lands 
greater than one acre, with limited exceptions. Where infeasible, purchase of a conservation 
easement or payment of in-lieu fees sufficient to provide permanent preservation of comparable 
oaks at a 3:1 ratio would be required.

Measure C establishes an “Oak Removal Limit,” such that when a cumulative total of 795 acres 
of oak woodlands are removed in AW zones, as measured from September 1, 2017, further 
removal of oak woodland would be subject to a permitting process. Oak tree removal is defined 
to include “intentional burning” that would count toward the Limit. Oaks destroyed by fires 
caused by natural phenomena, by backfires set by state or federal agencies, or removed at the 
direction of CalFire would not count towards this Limit. It is unclear whether trees removed due 
to fires resulting from other causes would count toward the Limit.

Once the Limit is reached, permits are required for removal of oak trees five inches or greater in 
diameter. Permits may be issued in the circumstances set forth in the next paragraph or where 
removal is necessary to ensure that agricultural use of parcels greater than 160 acres remain 
economically viable.

Measure C establishes exceptions to the rules on tree removal in the buffer zones that include , 
but are not limited to, removing downed and dead trees, adhering to State and County 
requirements for firebreaks, averting imminent threat to health and safety, for development or 
maintenance of access roads, septic or wastewater systems, water wells, water resources and 
storage facilities; on land owned by a public agency; within 11 feet of the centerline of 
driveways ; and within 150 feet of a lawful residence or other structure. These exceptions also 
apply to oak removal after the Limit is reached. Oak removal permits must ensure retention of at 
least 90% of the affected oak canopy unless infeasible and, for agricultural uses or new 
structures, must include remediation measures.

Effect on Existing Law: Napa County’s existing conservation regulations provide stream 
setback requirements which differ from the buffer zone setbacks of Measure C in their definition 
of streams and in the types of uses allowed within the setbacks. Where there is a conflict with 
respect to tree removal, Measure C contemplates that the more restrictive regime would control.
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A YES VOTE MEANS you want to amend the General Plan/zoning regulations to establish the
above described buffer zones and to establish the regulatory framework with respect to the
removal of oak trees and oak woodlands.

A NO VOTE MEANS you do not want to amend the General Plan/zoning regulations to
establish the above described buffer zones and to establish the regulatory framework with respect
to the removal of oak trees and oak woodlands.

Jeffrey M. Richard
Acting County Counsel

FgLËÐ
Napa Corntv

./lssessor-ltecorderCcnx*v C¡e¡t
Elec¡iln Ðh,ision
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A YES VOTE MEANS you want to amend the General Plan/zoning regulations to establish the 
above described buffer zones and to establish the regulatory framework with respect to the 
removal of oak trees and oak woodlands.

A NO VOTE MEANS you do not want to amend the General Plan/zoning regulations to 
establish the above described buffer zones and to establish the regulatory framework with respect 
to the removal of oak trees and oak woodlands.

Jeffrey M. Richard 
Acting County Counsel

Napo County
Asscssor-licwrder-County Cferfc 

Btecrfoo revision
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BULLETIN 
Subject: NVV and Environmental Leaders Collaborate to Protect Woodlands and Watershed 

Date: September 5, 2017 

NVV is collaborating with local environmental leaders in support of a ballot initiative that will protect oak woodlands 

and the local watershed. 

The Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018 establishes enhanced water 

quality buffer zones and oak woodland protections in the Ag Watershed, without overburdening responsible 

property owners. 

The initiative has been filed with the County Clerk’s office for the June 2018 ballot. It comes following several 

months of thoughtful discussions and compromise between our leadership and Mike Hackett and Jim Wilson, co-

authors of last year’s similar initiative effort that did not qualify for the ballot due to a legal technicality. NVV actively 

opposed the 2016 proposal, which lacked industry input. 

What Will the Initiative Accomplish? 

Together, we identified common ground to enhance environmental protections in the Ag Watershed (AW): 

• Water Quality Buffer Zones: Compromise on buffer zones around creeks and streams in the AW was 
achieved by looking back at 2004’s Measure P, a stream setback ordinance championed by NVV and other 
industry partners. The new initiative will expand the definition of watercourses subject to stream setbacks by 
utilizing common stream classification definitions, compared to the county’s current unique definition. Class 
2 streams will have a 75’ setback and Class 3 streams will have a 25’ setback. Presently, setbacks are 35’ 
to 150’ based on slope.  

• Oak Woodland Protection: Compromise on oak woodland preservation includes a new mitigation ratio for 
removal of oaks of 3:1, rather than the existing 2:1.  A qualified professional must prepare the mitigation plan 
and at least 80 percent of the replanted trees must survive at least five years. The initiative does not include 
a new permit process for removal of oaks. 

• General Plan Projections Used to Limit Future Oak Woodland Removal: The joint initiative proposes a 
limit on oak woodland acreage that can be removed within the AW. The limit is based on the amount of oak 

ss napa valley vintners



45

2

woodland removal associated with vineyard development envisioned through the lifetime of the current Napa 
County General Plan in 2030.  With limited exceptions, further removal of oak trees above this limit would be 
precluded after that date, unless voters decided to increase it. Future vineyards could be developed in the 
same manner as now, provided this development didn’t involve further removal of oak woodlands.  

It’s important to note that the initiative is forward-looking and will not affect vineyard replants. 

Why Did We Do This? 

Goal 2 of the NVV’s Strategic Plan calls for us to “Protect and enhance the Napa Valley, its wines, environment 

and community” and to “Improve our environment” by “developing and advocating for strong conservation-based 

positions to protect and enhance natural resources.” The joint initiative helps accomplish this goal and strategy. 

 Though the 2016 initiative, which we and other industry groups actively opposed, failed to qualify for the ballot, we 

never considered that a “win” for the wine industry. Rather, it inspired us to explore common ground and the chance 

to collaborate with the original petitioners, given they had publicly declared their intent to come back with a new 

ballot measure.  Together, we found an approach that we believe will receive widespread support and eliminate the 

need for a potentially costly and divisive community campaign with an uncertain outcome. 

 When presented with the concept over the summer, initial feedback from County leaders has been extremely 

enthusiastic. They, too, recognize the value of industry and environmental leaders working together for common 

community benefit, as we have done in the past. 

What’s Next? 

The Napa County Watershed and Oak Woodland Protection Initiative of 2018 will receive a Title and Summary from 

the County. This month, we’ll begin a signature gathering campaign. Approximately 5,000 registered voters must 

sign on for the initiative to qualify for the June 2018 ballot. Concurrently, we will be reaching out to build a broad 

coalition of stakeholder and community support. 

How Can You Help? 

• If you are registered to vote in Napa County, be one of the 5,000 signatories to help this initiative qualify for 
the ballot. 

• Spread the word to your friends, neighbors and colleagues on the win/win aspects of the initiative: enhanced 
environmental protection without undue burden on responsible property owners. 

Leaders in our community have a long and successful history of collaboration and compromise for the greater good, 

going back to the establishment of the Ag Preserve a half century ago. There are numerous examples since. This is This is
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the next step in that proud local tradition.  

We thank NVV Board Chair Michael Honig and NVV Community and Industry Issues Chair Russ Weis for the 

countless hours they have invested in this effort, as well as neighbors Mike Hackett and Jim Wilson for the spirit of 

collaboration demonstrated in this process. 
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