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INTRODUCTION

OVERVIEW

This document has been prepared by LSA Associates, Inc., under contract to
Agland Investment Services, Inc., the prime contractor to the County of Napa.
The purpose of the EIR is to identify and evaluate the significant impacts
associated with adoption of Draft 5c of the proposed Winery Definition Ordinance.
The Napa County Board of Supervisors accepted for "the purpose of environmental
analysis" this draft Ordinance on February 28, 1989, and directed staff to
proceed with preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The Draft
Winery Definition Ordinance (DWDO) was prepared by representatives of the Napa
Valley Vintners Association and the Napa County Grape Growers Association, the

Napa County Farm Bureau, and County Counsel’s office.

CEQA PROCESS

As the lead agency, the County of Napa prepared a Notice of Preparation
(NOP) for this EIR in accordance with Sections 15063 and 15082 of the Caiifornia
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. The NOP was circulated to local,
state, and federal agencies, and other interested parties (Appendix A). The
DWDO-EIR is specifically focused on evaluating the significant effects of the
DWDO.

This EIR was prepared in accordance with the legislative intent of CEQA,
and the environmental guidelines of Napa County. This is an informational
document which informs public agency decision-makers, and the public in general,
of the significant environmental effects of the project. The public agency shall
consider the information in the EIR along with other information presented in
the decision-making process. Although the information contained in this EIR
does not control the agency’s ultimate discretion on the project, the agency must
respond to each significant effect identified in the EIR by making findings under
Section 15091 and, if necessary, must make a Statement of Overriding
Considerations under Section 15093. For this EIR The County of Napa is the lead
agency and will use the EIR in considéring adoption of the Ordinance.

This document has been prepared in compliance with State and County EIR
guidelines and has been compiled from a variety of sources. This includes
applicable maps, aerial photographs, field investigations, and personal
communications. The information contained in this report is considered to be
accurate-and authoritative, but is subject to review and comment by Napa County,
responsible agencies, and the public. As a result of the review process the
draft—version—of this report has been amended to consider significant impacts
or concerns not included in the Draft EIR.

vii
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L. SUMMARY

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

of a new "W1ne y,Def1n1t1on

The project under cons1derat ' q1s app11ca i ¢

of the ord1nance evaluated

provisions affect1ng the entire. Countyh The d
0rd1nance, or

here (i.e., Draft 5c) IS “kn l‘Draft M

"DWDO" .

The intent of the DWDO ‘as 11sted is to protect agr1cu1ture and open space.
Following is a list of the provisions of ‘the DWDO:

(1) Small Winery Use ’ mjt Exempt1on e11m1nat1on
(2) 75% Napa County grape source rule J

(3) Visitor-serving use expansion

(4) Grandfathering clause '

(5) Public tours/tastlng elimination

(6) Minimum 51ze parce]s

(7) Expansion wi
(8) Production-expans im '
(9) MWinery build k increases

(10) Accessory use Jimitation T

(11) Administrative permit for promot1ona1 events

elopment Area

B. DIRECT PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The significant direct adverse env1ronmenta1 lmpacts resu]tlng from DWDO

- adoption are limited (see discussion below). While'winery growth over the next

20 years will have a significant adverse effect on the environment, the impacts
involved are not a direct result for the most part of adoption of the DWDO but
rather are a result of winery growth as regulated by the DWDO. These impacts
are known as cumulative impacts and are summarized ‘in the next section.

Further impacts produced by the growth of the wine 1ndusiry in general will
be analyzed and discussed in the Wine Industry Growth Program EIR currently being
produced. A decision on the DWDO may be reached 1ndependent of resolving all

of the industry-related growth issues.

C. GROWTH INDUCTION

Application of the DWDO would allow a variety of promotional events that
-are not currently allowed, including for-profit-events. Allowing—the—expansion

A-1
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would probably increase at least locally the number of visitors to Napa County.
Traffic congestion and 1imits on lodging facilities will tend to moderate overall
increases in the visitor forecast; however, visitor growth and secondary growth
of visitor-serving commercial may be accelerated. As a result of traffic
congestion, there may be a shift in the location of wineries having promotional
events to the southernmost producing regions such as Carneros, Coombsville, and
Jameson/American Canyon. C CoLsEny

. CUNULATIVE INPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES i

c The significant, cumulative, adverse impacts resulting from DWD
are outlined below alorig with the measures identified to-mitigate~them. The:s
are summary mitigation measures. The full text of each mitigation measure
,recommendedﬁisﬁcqntainedﬂundgr_the specific topic i jn_the Environmental

Setting, Potential Tmpacts §hd§ﬂitigation Measure

development undertaken are presented in Section IT
Significant. Section III also presents potentially’
that were found on the basis of this study not to.b

Significant'impactsqtbatlare dependent on  the spe: ¢ of the

1. Land Use

a. Impact. Damage to the integrity of
through the continued approval of non-agricultura
portions of the .County in conflict with the
policies contained in the Plan. . '

- Mitigation. Implementation of the following
mitigate the preceding impact: e

;"Héasgrééifipiial1y“Impoﬁed'by'the Countyg'fﬁj

o Nome. ..o

: Ad&ithﬁa;;ﬂeeded‘ﬁéaéurék,Identified bY.ﬁﬁb”‘d¢  t.

_See Mitigation Measures Bl(c)(1-7). ..

through continued ~ intensification of non-agri
agricultural portions of the County.. ’ "

‘Mitigation.fImplementation of the fol]owidg:Q;ﬁea frég?ﬁdﬁla¥

mitigate the. preceding. impact:. . o ,

A-2
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Measures Typically Imposed byfiheiﬁdﬁﬁﬁigg,'M

None.

_ Additional Needed Measures Identified by this Report.

1. See Mitigation Measures BI(a)(1), BI(b)(2), Bl(c)(1-7).

2. Tréff{ckand Circulation

al traffic growth along major

a;;llm:éét: Generéﬁiaﬁ Qfl3b%'Qf fhé;éd: Eiﬁ% l.trat )
20 years leading to increased

state routes in north Napa County over the ne)
traffic.congestion. T e

" Mitigation: Implementation of the following 31 measures would partially
mitigate the preceding impact: S -

Measures Typically Imboséd by fhe'cbdnfy;

1. install/expand the right turn. lanes and Teft turn pockets as
necessary that exist on the arterials and/or collector roads used
to access all new/expanded:wineries generating more than 25 trips/day
where they intersect with State Highway 29, Silverado Trail, State
Highway 121 west of 29, State-Highway. 128 north of 29, and Jameson

Canyon Rd.

2. Install left-turn lanes with associated acceleration and deceleration
tapers at the entrances to all n expanded wineries generating more
than 25 trips/day that access onto roadways carrying more than 2000
trips per day, . Copam. 97w

3. Limit the number of viéitdr?éaﬁfﬁﬁﬁé vehicles going to and from all
new/expanded wineries per day and per week.
4. Prohibit promotion of all new/expanded wineries as open for tours,

tastings, or retail salés available for events hosted by
entities other than the winery itself. '

5.  Prohibit installation or-maintenance of offfsife signs for all
new/expanded wineries; except:for. one(l) standard 1 foot high by 3
foot long directional sign.... .- .

A-3



'ff'6. ‘*CIDSE the v1s1tor fac111t1es at al] new/expanded wineries to&the o
~=-.. . "general public by. 2:30 PM on Fr1days Sat rdays,vand Sunday }and by_ .

l5,3 :30.PM on a]] other days ,:,_ft'“

7. "fProh1b1t the schedu11ng of app01ntments for tours tast1ng, and/or‘

“‘retail -sales at all new/expanded w1ner1e5’betweenv2 30 .and 5:30 PM

on. Fridays, Saturdays, and Sunvay “and ‘b '_:;:530 and 6: 30 PM on

';;f"8. ,_Proh1b1t the schedu11ng of d1nners, fest

. ~events held at all new/expanded wineries.

'travel per1ods(1e between 3: 00 and. 5 00 -PM .on Fr1days, Saturdays,
“and ‘bet :00 erdays)

,uvts or .atténding dini

.. Schedule all. pickup and de11ve
",b tw en 7 00 a.m. and 3 P

s"of 2, 500'fe

““;jex1st1ng Wi

te: H1ghway 9, S11verado
State: H1ghway 128 north
ighwa 12) to Coombsville
Zinf nde] Ln, and

V“L1mit the access to new wineries

‘Trail, State Highway 121 west of nghwayrég
-of, 29,4and,Jameson.CanyoandP( \

‘S:at;

Rd, " Hardman A ”OTdebnO”
x1st1ng co]]ector roads.

Rtiff IS;foInsta11 f]ared 1ntersecth
" lanes and Teft turn poc
' _Habove 1isted roadways

'“*‘Tours“and?Tasting “a"requi
"No Pub11c Tours ‘or Tast1ng§FaC111t1es;

a11ed reading

egin or end during peak

ew/expanded wtnerles

Amend the DWDO to,estab11sh:a m1n1mum separat n between new and
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
23.

24.

25.

Require that any directional sign henceforth installed for a winery
without public tours/tasting shall, besides ‘the name of the winery,
carry the message "No Public Tours or Tasting Facilities".

Encourage ride sharing, shuttle busses, train service and other means
of public/group transportat1on, 1nc1ud1ng prov1s1on of park and ride
lots. .

Encourage new/expandea;WihEFieé fo establish case goods storage and
wine distribution operations in the City. of Napa and the Airport
Industrial Area. , o

Appoint a citizens committee to research and propose programs for
adoption by the County which encourage public/group transportation
of v1s1tors w1th1n the County

J_park1ng at’ new/expanded wineries to: that required for
ployees, ‘de11ver1es,,ﬂand a minimum number of visitors as

established durlng the use permit process in order to encourage

participation in public/group transportation options identified.

Prohibit the parking of yehicfes along any roadway off-site.

Prohibit the park1ng of vehicles along the driveway to all new/
expanded wineries un]ess the roadway has been w1dened to provide on-
street parking. : : ,

Deny access to the property at the entry gate or street/driveway
intersection when the improved.parking area(s) on-site are full.

Require winery employees to carpool to the greatest extent practical.

3. Air Quality

a. Impact. Exposure of local residents to annoyance from dust generated
by wine marketing and promotional activities.

Mitigation. Implementation of the following measure would completely
mitigate the preceding impact:

Measures Typiea11y,lmppsed‘bj the County.

1.

Surface all driveways prOV1d1ng access to all new/expanded wineries,
all travelways around said wineries, and all parking areas with
pavement or sealed rolled rock.

" A-5



a, Impact Exposure of 1oca1 residents to annoyance_from n01se generated - s

_b w1ne marketlng and promot1ona1 act1vit1es

: 1tigatio Implementat1on of the o110w n ‘6u]d;gaftia1]1 »

m1t1gate the preced1ng impact:

l. Cease a11 outdoor act1v1t1es v TS all new/expanded
~wineries within 3500 ft(d1rect”v1ew)/2000ift(sh1e1ded view) of any.
pre-existing off-site residence 30 W ays and 2 PM on

. Saturdays. No outdoor act1 be .undertaken

"~ on- SundaYs = e

2. Locate access dr1veways to a]] new/expanded W essat;Jeast:750n a

feet from any pre- ex1st1ng res1dence

. *HAL1m1t bus (3 axle, 10 whee]) A’ 0. 11 new/expanded
“‘wineries Tocated on a roadway carrying 1 00 vehicles per.
day to 2 round trips/day. Sald tr1ps sha]l'take3p1ate between 8 30 _
“:AM and 5 PM . Lol ' , B

U4 prohibit the use of sound“,;ﬁ" i
'fnew/expanded wineries.

Y Additiona] Needed Measures Identified by th1s Report B
:HJiRS., ‘JSee M1t1gat1on Measures Bl(c)(ﬁ)ﬁ'

reas’ des1gnated_

6, Maintain existing res1dent1a dens1t1es in- thos
S "Agricultural Watershed".inﬁthe‘Napa_

.as "Agricultural Resource" and
County " ‘General Plan. ‘

1. Prohibit outdoor visitor. activit1es at a11¥new‘
any area w1th1n 400 ft of 'an pre -existing off-

A6



“5, _Water Quality

Impact. Small, but cumulatively s1gn1f1cant degradat1on of surface
and groundwater qua11ty in Napa County -

" Mitigation. Implementat1on ‘of the fo]]ow1ng measure would completely
mitigate the preced1ng impact:

"Measures Typically Imposed By the County. |

None.

Additional Needed Heasures Ident1f1ed by th1s Report

1.

Require that all dr1veways, park1ng 1ots and other the-paved areas
at all new/expanded wineries be swept with a vacuum- type street
sweeper in October Just pr1or to the flrst winter ra1ns

6. Vegetation and Wildlife

; Impact. Small but cumulatively s1gn1f1cant Toss in number of and
hab1tat for rare/endangered plant and animal species. e :

Mitiqation. Implementation of the following 6 measures would completely
m1t1gate the precedlng 1mpact

‘Measures’ Typ1ca11y Imposed by the 60unty

1.

Require preparation of a deta11ed b1o1og1c and/or botanic field
survey of all areas ‘to be disturbed by implementation of all
d1scret10nar1 winery deve]opment/expv 1 projects: that involve
ground disturbance within 1000 feet of a fare/endangered plant or
animal habitat site or in an area:t is ~determined to be
biologically sensitive from a rare/end gered plant or animal
standpoint. Such evaluation~shall be cempleted in‘cooperation with
and approval of the State Department of- F1sh and Game

Redesign, asnecessaryaTTd1scret1onarvw1nehydeve]opment/expans1on
projects to accommodate preservat1on of any rare anlmal/plant species
affected. :

Additional Needed Measures Identified by this Report.

3.

Prohibit, prior to the receipt of all necessary winery-related
permits, the destruction of or damage to the habitat for any

A-7
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rare/endangered _p1ants or ~énima1§ as a aprelim{nafy istepA’to o
construction/expansion of a winery orrwjnery:re]gtgd facility.on the .

site involved. -

4" Direct the Napa County Conservation Development & P1 g Department
o to complete their long-term project to up-date y’s Rare and
~ Endangered-Species.Maps -and to henceforth:ma: m in:an up- -
to-date state. -
5. Direct the Napa:CbuntngonsenyétjgnwngyglqpmehﬁﬂkﬁﬁiahnjngUDepartment
to prepare an initial rare/endangered plant and ‘animal habitat
evaluation for all winery deve]opment/axgansion projects. -
6. Extend the‘fmédu;icrfémen't:s;-':-enuméhqtédiiﬂ;ea nder #1,-an

‘ :above to all
winery deve]opment/eXpansion project -

o ﬁ;;;lmggg;.,-Smé1i?bﬁi:&hmuigt{0e1y §{g6J; -Toss--in criti
(i.e., riparian galleries, vernal pools, fresh, brackish, and salt marshes,
etc N ) . ' B Lo IS . ot - "..!‘ .“. G - v. ) :

oo+ Mitiqation. ;Imp]ementétion of the fol}bwih
mitigate the preceding impact: . .- e T

H};;{f}MgasureshTypically Imposed by the cduhty

1. Limit all winéry-fe1ated ground,dig irbing activi iéénwffﬁ;ﬁ §60
E feet of the top of the bank of anywstgggm.gr”d gjgageyay;tpathe dry

season (i.e., April 15 to October 1).

any stream ¥ waterway prior
hannel including
nnel restoration

Prohibit all work within the channel.

to May. 15th and;require that all workwithin.

temporary”;edimentﬂcontrol measure removal
bewcompletgdgby,0ctober-15th.qﬁ

R T In$£a11ffémpqnatyfdiVerﬁioh;dam§;T§e; ,em?ﬁﬁ;pgo or other measures
prior to -the:start of any work within the. channel of.any stream or
waterway. - ' : : o -

}'15 afT areas
joniyear. .

- 5. Install those -‘imp"i*bvéments‘needgd.:ﬁs»--té;é.k..e..,en- -a.,n;y..-'99n»6¢.h;§!:’_.§t,edz{run-off
discharged from eroding th banks and bed of the drainageway
involved.. . /s e R NI T S RN :

A8



10.

11.

13.

14.

nts within 100

Tines running
“d pumps. No

question.

L1m1t the removal of any existing riparian- vegetat1on a]ong the
,_1nvo]ved to thewabsolute4m1n1mum necessary to 1nsta11

AT areas”d1sturbed hy ins
rep]anted

Rep]ant ‘with trees grasses, and shrubs the 10 foo?";'feet for the
Napa River) strip of land a]ong the top of "both :banks of the
stream(s) involved. TS RN R L

Proh1b't the depos1t1on‘of-an s olls”generated by cgnstruct1on of
exj : nery d - facilities "in the

tland, in any

perm1ts, the destruct [ hab1tat as a
preliminary step to construct1on/expans1on of a w1nery or winery-
re]ated_f ¢ility on. the site. involved.

s / ! 'ng Department
to complete ‘their 1qn' e ject ty’s Critical
Habitat Maps and Riparian Ha itat Map

them in an up-to-date state. .

to pr ,
deve]opment/expan51on proaects

A-9



- 15, gRequire preparation of detai]ed habitat survey of a11 areas to be
. .. disturbed by imp]ementation ofnall'g1scret1onarxew1nery deve]opment/
i’ ‘ ( Withi

'°i_veaCOmp1eted in
ent of . F1sh and_ :

"}Vﬁiiﬁ;*”ﬁRequ1re deve]opment of'a
~plan for every winery-re

'Ecr1t1ca1 habltat area

Tated pr ject approved W1th1n 100 feet of
h, p! ject shall be redes1gned as
0 '”ﬂuab]el ab'

L. Cu]tural Resources

: ;:a;%ﬁ méac Add1t1ona1 amag
'numerous archaeolog1ca1 sites, both. recorde
in the’ agr1cu1tura11y -zoned port1ons of" Napa~County

.. .Mitiqation.
'm1tigate the preced1ng 1mpact

be : ‘scret1onar1 ‘winery
'deve]opment/exp volve groun d1sturbanceW1th1n

"'1000 ‘feet of a rec ' gical ' site or_in an area that is .
determ1ned to be archaeo]og1ca11y sens1t1ve : '

al .d1s 'et1onary w1neryn_deve10pment/'

as - HECESSGY‘_YI

H,Redesygn,

/ Winery-related
ological site as

it. R1par1an‘ o l ?

hqmportant o



. to:complete. - their .1

a pre11m1nary step to construct1on/expans1on of a w1nery or a winery-

related ~facility -on: the property invo]ved

Direct the Napa County Conservation Development & P]ann1ng Department
ong-term project: to .up-date.. the County’s
Archaeo]og1ca1 w1t1v1ty Maps and:to. henceforth ma1nta1n them in
an up-to-date state:. : T I

Dlrect the ‘Napa-Co Conservation Development & Planning Department
to prepare an initi ,’rchaeolog1ca] resource evaluation for all
w1nerv deve]ooment/exoans1on nrggegtq

Extend the requnrements enumerated under #1 and #3 above to all
winery deve]opment/expans1on projects.

b. Impact. Additional damage to, if.'not destruction of,:the numerous
historic fedtures, both recorded and unrecorded, that are present in the
agr1cu1tura11y zoned portions of: Napa County.

H1t1gat1o Imp]emen,at1on of the fo]low1ng 8 measures wou]d omp]ete]y
mitigate the preced1ng impact:

~-Measures Typically Imposed by the County.

1.

Require that a detailed historical field survey of all areas to be
disturbed by implementation- ‘of ~-all  discretionary winery
development/expansion projects that involve a recognized historic
structure/feature or-an area determ1ned as h1stor1ca1]y sensitive.

Redes1gn, as necessary, a11 d1scret1onary W1nery development/
expansion proaects to accommodate preservatlon of any important
h1stor1ca] resources affected : , 4

Requ1re that a]l work in any area is halted. W1th1n 35 feet if
concentrated historical materials (i.e., worked stone, glass,

;sbott]es, burled foundat1ons, etc) are encountered

Addit1ona1 Needed Heasures Identified by this Report

4.

Prohibit, pr1or to the obtaining:of all necessary winery-related
permits, the ~destruction of ‘or -damage ‘to any historic
structure/feature as a preliminary step:to construction/expansion
of a winery or winery-related facilities on the site involved.
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; f’f‘s. _7 ;D1rect the Napa County Conser ti n Development & P]ann1ng Department
Gt ‘complete ‘their::long-ter roject : to. up-date :the County's
},:Hlstorlcal Sen51t1v1ty ‘Maps::and”to: henceforth' ma1nta1n the in

{,.”fw1nery deve]opment/expans1o pr

8. - Adopt a H1stor1c'Preservat10n Ordinance that prov1des cond1t1ons
© it and gquidélines forsth ‘demolition nd*rehab111tat1on of; hlstor1c‘
structures 3 38 SEOR TR

Visua1/Aesthetic cOn51derations

Imgact Degradat1on of the visual quality.of: Napa County through:]oss
of vegetat1on,}a1terat1on of topography, blockage of views, and construction of
‘structures that ‘are more a statement of market1ng trategy than a 1. f1t"A
w1th the surrounding 1andscape S g : eﬂ -

Mitigation. Imp]ementat1on of thea'

:JﬂowtnéaIvaeasures would
_m1t1gate the precedwng 1mpact$ : : o o

ht‘:l.: :”’L1m1t a]] exter1ornwbu11d1ng and ,roo-fng mater1als used ‘in . a11
' new/expanded wineries 1nc1ud1ng W1ndow surface and fram1ng mater1a1s
“ to non- g]are one REO : P i3

“2._'”wScreen from public i ocal:: prlvate v1ewlma11 externa]}:
' mechan1ca1/e1ectr1ca1 e u1pment and ut111ty hardware on_ roofs,

‘from pub]i priva
~storage, aging, &warehousing areas,,
-and d1stribut10n facilit1es

pes cr”,ted'that
d

A2

to. the_l" 12



Revegetate all new and expanded cut“and/or fill s]opes created with
the same plants that are ‘present on the adjoining hillsides. If this
is not possible, trees shall be planted at strategic locations on-
s1te to.break- up the out11ne of the cut s]ope 1nvo1ved

. J;hgn;390 fe

!‘of any public

Remove’ﬁdtﬁ%n bne(i) yéar 6¥”gradihd*E6ﬁmencementda11 spoils piles
that are readily.visible from a public road or off-site residence.

Additional Needed Measures Identified by this Report

8.

’Adopt a Des1gn Rev1ew 0rd1nance appllcable to a11 new wineries and

winery expans1ons

)| : p1anners, &
pre 4 the wine 1ndu ry, agriculture,
L, and h1stor1ca1 groups, and/or 1nd1v1duals with a

11.

A2

13.

o adopt the des1gn st“;dards and gu1de11nes specified
in’ #10 ‘above ‘as interim standards ‘until a Winery Design Review
ice- with related Winery Des1gn Gu1de11nes 1s adopted and

roads as County
Topment along
ew corridors.

.of 4 state hlghways and. 14 cou
impose specific. di
- visual quallty

Amend the DWDO to. impose an interim w1nery roadway center11ne setback
from major arterials of 1000 feet and a interim winery separation
requirement of 2500 ft.

9, Public Safety

Impact. Exposure of new and existing users of roadways w1th1n Napa
County to 1ncreased Tife and property hazards” from traffic accidents.-

Mitigation. Implementation of the fol]ow1ng 13 measures would completely
mitigate the preceding impact.
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7‘; Heasures Typically Imposed bthhe C unty.

f?il. » “see Mitigation Measure

ded” wineries at a
ted sight distance
comon private roadway
1T Teft-turn 1anes w1th

2. Place/relocate the dr1ve y
]ocat1on where at least
exists in both direction
involved. Where this is’
associated acceleration'an

‘Requ1re that the dr1veway
its entire length. '

...~ 4. . Require that the first 300 t.of
) private roadway 1nvo]ved be_paveﬁw

,*duate ‘stacking
east 3 cars. The
esign. Vehicle
round w1thout

R A " new/expanded wineries fa

o distance outside the pub]"
entryway design selectel
upon coming to the gat
backing up.

ays-at esenf:h1ner1es
_ ate” stacking distance
»tlon-ofuthe road and turn

SRS g Modify the design of ex1st1ng ‘gatec
3 that are henceforth expanded top
f

un]oad1ng, and
ik ew/expanded wmenes

7. Provide adequate facilities on-site )
turn-around of all de]lvery trucks servi

. ‘ _ﬁckup and ‘delivery
of grapes, supplies, ai e new/expanded

wlnery is open to the genera]spub11c

9. See M1t1gat1on Measure D2(a)(16_,

“"-'ig Communitx Service

: Imgac Increase in. de”:nd 1
serv1ces as a result of the increased
1ncreased number of people 1nvo]ved



Hitigation: Imp1ementat1on of the fo]]ow1ng 6 measures would completely

m1t1gate the preced1ng imp

CInstall at a1l

/
to and approved by the Napa County Fire Ch1ef

Install at all new/expanded wineries at’ 1east one f1re hydrant

detector

:“panded wineries, ”“brgd‘,isskl
s’ ‘may be

systems. = In process1ng areas, monite heat det
substituted for the smoke. detectors re

Additional Needed Measures Identified by th1s Report

b.

agency for the

Adopt a “F1re Protection, Impact Fee" in_accordance wi At
arged to new w1ner1es, expanded wineries, and
1 development within the. County.

Redenue “From

qr
Fire Department and" to any “other fire protect1on
ir operatlons substant1a11y 1mpacted by future

Increase in’ thé demand for d1sposa1 by the Napa Sanitation

D1str1ct of ‘the waste, pumped from winery septic tanks (1 e., septage)

Mitiqation. Implementation of the fo]]ow1ng 2 measures wou]d omp1ete11
mitigate the preced1ng impact: N o - »

Heasures Typically Imposed by the County.

None.

Additional Needed Heasures Identifiedﬂby this Report.

1.

Increase the sep“age“d1sposa1 fees charged by the NSD sufficiently
to_ fund the modifications needed to the Napa-American Canyon
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."wastewater Treatment Plant to adequate]y hand]e the septage from a]]
wn ew/expanded wineries. R . _ _

. Requ1re testing of winery. septage ‘disp 'the Napa Amer1can
- Canyon Wastewater Treatment: Plant for. regu]ated materials and
provision of a data sheet with’ ‘edch’ ‘oad"of the ‘waste dellveredv

aipgtspec1fy1ng the. mater1als Y. .

Impact: | Increase in the'd
County s three san1tary 1andf11] s1tes

Hitigatio i
m1t1gate the proceed1ng 1mpact

vNone
'w$;fAdd1t1ona1 Needed Measures Ident1fd$ﬁ;.

N Requ1re that a]] new/expanded
- plan:with their Use Permit a

;,Lu_.Requ1re that . all new/expand'd w1
'l,jjab111ty to degrade pr1or t 3

. :‘!Requ1re that to the greatest exti eas1b1e’:a11 new/expanded
wineries dispose of their. pomace ""through vineyard or soil
application. ~Organic wastes sha]] be hand]ed promptly to avo1d

putrifaction.

low and moderate hous1ng

. ;;i‘d, Impac Increase in demand f

ﬂitigatio Imp1ementat1on of theifol1OW1ng measure wou1d gart1a111
m1t1gate the proceedlng 1mpact e e e e

,'Heasures Typically Imposed by the 00unty

~ None.

:*fAdditional Needed Measures Identified by this Report

Adopt an in- 11eu hous1ng fee

plicabl ftona11 new/expanded wineries
-~ to. ass1st the County and c1t1es p

e hous1ng
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ll;x:Water;ResgurCes

groundwater supp11es _ ' f‘,_ Sha .

Imp]ementat1on of the f0110w1ng 4.measures wou]d gomg]ete]x

CLANwEISel

Additional needed Measures fdentifiedibygthiéfiépgrti

1. Prohibit construction of new or the expansion of ex1st1ng wineries
in "groundwater overdraft" areas and on’sites ‘that are "eritically
groundwater short" unless a watér source not drawing on groundwater
supplies is found.

2. Require that water conservation programs be deve]oped and nnp]emented
for all new/expanded.wineries. L

all, new/expanded

3. Requ1re that to the gre:
: win -~ 1M \ terg . Said“programs
3 in ter for 1andscape
S , ation 7 Wk&onq o :
.4:‘ h Requ1re that ‘to the g ‘ feas1b1e all new/,xpanded

wineries use drought- res1stant native p]ants in their 1andscap1ng
lf rec1a1med wastewater is not used for’ 1andscape 1rr1gat1on

£ ALTERNATIVES

Five a1ternat1ves to the proposed prOJect are d1scussed 1n the Alternat1ves
Comparison Sect1on (Section VII) of this document. \

he "No PrOJect A1ternative 1nvo1ves maintenance of the

uld. | an uture winery ‘development would
of action would be’ Tless
-*env1ronment'1 : .'WDO s current]y drafted.  However,
1mp1ementatg 0 ternati ) “objectives for:the
winery definitioniordinance; for 1tfwou1d st111 perm1t future winery development
to substantially damage the environment.

| A]ternatlveabm
~status-quo.: §
occur under
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o Alternative B, the "No Growth Alternative", involves adoption of
regulations that. would -prohibit the development ‘of any new.wineries, or
expansions thereof, anywhere in Napa County. This alternative would completely
reduceQEnvipgnmguta] damage produced by future wineryﬂdeve]opment.,‘However, it
would also advér§e1y'affétt”théﬂviébi]ity’Ofﬁthe-Wine#ind '
inconsistent with the County’s General Plan.. B

~ ernative C ‘would “amend”the DWDO to prohibit new or -expanded visitor
facilities and promotional events on agricu]tura11y-20neﬂf1ahdff'Jhé&tOmmerica]
zones of the County (CN'andVCL)hngld;be52xpanded to allow these essentially
commercial activities. . . . JHARC M IR R e S

| ‘Alternative D, theswihefy Overlay Zone Alternative, would amend .the DWDO
to prohibit new or expan;gd;winerje§,,visjtgr;faci1itig 'or’promotional events

o et

in the.agricu]tura]‘zon€S’6f‘fhé*Coﬁnty;v””” -

'”ff”iThéaééﬁéﬁéljﬁ ' ire aménaméﬁtfto dééidhafé“specific areas of

 the Coqnty‘Which§5§gﬁappﬁbé?j§§é'fgfjthg 9ygr1ay“zong.:lequrements should be:

Adequate water,éubp1y
© . Waste water ‘treatment

er 't nt capacity

Access roads with ava1T'B1eitapa¢jty , .

Adequateibuffers_frgm residential/urban uses.

, the extent of winery development would be the same
t would be restricted to ‘geographical areas where
- sut y. Tess, and so. impacts would ‘be substantially less.
The success of'this'd]terngtive_in”ﬂecreasing“EnvironMéntal"impacts is dependent
‘Huponwthe,cargftakgn:in‘1ocatingwparcels,;qitab]e‘for Winery Overlay Zoning.

as..un ;

ger. the DUDD,
constraints are: substan

" .If new commercial.areas were extensive, it is possible that a General Plan
amendmen would be required. ~Concentration of visitor serving facilities and
promotional events in commercial areas will concentrate impacts in that location,
thereby freeing agriculture areas from these impacts. The ‘success of this
alterntaivgui§»decﬁea§jngLenyjr@nmgntalzimpacts‘is dependent upon the care taken
in possible future Rezonings. . .. = N e T R L R R o
tigated DWDO Alternative", calls for approval of an
1.:th Mitigayion;mea§Ure$ﬁjdentifiediin‘this report
on of an interi ‘annual limit ‘on_the
nsions construc d'is proposed. This
til all the mitigation measures are
‘B would- minimize ‘the

Alternative 't
‘winery development. '

contained
environmen

A-18
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Alternative E includes the Interim Measures:

Until all mitigation measures are fully developed and adopted, the
County shall adopt an interim growth policy of no more than nine new
wineries, or expansion of existing facilities, per year. Expansion
for the purpose of increasing wine production capacity is not limited
under this policy.

During this time, no new or expanded non-agricultural uses shall be
approved.

During this time, setbacks along major arterials shall be 1,000 feet
and separation between new and existing wineries shall be 2,500 feet.
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I11. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. LOCATION

The study area includes all 800 square miles of 1ncorporated and
unincorporated land in Napa County, California. Napa County is Tocated on the
periphery of the San Francisco Bay Area and is about 50 miles north of San
Francisco (Figure 1, Regional Location). A]though winery development is chiefly
limited to agr1cu1tura11y (i.e. AW and AP) zoned lands within the unlncorporated
portions of Napa County; the 1mpacts resulting from existing wineries as well
as the adoption of the new zoning ordinance may substantially affect the
remaining non- agr1cu1tura11y zoned lands in the County and the- County s four
incorporated communities (Figure 2, Study Area). Existing wineries in Napa
County are shown in Figure 3 (County Winery Map).

B. CONTEXT

Grape growing and wine production have been important activities in Napa
County since the mid-1800s. However, over the last 15 years, the production,
and more recently marketing, of premium wines has become an increasingly
important part of the County’s economy. Today the wine industry is the largest
basic industry in Napa County. As such, changes in this industry have the
potential to s1gn1f1cant]y impact the basic economic and social fabric of the
County. .

“The number of w1ner1es in Napa County has increased over 500 percent in
the last 16 years. 'In 1973 there were 35 producing wineries in Napa County.
By 1988 the number of wineries had increased to approximately 145 (i.e., an
average increase of approximately nine wineries per year). In the first three
quarters of 1988 f0110w1ng rumors that the- County would impose a moratorium on
the construction of new wineries and winery expansions, applications for 40 new -
wineries and expans1ons to 19 others were filed with the County. Today, there
are 185 produc1ng wineries operating in Napa County. One hundred and two of
these wineries - average more. than 15 tourist visits per week. Fifty-two
additional wineries have been approved but not yet built. Sixteen of these will
have significant visitor facilities/activities.

C. BACKGROUND

The "proposed project" under consideration is a Draft Winery Definition
Ordinance (DWDO) being considered for adoption by Napa County. The County and
concerned- citizens have recognized that continued development of new wineries
and expansion of existing wineries may cumulatively cause a variety of negative
environmental effects and undermine agricultural protection policies in the
County”"s—General Plan:
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