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State Controller Schedules County of Napa Schedule 12
County Budget Act Special Districts and Other Agencies Summary Supplemental
January 2010, Version 1 Fiscal Year 2017-2018
Total Financing Sources Total Financing Uses
Decreases to
Fund Balance Available Obligated Fund Additional Financing Total Financing Increases to Obligated Total
Fund Name June 30, 2017 Balance Sources Sources Financing Uses Fund Balance Financing Uses
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Resort Improvement Districts
5220 - Lake Berryessa Resort Improvement District

52200 - Operations $ 669,431 $ - $ 873,270 $ 1,542,701 $ 999,173 $ 543,528 $ 1,542,701

52205 - Capital Improvement - - 175,295 175,295 175,295 - 175,295

52210 - Debt Service 185,258 - 184,000 369,258 225,400 143,858 369,258
5240 - Napa Berryessa Resort Improvement District (1)

52400 - Operations 515,789 - 1,454,675 1,970,464 1,806,578 163,886 1,970,464

52405 - Capital Improvement - - 162,033 162,033 50,000 112,033 162,033

52410 - Debt Service - - 522,700 522,700 520,700 2,000 522,700
|T0tal Resort Improvement Districts $ 1,370,478 $ - 8 3,371,973 $ 4,742,451 $ 3,777,146 $ 965,305 $ 4,742,451

Service Districts

2800 - County Service Area #3 $ 452,336 $ - $ 539,384 $ 991,720 $ 539,384 $ 452,336 $ 991,720
2810 - County Service Area #4 286,502 - 450,000 736,502 565,430 171,072 736,502
2850 - Silverado Community Services District 66,448 - 172,524 238,972 177,400 61,572 238,972
2860 - Monticello Cemetery District

28600 - Cemetery Operations 96,331 - 47,767 144,098 52,514 91,584 144,098

28610 - Cemetery Endowment 79,078 - 900 79,978 20,000 59,978 79,978
2870 - Community Facilities District - MST 2,244,036 - 695,000 2,939,036 395,725 2,543,311 2,939,036
2875 - Community Facilities District - Devlin Road - - 101,674 101,674 101,674 - 101,674
|Total Service Districts $ 3224731 $ = $ 2,007,249 $ 5,231,980 $ 1,852,127 $ 3,379,853 $ 5,231,980

Joint Power Agencies

2700 - IHSS Public Authority $ - $ - $ 538,881 $ 538,881 $ 538,881 $ - $ 538,881
2710 - Napa County Flood Protection & Watershed Improv Auth.

27100 - Operations 60,557,177 = 13,299,100 73,856,277 20,500,100 53,356,177 73,856,277

27110 - Debt Service - - 5,386,500 5,386,500 5,386,500 - 5,386,500
2830 - Napa Valley Tourism Improvement District - Countywide - - 6,300,000 6,300,000 6,300,000 - 6,300,000
5060 - Napa County Housing Authority

50600 - Administration 192,505 - 231,000 423,505 231,000 192,505 423,505

50605 - Farmworker Centers - - 1,360,700 1,360,700 1,315,700 45,000 1,360,700
Total Joint Power Agencies $ 60,749,682 $ - $ 27,116,181 $ 87,865,863 $ 34,272,181 $ 53,593,682 $ 87,865,863
Total Special Districts and Other Agencies $ 65,344,891 $ - 8 32,495,403 $ 97,840,294 $ 39,901,454 $ 57,938,840 $ 97,840,294

District

Appropriations Limit

Appropriations Subject to Limit

Lake Berryessa Resort
Improvement District

$366,194 |

$321,670 |

Napa Berryessa Resort
Improvement District

$289,783
$43,335

Flood Protection and
Watershed Improvement

Community Facilities

Community Facilities

Authorit District - MST District - Devlin Road
| $259,638,374 | $19,068,695 $3,192,346
I $18,424,600 I $680,000 $101,674

(1) NBRID is being displayed on a governmental fund basis. Fund balance amount includes $1,494,000 in loans from the General & ACO Funds.
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January 2010, Version 1
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County of Napa

Fund Balance - Special Districts and Other Agencies
Fiscal Year 2017-2018

Schedule 13
Supplemental
Actual

Estimated| X

Less: Obligated Fund Balance

Total
Fund Balance

Nonspendable,
Restricted and

Fund Balance
Available June

Fund Name June 30, 2017 Encumbrances Committed Assigned 30, 2017
1 2 3 4 5 6
Resort Improvement Districts
5220 - Lake Berryessa Resort Improvement District
52200 - Operations $ 715,201 $ - $ 45,770 $ - $ 669,431
52205 - Capital Improvement 4,440,713 - 4,440,713 - -
52210 - Debt Service 287,310 - 102,052 - 185,258
5240 - Napa Berryessa Resort Improvement District
52400 - Operations 864,124 - 348,335 - 515,789
52405 - Capital Improvement 112,033 - 112,033 - -
52410 - Debt Service 872,907 - 872,907 - -
Total Resort Improvement Districts $ 7,292,288 $ - $ 5,921,810 $ - $ l,370,478|

Service Districts

2800 - County Service Area #3 $ 452,336 $ - $ - $ - $ 452,336
2810 - County Service Area #4 286,502 - - - 286,502
2850 - Silverado Community Services District 66,448 - - - 66,448
2860 - Monticello Cemetery District

28600 - Cemetery Operations 96,331 - - - 96,331

28610 - Cemetery Endowment 104,226 - 25,148 - 79,078
2870 - Community Facilities District - MST 2,244,036 - - - 2,244,036
2875 - Community Facilities District - Devlin Road - - - - -
|Tota| Service Districts $ 3,249,879 $ - $ 25,148 $ - $ 3,224,731 |

Joint Power Agencies

2700 - IHSS Public Authority $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -

2710 - Napa County Flood Protection & Watershed Improv Auth.
27100 - Operations 75,529,733 - 14,972,556 - 60,557,177
27110 - Debt Service 483,999 - 483,999 - -

2830 - Napa Valley Tourism Improvement District - Countywide - - - - -

5060 - Napa County Housing Authority
50600 - Napa County Housing Authority Administration 192,505 - - - 192,505

50605 - Farmworker Centers 5,052,489 - 5,052,489 - -
|Tota| Joint Power Agencies $ 81,258,726 $ - $ 20,509,044 $ - $ 60,749,682 |
|Tota| Special Districts and Other Agencies $ 91,800,893 $ - $ 26,456,002 $ - $ 65,344,891 |




State Controller Schedules County of Napa Schedule 14
County Budget Act Obligated Fund Balance - Special Districts Supplemental
January 2010, Version 1 Fiscal Year 2017-2018
Decreases or Cancellations Increases or New
Obligated Fund Adopted by the [Total Obligated Fund
Balances Adopted by the Board of Balances for the
Fund Name June 30, 2017 Recommended [Board of Supervisors| Recommended Supervisors Budget year

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Resort Improvement Districts

5220 - Lake Berryessa Resort Improvement District

52200 - Assigned for future district costs $ 45770 $ - $ - $ 543,528 $ - $ 589,298
52200 - Restricted to T-2000 related costs - - - - - -
52205 - Nonspendable investment in capital assets 4,440,713 - - - - 4,440,713
52205 - Assigned to bond funded capital projects - - - - - -
52210 - Restricted for future debt service 102,052 - - 143,858 - 245,910
5240 - Napa Berryessa Resort Improvement District
52400 - Assigned for future district costs 348,335 - - 163,886 - 512,221
52405 - Nonspendable investment in capital assets 112,033 - - 112,033 224,066
52410 - Nonspendable Debt Service Reserve 872,907 - - - - 872,907
52410 - Restricted for future debt service - - 2,000 - 2,000
|Total Resort Improvement Districts $ 5,921,810 $ - $ s $ 965,305 $ = $ 6,887,115

Service Districts

2800 - County Service Area #3

28000 - Fire $ - $ - $ - $ 226,168 $ - $ 226,168

28000 - Streets and Roads - - - 226,168 - 226,168
2810 - County Service Area #4 - - - 171,072 - 171,072
2850 - Silverado Community Services District - - - 61,572 - 61,572
2860 - Monticello Cemetery District

28600 - Assigned to future district costs - - - 91,584 - 91,584

28610 - Nonspendable endowment 25,148 - - - - 25,148

28610 - Assigned endowment - - - 59,978 - 59,978
2870 - Community Facilities District - MST - - - 2,543,311 - 2,543,311

2875 - Community Facilities District - Devlin Road - - - - - -

Total Service Districts $ 25,148 $ - $ = $ 3,379,853 $ - $ 3,405,001
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Supplemental

Obligated Fund

Decreases or Cancellations

Increases or New

Adopted by the

Total Obligated Fund

Balances Adopted by the Board of Balances for the
Fund Name June 30, 2017 Recommended [Board of Supervisors| Recommended Supervisors Budget year
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Joint Power Agencies

2700 - IHSS Public Authority $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
2710 - Napa County Flood Protection & Watershed Improv Auth.
27100 - Committed to future maintenance costs 14,972,556 - - 281,000 - 15,253,556
27100 - Assigned for future project costs - - - 53,075,177 - 53,075,177
27110 - Restricted to future debt service payments 483,999 - - - - 483,999
2830 - Napa Valley Tourism Improvement District - Countywide - - - - - -
5060 - Napa County Housing Authority
50600 - Assigned for future project costs - - - 192,505 - 192,505
50605 - Nonspendable investment in capital assets 4,387,489 - - - - 4,387,489
50605 - Restricted to operating reserves 440,000 - - 30,000 - 470,000
50605 - Restricted to facility replacement 225,000 - - 15,000 - 240,000
|Joint Power Agencies $ 20,509,044 $ = $ > $ 53,593,682 $ = $ 74,102,726 |
|T0tal Special Districts and Other Agencies $ 26,456,002 $ - $ = $ 57,938,840 $ = $ 84,394,842 |




RESOLUTION NO. 2017-01 (FPWIA)

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY
OF NAPA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS GOVERNING BOARD OF THE
NAPA COUNTY FLOOD PROTECTION AND WATERSHED
IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY, ADOPTING THE RECOMMENDED
BUDGET FOR THE AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018

WHEREAS, the Napa County Flood Protection and Watershed Improvement Authority
(“Authority”) was created by a resolution of the Napa County Board of Supervisors pursuant to
section 7285.5 of the Revenue and Taxation Code; and

WHEREAS, the Authority by ordinance established and implemented a transactions and
use tax and expenditure plan pursuant to section 7285.5 of the Revenue and Taxation Code
which provides that the Authority may do all things necessary or convenient to carry out its
purposes or powers, which includes adopting the Authority’s budget pursuant to the laws, rules
and policies that control budget process for the County of Napa; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with such laws, rules and policies relating to county budgets,
the recommended budget of the Authority for the fiscal year 2017-2018 has been prepared, made
available for distribution, and distributed on or about June 4, 2017 in a manner required by law;
and

WHEREAS, notice of the availability of the budget and the date of the hearing on the
budget was published on June 3, 2017, pursuant to Government Code Section 29080; and

WHEREAS, hearings have been held by the Napa County Board of Supervisors as
governing board of the Authority ("Authority Board™) at the time and place designated in the
published notice to consider and discuss items of the recommended budget, no requests or
applications are on file with the Authority Board requesting further hearings, the Authority
Board has declared the hearings concluded, and it is now the time to adopt the recommended
budget of the Authority for fiscal year 2017-2018.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Napa, State of California, acting as the Governing Board of the Authority, as follows:

1. The Board hereby finds and determines that the foregoing recitals are true and
correct.

2. The recommended budget, including those changes adopted by the Authority
Board during the budget hearings, is hereby adopted as the budget of the Authority for fiscal
year 2017-2018, including the approved appropriations by general class, fixed assets, and
reserves by funds and purpose, and the documents which by reference show in detail the
approved appropriations, revenues and other methods of financing in the budget as finally
determined are hereby approved and incorporated by reference herein.

h:\ccoun\docs\Authority-ncfpwia\Budgets 1
\Flood Authority Budget Resolution 2017-2018.doc



3. Total financing requirements, including decreases and increases to obligated fund
balance, for fiscal year 2017-2018 are as follows:

Fund 2710 Division 27100 Napa County Flood Protection
and Watershed Improvement Authority - Operations $73,856,277

Fund 2710 Division 27110 Napa County Flood Protection
and Watershed Improvement Authority — Debt Service $ 5,386,500

Total Fund 2710 $79,242,777

4. The 2017-2018 estimated appropriations limit, calculated in conformity with
Division 9 of Title 1 of the California Government Code (commencing with Section 7900), is
$259,638,374 and the estimated total annual appropriations subject to limitation are $18,424,600.

5. The actual appropriations limit and annual appropriations subject to limitation
will be adopted by resolution on or before August 31, 2017 once all of the financial information
required to compute the appropriations limit and the total annual appropriations subject to
limitation is available.

6. Pursuant to California Government Code Section 29125, the Napa County
Executive Officer, as chief executive officer of the Authority, is authorized to approve transfers
and revisions of appropriations for the Authority in the manner set forth in the Napa County
Policy for Budgetary Controls, and that the following internal service charges shall be controlled
by line item:

51405 Workers Compensation

51605 Other Post Employment Benefit Charges
52130 Information Technology Service (ITS) Charges
52131 ITS Communication Charges

52132 ITS Records Management Charges

52510 Maintenance — B&I, Public Works Charges
52700 Liability Insurance

52906 Fleet Charges

56200 A87 Charges

7. Any fixed asset(s) not authorized by the Authority Board during the
recommended budget hearing process will, prior to acquisition, be presented by the Napa County
Executive Officer, as chief executive officer for the Authority, to the Authority Board for
approval.

8. Pursuant to California Government Code Section 29093, a copy of the adopted
budget for the Authority for fiscal year 2017-2018 shall be filed with the Secretary of the
Authority and with the State Controller by the Authority’s Auditor as required by law.

111
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THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION WAS DULY AND REGULARLY ADOPTED
by the Napa County Board of Supervisors acting as the Governing Board of the Napa County
Flood Protection and Watershed Improvement Authority, at a special meeting of the Board held
on the 20" day of June, 2017, by the following vote:

AYES: DIRECTORS
PEDROZA and RAMOS
NOES: DIRECTORS NONE
ABSTAIN: DIRECTORS NONE
ABSENT: DIRECTORS NONE
By:

GREGORY, DILLON, WAGENKNECHT,

NAPA COUNTY FLOOD PROTECTION AND
WATERSHED IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY

BELIA RAMOS, Chair of the Governing Board of
the Napa County Flood Protection and Watershed
Improvement Authority

APPROVED AS TO FORM
Office of Authority Counsel

By:Jeffrey M. Richard (e-signature)
Chief Deputy County Counsel

Date: _June 12, 2017

APPROVED BY THE GOVERNING
BOARD OF THE NAPA COUNTY
FLOOD PROTECTION AND
WATERSHED IMPROVEMENT
AUTHORITY

Date: June 20, 2017
Processed By:

Deputy Secretary of the Authority

By:

ATTEST: GLADYS I. COIL
Secretary of the Authority
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Napa County Unincorporated Area Measure “A”
Status of Approved Projects and Funding Allocations
County Agreement A-4202 Amendment No. 26
June 20, 2017

MST Recycled Water Project (Completed)

The Milliken-Sarco-Tulocay (MST) Recycled Water Project is an effort to provide an alternative source of
irrigation water to the MST area to offset local groundwater use and restore the groundwater basin,
which should also improve the health of the local streams and ultimately, the Napa River. The County
worked with the Napa Sanitation District (NSD) for several years to provide engineering, environmental
review and assessment district engineering services for the MST area to benefit from infrastructure
improvements to improve the local water supply.

To date, the following has been accomplished: County staff has worked with NSD staff to determine an
assessment district boundary and recycled water distribution system layout. NSD had a consultant
complete a hydraulic analysis of the system (May 22, 2007) to estimate recycled water demands and
verify that they have enough recycled water to meet the needs of the project. As part of this hydraulic
analysis, cost estimates were developed for four different water usage scenarios. The County’s
assessment district financial consultant, Kristin Lowell, Inc. developed a benefit assessment
methodology and assessments per parcel. In December 2007, the County Board of Supervisors voted to
support the Napa Sanitation District’s efforts in the North Bay Water Reuse Authority Program (NBWRA
- a large regional recycled water project also involving Marin and Sonoma Counties). Participation in the
NBWRA has enabled the County/NSD to participate in the environmental document preparation for the
overall regional project, which includes a project level review of the MST recycled water project (one of
the regional components). The environmental impact report/environmental impact statement (EIR/EIS)
was approved by the County and NSD in December 2009. Also in December 2009, the County Board of
Supervisors approved continued participation in NBWRA in an effort to secure federal funding
assistance, and approved an agreement with NSD reserving up to 1,000 AF per year of recycled water
for the area.

Public outreach efforts were conducted at varying levels with community members, including the Napa
Valley Country Club and “Groundwater Under Local Protection,” also known as GULP. Based on
community feedback, the County developed a revised proposal to address the groundwater problem in
MST, including an initial smaller-scale recycled water project with opportunity for expansion in the
future, development of a water conservation program for the area, investigation of potable water
supply options, and review of existing ordinances and land-use policies in the area. The County worked
with NSD and their engineering consultant to evaluate this smaller recycled water project to serve the
Napa Valley Country Club and interested vineyards and to complete the design.



A Community Facilities District (CFD) was voted on and approved by participating landowners in 2013.
The first phase of construction involving extension of the existing NSD recycled water pipeline from
Napa Valley College to Napa State Hospital was completed in summer 2011 funded in part by American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funds. Construction of a half mile extension in Imola Avenue
was completed in 2012. The NSD Board approved a construction contract for the MST recycled

water project in June 2014. Construction of the project was completed in 2016, supported by grants
from the IRWMP and loans that will be repaid from revenues generated through the CFD.

A total of $5,023,000 of Measure “A” funding was approved by the Board of Supervisors and the Flood
Authority in amendments though FY 2016-2017. At the end of FY 2015-2016, $385,156 of the approved
funding remained unspent and is being used to meet ongoing NBWRA dues through FY 2017-2018. No
additional funding allocations are proposed.

Angwin Water Supply Reliability (Ongoing)

The County initially worked with area water purveyors to develop a prioritized list of projects that will
improve water supply reliability to most, if not all, water users in Angwin/Deer Park. A “test case”
project with Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company (HMMW(C) was developed beginning in late 2006
to determine the procedures for completing projects with County Measure "A" reimbursement. This
effort included researching the legal mechanisms to provide public Measure "A" funding to private
mutual water companies, and the development and execution of a Memorandum of Understanding
between the County and HMMWC (May 2007). Work on this “test case” project (Lake Henne Intake
Pipeline and Orville Pump Station) was completed in September 2008, and final payment for the work
was made by the County in October 2008.

After this “test case” project was completed, County staff began working with both HMMW(C and St.
Helena Hospital to implement significant projects for each entity based on master planning that each
entity performed as part of their efforts to obtain Community Development Block Grant funding. Two
high priority projects were: HMMWC's Deer Park Supply Pipeline improvements and St. Helena
Hospital’s Horizontal Well, Manifold and Transmission Line improvements. MOU’s were initially entered
into with HMMWC and St. Helena Hospital to provide funding for the design phases of each project,
both of which were completed by the end of June 2009. Better cost estimates were developed during
the design phase of these projects and new MOU’s were developed for project construction. HMMWC
awarded their construction contract in the spring of 2009 and construction was completed in the
summer of 2009. In addition, HMMWC completed emergency waterline replacement work of a similar
nature for which they have requested a separate MOU to receive funding for that emergency work.

County staff held meetings with the water companies to gain consensus on an equitable method to
provide funds to the individual water purveyors and the Board approved a Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) in October 2011 to formalize the funding sub-allocations for Measure "A" eligible

projects. County staff will continue to work with the Angwin/Deer Park water purveyors to prioritize
and fund additional projects as Measure “A” funds are available.



A total of $5,274,000 of Measure “A” funding was approved by the Board of Supervisors and the Flood
Authority in amendments though FY 2016-2017 (Amendment No. 24). An additional $800,000 of
budgetary funding is included in Amendment No. 26 to fund projects through FY 2017-2018.
Angwin/Deer Park Water purveyors must sign a MOU with the County Board of Supervisors before
proceeding with their project.

Completed Projects:

e Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Lake Henne Outlet Repair Project - Provided funding
for Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company to repair the Lake Henne Outlet Pipeline, which had
outlived its useful life and was impacting the reliability of the Company’s Friesen Lakes supply.
Total cost: $30,692. The project was completed in 2008.

o Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Deer Park Supply Line Upgrade - Provided funding for
Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company to upgrade the Deer Park supply pipeline, which was
undersized and did not conform to current design standards for fire flows, had outlived its useful
life, and was impacting the reliability of the Company’s Friesen Lakes supply as a result of
significant water loss due to leakage. Total cost: $463,009. The project was completed in 2010.

o Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: White Cottage Road Water Supply Pipeline Project -
Provided funding for Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company to upgrade the White Cottage Road
water supply pipeline, which was undersized and did not conform to current design standards for
fire flows, had outlived its useful life, and was impacting the reliability of the Company’s Friesen
Lakes supply as a result of significant water loss due to leakage. Total cost: $194,062. The project
was completed in 2010.

o Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Well Rehabilitation and Blending Project - Provided
funding to replace a riser and pump with a new and more efficient unit. The Company installed a
20 hp 16-stage pump, with a new motor. A new meter at the wellhead was also installed to
monitor the well output. The Company also installed approximately 1,350 linear feet of new 6” PVC
C900 pipeline from the well to the water treatment plant. Total cost: $84,084. The project was
completed in 2011.

e Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Standby Power - Provided funding to troubleshoot
electrical issues relating to the inadequacies of the previous back-up generator and obtain
temporary back-up capabilities to provide continuous potable water to the Angwin / Deer Park
communities as required by the California Division of Drinking Water. This included acquisition and
installation of generators, all associated construction costs and troubleshooting of final project.
Total cost: $186,743. The project was completed in 2012.

o Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Filter Upgrades, Dam Stabilization, Water Storage
Tank, SCADA Process Control - Provided funding to rehabilitate granular dual media filters, add
surface wash and replace ancillary components per CA Division of Drinking Water mandate to
system. Emergency repairs were made to a reservoir dam and spillway compromised by animal
burrows. Build-out the Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition computerized system for
monitoring / alarming drinking water supply, treatment, pumping and storage. Total cost:
$891,500. The project was completed in 2014,



Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Well No. 1 Interconnect with Lake Henne PS -
Provided funding to rehabilitate a groundwater source of supply and interconnect the well with
Lake Henne Pump Station. Blending the two water supplies improved water quality thereby
reducing overall treatment costs. Total cost: $27,100. The project was completed in 2015.

Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Sunset, White Cottage Pipe Replacement - Provided
funding to replace a decrepit two-inch galvanized pipeline with a history of leaks and heavily
corroded interior reducing the effective diameter to about one inch. Interior corrosion impaired
hydraulic capacity and imposed a risk to backflow of harmful contaminants. Replacing the water
mains and appurtenances restored water conveyance capabilities and sustained good water
quality. Total project cost: $252,659. The project was completed in 2016.

Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Deer Lake and Orville Dam Improvements - Provided
funding to engineer and construct spillway modifications that lowered the reservoir elevation by
three (3) feet per order by Division of Safety of Dams. The project scope was reduced by DSOD
officials in the midst of engineering design. Total cost: $90,146. The project was completed in 2015.

Rancho La Jota: Replacement Well - Provided funding for Rancho La Jota Mutual Water Company
to drill and install a replacement water supply well. Total cost $63,067. The project was completed
in 2011.

Linda Falls Terrace Mutual Water Company: Well Head Water Quality and Tank Replacement -
Provided funding for Linda Falls Terrace to stabilize water quality through pH adjustment and
replacing the water storage reservoir serving the area to restore Company’s ability to provide
drinking water of suitable quantity and quality, and to ensure the system’s reliability. Total cost:
$36,681. The project was completed in 2010.

Linda Vista Mutual Water Company: Connection to Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company -
Provided funding to install a connection to the Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company system to
give Linda Vista Mutual Water Company (LVMWOC) a reliable backup to the current water

system. This connection will be used as an emergency backup and/or temporary source of water in
the event that the LVMWC system goes down. Total cost: $142,549. The project was completed in
2012.

Linda Vista Mutual Water Company: New Well Supply - Provided funding to replace an aging
contaminated well supply. Drilled new deep bedrock groundwater supply with sanitary seal, pump
motor, level instrument and electrical power. Replaced yard pipe from well to treatment. Total
cost: $103,000. The project was completed in 2014.

St. Helena Hospital: Well, Manifold and Transmission Line Upgrade - Provided funding to drill new
horizontal wells, manifold the piping for central treatment and replace approximately 7,500 linear
feet of aged water mains with new 10” diameter HDPE pipe and appurtenances. Added
instrumentation and controls to monitor key parameters of the operation. Total cost: $1,650,000.
The project was completed in 2015.



Potential New Projects through FY 2017-2018

The following additional projects are being considered by the various water purveyors. Each project will
be approved by the Board through the established MOU process.

o Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Water Main Replacement Project - The water
company proposes the replacement of 2,640 feet 6” asbestos cement pipe on White Cottage
Road North that has inadequate hydraulic capacity for fire protection and at risk of main breaks
impacting water quality. The project specifications calls for the installation of 8” C900 PVC pipe,
one (1) hydrant and nine (9) water service transfers onto the new water main. Total budget
construction cost is estimated at $345,000.

e Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Water Main Replacement Project - The water
company proposes the replacement of 1,200 feet 4” asbestos cement pipe on White Cottage
Road North of Shy Oaks that has inadequate hydraulic capacity for fire protection and at risk of
main breaks impacting water quality. Installation of 8” C900 PVC pipe, one (1) wet barrel fire
hydrant and the relocation of 10 services with water meters are included in the project. Total
budget construction cost is estimated at $156,000.

e Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Water Main Replacement Project - The water
company proposes the replacement of 575 feet 2 }4” galvanized steel pipe on Buckeye Lane. The
old pipe has numerous leaks and heavily corroded interiors reducing the interior diameter to
unusable dimensions. The project specifications calls for the installation of 4” C900 PVC pipe.
Total budget construction cost is estimated at $74,750.

e Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company: Bulk Chemical Storage Project - The water company
proposes the replacement of: 1) One (1) 1,000 gallon polyethylene tank for bulk caustic soda
chemical storage, 2) One (1) 1,600 gallon polyethylene tank for liquid coagulant bulk chemical
storage, and 3) Two (2) 160 gallon polyethylene tanks to store zinc orthophosphate and sodium
hypochlorite. Older chemical storage tanks are deteriorating in their condition. Chemical
resistance properties of the tank materials have improved since the original installation. A
catastrophic leak or rupture of the tanks will compromise water quality, plant operations and
health / safety of employees. Total budget construction cost is estimated at $19,000.

e LaTierra Water Company: Water Main Replacement & Electrical Upgrades Project - The water
company proposes the replacement of: 1) 1 1/4” galvanized steel pipe with 4” C900 PVC pipe
that transfers water from Well No. 2 to a storage tank adjacent to Well No. 1, 2) 4” asbestos
cement pipe with 6” C900 PVC pipe, and 3) electrical outdated power cables and conduit for
standby power to the well supplies. Total budget construction cost is estimated at $130,000.

e Linda Falls Terrace Mutual Water Company: Water Main Replacement Project - The water
company proposes the replacement of degraded existing 4” steel pipeline within the
distribution system with NSF rated High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) SDR 11 pipe. Installation
will include 12 gauge trace wire, two (2) 4” x 2 %2” wharf hydrant, eight (8) 1” water meters and
check valves with meter boxes, 1” polyethylene service lines and brass fittings. Two (2) sampling



stations will be installed and all necessary connections as per code. Total budget construction
cost is estimated at $63,250.

e Linda Vista Mutual Water Company: Water Main Replacement Project - The water company
proposes the replacement of existing 60 year old 2” pipe that interconnects the distribution
system with Howell Mountain Mutual Water Company. Several leaks have occurred in the old
pipeline in recent years. New 4” HDPE pipe, two (2) 3” wharf hydrants and appurtenances will
be installed to renew the infrastructure. Total Measure A funding towards construction costs is
estimated at $60,000.

e Pacific Union College: Water Storage Tank Replacement - Certified professional inspections
were performed on all four (4) 400,000 gallon water storage tanks for the college’s water
distribution system. The exterior coatings of all tanks were found to be in poor to fair condition.
Interior roof dome coatings and supporting steel members were stated to be in poor condition
in a previous 2012 dive inspection report. Existing tank foundations are not adequately designed
to modern CBC seismic standards. Bottom shell panels are exhibiting the effects of lateral
seismic forces. An engineering study report recommended Pacific Union College replace the
water storage tanks having same 400,000 gallon capacity per structure. Each tank would be
constructed of bolted steel painted panels, painted steel dome and properly anchored
foundations. Total Measure A funding towards construction costs is estimated at $1,500,000.

These additional projects are all consistent with the MOA between the County and the water purveyors.
In accordance with the MOA, the actual reimbursement for approved projects is limited annually to the
proportionate share of revenues that have been realized to date for the Angwin/Deer Park area of the
County.

Napa River Restoration - Rutherford Reach (Completed)

The Board of Supervisors approved funding the Rutherford Reach project (aka Rutherford Dust

Project) in 2004. This project is a public-private partnership where 27 riverfront landowners have
entered into agreements with the County for restoration in the riparian areas of their property. Inthe
case of agricultural parcels, which is the principal land use in this reach of the river, landowners involved
in the project are volunteering to setback their existing agricultural uses to increase the riparian areas
along the river. The project is also setting back agricultural berms, stabilizing eroding riverbanks,
constructing bench cuts in some areas and constructing in-stream habitat enhancements. These
improvements benefit the riverine environment and reduce flood damage potential throughout the
reach. The project preliminary design was completed in 2008, an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) was prepared and circulated for public comment, and project permits have been
obtained with resource agencies. The entire project encompasses 9 linear areas (aka "reaches") of the
river spanning 4.5 miles from Zinfandel Lane to Oakville Cross Road. The County retained consultants to
prepare construction drawings for construction in phases. Construction began in summer 2009 on the
east bank of Reaches 1 and 2 (Phase 1A). In 2010, construction was completed on the west bank of
Reaches 1 and 2 (Phase 1B) as well as both banks of Reach 3 (Phase 2). The design and construction of
Reaches 1 through 3 was funded partially by grants from the State and Federal ARRA funds. The final
design of Reach 4 was completed and construction on the east bank was completed in summer 2011



and the west bank was completed in summer 2012. Two additional grants from the State and one from
the Federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) funded approximately half of the cost of Reach 4
construction, with the remaining funds coming from Measure "A".

Construction of Reach 8A was completed in summer 2012 and the remainder of Reach 8 (Reach 8 B&C)
was completed in summer 2013. Reach 8A construction was supported by two grants; a $400,000 grant
from the State Department of Parks and Recreation Habitat Conservation Fund and a $1,000,000 grant
from the California Coastal Conservancy. $1,600,000 of funding was approved in Amendment No. 17 to
match grants and cover staff and landowner liaison support services through FY 2012-2013. An
additional grant for Reach 8B&C construction was awarded from the State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB) for $750,000 and grant match funds of $505,000 approved as part of Amendment No.
18. Amendment No. 19 included additional Measure "A" funding of $150,000 for construction oversight
for Reach 8 B&C ($80,000) and surveying for Reaches 5,6,7 and 9 ($70,000) during summer 2013.

The last reaches of the Rutherford project to be constructed were Reaches 5, 6, 7 and 9. In August 2012,
EPA awarded a second grant of $1,400,000 towards construction of these final reaches of the project in
FY 2014-2015. Grant match funds of $1,400,000 were also approved as part of Amendment No.

18. Funding for the design of these reaches in the amount of $300,000 was also as part of Amendment
No. 18 and included in the FY 2012-2013 Public Works budget. Reaches 5, 6, 7 and 9 were constructed
in summer 2014 and revegetation work occurred in the winter of 2014-2015. A total of $1,280,000 was
added in Amendment No. 20 including $450,000 to cover the completion of construction and
revegetation work in Reach 8 in FY 2013-2014, $300,000 to cover landowner liaison, monitoring and as-
built surveys of completed construction in Reaches 1 through 4, and $530,000 for staff labor and
consultant support to complete plans and specifications through the end of the project in Reaches 5, 6,
7 and 9.

Amendment No 22 included $200,000 to cover staff labor and landowner liaison costs through the end
of the project. A total of $13,942,000 of Measure “A” funding had been approved by the Board of
Supervisors and the Flood Authority in amendments though FY 2015-2016. Due to lower than expected
construction costs for Reaches 5,6,7 and 9, $560,000 of unspent Measure A funds and an equal amount
of unused EPA Grant Funds were transferred to the downstream Oakville Crossroad to Oak Knoll Reach
Restoration Project. At the end of FY 2015-2017, $350,147 of Measure A funds remained in the project
budget to be used to complete awarded revegetation establishment contracts in Reaches 5,6,7 and 9
(through FY 2017-2018). No additional Measure A or grant funding is expected to be needed for the
Rutherford Project. Future maintenance costs are being funded through landowner assessments and a
special benefit zone created by the Flood Control District.

Napa River Restoration - Oakville to Oak Knoll Reach (Ongoing)

The Oakville to Oak Knoll (OVOK) Reach project is modeled after the Rutherford Reach project and aims
to restore the 10 miles downstream of Oakville Cross Road. The Board of Supervisors and Flood
Authority approved the use of Measure “A” funds for the project on October 24, 2006 (Amendment No.
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8). The project conceptual design was completed in 2011 funded by a $500,000 grant from the State
obtained by the California Land Stewardship Institute (CLSI). The Board initially approved $215,000 of
Measure "A" funds as a match for this grant. An additional $25,000 was approved in Amendment No. 10
for County staffing and oversight of this contract and to support the project moving forward once the
conceptual design was completed.

Environmental review required under CEQA was completed in 2013 and landowner outreach activities
to secure agreements to move forward with the detailed design of the project has also been
completed. $250,000 in budgetary funding was approved as part of Amendment No. 13 for these
activities. Project implementation has been segregated into 4 construction groups A, B, C and D.
Amendment No. 15 added $400,000 of budgetary funding which matches a grant of $395,000 from EPA
that is funding Arundo removal and final design of Groups A and C. To continue design through FY 2012-
2013, an additional $150,000 of budgetary funds were approved as part of Amendment No. 17. The
County was also awarded an initial $100,000 grant as part of the above-mentioned FY 2012 EPA

grant for the Rutherford project, with the understanding it would be used towards the first construction
phase of the Oakville project in FY 2015-2016. In 2013 and 2014, two additional grants, totaling $2.2
million, were awarded by EPA for construction of Group A (summer 2015) and a portion of Group C
(summer of 2016).

Amendment No. 18 included an additional $650,000 of Measure "A" funds for the Oakville project;
$100,000 to match the 2012 EPA grant allocation and additional budgetary funds of $550,000 for the
necessary design work and studies to obtain permits and make the project ready for construction in FY
2014-2015. $100,000 was added as part of Amendment No. 20 to cover staff labor costs for the project
through FY 2013-2014.

$300,000 of budgetary funding was added in Amendment No. 22 for landowner liaison support, staff
labor and legal costs to continue the project through FY 2014-2015 and an additional $1,218,000 was
added as match for the 2013 grant from EPA for construction of Group A in the summer of 2015.

$1,700,000 was added to the project allocation in Amendment No. 23 for the following activities:

Additional Match for EPA 2013 Grant (Group A): $53,350
Match for EPA 2014 Grant (Group C): $894,324
Construction Support for Group A and Final Design
For Group C $ 582,000
County Staff labor through FY 2015/2016 $ 100,000
Landowner Liaison/Grant Support (CLSI) FY 2015/2016 $ 70,326
$1,700,000

The unused balance of $560,000 from the EPA 2012 grant and an equal amount of Measure A match
funds (Amendment No. 25) was transferred to the OVOK project from the Rutherford Project in 2016
and was used to complete construction of Site 14 in Group C.



Amendment No. 26 includes a total of $2,500,000 to match three 2016 awarded grants totaling
$2,600,000 to complete construction in Group C and cover project costs through FY 2017-2018, as
follows:

Match funding for 2016 Coastal Conservancy Grant,
2016 Fish and Wildlife Grant &

2016 SWRCB 319(h) Grant (Group C): $1,700,000

Construction Support for Group C and Final Design
For Group B&D S 550,000
Project Management/CM and labor through FY 2017/2018 $ 250,000
$2,500,000

Upon approval of Amendment No. 26, the total Measure A funding allocation to this project will be
$8,068,000. Additional funding is anticipated to be required for construction of Groups B and D in
future fiscal years. Long term maintenance of the project is being supported by landowners, who
approved creation of a Community Facilities District (CFD) in January 2015 under the Flood Control
District.

Flood Studies in the Unincorporated Area (Completed)

The storm of December 31, 2005 and other prior storms highlighted several flooding and/or drainage
related problems that impact County residents and property. $450,000 was approved by the Board to
conduct multiple special flood studies throughout the unincorporated area. Initially this funding was
used as a resource for staff to identify and begin evaluation of multiple problems reported by property
owners. Flooding problems range from localized drainage concerns to larger scale issues associated
with identified floodplain areas. As a result, the potential solutions to the problems also vary. The
studies were conducted according to a prioritization approach (e.g., number of properties/structures
affected) that began based on the flood problems that resulted from the December 31, 2005 storm.
Four specific projects were supported by the authorized funds as summarized below:

Milliken Creek Hydraulic and Restoration Studies

The County participated in funding a study of the hydrology, geomorphology and restoration
opportunities for Milliken Creek between Westgate Drive and Atlas Peak Road. This reach of the creek
traverses the residential communities in the Silverado Country Club area which were severely impacted
by flooding and flood damages as a result of the December 31, 2005 storm. The study was conducted by
Silverado Property owners Association (SPOA) with funding support by the County and the Silverado
Country Club. Each entity paid $25,000 toward the $75,000 total cost of the study. The hydrologic
study evaluated the previous study performed by FEMA as part of the National Flood Insurance
Program, which is the basis of the current effective Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for the area. The
December 31, 2005 storm produced more extensive flooding than the FEMA study predicted. The FEMA



study used a particular frequency and duration of storm that was deemed to be statistically valid in
making its determinations on flooding risk. However in review of this approach it was determined that a
very intense storm of short duration such as was experienced in December 2005, would result in more
significant flooding in the Milliken watershed. The results of this study were reviewed by FEMA and
they used the results to update the FIRM in the area upstream of Atlas Peak Road.

The restoration opportunities study identified significant degradation in the creek due to the presence
of nonnative invasive plants and also less sensitive approaches in dealing with bank erosion, such as
significant use of rip rap. While such measures are sought by homeowners to prevent loss of stream
bank, they often translate into problems for downstream neighbors. The study concluded that
opportunities for properly designed biotechnical bank repairs exist and the replacement of nonnative,
invasive vegetation with native species would also enhance the habitat value of the stream. A
stewardship approach is being pursued by the various homeowners associations and the country club in
coordination with the Flood Control District to address restoration of the creek.

The County retained a local consultant to review the recommendations of the 2007 flood study and
perform additional analyses and cost benefit evaluations on how to mitigate flooding concerns in the
area. This work is complete and the results were communicated to the Silverado community for
consideration of possible flood reduction projects. Staff has also been working with a consultant to
evaluate the FEMA flood map in the area downstream of the Silverado reach of the creek to the Napa
River, which also experienced significant flooding in 2005/2006. This work is ongoing. In late 2012,
letters of support were received from affected property owners and the Silverado Resort regarding their
interest in pursuing mitigation recommendations. Additionally the identified flood reduction and fish
passage improvements received $500,000 of grant funding through the Bay Area Integrated Regional
Water Management Plan (Bay Area IRWMP) implementation grant round number two of Proposition 84
funding through the State Department of Water Resources. These recent developments prompted staff
to request formal approval of the Milliken Project to the Board of Supervisors on January 29, 2013 (see
additional project details below under Milliken Project description).

Sunnyside and Deer Park Flood Study

Due to localized flooding in the area of Deer Park Road and Sunnyside Road that impacts both County
roads and private properties in this area, the County retained an engineer to conduct a flood study to
evaluate possible solutions. The study focused on the unnamed tributary to Canon Creek along Deer
Park Road extending about 3,500 feet upstream of the intersection of Sunnyside Road. In this area
there are 6 culverted locations to allow crossing of the creek. Three of these culverted locations are
owned and maintained by the County and the rest are privately owned. The study was needed to
evaluate if there would be a benefit to upsize the culverts owned by the County at Deer Park Road and
at Sunnyside Road, possibly to reduce the amount of roadway flooding and also to reduce flooding on
private property. The study showed that the stream leaves its banks in several locations in larger
storms. At the first (upstream) County culvert at Deer Park Road, the culvert size cannot pass the 100-
year discharge without roadway flooding. However, the study showed that if the Deer Park Road culvert
were to be upsized to allow passage of the 100-year discharge, it would have a negative impact on
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downstream properties, particularly along Lilac Lane where private culverts exist that are also
significantly undersized. Therefore the Deer Park culvert should not be upsized without the private
culverts being upsized. At the downstream Sunnyside Road culvert, the study showed that upsizing the
culvert would not provide significant improvement in the extent of private property flooding
immediately upstream because the size of the channel is limited and has been encroached upon by
property owner actions over time. Staff sent a letter presenting the results of the study to the affected
property owners and offering guidance for property owners regarding private culvert improvements
and/or channel improvements. However, some minor improvements at the Sunnyside and Deer Park
Road culvert location were completed by the County Roads Department.

House Elevations in Flood Prone Areas

Many of the homes in the unincorporated area that flood when larger storms occur are a result of the
fact that the structures are located within identified special flood hazard areas (FEMA mapped flood
zones). Generally the best approach to address this type of structural flooding is to elevate the
structure such that the finished floor is above the 100-year (base flood) water surface elevation. For all
new construction, or where substantial improvement of a structure is planned, County code requires
that finished floors be constructed a minimum of 1-foot above the base flood elevation.

Grant programs are available to help homeowners with the cost of elevating existing homes. In 2006, in
support of development of a grant proposal, County staff conducted outreach to homeowners that had
reported flooding and also surveyed several structures to determine accurate floor surface

elevations. The focus of this grant program was on homes within the unincorporated area that were
identified by FEMA as having been flooded multiple times. After conducting FEMA-required cost benefit
analyses, there were 8 structures where the benefits of elevation outweighed the cost of the

project. The County applied for a grant to elevate these 8 houses. The total grant request was $1.1
Million; however, in 2007 FEMA only obligated $375,000 to the Flood Control District for this

grant. Environmental clearance was completed by FEMA for all 8 structures. Unfortunately, likely due
in part to economic conditions in 2008-2009, none of the FEMA-approved homeowners elected to move
forward with house elevations under the grant program before the funds expired.

St. Helena Area Flood Damage Reduction and Restoration Opportunities

County residents along the eastern bank of the Napa River in the reach adjacent to the recently
completed St Helena Flood Protection Project expressed concerns to County staff regarding the
potential effect of this project on their properties. The City of St. Helena has conducted studies that
demonstrate no negative impacts will result from their proposed project as compared to the existing
condition. However, the project does not offer improved flood protection for the residents in the
County unincorporated area. During large storms, the river floods a large area on the eastern bank,
which is included in the floodway. Failure of the agricultural levee on the Napa Reserve property is
common, leading to erosion and debris-related damages to the adjacent vineyard. Floodwaters cross
Silverado Trail in two locations often scouring the shoulder on both sides of the roadbed and causing
erosion in locations due to fast moving waters. Streambank erosion where the river leaves and reenters
the channel is common. A prior feasibility study to evaluate roadway elevations was conducted;
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however this option was deemed financially infeasible. In addition, reductions in the scope of the St.
Helena project made a roadway elevation project technically infeasible because of floodway restrictions.
Local unincorporated area residents formed a neighborhood group to work with the County on possible
solutions to reduce flood damage and improve safety in this area during floods. Staff surveyed the
finished floor elevations of several homes to evaluate flood risk. St. Helena has finished their project and
a FEMA flood hazard zone map revision became effective in September 2012.

This project was completed with $13,150 of the allocated funds remaining unspent. Amendment No. 26
proposes to transfer $7,000 of the unspent funds to the Napa River Watershed Sediment TMDL
Implementation Project to cover the costs required to complete that project.

Zinfandel Lane Bridge Scour Protection and Fish Passage Design (Completed)

The Napa County Resource Conservation District (RCD) completed a geotechnical study using grant
funds from the Corps of Engineers to address erosion in the Napa River channel at the Zinfandel Lane
bridge. The river bed at this location was severely downcut immediately downstream of the bridge,
which was constructed in 1913. Efforts over the years to address downcutting and protect the bridge
piers included placement of concrete on the channel bottom. However, a 7.5 foot drop in the channel
bottom was scoured out immediately downstream and underseepage of the concrete was

occurring. This situation represented both a barrier to fish passage and a longer term concern for
stability of the bridge. The study included a recommended conceptual design to protect the bridge and
provide for fish passage. During FY 2010-2011, a grant was applied for and awarded to the County by the
State Coastal Conservancy in the amount of $400,000 to partially fund project implementation. The FY
2010-2011 budget and prior Amendment No. 13 included $835,000 of Measure A funds to match grant
funding based on the engineers estimate of construction costs. Environmental review under CEQA was
completed in 2010 and final design was completed and all project permits obtained in spring 2011,
enabling construction to occur during the 2011 in-water work season. A construction contract was
awarded to the low bidder and construction was completed as of the end of October 2011.

Due to several unforeseen conditions that were discovered during construction, additional construction
costs were experienced. Amendment No. 16 included additional budgetary funding of $300,000 to
cover the expected increased costs associated with the unforeseen conditions; however, the final cost of
construction was lower than anticipated resulting in $100,000 of excess budgetary funds for this

project. Amendment No. 17 included the transfer of excess funds from this project to offset FY2012-
2013 additional funds needed for the below-described Napa River TMDL Implementation Project.

Following construction, monitoring of the project performance was performed by RCD through fiscal
year 2015-2016. The project is complete. No additional funds are needed.
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County-wide Water Conservation Program (Ongoing)

For many years Napa County has been committed to the conservation of sensitive resources, has been
at the forefront of protecting agricultural land, and has encouraged the conservation of natural
resources including surface and ground water, soils, fisheries, wildlife, important plant species, and
habitats. The County had not previously developed a formal water conservation program for the
unincorporated areas, even though groundwater and privately developed surface water impoundments
provide the water supply for the majority of Napa County’s rural residential and agricultural water users.

In April 2009, the Board of Supervisors requested that County staff develop a multi-year voluntary water
conservation program for their consideration. Initially, staff was asked to look into the viability of a
water conservation program for the MST area of the County, which is experiencing declining
groundwater conditions, but because countywide sales generate the revenues for Measure A funding,
and because the funds proposed to fund the proposed water conservation program will come from the
unincorporated area of Napa County allocation, it makes sense to have a water conservation program
that all County unincorporated area residents can benefit from. Staff reviewed standard water
conservation industry practices, the programs of local cities and neighboring areas, and also consulted
with the agricultural community, Napa County Resource Conservation District and the California
Department of Fish and Game in formulating a water conservation program for the County
unincorporated area.

The water conservation program was formally approved in the fall of 2009. Accomplishments to date
include the distribution of water conservation devices, which are available to all County unincorporated
area residents, both at the Flood Control District office and various community events. Water
conservation signage has been developed for the MST area of the County. Staff organized an agricultural
water efficiency workshop, a frost protection workshop, a water conservation workshop for winery
workers and growers, and three Bay Friendly Landscaping certification workshops for local landscapers.
Water conservation newsletters has been developed for distribution at various events and for mailing to
the MST, Carneros and Lake Berryessa areas. A County water conservation web page has been
established.

Three years of funding (a total of $420,000 through FY 2011-2012) was authorized when the County
Unincorporated Area Water Conservation Program was approved. As a result of securing various water
conservation grants, approved funds have been sufficient to continue water conservation efforts beyond
the original planned three year timeframe. At the end of FY 2015-2016, $54,892 of the originally
allocated funding remained unspent and was carried forward into the current fiscal year. No additional
funding is requested to continue the program into FY 2017-2018.
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Coordination of Napa River Restoration Projects (Completed)

The Board approved Measure "A" funding for staff to seek facilitation support for overall coordination
of the ongoing large-scale restoration efforts on the Napa River. Staff completed a Request for
Proposals (RFP) process and selected the Napa County RCD and New Level Group team. The RCD-New
Level Group team has assisted staff to increase inter-project collaboration for both landowners and
technical project teams working on the Rutherford and Oakville restoration projects. Efforts to date
have helped improve collaboration on these important projects, increase landowner awareness,
develop improved grant funding strategies and align technical approaches and project goals. The
project was completed in FY 2012-2013. A total of $39,775 was spent on this effort.

Lake Berryessa Watershed Improvement Projects (Ongoing)

In accordance with the JPA, a portion of the unincorporated area's Measure "A" revenue is to

be dedicated to the Lake Berryessa/Putah Creek watershed area. Specific projects in the Lake
Berryessa area were not identified in the original Measure A language, and projects in this portion of
the County will not provide flood control benefits to the Napa River. Approved projects in the Lake
Berryessa area are based on the priorities set forth on January 13, 2009 by the Board for evaluating
Measure "A" projects.

Project activities approved by the Board to date are directly related to improving and protecting water
quality in Lake Berryessa and the Putah Creek watershed. Such projects are considered to be “high
priority” according to the approved Measure A Project Benefits and Priorities for Napa County
Unincorporated Area Matrix (dated 1/13/08). Amendment No. 13 included an initial funding allocation
of $600,000.

The lake is used as a water supply source primarily by Solano County agencies, but also by the Lake
Berryessa Resort Improvement District and the Napa Berryessa Resort Improvement District, as well as
other smaller water systems located adjacent to the Lake. The Board approved a budgetary level of
funding of $50,000 for preparation of the Lake Berryessa Watershed Sanitary Survey focusing on

the portion of the watershed above the Monticello Dam. Solano County Water Agency

(SCWA) provided 25% of the funding. SCWA is providing 100% funding for the sanitary survey below
the dam. The study was completed using $29,600.

Another important water quality related activity is the evaluation of the wastewater treatment and
disposal practices of the two Resort Improvement Districts and other small wastewater generators
around the Lake in relation to current Regional Water Quality Control Board permit

requirements. Treated wastewater overflow and/or controlled discharge events have occurred at both
Districts in the past few years due in large part to excessive inflow and infiltration of storm water and
shallow groundwater into the collection system and a consultant was retained to evaluate several
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alternatives related to reducing the amount of storm water entering the collection system and/or the
long-term disposal requirements of these waters. $434,176 of the allocated funds was spent to fund
these activities.

Based on recommendations from the County Groundwater Study, the siting, design and installation of
three stream flow and rainfall gages to expand the Countywide Alert system into this portion of the
County was approved by the Board. Approximately $60,140 was spent to install these gages.

As part of Amendment No. 16, $50,000 was approved to fund the County's share of a

$1,000,000 Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) planning grant that was awarded to
the Westside Sacramento Valley Subregion, of which the County is a member along with portions of
Lake, Solano, Yolo and Colusa counties. These funds supported the County's staff participation in the
development of the IRWMP for the subregion as well as funding the required cash contribution for the
grant, which funded the work of a consultant to prepare the planning document.

Approximately $189,000 of previously allocated funding remained at the end of FY 2015-2016. As part
of Amendment No. 25, staff proposed to use a portion of the remaining approved funding to continue
outreach to local interests for watershed projects in the Lake Berryessa watershed with focus on the
recommendations of the completed IRWMP and to develop a watershed improvement grant program.
This program was developed in 2016 and the first call for project proposals was issued in the fall of
2016. A project review committee was formed including two staff members, one member from each of
the Measure A Technical Advisory Panel and the Financial Oversight Committee and a member of the
public residing in the Lake Berryessa watershed. The committee recommended three projects for
funding in FY 2017-2018, which were approved by the Board of Supervisors on June 6, 2017. These
subproject awards are included as part of Amendment No. 26:

2017 Grant Round Awards

Upper Hunting Creek Watershed Restoration (UC Davis) $111,000
Pope Creek Weed Management (Napa County RCD) $121,000
Oat Hill Mine Road Erosion Control (Tuleyome) $230,500

Total Approved Funds in from 2017 Grant Round $462,500

In addition to the above projects being funded during FY 2017-2018, the remaining balance of
previously approved funds at the end of FY 2016-207 (approximately $150,000) will carry forward and
be used to complete RWQCB permit related activities for Lake Berryessa, including completion of
planting, irrigation and establishment of 500 oak trees for oak woodland restoration.

Total funding allocations for the Lake Berryessa Watershed Improvement Program through
Amendment No. 26 total $1,292,500.
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Napa River Watershed Sediment TMDL Implementation Program (Completed)

The Napa County Resource Conservation District (RCD), in partnership with Pacific Watershed
Associates (PWA) and private landowners embarked on implementing a large-scale sediment reduction
and storm water runoff management project in the Carneros Creek, Sulphur Creek and Heath Canyon
Creek watersheds in the unincorporated area of Napa County. In its entirety, the project protects water
quality in the Napa River watershed by improving and otherwise upgrading priority rural road erosion
sites which are contributing fine sediment to the Napa River and by preventing excessive fine sediment
from entering Carneros Creek from a series of failed earthen dams on a tributary to Carneros Creek.
After receiving required permits, RCD implemented the project in three phases. The first phase was
completed in 2009 in the Carneros Creek watershed. The second phase, in the Sulphur Creek
watershed, was implemented in 2010 and the third phase in the Heath Canyon Creek watershed was
implemented in 2011. Funding for project implementation came from a number of sources. The Board
approved $200,000 from Measure "A", matching over $700,000 from the State Water Resources
Control Board, the Department of Fish and Game, EPA, Scannell Properties, and participating property
owners for implementation in all three watersheds. In addition, these funds match significant financial
contributions, in excess of $300,000, from the California Department of Conservation Watershed
Coordinator Program and the Bay-Delta authority that supported the landowner coordination,
watershed assessment, and watershed management planning tasks that made this large-scale water
quality protection project possible. Without funding from Measure A, the work in the Sulphur Creek
watershed would have been significantly reduced and an opportunity to implement projects that will
significantly reduce the amount of fine sediment entering the Napa River from a major tributary would
have been lost. Detailed “road-logs” for each of the sites in the Sulphur Creek watershed were
completed and it is estimated that the treatments will prevent over 6,000 cubic yards of sediment from
entering Sulphur Creek. The project treated 9.5 miles of rural road, upgraded 31 stream crossings,
replaced 14 culverts, treated 1 landslide, and installed 75 rolling dips and 14 critical dips. The scope of
work is consistent with the adopted sediment TMDL for the Napa River and the sites can and will be
used for demonstrations and workshops. The project is consistent with the types of projects that were
specified in Measure "A" for the County unincorporated area. Specifically, this project is an “agricultural
watershed and storm water runoff management improvement project,” planned by the RCD in
collaboration with agricultural interests, Napa County and the California Department of Fish and Game,
that will “reduce the amount of storm water runoff and sediment in the Napa River system from
agricultural lands.” This type of water quality protection project is considered a “high priority”
according to the Measure A Project Benefits and Priorities for Napa County Unincorporated Area
Matrix.

The Board approved an additional $20,000 of funding in Amendment No. 15 to provide staffing and
match funds for the County's overall Sediment TMDL implementation program, which was selected to
receive EPA grant funds under the San Francisco Bay Water Quality Improvement Fund in 2011. This is
the same grant that funded the above-stated grant amounts for the Rutherford and Oakuville projects,
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and additionally funded three additional activities: development of Ranch Water Quality Plans in
partnership with University of California Cooperative Extension, assessment of the County's rural roads
and stream crossings, and development of a TMDL implementation tracking and accounting system. All
of these projects support the County's goals and objectives and regulatory obligations under the
Sediment TMDL. A total of $120,000 in additional budget funding was needed to match the awarded
EPA grant. As described above, $100,000 of unspent and unencumbered funds remaining in the
Zinfandel Lane Fish Passage Improvement Project and $20,000 of new Measure "A" funds were
allocated to this project as part of Amendment No. 17.

In 2013, staff completed a competitive RFP process to select a consultant to work on the TMDL tracking
and accounting system that is being funded by the EPA grant. As part of this process, an additional task
was identified that would further the grant-funded work, allowing development of additional decision-
making tools to help prioritize future TMDL monitoring and implementation actions and $48,000 of
additional funds for this task was approved in Amendment No. 18. $50,000 was added as part of
Amendment No. 20 to cover costs associated with design, permitting and staff labor for grant-funded
road improvement projects. Grant and match funds were used by the County to support design of a
replacement for the Greenwood Avenue culvert crossing the Napa River, improving fish passage and
reducing erosion, which was identified as a TMDL priority project. The Greenwood Avenue project was
completed in 2015, using the allocated Measure A funding, $100,000 from the 2011 EPA grant and a
$400,000 grant from the Coastal Conservancy. Construction was completed in 2016, but the final
project costs exceeded the originally approved allocation. Therefore, Amendment No. 26 proposes to
transfer $7,000 of unspent funds from the completed Countywide Flood Studies Project to this project,
bringing the total Measure A funding allocation to $455,000. No additional funding is needed and the
project is now complete.

Milliken Creek Flood Damage Reduction and Fish Passage Barrier Removal Project (Ongoing)

This project is being designed for implementation based on hydraulic and feasibility studies conducted
as part of the Countywide Flood Studies Project, written letters of support from the affected property
owners and the Silverado resort, and to take advantage of a grant opportunity related to the Bay Area
IRWMP through Proposition 84.

A 2011 completed feasibility study identified the following three improvements that will result in a
lowering of water surface elevations and therefore flood damage reduction to homes in the Kaanapali
Drive subdivision:

Removal of summer impoundment dam to eliminate a hydraulic jump in creek,
Construct a flood bypass storm drain for golf course detention area, and

3. Strategic grading or other improvements as determined through final design which help to
prevent water from entering certain (lower lying) properties

Following completion of the feasibility study and presentation to affected landowners, letters were
received from private property owners and the Silverado Resort supporting implementation of these
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improvements. Property owners have agreed to cost share the improvements. The Silverado resort was
willing to allow the project to take place on their property assuming issues regarding access across the
creek and their ability to protect their existing water rights can be addressed as part of the project. The
resort has designed and is constructing a replacement bridge for the removed dam at their cost. A grant
through Proposition 84 and the Bay Area Integrated Water Management Plan (IRWMP) was approved to
be included in the Bay Area's grant application that was submitted to DWR in 2013. The grant will
provide $500,000 towards project implementation and required a match of at least 25%, which was
satisfied with the County’s project design costs. In order to complete the grant application
requirements, develop and execute agreements with project proponents, and conduct environmental
review and design work, a budgetary allocation of $300,000 of Measure “A” funding was approved as
part of this Amendment No. 19. Staff selected a design consultant using an RFP process and design is
underway. Amendment No. 23 included an additional $200,000 to complete the design and support
staff labor costs for this project through FY 2016-2017 and acquire necessary property rights for the
storm drain. Design was completed and the project advertised for construction in 2017. Amendment
No. 26 includes $1,120,000 to cover the costs (in addition to the grant) for construction and
revegetation in FY 2017-2018.

Los Carneros Water District Recycled Water Project (Completed)

The Los Carneros Water District (LCWD) Recycled Water Project is providing recycled water to Carneros
area agricultural properties. Landowners involved with the project approved an assessment, which
funded the project design. LCWD asked for supporting funds to complete the design in FY 14/15 to
enable the project to be put to bid. The District Engineer found that the project met the requirements
for Measure A funding as it is an agricultural watershed improvement, consistent with Section 8.E.2 of
the ordinance. The Board of Supervisors approved funding support for the project and $100,000 was
approved as part of Amendment No. 22.

An additional assessment was developed by LCWD and approved by project beneficiaries to fund the
project construction. In December 2015, LCWD asked for $50,000 of additional funding to offset their
final design costs that exceeded $400,000. These additional funds were approved as part of
Amendment No. 25. The project is completed. No additional funding is anticipated.
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Napa County Unincorporated Area

Measure A Sales Tax Revenues and Expenditures

A B C D | E F G
1 Audited Actuals Forecast
—]MEASURE A - SALES TAX ALLOCATIONS
2 Through FY 16 FY17 FY18 FY19 Totals
I Revenues
[ 5] Total County Share (projected with a 3.5% growth rate) $30,896,945 | $3,600,000  $3,725,000 $0 $38,221,945
| 6 | Repayment of Advance from Napa and Vicinity Project 5,270,842 0 0 0 5,270,842
| 7 | Interest Earnings 2,120,162 35,000 35,000 0 2,190,162
| 8 | Total Revenues to be Allocated $38,287,949 | $3,635,000  $3,760,000 $0 $45,682,949
9
| 10]Allocations
| 111 Angwin (17%) $6,508,951 $617,950 $639,200 $0 $7,766,101
| 12] Berryessa (7%) 2,680,156 254,450 263,200 0 3,197,806
13| Balance for other unincorporated areas (76%) 29,098,841 2,762,600 2,857,600 0 34,719,041
14 ] Total Allocations $38,287,949 | $3,635,000  $3,760,000 $0 $45,682,949
15
16\ NGWIN PROJECTS Current antract Audited Actuals Forecast
17 Allocation Through FY 16 FY17 FY18 FY19 Totals
18
| 10 | Sales Tax Allocation from Above $6,508,951 $617,950 $639,200 $0 $7,766,101
20
| 21 |Projects/Expenditures
| 22 | All Angwin/Deer Park projects ($800,000 added in Amendment #26) $6,074,000 $4,300,175 $973,825 $800,000 $800,000 $6,874,000
23
| 24 | Total Projects/Expenditures $6,074,000 $4,300,175 $973,825 $800,000 $800,000 $6,874,000
25
[ 26| Annual Surplus/(Deficit) $2,208,776 | ($355,875)  ($160,800)  ($800,000) $892,101
27
28 | Cumulative Available Balance $2,208,776 | $1,852,901  $1,692,101 $892,101
29
30| ERRYESSA PROJECTS Current CQntract Audited Actuals Forecast
31 Allocation Through FY 16 FY17 FY18 FY19 Totals
32
| 33]Sales Tax Allocation from Above $2,680,156 $254,450 $263,200 $0 $3,197,806
34
| 35 |Projects/Expenditures
| 36| Sanitary Surveys $29,600 $29,600 $0 $0 $0 $29,600
| 37| Stream and Precip Gages $60,140 $60,140 $0 $0 $0 $60,140
| 38| West Sacramento Valley IRWMP and Associated Projects $306,084 $117,415 $188,669 $0 $0 $306,084
| 3912017 Grant Program Tuleyome Oat Hill Mine Road (Amendment #26) $230,500 $0 $0 $230,500 $0 $230,500
| 40]2017 Grant Program RCD Pope Creek Weed Management (Amendment #26) $121,000 $0 $0 $121,000 $0 $121,000
| 4112017 Grant Program UCD McLaughlin Reserve (Amendment #26) $111,000 $0 $0 $111,000 $0 $111,000
| 42 |RWQCB Permit Activities $434,176 $434,176 $0 $0 $0 $434,176
43
| 44 ] Total Projects/Expenditures $1,292,500 $641,331 $188,669 $462,500 $0 $1,292,500
45
| 46 | Annual Surplus/(Deficit) $2,038,825 $65,781  ($199,300) $0 $1,905,306
47
48 | Cumulative Available Balance $2,038,825 | $2,104,606  $1,905,306 _ $1,905,306
49
50} o T ER UNINGORPORATED AREAPROIECTS Current Contract Audited Actuals Forecast
51 Allocation Through FY 16 FY17 FY18 FY19 Totals
52
| 53 |Sales Tax Allocation from Above $29,098,841 | $2,762,600 $2,857,600 $0 $34,719,041
54
| 55 |Projects/Expenditures
| 56| Rutherford Reach Project $13,382,000 $13,031,853 $200,000 $150,147 $0 $13,382,000
| 57| Oakville-Oak Knoll Project (increase of $2,500,000 in Amendment #26) $8,068,000 $3,060,886 | $2,507,120  $2,500,000  $1,900,000 $9,968,006
| 58] Countywide Flood Std. (transfer $7,000 to TMDL Project in Amednment # 26) $443,000 $436,850 $0 $0 $0 $436,850
| 50] Milliken-Sarco-Tulocay Project $5,023,000 $4,637,844 $263,335 $121,821 $0 $5,023,000
| 60] Zinfandel Fish Passage Project $1,350,000 $1,349,671 $0 $0 $0 $1,349,671
| 61] Countywide Water Conservation Program $420,000 $365,108 $26,983 $27,909 $0 $420,000
62| Napa River Restoration Projects Coordination $40,000 $39,775 $0 $0 $0 $39,775
| 63| TMDL Implementation ($7,000 from Flood Studies Budget in Amendment #26) $455,000 $454,111 $0 $0 $0 $454,111
 64] Milliken Creek Flood Reduction (increase of $1,120,000 in Amendment #26) $1,620,000 $396,609 $103,391  $1,120,000 $0 $1,620,000
| 65] Los Carneros Water District Design $150,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $150,000
| 66| Other Projects (Completed) $977,000 $976,055 $0 $0 $0 $976,055
67
| 68] Administrative Expenses $160,707 $15,000 $15,000 $0 $190,707
| 69] Maintenance Reserve Contributions $546,612 $49,692 $49,692 $0 $645,996
70
| 71 ]| Total Projects/Expenditures $31,928,000 $25,606,081 | $3,165,521  $3,984,569  $1,900,000 $34,656,171
72
[ 73] Annual Surplus/(Deficit) $3,492,760 | ($402,921) ($1,126,969) ($1,900,000) $62,870
74
75 | Cumulative Available Balance $3,492,760 | $3,089,839  $1,962,870 $62,870
76
77| < UMMARY TOTALS Current Contract | Audited Actuals Forecast
78 Allocation Through FY 16 FY17 FY18 FY19 Totals
[ 79
| 80| Total Measure A Related Revenues $38,287,949 | $3,635,000  $3,760,000 $0 $45,682,949
81 | Total Expenditures $39,294,500 $30,547,587 | $4,328,015  $5,247,069  $2,700,000 $42,822,671
| 83 [Annual Surplus/(Deficit) $7,740,362 |  ($693,015) ($1,487,069) ($2,700,000) $2,860,278
85 | Total Available Balance for Unincorporated Area $7,740,362 | $7,047,347  $5,560,278  $2,860,278

Amounts in italics are forecast expenditures subject to BOS approval




AGENDA

SPECIAL MEETING
NAPA COUNTY FLOOD PROTECTION AND
WATERSHED IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY

Tuesday June 20,2017 9:30 A.M.

Brad Wagenknecht Ryan Gregory Diane Dillon Alfredo Pedroza Belia Ramos
Member Member Member Member Member

GENERAL INFORMATION

The Flood Protection and Watershed Improvement Authority meets at 2:00 P.M. in regular session at 1195 Third Street, Suite 305,
Napa, California 94559. The meeting room is wheelchair accessible. Assistive listening devices and interpreters are available
through the Clerk of the Board of the Napa County Board of Supervisors. Requests for disability related modifications or
accommodations, aids or services may be made to the Clerk of the Board's office no less than 24 hours prior to the meeting date
by contacting (707) 253-4580.

The agenda is divided into three sections:

CONSENT ITEMS - These matters typically include routine financial or administrative actions, as well as final adoption of
ordinances that cannot be both introduced and adopted at the same meeting. Any item on the CONSENT CALENDAR will be
discussed separately at the request of any person. CONSENT CALENDAR items are usually approved with a single motion.

SET MATTERS - PUBLIC HEARINGS - These items are noticed hearings, work sessions, and items with a previously set time.

ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS - These items include significant policy and administrative actions and are classified by program areas.
Immediately after approval of the CONSENT CALENDAR, if the time for hearing SET MATTERS has not arrived, ADMINISTRATIVE
ITEMS will be considered.

All materials relating to an agenda item for an open session of a regular meeting of the Napa County Flood Protection and
Watershed Improvement Authority which are provided to a majority or all of the members of the Board by Board members, staff or
the public within 72 hours of but prior to the meeting will be available for public inspection, at the time of such distribution, in the
office of the Secretary, 1195 Third Street, Suite 305, Napa, California 94559, Monday through Friday, between the hours of 8:00
a.m. and 5:00 p.m., except for County holidays. Materials distributed to a majority or all of the members of the Board at the meeting
will be available for public inspection at the public meeting if prepared by the members of the Board or County staff and after the
public meeting if prepared by some other person. Availability of materials related to agenda items for public inspection does not
include materials which are exempt from public disclosure under Government Code sections 6253.5, 6254, 6254.3, 6254.7,
6254.15, 6254.16, or 6254.22.

ANY MEMBER OF THE AUDIENCE DESIRING TO ADDRESS THE BOARD ON A MATTER ON THE AGENDA please proceed to the
rostrum and, after receiving recognition from the Chair, give your name, address, and your comments or questions. In order that all
interested parties have an opportunity to speak, please be brief and limit your comments to the specific subject under discussion.
Time limitations shall be at the discretion of the Chair or Board.

AGENDA AVAILABLE ONLINE AT www.countyofnapa.org
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1. CALL TO ORDER; ROLL CALL

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

3. CONSENT ITEMS

4. DISCUSSION OF ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR
5. PUBLIC COMMENT

In this time period, anyone may address the Flood Protection and Watershed Improvement Authority
regarding any subject over which the Authority has jurisdiction but which is not on today's posted agenda.
In order to provide all interested parties an opportunity to speak, time limitations shall be at the discretion
of the Chair. As required by Government Code, no action or discussion will be undertaken on any item
raised during this Public Comment period.

6. SET MATTERS OR PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. 9:30 AM PUBLIC HEARING

Auditor-Controller requests adoption of the resolution adopting the recommended budget for the
Napa County Flood Protection and Watershed Improvement Authority for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. (4/5
vote required)

(CONTINUED FROM JUNE 13, 2017)

7. ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS

A. Executive Director requests approval of and authorization for the Chair to sign Amendment No. 26 to
Agreement No. 13 (FPWIA) with Napa County extending the term of the agreement through June 30,
2018, adding appropriations totaling $4,882,500 with the following funding allocation changes for
existing and new approved projects in the County unincorporated area:

=

Increase the allocation for the Angwin Water Supply Reliability Project by $800,000;

2. Increase the allocation for the Napa River Restoration Project - Oakville Crossroad to Oak
Knoll Avenue Reach by $2,500,000;

3. Increase the allocation for the Milliken Creek Flood Reduction and Fish Passage Project by
$1,120,000;

4. Increase the allocation for the Lake Berryessa Watershed Improvement Program by a total of
$462,500 to fund the following three subproject awards approved by the Board on June 6,
2017;

a. $111,000 for the University of California Davis Upper Hunting Creek Watershed
Restoration Project in the McLaughlin Reserve;

b. $121,000 for the Napa County Resource Conservation District for the Pope Creek
Weed Management Plan;

c. $230,500 for the Tuleyome Oat Hill Mine Road Flood and Erosion Control
Improvement Project; and

5. Transfer $7,000 of unspent allocated funding from the completed Countywide Flood Studies

Project to the Napa River Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Implementation Project to

complete this project.
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B.  Executive Director requests approval of and authorization for the Chair to sign Amendment No. 12 to
Agreement No.18 (FPWIA) with the Town of Yountville, increasing the funding for Project No. 6 -
Hopper Creek Improvements Project from $3,566,000 to $3,649,973 for a total maximum of
$8,379,967 for Agreement No. 18.

8. REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS

9. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

10. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

11. CLOSED SESSION

12. ADJOURNMENT

ADJOURN TO THE NAPA COUNTY FLOOD PROTECTION AND WATERSHED IMPROVEMENT
AUTHORITY SPECIAL MEETING, TUESDAY, JULY 11, 2017 AT 10:15 A.M.

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE AGENDA FOR THE ABOVE STATED MEETING WAS POSTED AT A
LOCATION FREELY ACCESSIBLE TO MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC AT THE NAPA COUNTY
ADMINISTRATIVE BUILDING, 1195 THIRD STREET, NAPA, CALIFORNIA ON JUNE 16, 2017 BY 5:00 P.M. A
HARDCOPY SIGNED VERSION OF THE CERTIFICATE IS ON FILE WITH THE SECRETARY AND
AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC INSPECTION.

Gladys I. Coil (By e-signature)
GLADYS I. COIL, Secretary




Agenda Date: 6/20/2017

Agenda Placement: 6A

Set Time: 9:30 AM PUBLIC HEARING
Estimated Report Time: 5 Minutes
Continued From: June 13, 2017

Napa County Flood Protection And Watershed Improvement Authority
Board Agenda Letter

TO: Board of Directors

FROM: Tracy Schulze - Auditor-Controller
Auditor - Controller

REPORT BY: Tracy Schulze, Auditor-Controller - 299-1733
SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget Adoption

RECOMMENDATION

Auditor-Controller requests adoption of the resolution adopting the recommended budget for the Napa County
Flood Protection and Watershed Improvement Authority for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. (4/5 vote required)
(CONTINUED FROM JUNE 13, 2017)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Governing Board of the Napa County Flood Protection and Watershed Improvement Authority opened a public
hearing for the Fiscal Year 2017-2018 recommended budget on June 13, 2017. This board item has been
prepared by the Auditor-Controller's office based on the Board's actions taken during the public hearing and is
presented as the basis for the adoption of the budget resolution.

PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS

Continue Public Hearing from June 13, 2017.
Staff Reports.

Public Comment.

Close Public Hearing.

Motion, second, discussion and vote on the item.

ogrOdE

FISCAL IMPACT

Is there a Fiscal Impact? Yes

Is it currently budgeted? No
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What is the revenue source?

Is it Mandatory or Discretionary?
Is the general fund affected?
Future fiscal impact:

Consequences if not approved:

Additional Information:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Measure A Funds - 1/2 cent Napa County Flood Protection Sales Tax
Proceeds

Mandatory
No
None. This budget is for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 only.

The Authority will not have appropriate spending authority to administer the
Measure A funds in accordance with the JPA.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: The proposed action is not a project as defined by 14 California Code of
Regulations 15378 (State CEQA Guidelines) and therefore CEQA is not applicable.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

On June 13, 2017, the Board opened a public hearing for the Fiscal Year 2017-2018 recommended budget for the
Flood Protection and Watershed Improvement Authority. Attached are summary budget schedules 12,13, and 14,
which reflect the Board's intent and actions during the public hearing including any increases or decreases to
obligated fund balance, changes in positions, fixed assets, policy decisions and other line item changes.

Also attached is a resolution from the Auditor-Controller adopting the budget. The resolution includes estimated
amounts for the Authority's Fiscal Year 2017-2018 appropriations limit and annual appropriations subject to the
limitation pursuant to Division 9 of Titlel of the California Government Code (commencing with Section 7900).

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS
A . Schedules 12, 13 and 14

B . Resolution

Executive Director Recommendation: Approve

Reviewed By: Helene Franchi
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Napa County Flood Protection And Watershed Improvement Authority
Board Agenda Letter

TO: Board of Directors
FROM: Alice Hughey - County Executive Officer
Flood Control Authority
REPORT BY: Richard Thomasser, Watershed and Flood Control Operations Manager - (707)259-8657
SUBJECT: Amendment No0.26 to Agreement No. 13 with Napa County for County Unincorporated Area

Measure "A" Projects

RECOMMENDATION

Executive Director requests approval of and authorization for the Chair to sign Amendment No. 26 to

Agreement No. 13 (FPWIA) with Napa County extending the term of the agreement through June 30, 2018, adding
appropriations totaling $4,882,500 with the following funding allocation changes for existing and new approved
projects in the County unincorporated area:

=

Increase the allocation for the Angwin Water Supply Reliability Project by $800,000;
2. Increase the allocation for the Napa River Restoration Project - Oakville Crossroad to Oak Knoll Avenue
Reach by $2,500,000;
3. Increase the allocation for the Milliken Creek Flood Reduction and Fish Passage Project by $1,120,000;
4. Increase the allocation for the Lake Berryessa Watershed Improvement Program by a total of $462,500 to
fund the following three subproject awards approved by the Board on June 6, 2017;
a. $111,000 for the University of California Davis Upper Hunting Creek Watershed Restoration Project
in the McLaughlin Reserve;
b. $121,000 for the Napa County Resource Conservation District for the Pope Creek Weed
Management Plan;
c. $230,500 for the Tuleyome Oat Hill Mine Road Flood and Erosion Control Improvement Project; and
5. Transfer $7,000 of unspent allocated funding from the completed Countywide Flood Studies Project to the
Napa River Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Implementation Project to complete this project.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Measure "A" has been used to fund fourteen approved projects in the County unincorporated area. Staff has
prepared Amendment No. 26 of the County-Flood Authority Measure "A" Funding Agreement for approval by the
Board to increase appropriations for approved projects.

PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS
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1. Staff reports.
2. Public comments.
3. Motion, second, discussion and vote on the item.
FISCAL IMPACT
Is there a Fiscal Impact? Yes
Is it currently budgeted? Yes
Where is it budgeted? Fund 2710 Dept 271 Sub-Division 2710002
Is it Mandatory or Discretionary? Discretionary
Discretionary Justification: The activities being funded are the type of projects authorized within the
County Unincorporated area for the use of Measure "A" funds.
Is the general fund affected? No
Future fiscal impact: The additional funding allocations being requested are consistent with the

Fiscal 2017-2018 budget. Unspent funds at the end of the fiscal year will be
rolled forward into future fiscal year budgets.

Consequences if not approved:  The projects funded by the amendment would not be implemented. The
County may lose grant revenues previously awarded which are matched by
Measure A funds.

Additional Information:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: The proposed action is not a project as defined by 14 California Code of
Regulations 15378 (State CEQA Guidelines) and therefore CEQA is not applicable.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

Measure "A" Background

In March 1998, voters approved a half cent sales tax increase for flood control purposes known as Measure "A".
The County and each City and Town are entitled to the proceeds from Measure "A" generated within their political
boundaries for projects that were specified in the ballot measure. For the County, the Measure reads:

Unincorporated Areas of Napa County:

1. County unincorporated area flood damage reduction projects including elevating/relocating structures,
including bridges, in the floodway and floodplain; and

2. Agricultural watershed and stormwater runoff management improvements planned jointly by the agricultural
industry, the County, the Napa County Resource Conservation District and the Department of Fish and
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Game, including projects which will:
a. Reduce the amount of storm runoff and sediment in the Napa River System from agricultural lands;
and
b. Increase flood storage of the River system by the setback of active land uses from river and tributary
banks.

Community of Angwin/Deer Park:

1. Stabilization and enhancement of existing water reservoirs which shall be for the purpose of flood
protection and water reliability; and
2. Stabilize water quality.

Evaluation of Types of Projects and Benefits

Measure "A" does not identify specific projects for the County unincorporated area (including the Angwin/Deer Park
and Berryessa sub areas), but rather specifies that projects must meet the above stated objectives. In January
2008, staff presented and received approval from the Board on the Measure "A" Project Benefits and Priorities
Matrix, which outlines the types of projects and benefits that meet the required Measure "A" objectives. The matrix
also provides a relative priority ranking of projects based upon the ability of a particular project to meet the Measure
"A" objectives, while also considering the overall benefit to the public by applying the following criteria, as follows in
order of relative importance:

1. Projects which provide protection for health and safety;

2. Projects which provide protection against possible future damage to property and/or the environment or
protects natural resources; and

3. Projects which enhance the environment.

The approved criteria are consistent with the intent of the measure and with previous direction from the Board. The
evaluation of projects also considers the ability of Measure "A" funds to leverage other sources of funding for
projects which meet the Measure "A" objectives. In this regard, project opportunities that come forward with
supplemental funding from grants or from benefiting property owners, that only need to be matched with Measure
"A", support a previously stated Board objective of stretching the Measure "A" dollars. Similarly, if other sources of
funds are readily available for certain project types, this may factor into the relative importance of using Measure "A"
funds for a particular activity.

Measure "A" Funding Agreement

In August 1999, a Funding Agreement was entered into between the County and the Napa County Flood Protection
and Watershed Improvement Authority (NCFPWIA), and is the mechanism for the County to receive Measure A
funding to conduct projects as specified in the Measure "A" Ordinance. The Funding Agreement is amended to
provide funding on an annual basis, or if necessary, as additional projects or tasks on previously approved
projects are identified. The County Funding Agreement was last amended on April 5, 2016; as of this 25th
amendment, the NCFPWIA had authorized a total of $34,412,000 towards fourteen approved Measure "A" projects
in the County unincorporated area.

Staff is requesting approval Amendment No. 26, which adds a total of $4,882,500 in new funding allocations and
transfers $7,000 of previously approved funds from the completed Countywide Flood Studies Project to the Napa
River TMDL Implementation Project. Upon approval of Amendment No. 26, the total authorized funding for the
fourteen approved projects will be $39,294,500.
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A summary of the current status of approved projects and an updated Measure "A" revenue and expenditure
forecast for the unincorporated area is attached.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

A . Status of Projects and Allocations

B . Measure A Revenues and Expenditures Forecast

Executive Director Recommendation: Approve

Reviewed By: Helene Franchi
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Napa County Flood Protection And Watershed Improvement Authority
Board Agenda Letter

TO: Board of Directors
FROM: Alice Hughey - County Executive Officer
Flood Control Authority
REPORT BY: Daisy Lee, Senior Flood Project Analyst - 253-4514
SUBJECT: Amendment No. 12 to Funding Agreement No. 18 with the Town of Yountville
RECOMMENDATION

Executive Director requests approval of and authorization for the Chair to sign Amendment No. 12 to Agreement
No.18 (FPWIA) with the Town of Yountville, increasing the funding for Project No. 6 - Hopper Creek Improvements
Project from $3,566,000 to $3,649,973 for a total maximum of $8,379,967 for Agreement No. 18.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Town is requesting additional funds to complete its Hopper Creek Improvements Project (Project #6).

PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS

1. Staff reports.
2. Public comments.
3. Motion, second, discussion and vote on the item.

EISCAL IMPACT

Is there a Fiscal Impact? Yes
Is it currently budgeted? Yes
Where is it budgeted? Fund 2710 Division 27100 Sub-division 2710005

Is it Mandatory or Discretionary? Discretionary

Discretionary Justification: Funding will allow the Town to construct the flood control improvements
necessary to reduce flooding.

Is the general fund affected? No

Future fiscal impact: With Measure A scheduled to sunset June 30, 2018, actual funding is subject
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to available tax revenues collected for the Town through the remaining term of
the Measure A tax. The Town acknowledges that if the Measure A revenues
are not available or insufficient through the remaining terms of the Measure A
tax, the Town shall either fund the remainder of the projects with other sources
of revenue or reduce the size of the projects.

Consequences if not approved:  Existing projects would not continue, and the Town would continue to
have flooding issues.

Additional Information:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

The Town has adopted a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Hopper Creek Improvements Project.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

In March 1998, voters approved a half-cent sales tax increase for flood control purposes known as "Measure A".
The County and each City and Town are entitled to the proceeds from Measure A generated within their political
boundaries for projects that were specified in the ballot measure. For the Town of Yountville, the measure reads:

Town of Yountville

1. Flood protection for the Town's mobile home parks and surrounding areas; and
2. Hopper Creek and Beard Ditch improvements and restoration for flood protection.

The projects being implemented by the Town of Yountville comply with the Measure. These projects are: 1) Flood
Barrier Project for two mobile home parks; 2) Phase | Hydrologic Study of the Hopper and

Hinman Creek Watershed; 3) Phase Il Hydrologic Study & Design of the Hopper and Hinman Creek Watershed; 4)
Hopper Creek Diversion Structure Bank Stabilization; 5) Beard Ditch Bank Repair; and 6) Hopper Creek
Improvements Project (HOP): HOP 5, HOP 10, Villagio Channel, and Sedimentation Basins.

The Town now wishes to add $83,973 to Project #6 - Hopper Creek Improvements Project, bringing the total from
$3,566,000 to $3,649,973 and hence increasing the maximum amount of this Agreement to $8,379,967. The
additional costs are due to change orders and delays caused by PG&E.

Since the execution of Agreement No. 18 between the NCFPWIA and the Town of Yountville, there have
been eleven amendments to the Agreement. As of Amendment No.11, the maximum total amount approved was
$8,295,994. These amendments are as follows:

The original Agreement between NCFPWIA and the Town of Yountville was executed in 2003 in the amount of
$400,000 to fund a portion of the Town's Flood Barrier Project providing flood protection to the two mobile home
parks (Rancho de Napa and Gateway Mobile Home Parks), which experienced flooding from the Napa River. The
two primary features of this project consist of a continuous floodwall and an interior detention basin and storm
drain pump station, which terminates at Beard Ditch. The Town issued bonds to pay for the majority of project
costs up front. Amendment No. 1 of the Agreement set up annual payments (through the year 2018),

reimbursing the Town for debt service payments on those bonds based on a preliminary debt service schedule.
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Amendment No. 2 of the Agreement added additional funding for debt service interest.

Amendment No. 3 provided an additional $156,000 for Fiscal Year 2007/2008 where the funds were allocated as
follows: 1) $56,000 to conduct a hydrologic study of the Hopper and Hinman Creek Watershed; 2) $50,000 to study
the feasibility of increasing the bridge capacities of Mulberry Street and Oak Circle and the restoration of this
portion of the creek; and 3) $50,000 to design and construct a bio-engineered structure on Hopper Creek that will
divert large storm flows to Beard Ditch. This structure includes rip rap bank protection immediately downstream of
the structure, which protects two large oak trees from being undermined. The project involved the design of a bio-
engineered solution to restore the stream bank and save the trees at this location.

Amendment No. 4 allowed previously approved funds in Fiscal Year 2007/2008 to roll forward into Fiscal Year
2008/2009, as long as the total compensation for projects under this Agreement did not exceed amounts
previously approved.

Amendment No. 5 added $185,000 for Fiscal Year 2009/2010 where the funds were allocated as follows: 1)
$85,000 for the Hopper Creek Diversion Structure Bank Stabilization, which comprised the removal of vegetation
and stream sediment deposits, removal of an existing stone retaining wall and installation of a new retaining wall,
and reshaping the top of bank to allow for planting of native vegetation; and 2) $100,000 for the Phase Il hydrologic
study to complete the design,engineering and prioritization of the projects identified in Phase 1.

Amendment No. 6 added an additional $80,000 to the contract where the funds were allocated as follows:

1) $55,000 added to the ongoing Phase Il Hydrologic Study of the Hopper and Hinman Creek Watershed Project
($100,000 for this project was previously approved in Amendment Nos. 2 and 5). The remaining $25,000 was
allocated to the Beard Ditch Bank Repair. In 2004, the Town of Yountville constructed a floodwall barrier around the
Gateway and Rancho de Napa Mobile Home Parks. The rain water pumped from inside the floodwall to Beard
Ditch caused erosion across the ditch. Funds were used to complete the design, obtain permits and complete
repairs to Beard Ditch.

Amendment No. 7 provided an additional $125,000 for the ongoing Beard Ditch Bank Repair ($25,000 was
previously approved in Amendment No. 6). This bank stabilization project consisted of excavating a foundation,
installing rip rap and reshaping the bank and was completed in the summer of 2011. Amendment No. 7 also
updated the debt service schedule previously approved in Amendment No. 1 with actual payments from Fiscal Year
2004/2005 through Fiscal Year 2010/2011, as well as revised the debt service payment from $289,071

to $265,970 for Fiscal Year 2011/2012.

Amendment No. 8 reallocated balances of $247,533 from projects that have been completed to the Phase Il
Hydrologic Study & Design of the Hopper and Hinman Creek Watershed Project (Phase Il Study), as well as rolled
forward $81,819 for the Phase Il Study from Fiscal Year 2011/2012 into Fiscal Year 2012/2013. The Phase

Il Study was completed in October 2011. Based on the study, there are five to six projects with a combination of
upstream detention, downstream sediment management, and creek capacity increasing measures that are
possible methods of reducing flooding in the Town of Yountville. The funds are being used for design, CEQA
document preparation and obtaining the permits before constructing the flood mitigation and creek

restoration projects. Amendment No. 8 also updated the debt service payments to reflect the actuals from Fiscal
Year 2004/2005 through Fiscal Year 2011/2012 and the future payment schedule to reflect lower interest payments
as a result of a refinancing of the debt leaving a balance of $129,832.90 in the agreement to be reallocated in a
future agreement to another approved project. Additionally, the Amendment allowed remaining unspent funds in
the previous fiscal year to automatically roll over to the next fiscal year for the respective approved activities.
Amendment No. 8 did not change the previously approved amount of $4,559,814 for the Town of Yountville.

Amendment No. 9 reallocated the balance of $129,832.90 from the debt service for the Flood Barrier Project to the
Phase Il Project and added $870,167.71 to the Phase Il Project, bringing the total approved funds for the Phase Il
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Project to $1,402,533. The additional funds were to support the design, environmental clearance, permits and
construction for flood control improvements on Hopper Creek. Hopper Creek flood control improvements are part
of the Phase Il Study.

Amendment No. 10 added $3,177,544 to the Agreement to fund the construction of the Hopper Creek
Improvements Project (HOP): HOP 5, HOP 10, Villagio Channel, and Sedimentation Basins (Project No. 6),

and reallocated $28,456 from the debt service for the Flood Barrier Project to Project No. 6, bringing the total
approved funds for Project No. 6 to $3,206,000. Project No.6 entails the construction of four separate flood and
sediment control projects to reduce flooding from Hopper Creek, and to control the transport of sediment in Hopper
Creek and Villagio Channel ( a tributary to Hopper Creek).

Amendment No. 11 closed out Project No. 3 - Phase Il Hydrologic Study & Design of the Hopper and Hinman
Creek Watershed, and reallocated $360,000 of the unspent funds to Project No. 6 - Hopper Creek Improvements

Project, bringing the total approved funds for Project No. 6 from $3,206,000 to $3,566.000, and decreasing the
total amount of disbursements from $8,607,525 to $8,295,994.

The contract funding history is provided in the table below:

CONTRACT FUNDING HISTORY

Date Purpose Amount I\jlza(\)xr:;icr;
gg'r?t'r"aaclt 08/12/03 |Original Contract $400,000|  $400,000
| #1 |04/06/04 Debt service Fiscal Year 2004/2005 - Fiscal Year 2017/2018 || $3,680,098| $4,080,098
| #2 |06/21/05 |Debt service interest payment | $40,797 | $4,120,895

43 11/06/07 Zﬁgsﬁggtgeftg?é’é "liygtrﬂgf’u'feswdy Part| $156,000| $4,276,895
| #4 |06/24/08 [Extends Amendment #3 funding to Fiscal Year 2008/2009 | $0| $4,276,895
| #5 10/20/09 |Hopper Creek/Hydrologic Study Part I| | $185,000| $4,461,895
| #6 06/29/10 [Hydrologic Study Part II/Beard Ditch Bank Repair | $80,000| 4,541,895
| #7 |08/09/11 |Beard Ditch Bank Repair and update Debt Service Schedule | $17,919| $4,559,814

Rolled balance of $81,819 from Fiscal Year 2011-2012 to Fiscal
Year 2012/2013 for the Phase Il Study, and reallocated $247,533
from balances of completed projects to the Phase Il Study.

#8 10/02/12 |Revised the debt service payment from $4,013,814.28 to $0| $4,559,814
$3,883,981.38. Allowed remaining unspent funds in the previous
fiscal year to automatically rollover to the next fiscal year for

the respective approved activities.

Reallocate the balance of $129,832.90 from the debt service for
#9 6/4/13 |the Flood Barrier Project to the Phase Il Project, and add $870,168| $5,429,983
$870,167.71 to the Phase Il Project

Reallocate the balance of $28,456.08 from the debt service for
#10 8/11/15 ||the Flood Barrier Project to Project #6, and add $3,177,542 to $3,177,542|| $8,607,525
Project #6
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Reallocate $360,000 from Project #3 to Project #6; decrease
‘#11 ‘ 6/7/16 total disbursements from $8,607,525 to $8,295,994 ($311,531)]  $8,295,994
12 | 6/20/17 |Add $83,973 to Project #6 | $83,973| $8,379,967

With the approval of Amendment No. 12, the funding summary of the six projects will be as follows:

‘ Projects ‘ Total
Amount

|#1 - Flood Barrier Project (Debt service) - ongoing |$3,855,525
|#2 - Phase | Hydrologic and Hydraulic Study of Hopper and Hinman Creek Watershed - completed | $49,604
l#3 - Phase Il Hydrologic Study and Design of Hopper and Hinman Creek Watershed - completed | $731,002
l#4 - Hopper Creek Bank Stabilization - completed | $37,463
|#5 - Beard Ditch Bank Repair - completed | $56,400
’d6 - Hopper Creek Improvements Project: HOP5, HOP10, Villagio Channel, and Sedimentation $3,649,973
Basins - ongoing

| Grand Total ($8,379,967

With Measure A scheduled to sunset June 30, 2018, actual funding is subject to available tax revenues collected
for the Town through the remaining term of the Measure A tax.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

None
Executive Director Recommendation: Approve

Reviewed By: Helene Franchi





