3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter 152

Date: June 15, 2007
To:
Patrick Lowe, Deputy Planning Director
Napa County Office of Conservation, Development & Planning
1195 Third St., Suite #210
Napa, CA 94559

From:
Paula J. Peterso@ e
P.O. Box 296

Angwin, CA 94508

Subject: RE:
Draft EIR Comments Comments & Questions

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Napa County Draft
General Plan and Draft EIR. As a resident of Napa County, I see these
documents as vitally important to maintain Napa County’s vision of 152-1E/P
preserving existing agricultural land uses (Ag/LU Goal 1) as well as
continuing policies which “collectively...perpetuate...agricultural
preservation as the immovable foundation for sound decision making within
Napa County”. (DGP pg 31)

Included with this submission are two Matrixes which I have used to provide
comments and questions relative to the Napa County DGP and DEIR. The
first matrix is the DEIR 2.0 Executive Summary. Second is a Policy
Location Matrix. Both of these documents are being used to contain some
of my comments and questions as well as indicate areas and/or language I
support.

“State CEQA Guidelines Section 15123(b)(1) provides that the Summary
shall identify each significant effect with proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.” There are 74 “impacts” identified in
Table 2.0-1. Of those nearly ¥* are identified as “Significant and
Unavoidable” (SU) impacts for all alternatives presented even after
implementing the proposed mitigation measures.

*  Alternative A= 15 SU=21%
Alternative B = 16 SU =22%
Alternative C=17 SU=23%
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

For an Environmental Review document this percentage seems unacceptably |15o_1F/p
high to me. Tt defies logic to approve a “Project” (GP) that would result in
the identified consequences of implementing any of the three primary
Project Alternatives.

cont'd

To prepare for providing comments, I read or reviewed the following
documents: Napa County General Plan Amended through 3-5-02, Draft
General Plan 2007, Draft EIR Volume I dated 2007, Draft EIR Volume II
dated 2007 (Appendices A-E; Appendices F-J were reviewed on-line), 152-2E/P
County of Napa DGP/DEIR Fact Sheets, Napa County GP Update Policy
Location Matrix, portions of Napa County Ordinances (on-line), and
portions of the Base Line Data Report. Iattended Napa County Up-Valley
General Plan Workshops, 2 Steering Committee meetings, 1 Planning
Commission meeting. I participated with a group of Angwin residents in
reviewing the DGP/DEIR, meeting weekly for the past two months.
Regardless, I found it very difficult to correlate, in any meaningful way, the
DEIR Alternatives and Mitigation Measures with the DGP Goals and
Policies. It is a daunting process and there seems to be a “disconnect”
between the Project Vision and Goals and the outcome under the various
Alternatives. That said, I have the following overriding observations,
comments and/or questions:

e Iam in SUPPORT of the comments and proposal, including map, submitted by
Save Rural Angwin. Please give it full consideration as the Land Use Map in 152-3E/P
AP/LU Element of the General Plan. (REF DGP Page 50) Existing and Alternate
maps shown in the DGP and DEIR all provide for building intensity NOT
CONSISTENT with Circulation and other infrastructure elements including
Community Charactet, Safety, and Open Space. I support elimination of all of the
“Urban Bubbles” as they are artificial unnecessary configurations and
confounding to thoughtful land use planning and appropriate zoning.

e Transportation/Circulation Impacts. Mitigation showing changing all 2-lane
roads to 4-lane roads (and 4 to 6) as the roadway improvements necessary to
accommodate traffic should the proposed building intensities of Alternatives B, C, |152-4E
and E be allowed is NOT FEASIBLE. (REF DEIR Table 4.4-15) Realistically,
such a Mitigating Measure would never be funded. For example, private
ownership plus set-back distances recommended/required (Table 4.8-5, DEIR
Page 4.8-16) along Deer Park and Howell Mt. Rd and the unlikelihood that the
County would ever have the capital funds to acquire (through purchase or
condemmnation) the required footage or parcels to widen the 2-lanes to 4-lanes,
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

coupled with the significant environmental consequences of doing so, is
INFEASIBLE. Additionally, mitigating to LOS D or better is INSUFFICIENT.
The County should require mitigation for Arterials and Collectors to be LOS C or | 152-4E
better. Further, LOS seems to focus on the ratio between volume and capacity
including comfort and convenience without regard for the roadway classification
.or condition. This is an INADEQUATE assessment. In the case of Collector
roads such as Deer Park and Howell Min, implementing the proposed Mitigating
Measure would result in greater growth inducement impacts affecting the quality
of life in Napa County negatively. (Note: I recognize a specific development
proposal is necessary to conduct a comprehensive and reliable analysis -
Appendix B, Dowling Associates, Inc.). Finally, Deer Park and Howell Min now
have a censiderable amount of diesel traffic, ever increasing with more drive
through commuter and construction related traffic. Diesel exhaust is a toxic Air
Contaminant (TAC). Diesel engine particulate has been identified as a human
carcinogen. {DEIR page 4.8-7: Problematic for Napa County is the 2006 status
identifying 4 of 7 air pollutant concentrations listed in Table 4.8-4 in violation of
State & Federal standards).

e It appears to me that key assumptions made in water studies and fisheries studies
do not include evaluation of the rural Angwin area. In addition, the 2050 Study 152-5EF
indicates that the unincorporated area and agriculture water uses are the primary
users of groundwater in the County with potential shortfall in both “normal” and
multi-dry years. Groundwater level data needs to be collected in the rural Angwin
area to assess the impacts of increasing pumpage. Depletion of groundwater
levels can result in decreasing or eliminating stream flows which contributes to
poor fisheries rearing habitat and water quality problems such as stagnant water.
Protections need to be put in place to preclude overdraft of Napa County’s finite
ground water resources.

e The DEIR FAILS TO ADEQUATELY address the impacts in rural
unincorporated areas to water supply drainages (i.¢., Friesen Lakes — Conn Creek 152-6F
— Lake Hennessy). Discharge from large scale development and associated
activity may cause or contribute to storm water pollution. Development at the
growth levels proposed by the A-C Alternatives will increase impervious areas
that could result in a substantial increase in surface runoff and peak discharge.
Creeks and drainages are especially productive for plants/biotic communities
providing shelter and food sources for resident and migratory wildlife. Wildlife
moverment has not been well studied in Napa County or analogous landscapes.

~ Development must not be allowed to permanently and negatively impact access of|
wildlife to food and water. Development (and subsequent activity by people and
their household pets) could cause further constriction that reduces the quality of
creek corridors. Angwin is identified as a location of special-status animal
species occurrences; ACCURACY of the occurrence data is low for the Angwin
area.

o The County’s potential purchase of Angwin Airport is NOT ADEQUATELY
addressed in the DEIR. For example, if the Angwin Airport were to become 152-7E
anything other than a landing strip, there could be significant impacts. Increased
hanger space and other airport services could be jobs inducing. Further, potential

cont'd
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

proposed development adjacent to and/or nearby the airport could compromise | 152-7E
operations of the airport if not addressed. cont'd

e The cumulative impact of timber conversion and well drilling has NOT BEEN
ADEQUATELY analyzed. Such impacts could allow for significant irreversible 152-8E
environmental changes and UNACCEPTABLE cumulative impacts.

o I would like to see a Goal or Policy added to the DGP Recreation and Open Space
or Conservation Elements that encourages the various educational institutions in 152-9P
Napa County to promofe green techmology programs and courses of study that
address Global Warming,

¢ The View Shed Ordinance refers to the General Plan for identification of Scenic
Roadways yet the DGP seems to have eliminated that list. Please ensure the
Scenic roadways list is incorporated.

e The terminology “already developed area” (ref DGP page 14, 15, 33, 39, etc; also
Ag/LU 3 and 20) needs to be further defined. Any property with as little as ashed|152_-11P
or outhouse could be viewed as “already developed” and could therefore apply to
almost all of the County lands. “Existing incorporated and city centered areas”
should be more consistently used.

e Among the elements of CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b) for an EIR to be
adequate it shall examine reasonable, feasible options for mitigating or avoiding
the project’s contribution to any significant cumulative effects. In DEIR 5.0/5.3 [152-12E
the Cumulative Impacts Analysis identifies 15 environmental issue areas, 10 of
which are shown to be “Significant and Unavoidable (SU)” and the Project’s
contribution would be considered “Considerable”. The cumulative impacts are
NOT ADEQUATELY addressed in DEIR for population/housing/employment,
transportation and circulation, biological resources, noise, air quality, global
warming effects, geology and soils, hydrology/water quality, cultural and
paleontological resources, and public services/utilities (specifically water supply).

e This Project analysis addresses only approved and pending development projects
identified at the time the DEIR was prepared. Large scale in-County projects
known to be under discussion have as yet to be included in the overall analysis |152-13E
and will have significant impact on their own as well as cumulative impacts.
Other projected development in the Region (i.e. adjacent Lake County) will
additionally accelerate UNACCEPTABLE cumulative impacts. The Mitigating
Measures related to critical infrastructure fall short even prior to the addition of
these potential developments. As is, the DEIR 7.3 “Significant and Unavoidable
Environmental Effects” have appalling long-term implications if the General Plan
project is accepted under any of the considered primary Alternatives. The
policies related to the preservation of rural Napa County and the conservation of
significant natural resources are INCOMPLETE.

o InDEIR 7.0 Long-Term Implications, 7.3 SU Environmental Effects, again of the
19 Impacts identified, 15 are SU all Alternatives, 2 others have 2 SU Alternatives,|152-1 4E
and the final 2 have 3 SU Alternatives. Additionally, all 10 Cumulative Impacts
will be cumulatively “Considerable”. This surely can not be considered
consistent with Napa County’s long standing Vision and Goals regarding quality

152-10P

of life.
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e Correct DEIR 9.0 Acronyms and Abbreviations — CDC is listed twice; CDPR
(California Department of Parks and Recreation) is missing in the list.

e It is unfortunate that the Resource Preservation Alternative was evaluated at a
lesser level of detail. Given the outcome of the analysis of the A-C and No
Project Alternatives, and given the very confusing and unwieldy detail of the
growth inducing Alternatives as considerably immitigable, I SUPPORT
consideration of distilling the DEIR to one Preferred Alternative that represents
the 1 % Measure A Growth Control and is proximate to the Environmentally

Superior Alternative, while retaining the work of the aforementioned alternatives

in an Appendix.

Thank you for your consideration of my input. The extensive work of County Staff,
Consultants, Steering Committee members, Planning Commissioners, Board of
Supervisor Representatives and public respondents is greatly appreciated and
applauded.

WM/ Frplonag. ¥

DEIR 2.0 Specdip

152-15E

153-16E
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Z.U EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

TABLE 2.0-1
PROJECT IMPACTS AND PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES

4.1 Agriculture
Impact 4.1.1 Lhmpiementaiion of | ¢ S 5 MM 4,172 As part of consideration of subsequent | | g L5 3
the proposed General projects, the County shall evaluate " : &
Plan Update could individual rezoning, development and W s :‘z«-ﬁoj 152-31E
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a: Statewide Importance Importance as mapped by the State
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uses, as shown on the | Program) _and _avoid converting . 7
\ maps prepared Farmland———’__W’é“‘fh @Céu) -
pursuant  to  the
%I\ Farmland  Mapping MM 4.1.1b Where conversion aof farmlands of
and Monitaring concern under CEQA cannot be
Program  of  the avoided, the County shall require (at
California Resources minimum) long-term preservation of j‘
- Agency. one acre of existing farmland of equal L
ar higher quality for each acre of state L
\éb designated Prime Farmland, Farmland 152-32E
of Statewide Importance and Unique
Fammland that would be converted to
non-agricultural uses. This protection
may consist of the establishment of
farmland easements or other similar
mechanism.  The farmland to be
preserved shall be |ocated within the ’d—
County and the preservation of such 3’77“‘
farmland shall occur prior to the
conversion af the subject lands, The
§ - Significant LS = Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable
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= FIR — L e o —=
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2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

L : ‘ Ir_:;‘e_l of Significance ‘ T ‘Significance After
Impact 3]s saions Millzation I Mitigation Measure - i | Mitigation. .
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established address noise and vibration (see MM
communities  (e.g., 4.7.1¢ and MM 4.7.2b).
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highway or
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under Alternatives B
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protection. include residential use or other
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|74.3 Population/HousingEmployment
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set forth in the Napa
County Housing
Allocation Program.

|
i

S - Significant LS - Less Than Significant

_ substatial_contributio

meet

specific  requirements, to
proceed even if they would result in |
annual development in excess of the |
These requi shall
include, but may not be lim
location in an area that is
designated for agricultural wse; (2)
execution of a  development
agreement  specifying  a  phased
development plan that would address
impacts and infrastructure needs in
advance of each phase; (3) making a
n _fto meeting §

{
!

- el

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

County of Napa
February 2007
2.0:9

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

County of Napa
December 2007
3.0-

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

1381



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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2.0 Exscunvz SUMMARY
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The County shall provide a policy in
the General Plan that requires all
discretionary residential, commercial,
industrdal and recreational projects,
wineries and new vineyards, and
water  development projects  that
identify special-status species in a
biological resources  evaluation to
avoid impacts {0 special-status species
and their habitat to the maximum
extent feasible. Where  Impacts
cannot be aveided, projects shall
include the -implementation of site-
specific or projectspecific effective
mitigation strategies developed by a
qualified professional in consultation
with state or federal resource agencies

152-54E

S - Significant LS ~ Less Than Significant

SU - Significanf and Unaveidable

County of Napa
February 2007
2,015

Napa County General Plan Updare
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3

County of Napa
December 2007

.0-1384



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
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o}j/\ Ordinance.  The Noxious Weed
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that occur adjacent to natural araa%—"ﬁ'—_}
l"-l inhibit the establishment of noxious |
weeds  through  accidental  seed
import.

Implement mitigation measures MM 4.5.2a through c,

MM 4.6.1b and MM 4.6.5a through c and MM 4.11.4 |
Impact45.2  land uses and| SU | SU | su | MM45Za The County shall provide a policy in | g su su

development  under the General Plan that requires the ! 152-58E
the praposed General development of CEQA standards-that] bﬂe
Plan Update could —seauire disclosure of impacts to all
result in the loss of sensitive biotic communities and oak
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provide for siope stabilization, soil V'S
protection, species  diversity and
wildlife habitat through the following
measures:

Preserve, to the maximum axtent
possible, oak wees and other
significant vegetation that occur
near the heads of drainages or
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slopes 1o mainain diversity of
vegelation type and  wildlife
habitat as part of agricultural
piojects.

= Comply with the Qak Woodlands
Preservation Act (PRC Section
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l woodland  preservation to
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conserve the integrity and
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feasible existing oak woodland gyrvf;

and chaparral communities and

other significant vegetation™ as
part of residential, commercial/
and industrial approvals.

*  Provide appropriate replacement
of lost oak woodlands or
preservation at a 2:1 ratio for
habitat loss.

MM 4.5.2b The County shall provide a policy in
the General Plan that requires all X
public and private projects shall be S '?’Vf 152-60F
required to avoid impacts to wetlands /
if feasible. If avoidance is not
feasible, projects shall achieve no net
loss of wetlands, consistent with state
and federal regulations. S

<
MM 4.5.2¢ The County shall provide a policy in Dll
the General Plan that requires: (1) a ) w
continued,  implementation of the Hn Mj 152-61E
intermittent and perennial stream ‘11‘ é:
setback requirements set forth in the
Napa County Conservation M a—n/ 77\(_
Regulations (County Code Chapter M D
18.108); (2) provides education and 7.
information regarding the importance M— “ﬁ\
of stream setbacks; and the active ¢
management of native vegetation m i
within setbacks; and development of =
incentives to encourage greater stream | feecesa P
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channel of any waterway identified
(based on information in the BDR and
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existing _(mﬂe!al Plan | [ Tables 478 and 4.7-10, and i
| {Allernative A) ar in establishing  recommended  interior
,scme‘what different | I | noise levels for sensitive land uses W.af—-
locations and | residences, schools, daycares, ;ﬁfl/.-
| intensities | I t nilar uses) as ==
{Alternatives B and | AR Table 4.7-11
£ growti shall (through retention of
could new rrent noise policies) ot
noise uses lacement of residenti ]
{e.s. es) in [
areas could | | | |
exceed current, {
Napa County Naise | i
a_"ﬂ. le}f]ﬂ Usa e current
Compatibility he County for exterior f |
Standards o the OiSE SXPOSLIe.
Napa County MNoise {
| Ordinance limits. { ‘ MM 4.7.1b The County shall continue to f
i incorporate a policy in the General 3 2.7
} i { Plan that requires that prospective w J9a-Flk
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| | related noises and the County’s *Right {
e . . . } - . . s " Ondii e_in_each parcel
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The following mitigation measures shall apply to

Alternatives B and C:

MM 4.7.1¢ The County shall provide a poficy in 152-71E
the Ceneral Plan that requires that
property  owners proposing  new |
noise-sensitive uses in proximity to |
existing  industrial  activities and
railroad corridors (such as subsequent
development  of the Pa
Coast/Boca and the Napa Pipe sites)_|
relain the services of a qualified noise
expert to evaluate the potential for
noise-refated land use conflicis and o J
recommend methads o ensure that
noise  standards  referenced  in
Mitigation Measure MM 4.7.Ta are

| met. In the case of potentald
i residential development of County-
owned sites within the City of MNapa,
the County shali ensure that
residential development of these sites
meets the noise standards of the City
prior  to  approval  of  the
redevelopment of the sites. In both
instances, methods may Include, but
are not limited to, noise barriers,
building orientation and  building
design (such as additional insulaticn).

As a condition of building permit ; 'd, J

issuance, the County shal| require the S"r}’
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2.4 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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of residential  land
uses in proximity to | | | |
| ignifi known l |
I of and
grount ground  vibration to |
vibration ‘ ‘ i For  residences |
{ | source of groundbome vibration, a I
vibration study shall be conducted |
Prior to construction by a qualified
consultant to ensure that residents |
wnuid not be exposed to excessive
vibration levels that be disruptive
(e.g., potential to interrupt sleep) or
<ause structural damage. The results
of the study shall include performance
standards to fully mitigate vibration
impacts, which may take the form of
building setbacks, site design, soil
compaction/grouting,  and  other
appropriate methods,
MM 4.7.2b The County shall include a pohcy in
the General Plan that requires new
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! sndalion design.  Prior o) i
| ; = 2 |
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{ i how study recommendations will be
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Cireulation  Element = e Lmd"c’m‘ by a|
| roadway qualified noise consultant as part of
improvements roadway improvement praject deezu;,mé_a,L
assoclated with where it s d(lormmpﬁ that a I
Alternatives B and C pm;n_\_ed roadway w-de_mng or §
dodld e e I extension may expose existing noise- 1
noise closer 10 noise- waTaMite] J3nell Lowcs o) tafiic Mol i
excess of County noise standards or |

5 - Significant

LS - Less Than Significant

Courjly of Napa
February 2007

2.0-29

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

152-74E

County of Napa
December 2007

3.0-1391

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

“lLevel of Significance - | ©
.. Before Mitigation.
e L AItB | AlECT] . e ;
sensitive uses, {in- the case where noise standards
have already been exceaded) could
result in a substantial increase in
traffic noise levels. The noise analysis
shall identify anticipated noise impact 152-74F
to nois sitive  receptors  and | ,
dentify n attenuation to I cont'd
mitigate 5 antial noise increases 4er
~the-extentfoasibla, Such features may
| noise barrders, retrofitting
| | with  additional  noise | -
p use of speciall
| | construction  materials  or
| i appropriate measures. These § =3
shali be incorporated in the roadway |
i improvemeant dlesign and—
i i 5.
Impact4.7.5  With the | 15 13 15 | Nene required. 3 5 15
implermentation of
the General Plan
Update, new
significant noise
Increases  at  noise
sensitive  land  uses
could acecur from the
continued
development of noise
generating  activities
associated with
existing  of  hew
agricultural, industrial
and commercial land
uses.
5 - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable
Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Draft Environmental Impact Report February 2007
4.1-30
2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
SR e TR Significance After
- Mitigation Measure © : M g.at.lun
CHCRE ; e Tndl Jaca : ; - Alt A | AILB.
Impact 4.7.6 Implementation  of | % s LS Mene required. 15 Ls s

the General Plan 152.75E
dal wou! i " o =)
gU;‘-e:te cunslru;iclt: m"]'fru. 'd“’?“‘ﬁ A“‘%""‘“’"f) ﬁw ﬁau—gj
P

noise —and  would
? 3‘42\7»@9—“’( e

“temporarily increase
L i levels  ar

adjacent land uses. | Thet “"'“’J/;‘;L e | _I?ﬁ-m; .

Impact 4.7.7 Implementation  of | S 5 5 MM a.7.7 The County shall include a pelicy in | |5 K5 L5
the General Plan the General Plan that requires the use | | )
Update could result of aviation easements, disclosure 152-76F
in the development 1 statements  or  other appropriate
of residential land | is re measures o ensure that S "#
uses In proximity 1o | new development within any airport |
Napa Airport  and influence area are informed of the
Angwin-Virgil o presence of the airpot and its
Parrett Field. | for creating current and |\
future noise. |
: |
4.8 Air Quality
I o , s e e
Impact 4.8.1 Implementation  of MM 4.8.1a sU sU

the General Plan
Update would not be
consistent  with  the
Clean Alr Plan (CAP)
since County
lation and |
employment

de the provision and/or
tension of transit 1o urban areas

pop

projections would where development densitias
| exceed regional ! (residential and nonresidential} would
| growth projections support transit use, as well as bus |

turnoutsfaccess, hicycie lockers, and
carpoolfvanpool parking.

prepared by ABAG
and projected VMT
would_increase at a

$ - Significant

SIS . ! ]

U - Significant and Unavoidable

C.;)Unly of Napa T ) Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007 Draft Environmental Impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Final Environmental Impact Report December 2007
3.0-1392



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
. Level of Significarice : 3 -1t significance After
3 ._Be.fore-Mlﬂ.galion B ~“Mitigation Meaire o s '. Mi.li;atmn
e [ . BV o S e e S e A A g ARG
Taster rate than the MM 4.8.1b The County shall include a policy in
population. Land uses the General Plan that the County shall
and developmant support  intergovernmental  efforts
would  result g, - 7 directed & nissions
increased _emissigns | **) W7 AP sandards  and  inspection  and 152-77E
of ozone precursors Aesir - maintenance programs for all feasible
resulting . primarily ']'7&-7 vehicle classes and revisions to the
from vehicles. The Air Quality Attainment Plan ta
increased emissions | accelerate and  strengthen  market-
would exceed the | based strategies consistent with the
MO thresholds. General Plan,
In  addition, the
General Plan Update MM 4.8.1¢ The County shall include a policy in
would  not  fully | the General Plan that requires the Hﬂj
Support the Clean Air i evaluation of potential project-specific % L
Transportation air quality impacts (based an the Bay ﬂ pqw
Control Measures that Arga  Air Quality  Management | E é
Cities and Counties District's CEQA Guidelines) of new y
are  identified  as development projects and will require £ “:M,
having a role in appropriate design (e.g., provision of w
implementing, energy efficiency features in building .
design), construction (e, use of ’ L) M
reduced  emission  construction =
equipment), operational features (e.g., 4‘:-(’
provision of altemative forms of
transportation and use of reduced | A7 1
emission vehicles and equipment),
andfor participation in Bay Area Air
Quality Management District  air
quality improvement programs  to
reduce emissions.
MM 4.8.1d The County shall include a policy in
the General Plan that requires all new g "ZL 152-78E
County _vehicles to conform  with W
§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significanf SU - Significant and Unavoidable
Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Draft Environmental Impact Report February 2607
4.1-32
2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
7 Level of Sighificance Tt : _-=$i'sﬂ;;i<a":i:“T,
- __ Before Mitigation. Mitigation Meaeie . K e L Lt
[ s | are T L TR 1, o] vl ks
T applicable emission standards at the
time of purchase and throughout their 152-78E
use, The County will also purchase .
the lowest emiting vehicles cont'd
commercially  available o the
maxirum feasible to meet County
ehicle needs.
venn __'-_-‘..
i MM 4.8.2 The Couniy shall include the| (g suU suU
Impact 4.8.2 fmplementation of U gL S following as a policy in the General L/ 152-79E
the General Plan Plan: ¢ M
Update would lead to d W"J
construction and new
;i The County shall seek to reduce ] et
:f;?:nhﬁaﬁseswg‘:dt particulate  emissions and  aveid ‘WW
burning Aenilons exceedences of state PM standards by: “ F\t
These activities o s = p
would incn Esoufifing— garding,
emissions for an area fow! emt;?’ fireplaces o
Fer already exreade] property ners  who are
iREL_alrea F ) deli
& State ambient air constructing  or  remodeling
quality standards, homes;
b) Fireplacss or wood stoves in new
developments  with  densities
greater than one residentizl home-
per acre, shall comply with
current EPA emission standards
for woed-buming stoves or be
fueled by natural gas;
d informatien  in {
| i the BAAQMD's *Sparg 1
| onight” program when
i i e matter excesdances
b o S I N | i

§ - Significant

LS ~ Less Than Significant

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

“County of Napa

i R';pav E;;tr;t;amrem.’}’—l—a—n-apdaze

February 2007 203 Draft Environmental Impact Report
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1393



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

I

|

§ - Significant

the

General  Plan
Update may result in

~:amv by increasing
ozone precursor and |

ticulate matter
ons for an area
that already exceeds
ambient air  quali
standards, and c
also result In the
release of hazardous
air __ oollutans |

Napa County General Plan U’pda\rc
Draft Environmental Impact Report

ashestos.

discretionary EI’U](.C" as

f: S : - Level of Significance 7 2 " Slgntfica
Jmpact’ Before Mitigation i o iigati e
: ac _ * Mitigation Muas\;re Mitigation
: AltA 1 AItB | AlLG - : A '
= J : ALl ARE |
, l pr e %y i Alee: |
! | are prc;rzcled to occur; | m—|
dl Dz%seﬁ‘!matiug information |
mgar_tﬁ‘ng agricultural  bumn
| requirements established by the | |
| | BAAQMD);
‘ ‘ |
— S S L e e T,
Impact 4.8.3 Implementation of S

following
1ppf|eu to

These n ¥
! those recommended for use hy I)e
‘ | BAAQMD. ‘
| al  For all construction and similar

LS - Less Than Significant

4.1-34

“Level of Significance
Before Mitigation

1 aiea

Al B i Altc

earth disturbing activities;

= Apply water on all active |
construction areas at least | ‘
ice daily and more

when conditions warrant,

*  Cover all trucks hauling soil,

sand

and ot loose {
__maigitals _or reguira all l |
SU - Significant and Unavoidabie
“Coun ty of \aap_a
February 2007
2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
3 & Significance Aftf.r
Mitigation Measure : (3 _.J\i‘.m_?’ﬂlm

T
|

CAlCE: [ ARG

trucks ta maintain al least
twao feet of freeboard

apply  water  thees
daily, or apply (non-
toxic) sofl stabilizers on all
unpaved  access  roads,
parking areas and staging
areas at construction siles
daily as needed to contro!
dust.

+  Sweep all paved access
roads, parking areas, and
staging areas at construction
sites and sweep streets daily
it visible soil materials is
carvied ento adjacent public
streets.

= Implement the Napa Courly
Conservation  Regulations
(Chapter 18.108 of Courity
Code) where these
regulations are applicable.

b} For sites greater than 4 acres in
size: .

--._\ 5
stabjuzws to - v

inactive construction areas.

152-81E

« Enclose, cover, water twice
daily, or apply {nontoxich
soil  binders to  exposed
stockpiies (dist, sand, erc.)

§ - Significant

Count ty uwaapa
February 2007

LS - Less Than Significant

35U - Significant and Unavoidable

2.0-35

Napa County General Plan U}.:diih‘-
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-

County of Napa
December 2007

1394



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Level of Significance.
BéfbreMitigation- |

=

Mitigation

. Mitigation- Measure .7 R

| AR
AlrB L AlNC S

(1] RIS | ARC

._ L 'Signi.fic'am.:'e-p\ﬂér
|
!

mit traffic  spesds  on
unpaved roads to 15 miles
per hour.

* Install appropriate  erosion

Jres 1o prevent

public
' ey

152-82E

adjacent
05 OF warrant

trucks  and
ieaving the site.

o Suspend grading activities
when winds exceed 25
miles per hour {mpht and
visible dust clouds cannot be
prevented from  extending
beyond active construction
argas.

« Limit the area subject to
excavation, grading  and
other construction activities
at any one time.

MM 4.8.3b The County shall include a General
Plan policy that requires that
applicants seeking demolition permits

5 - Significant LS ~ Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidabie

Napa County General Plan Update ) County of Napa
Draft Environmental Impact Report February 2007
4.1-36 :

o . oy = o 2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Level-of Significance

Significance After
- Before Mitigation

Mitigation

-Impact ‘Mitigation Measure

,_AIPA_ AltB Alt AlbA AltB AltC

e co
BAAQMD  requirements
paint and asbestos
(ACMs) designe
0 mitigate exposure to lead paint and !
ashestos. i {

MM 4.8.3¢ The County shall inciude a General
Plan  policy that requires the
development of maps  identifying
areas known  andfor suspected o
contain naturally occurring asbestos
and shall require the use of enhanced
dust suppression reguirernents and air
quality manitoring  {if determined
necessary by the County and
BAAQMD)  for  grading  and
conslruction projects consistent with

| ! applicable BAAQMD requirements ko

| protect the public from exposure.

MM 4.8.3d The County shall include a General
Plan  policy that requites the
utilizati of wstruction emission |
control measyres recommended by |
BAACMD that are appropriate for the | |
specifics of the project {e.g., length of ‘
time of construction and distance
from sensitive may
include the ui i of low emission
construction  eguipment, restrictions
on the length of time of use of ceriain
heavy-duty construction  eguipment,
and wtilization of methods to reduce |

. entissions from construction

S - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable

County of Napa

Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007

Draft Environmental Impact Report
2.0-37

County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report
3.0-1395



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

£ EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

J" z i |- iével-of Significance ; ; . “Significance After
[ 3 “ Impact. . 'Befqm_rl\“&:{lganfn: " Mitigation Me_as'nir_e_"'. s Mitigation
i AlB| AILC 2 S AltA AE!K—[
equipment (alternative fuels,
particulate matter traps and diese!
particulate filters)
shall be made condi l
Impact 4.8.4 Implementation 5 5 5 MM 4.8.4 LS
the Ceneral
Update may
new sensil «  ‘When new developmeant that
t would be a source of odors is |
e near ENCEs O
(] K‘T{‘pfnﬁ, either

5 - Significant

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

provided
recommendations.

BAAQMDY,

shall be
tial exp

r QsUre 10
Jevels.  Potential
mitigation associated with this |
policy requirement  will he:
courdinated ny required
permit ions from |
BAAQMD.
+  When new residential or other | |
s are proposed |

sensitive

e buffer distances shall
(based

requirements of the California Air

an
and |

near aexist sources of odors,
r ad fer distances |
be provided (based on
recommendations and |

LS ~ Less Than Significant

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

County of Napa
February 2007

4.1-38
2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
. Significance After”
E b Impact i Mitigation Measure | Mitigation
| Ry [ AItA 4 AIKB - ’ AltA | AlB | Altc
| T T [ T i “requirements of the C rnia Afr |
| | Resources Control Board and |
| i BAAQMD), or filters or oth
| equipment shall be pravided to
the source to reduce the potential
exposure to acceprable levels
tmpact 48,5 “Ts;wp]amen!a:'ion of 3 sy suU MM 4.8.5 The County shall include a General LS S su
the Generzl Plan Plan policy that requires:
Update may locate
new sensitive +  When new development that
receptors near would be a source of TACs is
existing or  future proposed near residences of
sources of toxic air sansitive receptors, eithar
contaminants (TACs). adequate bufier distances shall |
In addition, existing be provided (based on
sensiiive receplors and
Resources
BAACQMD,
developed under the
General Plan Update.
acceptable
| mitigation
policy  requ
coardinated
permit
BAAQMD ‘
| i i
| . v new residential or other
ive receptors. are proposed
i sourcas of TACs, |
uate buffer distances | |
| be provided (based an
B | recommendations Epdl | |

5 - Significant

LS - Less Than Significant

County of Napa
February 2007

2.0-39

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

Napa County General Plan U;Jr}a!&‘
Draft Environmental impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1396

County of Napa
December 2007



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Level of Significance : e ~ | sigificance Afier
. Before Mitigdtion - 3 3 ¥

Mitigation Measure M‘“*""’.’f‘_’ﬂ;. s

* mpact

AltA- | AlB i AlEC

| requirements of the California Air
‘ f Resources Control Board and
| 1 BAAQMDY, or filters or other
equipment shall be provided to |
the spurce to reduce the potential |
exposure to acceplable levels.

Impact 4.8.6 Future  growth  in LS LS 15 None required. L5 LS LS
traffic could cause

increases o carbon |
monoxide levels

aleng County |
roadways, Huwever,l

overall coneentration

would remain below
healti-based ambient

air quality standards.

Impact 4.8.7 Implementation of suU U sU M~ 4.8.7a
the proposed General
Plan Update would County to co
contribute  lo an | emission inventory analysis of

i | major emission sources by the year
2008 in a manner consistent with
Al

incrense

use
{GHG) amissi Assembly Bill 32, and then to
ich that emissior
o year 1990 levels by the

transportation,
building energy use |
ar passibly
agricultural

operations and may
contribute to
Increases in
atmospheric  GHG
concentrations.

=

§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significanf SU - Significant and Unaveidable

Napa County General Plan Update i County of Napa
Draft Environmental Impact Report February 2007
4.1-40

2.0 EXECUTIVE SU_MMARY

‘Level of Significance " [+ iy B R T
BEF“!-E_”.N_‘!.[ELTIT_'!T-___ A Mitigation Measure bR i -
1TAILB. | AlLC = : b e Bgy S TlLAIEA -|-'AEIB AlLC.

Mitigation

Cimpact

1
of
been
the
of

4.9 hiRtisk of Upset

Tmpact 4.9.1 tand  uses  and Ls [ 53 LS T None required, LS LS LS
development i
consistent  with  the

L S : 152-83F
County General Plan J"“M rae. L) W
Update could resuit -

h =

in the transpod, use, £ E 6
andfor disposal of

hazardous  materials,
which could result in
of  such
lg—tGe, the

either throughy

1]

Impact 4.9.2 Land uses or 5 5 5 MM 4.9.2 Ihf-' Count
development sllﬂ'l I t 4
associated  with the development projects that co | 152.84F
proposed MNapa sites that are suspacted or i
County General Plan contain hazardous materials (such as
Update could resuit o ed in the BDR) E 5 ’}
in  the af £ E
hazardous |

into the environment

e reasonably

foreseeable upset or

y shall include a General |

J = e L et o el IER 1 el

§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significanf and Unavoidable

County of Napa T "Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007 Draft Environmental Impact Report
2.0-41

County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report
3.0-1397



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

LU EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

] Live'f!oof-_s.igniﬁcance v ; Signi'ﬁnance.Aﬂef
[ efore mgawu_n____ Mitigation Measure Mitigation i
: CAIEE | CARC R AltA | AltBT| ARG
written confirmation from applicable | B
local, regional, state, and federal |
agencies that koown contaminated
i sites have been deemed remediated to
a level appropriate for land uses
propesed  prior  to  the  County
approving  site development  or
provide an approved remediation
plan  that  demonstrates  how
contamination will be remediated
prior  to  site  occupancy. This
documentation will specify the extent
of development allowed on the
remediated site as well as any special
| conditions  andfor  restrictions  on
| ! future land uses.
i _ -
Impact 4.9,3 15 s | 5 | Implement mitigation meafure MM 4,32, 7 LS LS
152-85E
- ‘7"\_4 L
7
Impact 4.9.4 Proposed  land 5 [ g MM 4.9.4 The Ceunty shall include a General | ? |., s |
andlor  change Plan policy that requires¢Gubsequent s | 1, .
land use pattarns that development.  propesals  in the . 152-86E
would occur as a unincorporated community of P
resull of in, Napa Pipe site and the /- c
implementation  of CoastBoca _site _include | ¢ : %
the proposed MNapa deguate_emergency > 5” "
(eSS for evacuauom{a?%?’r&" P ar Y g
$ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significard and UnM:’dubi
Napa County General Plan Uipdate o ngn-{y of Napa
Draft Environmental Impact Report February 2007
4.1-42
1 2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
| |- Level of Significance . : }_ !
1\ “Before Mitigation |
[CAlEA |- ANB | AT Al | AltC
consistent with the requirements of
the County and Public Resources |
respanse | Code Section 4290 subject to County
evacuation approval.
Impact 4.9.5 implementation  of | LS L5 Ls None required. LS 5 LS
the proposed Napa
County General Plan 152-87E
Update could +esei—~
increasegd exposure of
people or struciures
to  wildland  fires.
This is considered a
j—r“ less than significant
impact given
Ind policy
/f% of  the
ﬂi General Plan Update, |
4.10 Geology and Soils
Impact410.1. land  wses and | SU | SU sU | MMd.104 The County shall provide a policy in | 5y l su |
imdder eneral  Plan  that
Napa ogiclseismic eva
i Plan | public
expose
people, - |
and develapment to il
ground shaking as a n ientify site |
result of earthguakes d ch as setbacks from active 1
resulting in the risk of faults - and  avoidance
loss, injury, or death sollfgeclogic conditions that could
become unstable or fail during 2
| seismic event) and structural measures |
S = = i to_ prevent injury, death and | |

5 - Significant

Coun ty of Napa
“February 2007

LS - Less Than Significant

SU - Significanf and Unavoidable

Napa Cuunéy General Vpri‘;f;"!;'pril'a te
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1398

County of Napa
December 2007



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ST ; - Significance Affer
. “Mitigation Measufe: Mitigation
s 2 s AltA 1 AlEB | AltC
catastrophic damage to structures and
infrastructure improvements {such as
pipelines, roadways and water surface
impoundments  not  subject  to
regulation by the Division of Safety of ; 152-88E
Darms of the California Department af C% . =
Water Resources} from seismic events
or  failure  from  other  natural
circumstances.  This may  include
additional structuralb provisions
beyond what is required by the _
Uniferm Building Code (UBC) and the =
Californiz Building Code (CBC). —
Impact 4.10.2  land  wses and | su su su MM 4.10.2 The. County shall provide a policy inf| ;. su {16
development  under the General Plan that the County shal(
the proposed Napa not aecept dedication of roads (al on P~ L~ 152-89E
County General Plan or jecpardized by landslides, () in e
Update may expose hilly areas or {o) in areas subject to f
people,  struciures, liquefaction, subsidence of 'i
and development to settiement, which, in the opinion of é’ﬂ -
selsmic-related the MNapa County Public Works
ground Department, would require  zn
ineluding surface excessive degree of maintenance and
favlt rupture, lateral Tepair costs.
spreading, lurching,
liquefaction, as well
as potential failure of
dams  and  levees
resulting in the risk of
foss, Injury, or death.
Impact 4.10.3  land  uses  and 53 LS Mane required. 5 Ls 15
development  under
the proposed Napa
County General Plan
3 - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

4,144

County of Napa

February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

':IEeve_'I'.o'f.Si'gniﬂc_anoe-‘ |
_Before Mitigation _ :
- CAILA | AlE | AlLC il ‘Alta | Al | arc
Update is not
expacted to expose
substantial  numbers
of  peocple  and
structures to hazards
associated with
seismically  Induced
tsunamis and seiches. B
- i g i 3 U sU MM 4.10.4a The County shall provide a policy in sU sU Su
pRciAE é::i'mpmues:; m::: v ® the General Plan that as part of the
i ! review .and approval of development
?: nf;o(pjzfgq’ '\;f;:: 1 and public work projects, the planting 152-00E
lfp:; te man leix ms-s of vegetation on unstble slopes to
:4]6, ;mctﬁres protect structures at lower elevations
zﬁgn(lclx\zeln ment lc' or other appropriate measures shall be
slow 5r E |;!pidly incorporated into the praiecr'ri_esign. .2
oceurrng down stope Native plants should be con
eaflh movemant for landseaping in the hills, to Ej
resulting in the risk of eliminate the need for supplemental
foss, in%J or death watering which can promote earth
Thi; Jery'al hazar\:i movement. This shall be done in
can wt?e triggered combination with implementation of
sefsmicall gEg;gm applicable County Code provisions
from & seasonal (e.g., Consenvation Regulations).
:.::;?)[r\'on oret ,::[IE' MM 4.10.4b The County shall provide a policy in
t‘v'tie‘vs & E the General Plan that (in eombination
At with ther‘rmplemenlation of County
Code Chapter 18.108 [Conservation
Regulations]) no extensive grading
shall be permitted .on slopes over 15
percenl -where landslides or other
geologic hazards are present unless
the Tharzard(s) are eliminated or
reduced to a safe level to the A
§ - Significant L5 - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable
ty of N. Napa County General Plan Update
g::r‘:!:ry 20;? Draft Environmental Impact Report
2.0-45
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1399



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Significarice After
Mikigation

© Mitigation Measure

Impact 4.10.5

development  under
the proposed MNapa
{ County General Plan
Update may expose
people, structures, |
and development to |
the damaging effects |
of ground subsidence
resulting in the risk of
loss, injury, or death.
This type of hazard
can  be  triggered
seismically, result
from seasonal
saturation of soils, or
result from by grading
activities,

o _ gae e
uses and su

satisfaction of the County.
MM 4.170.4c The County shall provide a policy in
the General Plan that [ots on hillsides

”)’ﬁ formed for resale as lots, rather than
£ as part of a subdivision development,
stmil he laige enough to provide
. flexibility in finding a stable buildable

site j

. veway lecation, )
implement mitigation sures MM 4101 and M suU 50U suU
4.10.2.

su sU

Impact4.10.6  Land  uses  and LS
development  under
proposed Mapa
County General Plan
Update could expose
property

improvements __and

Mone required.

§ - Significant

LS - Less Than Significanf

Napa Co;iniy General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

[ oun;y of Napa

February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Sighificance-After
i itigation

©‘tinpact

. Mitigation Measure

new development (o
the potential adverse
effects of expansive

2

soils. |
| — —
| Impact 4.10.7 Land uses and
| development  under
the proj Napa |

General Plan

Updat
areas wh

- LLELE
Impacts to surface or

bbb - S
TEsOurces.
L

MNone required, I l* ) 15 -

Impact 4.10.5 Land uses and LS
development  under
the proposed MNapa
County General Plan
Update would not
in the |

sul loss  of
availability of
apgregate resourcas,

which are  locally
important due to their | |
use by the ‘

construction
community in

e

Mone required. - B s | Ls LS

§ - Significant

County of Napa
February 2007

LS - Less Than Significanf

SU - Significant and Unaveidable

Napa County General Plan Updur'r"
Draft Environmental Impact Report
2,047

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

County of Napa
December 2007
3.0-1400



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

AU ALY E JUIVIVIAK Y

5 - Significant

Napa County General Plan Updarp i
Draft Environmental Impact Report

1

L5 ~ Less Than Significant

4.1-48

development
y shall comply
of technical
control  plans
pollution pi

ts {e.g., erosion
stormw;

| " Levelof Significance.. .- iSighificance After. -
. Before Mitigation - Mitigation
e e AC[AIB |awB | Alkc
development of the |
area. )

411 Hyd.rology/@\faur Quality

Impact 4.11.1 Residential, I LS I 15 None required.
commercial, " j £
industrial, and public
uses consistent with
the proposed General
Plan Update could
introduce new and
additional  non-point
source pollutants to
downstream  surface
waters,

Impact 4.11,2 Land uses and 5 s i MM 4,11.2a The County shail provide a policy in 5 ;s 1S
development the General Plan that requires i b -
consistent  with  the- continued implementation of Napa
proposed General County  Conservation  Regulations
Plan Updale could (Chapter 18.108 of the County Code)
result In increased and the Stormwaler Management and
s0il  ercsion and Discharge Cantrol Ordinance
sedimentation during (Chapter 16,28 of the County Coda)
construction in order to mitigate surface water
activities, thereby quality impacts consistent with and in
degrading water compliance with applicable Basin
jua]i:y in Plans and Basin Plan amendments
ownstream associated with implementation of the -
waterways, MNapa River l'MB ﬁﬁ*&v\'& (R«v—é-\-

C<;un.ry of a'\".;l"Pi
February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

. impact. .

"I‘.‘e‘ve}l _o-f Significance !
~Before Mitigation

CAIRE | AlLC |

Mitigation Measire |

e Significance After

Mitigation

AltA

A | arc

Impact 4.11.3

rEsQUrCE
development
timber harvesting ar

rineral

3 - Significant

County of Napa

resources
_extraction) land_uses

MM 4,11.2b

plans) that demanstrate mitigation of
soil erosion impacts to eithey (at a
minimum) pre-development
conditions or in compliance with e
Basin Plan requirements and are
protective 1o municipal water supply
watersheds  prior  to  construction
commencing. These technical reports
shall meet the requirements of County
Code and will provide detailed
information  regerding  site-specific
geologic, soil, and  hydrologic
conditions and how proposed BMPs
will function under site-specific
conditions.

The County shall provide a policy in
the General Plan that requires the
establishment water  quality
manitering  program(s) in order to
track the effectiveness of temporary
and permanent BMPs  in  the
watersheds and ement corrective
actions for idendfied water quality
s {in violation of Basin Plans
associated TMDLs) identifiad

of

that regulres post
s not 1o
; 50- and 100-year
e-tdevelopment peak
quent projects in the

LS - Less Than Significant

provide a policy in |

LS

St}

5

152-93E

152-94E

February 2007 Draft Environmental Impact Report
2.0-49
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1401



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMM_RY

: .'.L.E-vel'.nf_s' niﬁi:ﬂ“_l:l‘.‘. e
- Before Mitigation &

ClAle A [eAle AL "By

1]

. Ampact.

P rd_-]j ased

walerways.

MM 4.11.3b

Draft Environmental Impact Report )
e - 4,1-50

T Significance After |
3 Mitignli:;n B

Jr Air'(j
L]

County  Conservatior
[Chapter 18.108 of the Co
that demonstrates <o
this requirement.

The County shall provide a policy in
the General Plan that requires
continued implementation of MNapa
County Conservation Regulations
{Chapter 18.108 of the County Code) |
in order to mitigate surface waler
quality impacts  from fand use
activities  consistent  with and in
compliance with applicable Basin
Plans and Basin Plan amendmenis
associated with implementation of the
MNapa River TMDL for sediment, |
Fathogens and nutrients, Subseguent ]
proj and development ity in |
the Co through the | |
submital 2pars i

arosion plans)

152-96E

and

AAItta L

control at
demonstrate  mitigation  of uo:umm,l 1 i
water quality impacts to either {at.a | | |

pre-development | I

ns of in pliance with the |

Plan requirements and are f

ive to municipal water supply |

sheds  prior to  construction
neing. These technical reports | I I ‘

meet the requirements of County | I

and will provide detailed ‘

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

) ) E‘ouﬁ!y of Napa
February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

i Level of Significance-
" H'efpre Mitigation

AltAT| AlB | _Ait_c

CiSkgnificance After |
itigation =~ ¢

Alt-B AltC

and ydrologic | 1
how  proposed
1 and maragement 1 ‘

e, soil,

and

(e.g., proposed layout of vineyard, i
sethacks from waterways, drainage
system and use of drip irigation to
apply fe rs) and  BMPs  wil
function under site-specific conditions

i r projected ectiveness in
iment, nt,
sources of water

Implementation

Impact 4.11.4 of

the proposed General

Update under
Altemnatives B and C
could introduce new |

| and additional non- |

point source |
pollutants to |
downstream  surface
walers,

MM 4.11.4

The following mitigation rmeasure would
Alternative B and C.

apply to LS s

The County
following  into

include the
General, Plan
apter 15,108,
which  will vineyard
development projects meeting criteria
below 1o pasticipate in a streamiined !
permitting  process.  The  permit !
cess shall require that an erosion
an be developed and
impleme for al! disturbed lands
where new cultivation is proposed.
This permit process will require only
County determination of
“completeness,” and no discretionary
review. Conditions for participation
in this ministerjal permit process are
described below.

shall
thie

152-97E

andfor County Code Ch

F
control

§ - Significant LS — Less Than Significant

3U - Significant and Unavoidable

County of Napa
February 2007

2.0-51

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

County of Napa
December 2007

3.0-1402



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

& L fncar > ot ol T i ] et -..Si'g.nif.itaz'u_:'EAftei'-_
Beforé Mitigation + ~ | . i . W!igatibn'ﬂeasﬁr-‘e. i - Mitigation -

LA aee |anc [ Alta | Ae | ac

APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS

The following application
requirements will be mandatory:

| | | +  Erosion co

| | | = Geotechni
Hydislogic report

y repeit

dwrater report

» Biological resos

o Cultural reso

Ces f‘.!pﬂl’f
85 report

These reporis musl  demonstrate
compliance with applicable Napa
Conservalion Re; and i
nce with the conditions as
below. The specific
quiremments  for  these
and the com
process
by Napa
ent formal amendment to the
Conservation Regulations

Where the submitted application

ey %ﬂ%

152-98E

LY

Where the submitted
application material is incomplete, the i
County shall identify the information g e 7
necessary to complete the application, lt = W H
| Where the information submited | 27Vl 1 27
| leaves uncertainty as to the ability of
5 - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable
g’apfa Cou:n(y General Plan Update County of Napa
raft Environmental Impact Report February 2007
4,1-52
2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
: .Le;iéi-_of'ﬁign. 1 : -
_?njpa(él. : 2 B,'_’"T"‘ M“'Sal"’i i | “Mitigation Measure !
St ; .Au',\-g__m:'rs- f AltC | SAIEA
) o ("u'r\p\y with any one of . )
| | and  the 15298EF
1 nfermation '
4 e i cont'd
application shall be denied.
PROJECT CONDITIONS
The following conditions must all be 152-99E
met, without exception, to qualify for
a ministerial permit process:
A,  Project Area
= The project footprint must
be less than 15 acres; or
+« The project must be less
than 20 acre and inciude a
net reduction of
anthvopogenic
satlimentation by 50% (e.g.
may  include  landslide
repairstabilization,
restoration of roads or other’
legacy effects) or more per
parcel.
B. Slope
v The project shall not acour |
\ or disturh i 1
| | ! __slope of |
§ - Significant LS - tess Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable
-Cumrry of :T\!—a;; - Napa County General Plan Upda!p’
February 2007 Draft Environmental Impact Report
2.0-53
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007

Final Environmental Impact Report
3.0-1403



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

{

L=
5 - Significant

Napa County General PJJH_Upd_a[e -
Draft Fnvironmental Impact Report

‘Before,

Mitigation

]
.

SNl P

LS - Less Than Significant

4.1-54

D

Mitigatlori Meastre

&

*  The project shall not result |

. Mitigation
] AlEA | Ars | AltC

Surface Hydrology |

greater,

. The project and associated
Improvements (i.e., access
, Vineyard aven'ues,
water supply developments
and accessory uses) shall-not
tesult In any increase to
peak  flow discharges
downstream of the project
site or at the subbasin outlet,
Peak discharges for 2-, 10-,
50+, 100~ year recurrences
under  project  conditions
shall be compared to
baseline {pre-project)
conditions,

Groundwater Use

*  The project shall not lowar
groundwater levels  offsite
and shall net be located in
the MST.

in any reduction in semmer

(creeks, ponds,
downstream o

A [
$U - Significant-and Unavoidable

- 1

T
Febiuary 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

§ - Significant

_Cauni;_e;i: .I':fa;’.léi
February 2607

Level of Significance
-Before Mitigation:

. Mitigation Measure:

g l - Significance After |

Foeot s Mitigation -

AltA

" AILB | AlC

LS - Less Than Significant

Water Diversion/Water Transfers
105-100E
e The project shall not require
a new appropriative surface
water diversion.

= The project shall not require ‘ 1
water  transfer  between | _ ,

existing  subbasin  (post l 1 105-101E

project water alfocations in | = |

subbasin must be unchanged | I

from  pre-proje il |

eondition).

Soil Lass/Praductivity e

152-102E

« The project shall not lead e
an increase in soil foss

‘Water Qualiry
15

L]

«  The project shall not resut
in an Increase in
downstream sedimentation.

= The project application shall
specificelly  identify  BMP
measuses intended fo treat
water  guality  pollutants
associated  with  fertilizess,
pesticides, herbicides, |
petroleurn-based  poliutanis
and other politants | '

152-104E

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

2.0-55

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1404

County of Napa
December 2007



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

signiticn(:cc After
Mitigation

. * - Level of Significance
Impact . Befire Mitigation - |

AltA [.An B |

AlCA | ARtE AlLC |

either (ar a mi
pment condi

‘ waler  gualily
|
i

ompliance  with  the i

B Plan requirements and
are protective to municipal | %/.,k . [
waler  supply e i |
price to nstruction | 152-105E
commencing.
1
==

Lot

! H. Stweam Setbacks

ojects shall provide for
eam setbacks in excess of'
those required by MNapa
County's Consarvation
Regulations

+ If the stream setback areas
are currently
disturbedddenuded, the
entire width of the required
setback  area shall  be
restored/revegetated  with
native vegetation adjacent o
the waterway so a5 1o
provide a  continuous
riparian corridor within the
setback area.

{.  Biclogical Respurces

+ A biological_report prepared
3 - Significant LS — Less Than Significanf SU - Significant and Unavoidable

Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Draft Environmental Impact Report February 2007
4.1-56

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

“Lével.of Significance
Before Mitigation .

‘Significance After -
- Mitigation. .

M!ligﬁliun Meastire

; S| A [ AR B [ AlEC
by a qualified biologist shall
determine that none  of
following specles or their
i habitat are found on the
| project
| plant specie
| Table 4.5-1

Clalee Al

P SLR

in  this DEIR);
threatened or endangered
birds {as defined by Tal

4.5-2); or threatened
endangered  species  not
listed in DEIR Table 4.5-1 or
452  that may be
subsequently fisted as such
under the Calidfornia  or
federal Endangered Species |
Acs, |f the biclogical report
determines  that non-fisted
special-status  bird or  bat
species. are present on the
site, the requirements noted
below for nesting bats and !
birds shall be followed. |

» The project shall not require
conversion or loss of any of
the communities identified
as “‘communities of ad
distribution” or  “sensitive
natural communities® in the

§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable

County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007 Draft Epvironmental Impact Report
2.0-57

County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report
3.0-1405



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

£,4 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

“Level of Significance
Before Mitigation,

Iripact

AltB I AleC

Mitigation Measure:

Mitigation

AlEA | AltE

CAIC

DEIR BDR
= The project sha
lacated  in

ISF

USF

ed by

Jurisdiction

Corps of Engineers under

Section 404 of
Water Act, the
Department  of
Game under Secti
the  Californi
Game G

Water Quality Co

unger

(NOTE:  The state permits |
noted herein are }
| discretionary  and  thus
1 require CEQA  compliance
and  thus  projects  that |
involve such permits are in |
w0 no  longer  consider i
"ministerial®.) I
|
s The project shall | |

core

wetland,

ode, the Regional ;

Water Quality Contral Act. |

net be |
areas

11

within the
U5, Army
the Clear
California
Fish and |
on 1602 of

Fish and |

ntrol Board |

the Porter-Cologne §

§ - Significant

LS ~ Less Than Significant

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

4.1-58

1cvel'(>_fSigniiicanc_e. }
- |0 BeforeMitigation

County of Napa
February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

. Mitigation Measure

1 e

§ - Significant LS ~Less Than ngmﬁcanf

County of n’;ﬂ-}’?-l
February 2007

‘Dreserve feast’|

the tres canopy
covar 40% of the
shrubby  and  herbaceous
cover present as of 1993 as
part of land uses, If sensitive
natural -communities  {as
defined by the BOR), other
than communities of limited
distribution, are found on
the site, the  on-site
preservation to meet the
60/40 requirements shail be
biased towards preservation
of the sensitive natural
communjties over other
communities that may be
present. Habitat t©o be
maintained/preserved  shall
be contiguous,

mainta
80%

af
and

¢ The project proponent shall
implement  the following
elerments to avoid
disturbance to the roosts of
specialstatus bats during the
breeding season;

For ground disturbing
activities occurving
during the breeding
season (March | through
August 31), a qualified
bat  biolagist  shall
conduct preconstriction

Significanice After
Mitigation

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

Nz;;a County General Plan Updafe

Draft Environmental {mpact Reéport

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1406

County of Napa
December 2007



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

i, L;vp.::‘e! S\;s:-!iﬂj;mce 1+ d 2 S i |© . Significance After
20 . o g 1 ] o o
i Impagt SR e ool Sl g Miligation Meastire. - . . L, fa i Migation
By L g AIIA AlLB | / : AltC
| surveys of all potential |
| bat  breeding  habitat
within 200 feet of
grading or earthm
|
SUNVeYs, a i
disturbance |
eptable in size to the |
-alifornia Depariment
| of  Fish  an i
| (COFG) ]
| t | created 1 !
! i ‘
Preconstruction s
shall be conducted no
reater than 2 ‘.vseksg |
prior to the i i
commencement of any
earthmoving  activities H
H and/ar vegetation [
removal, [ |
- i o !
5 surveys t ) i
i rocsts are inactive or {
i i ; ' potential  habitat s l
H unoccupied during the [
earthmoving period, no |
further mitigation  is |
required.  Trees and |
shrubs that have been I
determined  to  be { i
3 - Significant L§ - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable
N,
pectiendl February 2007
4.1-60
' 2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
e | Level of Significance | e : : f . Significance Afer |
finpact Before M;F[ga.nnn . Mligtion Maabie =, 4 R Mitigation :
ol T o BV T S N : i oAl A AltC |
T T I ) uno i
| status bats or that are ‘
jocated mere than 200
feet from active roosts ]
may be removed. This
buffer may be medified
il ‘ i fination  with
! 152-108E
.
|
| during the breeding
| 52350n {March 1
th
q
biok
preconstruction surveys
of all potential nesting
habitat for birds within
500 feet of rarthmoving
activities. |
Preconstruction surveys
H shall -be conducted no
greater than 2 weeks
prior to the
commencement of any
grading and vegetation
removal,
= If active bird nests are
§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant $U - Significant and Unavoidable
County of Napa ' Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007 Draft Envirenmental Impact Report
2.0-61
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1407



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

_-F . Significance ‘After

Mitigation Measure ; 1 ___ﬁ‘_‘;"?ﬂ?i’__,_ L
; : AlLA | AlLE | AlC
| - e o found during
| preconstraction surveys,
a 500-foot no-
disturbance buffer shall 152-109E
§

be created  around

active  raplor  nests a’f"j—
during the breeding

season or until it is
determined  that  all
young have fledged. A
250-foot  buffer zone
would  be  created
around the nesis of
other special-status
birds, These  buffer
zones are consistent
with CDFG avoidance
guidelines, however,
they may be madified
in coordination  with
COFG based on existing
conditions at the project
site,

- ¥ preconsiruction
surveys  indicate  that
nests are inactive or
potential  habitat s
unaccupied during the
construction period, no
further mitigation s
required.  Trees and
shrubs that have been
determined  to  be
unoccupied by special

§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU ~ Significant and Unavoldable

Napa County General Plan Update

County of Napa
Draft Environmental frpact Report

February 2007
4,162

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Level of Significance:

" Significance After
Biefore Mitigation' -

- Mitigatiof. -

AIEA CAleB | Anc AlAT| AR CAIRC

status birds or that are
jocated 500 fest from
active nests may be
removed.

o All wildlife excly cing J

| shall  be
d 1o the vineyard block i

argas only ta minimize the
effect on wildlife movement.
In  cases  where wildlife

exclusion fencing exists on
| the parcel, such fencing
shall  be removed o
reestablish adeguate wildlife
maovement,

). Cultural Resources

a A cultusl resource report
prepared by a  qualified
cultutal resource  spécialist
fas determined by Mapa

demonstrate

that no significant culwral
the
to
encounter  buried  cultural
] resources is low.

157-110F

= “Significant culturai
resources” are defined as
those resources meeting the
| definition under CEQA as
| | 1 | IR "significant” _including, bt

I

§ - Significant L§ - Less Than Significant " SU - Significant and Unavoidable

County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007 Draft Environmental Impact Report
-2.0-63

Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Final Environmental Impact Report December 2007

3.0-1408



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

ju - Level ai-s!g}n‘fl“::rhcp 5
Before-Mitigation

R j Er:}c
f I

nited to
dered elig f
[ Califarnia Register of
| Historic Resources and the
National Register of Historig |
Places. |

f * H oo cultural  resource s
. discoverad during project
i construction or  operation,
J the project applicant shall
cease all activity within the
| vicinity of the resource, shall
contact Mapa County
[ Jmmedfmeiy, and shall apply
for and obtain authorization
| for vineyard aetivity through
the non-ministerial permit
process appilcable at the
time, including any and all
CEQA processing,

|
;
|

K. Construction timing

. Al _project  staging  and
grading shall be conducted
betwaen  April 1§ and

September 1.
¢ Al best  management
practices shall be installed
by September 30,
L, Monitoring

15 — Less Than Signifi i
gnificant SU - Significant and Un avoidable

e = B DS D —_—
Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmentaf Impact Report

§ - Significant

County of Napa
4ied February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

. Leval of Significanc
-~ Befgre Mitigation = _|-.

Mitigation Measure :

= Project applicants shall agree
to allow field monitoring by
Napa County (and their
agents) of their vineyard and
adfacent areas u their
control in order to ve
compliance  with  pro
conditions and o support |
ecosystem management
poals in  Mapa County.
Moanitoring for assessment of
baseline project con ns
may  occur  prior to
acceptance of project into
ministerial permit  process.
ring  for  project
ance with terms and
s 0f fhe ministerial
ay oocur during
ion or  foillowing |
constructian,

+  Project applications  shail
| agree tw moenitor  their |
ground water levels annuafly
at the beginning and end of
each water year {Octobar 1st
of one year and September H
30th of the next) and
provide the County with
annual well fogs
documenting these on-site
water evels for the duration
of  vineyard  operations
authorized by the ministerial ]

$ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007 Draft Environmental Impact Report
2.0-65
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-14
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

- _Levél of Significance.

3 - Significant

Napa County Genel -I_J;‘Id!'r Update -

Draft Environmental Impact Report

lmpact 4.11.5 Ci

ler the

groundwater

and
overdraft.

gnifica 2 i “Significance After
- Before-Mitigation . g Miligalibn R - Miligation -
AH‘A._' i i AlLA. | AlESs- | -altc

| permit. T

M. Limitations

= A ministerial
only be used for one project
per pargel.

= Applicatiens far ministerial

permits wherein subdivision
in 2007 or after has
ursued for the sole

denied

= Ministerial permits may not
be usad for any parcel
wherein  a  discretionary
vineyard project has been
approved in 2007 or af

M. Unigue Circumstances

*  Ministerial permits may not
be wsed for projects that
include any of the followi
unigue circumstances:

- The project is located in
@ designated Mineral
Resource Area

L5 - Less Than Significant

permit  may

|
isij- ‘

SU ~ Significant and Unavoidable

4.1-66

ed land uses

developm
proposed
General Plan Update |

ent

would increase

demand on

groundwater

supplies, and the
increassd

uld

accelerated

Lizvel of Significance
‘Before Mitigation' - |-

AitA'l AltB

AWC o -

MM 4.71.5a

b

MM 4.11.5b

st prior
i [
well and groundwater permits as
- )j”wel.‘ as protective provisions for

Valley, Chiles
Vall

- County of Napa
February 2007

includes

he  project

any new visitorserving |
rooms,

uses  (lasting

in the General i
the ¢ Jed demons!
adequate groundwater s
new pr to approval of

the MST, Fope
Vallay, Capell
Carneros gro
forth under
1312 (wells)  and .
(Groundwater Conservation), This
technical information shall

provided in  combination with
other County required application
submiitals fe.g., erosion control

plan applications as required
under County Code Chapter
18.108

The County shall include a policy
In the Cenerai Plan that requires
that all projects |ocated within
identified areas of groundwaler
recharge to be designed to (at
um] maintain a site’s pre-
groundurater
potential,

include

development
recharge

S

could

ation

ance After.
Mitigation

|CAICE | AlfC

§ - Significant

LS - Less Than Significant

SU - Sigi

nificant and Unavoidabie

County of Napa
February 2007

1.0-67

Naj

pa County General Plan Updare-

Draft Environmental Impact Report

152-112E

152-113E

2-114E

152-115E

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

levgl-nf-&ignifkaﬁce “iet § e - T Significance After
Before Mitigation R # Mitigation’

Impact:. ’ Mitigation Measure

Alt A _- -.'41:5\_' AlLE | AltC

limitations on Iimpervious
surfaces, project design
characteristics, water
impoundments
{retention/detention struciures),
use of pemmeable  paving
materials, bioswales, water
gardens, and cisterns, and other
measures o increase  runoff
retention, protect water quality,
and enhance groundwater
recharge.

MM 4.11.5¢ The County shall include a policy
in the General Plan that requires 152-116E
the use of water conservation
measures .an urban development
projects to improve water use SM
efficiency and reduce owverall
water demand. FReduce poiable
water demand through
consenation measures, including
but not limited to, the fallowing:

al Work cooperatively with all
water providers and developers
to  incorporate  consarvation
measures into  project designs
(such as those recommended by
the California Urban Water
| Censervation Coun

b) Coordinate with water providers
o continue lo develop and
| | implement water __drought | i

e I I

§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU = Significant and Unavoidable

-;\;éﬂﬂ (‘f‘uun?y General Plan Update I } County of Napa
Draft Environmental Impact Report February 2007

4.1-68

_ 2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

i Level'of Significance
Before Mitigation

2 Mitigation Measure
O ARA Al | AlRC s

Cu“.!ingtmr.y. plans 1o assist
citizens  and  businesses  in
reducing v 7 use during
periods of water shortages and
emergencies.

¢} Revise the County Code to
include a Water-Efficient SWE'-
Landscape Ordinance to 152-117E
encourage, of as appropriate,
require the use of water-efficient

landscaping consistent with AB
325,

MM 4.11.5d The County shall include a policy
In the General Plan that maximize

the use of recycled water as an = ] ; :f-tu 152-118E
irigation  [non-potable)  water SW é"”'_"

source for vineyards, agricultural “ -t f’,,é< e
activities and other irrigation l bl

opportunities in the County m@ﬁm .

MM 4.11.5¢ The County shall incfude a policy
in the General Plan that requires
pump ftesis or hydrogeologic | 152-119F
studies be conducted for all new
high-capacity wells, including
high-capacity agricuitural
preduction  wells, where there
may be 2 potentizl to adversely
affect existing adjacent domestic

system  wel £

§ - Significant LS ~ Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unaveidable

County of Napa T

Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007

Draft Fnvironmental impact Report

County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report
3.0-1411



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

U EALLW TV L JUIVIFIAR T

- Impact

Mitigation Measire © -

hydrogealogic
potential for sig
well i
red
discharge to surface waters that
would alter griical flows to
sustain  riparian  habitat and
fisheries. The County shall also
not allow the drlling or operation
“oFany new wells in known areas
of saltwater intrusion until such
time as a program has been
approved and funded which will
minimize or avoid expansion of
salt ‘water intrusion into useable
groundwater supplies.

ficant adverse
or substantial

Implement mitigation measure MM 4.11.4

Impact 4.11.6

§ - Significant

Land uses and
developmeant

associated  with
proposad General
Plan Update could
result in an increase
in the number of
private  wells  in
unincorporated areas
of the  County.

the

Approval of wells in
these

could

areas

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Enviranmental Impact Report

4.11.4.

LS ~ Less Than Significant

fmplement mitigation maasure MM 4.11.5e and MM | 15

S

SU - Significant and Unaveoidable

4.1-70

', ~lmpéact

“level of Significance. -
-Before Mitigation

.{hifr_‘.\_

B l wlic |

Impact 4,11.7

Impact 4.11.8

Land Use  and
development  under
the proposed General
Plan Update would

result in alterations to
existing

drainage

increase erosion,
bath in overland flow
paths and In drainage
swales and creeks,

Land Use
development  under
the proposed General
Plan Update would
resull in alierations to
existing upland
drainage palterns.
Such changes would
increase erosion,
both in overand flow
paths and in drainage
swales on hillsides,

5

T
and

County of .'\?ap:

February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

k Sigﬁificance After
-Mitigation B

a7
ol e

Wrlincorsase

wislle]

Implement_smitigation—measures MM 4.113a, MM | (g
4.11.3bynd MM 4.11.2a.

<

Impact 4.11.9

Land  uses  and
development  under
the proposed General
Plan Update would
result in increases in
stommwater  runoff
and peak discharge.
Existing storm  drain
systems,  including
urban  creeks  and

MM 4.11.9

The County shall include a policy in

the General Plan that requires
subsequent  projects %o

adjoining parcels oF upstream
downstream areas.

Implement mitigation measures as MM 4.11.32 and MM

includa
drainage improvements that ensure no
new or increased flaoding impacts on

LS
that

and

1S

$ - Significant

LS - Less Than Significant

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

152-119E
cont'd

152-120E

152-121E

County of Napa
February 2007

2.0-71

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1412

County of Napa
December 2007



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

I'rn‘pac!_

rivers, may

| incapable

| accommaodating

| increased
potentialfy g

increased on- or J

of

flows, [
resu

T

T T,

| e Miligation Measure F o :7 ;

4114 —_— NS Yoo

Land uses and LS LS
development  under
the proposed General
Plan  Update would
allow conlinued
development in_100-
Year Flood Hazard
Areas.

Impact 4.11.10

Mone required.

LS LS LS
152-122E

Impact 411,11 New

development
result in  increased
100-year peak
discharge rates and
water surface I J

vineyard 5 5
could

elevations

“Cultural and Paleontologi

| Resources

of | I

archasological

Implement mitigation measure Mt 4.11.9, MM 4,11.3a s

and MM 4.11,4, LS LS

|| L

"f"’r‘""‘f’-infaﬁﬂﬂ "r] = s { s I MM 4.12,1 The County shall provide a policy m | 1e T 1o T -
:er and  uses  and + 1 the General Flan that requires all SE
%awe\opmenr\ qunrl | | discretionary  projects  invelving | | |
L:uﬂ?;a?osm '?;‘pd | ground disturbing activity to comply I ‘
County General Plan | with the fallowing s ards: | |
Updaie could result | | et . J ;
;}q.ur];he potential | *+  Retain the services of a qualified [ |
sturbance archaeologist to conduct archival | | |

research and/or pre-construction

~ County of Napa
February 2007

152-123E

5 - Significant

County of Napa
February 2007

o " Significance After
_, - BefdreMitigation : Mitigation Measure .. - i uEbon L
A A JOAAC | ARE JoAlee |t T e e i COARA L AIB: | ART
prehistoric and f on sites identified as  having
historic sites), cultural resource  sensitivity in
paleontological Baseline Data Report Map 14-3,
resources and human which may be updated from time
remains. i Where ar ]

archasolog
es consistent  wi
provisions of Fublic Resources |
Code Section 21083.2. Thase |
may include, but are
ed to: excavation of the
res

n investigations shal

| | to the County for |

| i revisw, along with- i
recommendations regarding

| ‘ N measures  {e.g |

avery

ar

excavation  and
idancel,  prior  to
cemmencement of cons

County
shall be

¢« The Napa
Department

LS — Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Envirommental Impact Report
2.0-73

County of Napa
December 2007

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1413



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

. Impact

AltA-| Al

Level of Significance
Before Mitigation

|Alte

Mitigation Measure

Significance After

Mitigation:

AltA

immediately i

aric

eontolog C
{ossilsy are uncovered during
construction.  All  construction
shall stop in wvicinity of the
discovery and a  qualified

archaeologist shall be retained to
evaluate  the  finds  and
recommend appropriate  action
prior to re-commencement of
construction. Appropriate action
may Include data collection,
andfor recovery of significant
artifacts, project redesign to avoid
the resource, and shall always
include preparation of a written
report documenting the find and
describing steps taken to evaluate
and protect significant resources

# The MNapa County Planning
Department shall be notified
immediately if any human

remains are uncovered during
construction.  All - construction
shall stop in vicinity of any
uncovered human remains, and
the County Coroner shall be
notified according to  Section
7050.5 of California’s Health and
Safety Code. if the remains are

determined. to  be  Mative
American, the procedures
outlined  in _ State  CEQA

CAIE

CAILC

$ - Significant

LS — Less Than Significant

§U - Significant and Unavoidable

}Vapa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

4.1-74

County of Napa
February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

and (&) shall be followed

If the project area is determined
sensitive  for  palebntological
reSOUrCes, a quallfied
paleontologist shall be retained
te  recommend  appropriate
actions. Appropriate action may
include avoidance, preservation

in place, excavation,
documentation,  and/or  data
recovery, and shall always

include preparation of a written
report documenting the find and
describing steps taken to evaluate
and protect significant resources.

Impact 4.12,2 Proj
development
the proposed

“ounty Gen

e ¢

Lipd.

in  the
| alteration
demolition

andlor stone walls).

under

substantial

SU | su | MM4iz2

The Caunty
the General Fl
discretionary

!l provide a poli

projects
ity

Require an  evaluatios
eligibility pol
architectural resources
inchusion in the NRHP and the
CRHR by a qualified architectural
histarian. When  historic
architectural resources that are
either listed in or determined
eligible for inclusion in the

3 - Significant

LS = Less Than Significant

5U - Significant and Unavoidoble

County of Napa
February 2007

2.0-75

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1414

County of Napa
December 2007



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

NRHP or the
for demolit
require  an
proposal

preservation
determine  whethe
with the Secratary of the |
Standards  for
Projects. ]

comply with

Interior's standards, the
preservation  architect  shall
recommend madifications to the

project design for consideration

and
possi

by the County
consideration  and

implementation by the project

proponent, Th
recommendations may inc

madification of the design, re-use

Preservation |
in the event that the
propesal is determined not to
sretary-of the

152-124E

the proposed Napa
County General Plan

Update would
increase the demand
for additional fire |
protection and
emergency  medical

to conform  to
suppression
determined by the Napa County Fire
Department has£r }
occupancy ¥

!4.13  Public Services and Utilities
| Impact4.13.1.1  Land uses and s S I o 1' MM 4,13.1.12 !1:: C'é‘ y shali include a Genera
| development  under Plan pelicy that .'nquiies- ‘_f_:al facilit

acc
requirements

as |

the cave's use or

§ - Significant

of the structure, ¢ aveidance of ]
¢
N -

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

Napa Caur.;ty General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Couonty of Napa
February 2007

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

services and facilities,
which may result in
physical
environmental
impacts.

MM 4.13.1.10

MM 4.13.1.1¢

The County sha
Plan policy that requires that all new |
development
established
Design plans shall be referred to the
appropriate fire agency for comment
to verify compliance with applicable
requiraments as to:

ude a General

shall
fire

comply  with
safaty  standards.

Adequacy of water supply for
firefighting.

Site design for fire department
access: in and equipment in and
around structures,

Ability for a safe and efficient fire
department response.

Sitexspecific puiit-in
protection features

The County shall include a General
Plan policy that requires that water
wells and other eriti
intended for emergency use shall be
provided with a source of alternate
power.

| infrastructure

fire |

152-126E

Impact 4,13.2.1

Land uses
development  under
the propesed Napa
County General Plan
Update woukd

and

MM 4.13.2.1a

The County shall inciude a General
Plan policy that requires that all new
mubifamily residential developments
and
resulling in substantial concentrations

of daytime or nighttime populations to

non-residential — developments

LS LS

§ - Significant

LS ~ Less Than Significant

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

County of Napa
February 2007

2,077

Napa County General Plan Update
Draft Environmental Impact Report

County of Napa
December 2007

3.0-1415

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2,U EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

increase the demand ‘consult with County law enforcement 152-127E
for !aw enforcement to determine the need for special s
services, services andfor additional facllities,
and to determine how those services
andfor facilities can be provided prior f
io project approval. If the proposed |
project is adjacent to or within an
incorporatad  cityftown, consultation
with their law enforcement agency
shall also be required.
MM 4.13.2.1b New public safety facilities shall be
located within already developed (i.e.
non-agricuitural) areas of the County
and the County shall require site-
specific analysis of new public safety
facilities prior to their construction.
Impact 4.13.3.1 land  uses  and su su MM 4.13.3.12  The County shall include a policy in U su su
development  under the Genéral Plan that requires the
the proposed General County to periodically review its
Plan  Update would groundwater ordinance based on
increase the demand available studies and monitoring data,
for additional sources and shall review all discretionary
of  potable  and projects  proposing  the  use  of
imigation  water as groundwaler to ensure they will not
well as additional or significantly  impact  groundwater
expanded  treatment availability or use over the long term.
and distribution In some areas, this analysic may i
faciliies to  meet utilize quantitative standards based on |
projected demands .at technical studies and established by |
year 2030 and at year | ordinance; in other areas, this analysis
2050 may olve comparing the projected
rate of groundwater use to the
PP " I s v calculated rate of recharge. The most | ]
$ - Significant LS — Less Than Significanf SU - Significant and Unavoidable
Napa C'ou.n!y General Plan Update ) - County of Nap;;
Draft Environmentai impact Report Febraary 2007
4.1-78
2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Stgnificange After
MitigationjMeasure L “{L{.)Ej
AltA ] AltC
designated  grour i
| areas, such as the |
MM 4.13.3.00  The County shall include a policy in 152-128E
the General Plan  that  requires
verification of adequate water supply
and  distribution  faciliies  for /
development projects prior to their
approvals, This will include fas
applicable) coordination with  the
cities, public and private  water
purveyors to verify water supply
adequacy and may be satisfied as part
of compllance with County Code
provisions  andfor  state  law
requirements (i.e., Senate Bill 610 and
Senate Bili 221},
Impact 4,13.4.1 Land  uses  and 5 MM 4.13.4.1 The County shall include a palicy in I3 s 15
development  under the General Plan that requires (as part
the propased Napa of continued implementation of
County General Plan County Code Title 13 Division 2
Update would provisions  associated  with  sewer
require additional systems) verification of adeqguate
sewer treatment wastewater service- for development
capacity and projects prior to-their approvals, This
conveyance facilities will include coordination  with
o accommodate the | wastewater service purveyors to verify
increase in demand. | adeguate capacity and infrastructure 1
- either exists or »:;IH\ be available upon |
cperation of the development project. |
| | __._I
§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant SU - Significani and Unaveidable
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
February 2007 Draft Environmental fmpact Report
2.0-79
Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Final Environmental Impact Report December 2007

3.0-1416



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVESUMMARY

].

!mp:&:t 4.13.6.

|
|
|

l impact 4.13.5.

MNone requirec.

the proposed Napa |
County General Plan

1 land uses  and L
development  under | l
the proposed MNapa {
County General Plan | l
Update wotild | A
increase sofid waste l/w
gunera::on and the —]
demand for :ﬂIeledT/
Servzceﬁ B
S ¢_ ;
1 Lmd uses  and | 15 l Enewqu .
development  under ]/ A

1
Updale weould

increase  pupulation | |

and ‘

sequent |

student enrollment if |
the County District's
schools

and  may ‘ |

the '

uses and
uevcnpr’m undle |
the proposed Napa:‘ |

County General Pla ‘

Update would | l |

increase  energy uset | ] {

and the demand lc: \ \ I

electrical and-natural
gas  facilities  and ] l
relatad infrastructure.

§ - Significant

LS - Less Than Significant

-—

152-129E

1_
|

Lot

sU ~ Significant and Unavoideble

County of Napa

Naps County General Pian Update February 2007
Draft Favironmental Impact Report
4,1-80
2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
LET . Levelof Significance 4 AR ' Significance After
i # lmp@ﬂ : "_BE ore Mitigation . * " Mitigation Measure p . Mitigation
: B T i SARA Al [ AlRC f i g CAltAC[ AltE S| AltC
Impact4.13.8.1 Llend  wes and | 1S Ls L5, | Mene required. Ls L5 Ls
development  under
the proposed Mapa 152-130E
County General Plan ™ S.
Update would // 72 L
increase the demand | _—
for the social
services.
MM 4.13.9.1a  The County shall include a policy in
Impact 4.13.9.1 Land uses  and s 5 s LS LS [ ]
development  under the General Plan that increases (by the
the proposed Napa year 2030) the amount of dedicated 152-131E
County General Plan open space available, improved and .
Update would managed for nature-based recreation
increase  population by the general public by improving.
that result in  an access to existing public lands and by ‘g:.
increase  in the selective. public  acquisition  from
demand for willing landowners of fee ftitle
recreational ownership, easements, and/or license
opportunities  and agreer?ent_s aver high prierity opt
facilities space lands.
MM 4.13.9.1b  The County shall include a palicy in
the General Plan that increases {by the 152-132F
year 2030) the number and length of o =
non-motorized,  offstreet tralls !
available  for  walkers, jopgers, &7?
bicyclists and eguestrians. This will
incliude provisions for the completion
of the San Francisco Bay Trail through
the County and sections of the B?y
Area Ridge Trail.
MM 4.13.9.1c  The County shall include a policy in
the General Plan that {by the year
2030) that ensures that the majority of
§ - Significant L3 - Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable
County of Napa Napa Courtty General Plan Update
February 2007 Draft Epvironmental tmpact Report
2.0-81
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007

Final Environmental Impact Report
3.0-1417



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

- Level:of Sighificance - |,
- Befare Mitigation

AlEA Al [ Al

Mitig&ﬁnn M'aas-'zre_ e

. Mitigation

:Significanice After

|oAltA | AlLE

i MM 4.13.9.7e

.’\It rrnatives B and C.

~ma Cuunty residents Ive \mlhrn
close proximity of parks offering a
ty of nature-based  recreation
apporiunities 'uy at least doubling the
acreage of publicly ace

of each o
one town,

measure would apply o

The County shall incl ude a policy in
the Genern
developmer
andfor parti n the funding of
planned recreation facilities  fe.g.,
parkiand  dedication  fees) for
ated multifamily development
in the unincorporated community of
Angwin and at the Napa Pipe, Pacific
Coast/Boca sites and County-owned
sites within the City of Napa,

AlC

4.14

Visual Resourcesilight and Glare

L

Impact 4.14.1

Land  uses
development  under
the proposed General
Plan Update could
resull in  potential
alterations o
designated scenic
resources within the
County and _could

and 5 5

s | MMA4iata

The County shall provide a policy in
the Ceneral . Plan  that requires
continved implementation of Napa
County Viewshed Protection Program
(Chapter 18,106 of the County Code)
and  will apply the protective

provisions of this_Program on all
public£projects, induding any tran

improvements  that would  affect

152-133E

152-134E

S - Significant LS - Less Than Significcnt

SU - Significant and Unavoidable

Nazpa t‘oumy General Plan Update
Draft Environmental impact Report

County of Napa
February 2007

4.1-82

Impact

Alpa

Level of Significance
Before Mitig;

AltB

MM 4.14.1b

|
| MM 4.14.1¢

rnat

MM 4.14.1d

 E—

he following mitigation
8 and C:

Mitigation Measure

the Gen nnl
ds proposed
oF non-

i to retain
the existing Iendﬂ_upe characteristics
of the site (as viewed from publi
roadways) and screen the propesed
development. =

The County shall provide a policy in
the General Pk tha, to the
ed by law, new

the area

measures would apply Lo

ral Plan that new
n Or expansion to
land.

urrent

retention  of existing
extent

frees o

feasible

maximiem

Significance After
Mitigation

J

§ - Significant

LS - Less Than Significant

County of Napa
February 2007

§

=

2.0-83

Draft Environmental Impact Repor

f

- Significant. and Unavoidabi:

V}MJJ
Napa (‘uun!‘y “ounty General Plan Update Upd‘ate

152-135E

152-136E

%ﬁ-

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3

.0-1418

County of Napa
December 2007



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

- tevel of Significance i :
JL.S&“EET_! : ; Mitigation Measure
CAltA | AlkB | ac | : )

i Sign}'ﬁ'can‘ce After
-~ itlgation”

Impact:

required “revegetation  and | | T
i recontouring of di b 152-137E
I match  the  existing  landscape 5'7?”‘%,‘
characieristics of areas along roadway
improvemants.

MM 4.14.1e The County shall provide a policy in
the General Plan that requires 152-138F
development projects on  County 5 . ‘p!—‘
owned sites within the City of Napa to
be designed to be visually compatible

with their suroundings in terms aof
use, scale, and materials.

The following mitigation measure would apply to
Alternative C:

MM 4.14,1F Prior to annexation of any land to the
City of American Canyon with slopes
of greater than 15%, The County and
the City shall agree that such lands
remain as dedicated public open
space.

v
w
w

Impact 4.14.2  New  development S MM 4.14.2a As  pait of planned roadway | g L5 LS
under the proposed’ improvements identified under the 152-139E
General Plan Update Circulation Element, the County shall -
would  create  new include 2 General Plan policy that

sources of daytime requires the instaliation of ;f_.
glare, and  could landscaping  with major  roadway _SW'
change nighttime- mprovements  {e.g., widening of

lighting and Highway 12 in Jamieson Canyon} in
illumination levels in areas  identified where wvehicle
the County. headlights would generate glare on
existing residences,

§ - Significant LS - Less Than Significant $U - Significant and Unavoidable

Napa County General Plan Update

County of Napa
Draft Environmental Impact Report g o

February 2007
4.1-84

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

| Leveliof Significance | : e e 1 significance Atter = - |
Before Mitigation % : 8 Mit{gn{iun

= g e Mitigation:Measure T £ i
AltB | AltC ; : . i o} Alta, | AkS I Akc
MM 4.14.2b The County shall provide a poliey in | |
the General Plan that street lighting 152-140F
on County roadways shall be limited
to the minimum amount needed for |
public safety and shall be designed to | ¢
focus | where it is needed fe.g., |
intersections), Street  lights shall
| consist of fixtures that are designed fo
biock illumination of adjcining
properties and prohibit Jight rays
emitted from the fixture at angles
i zbove the horizontal plane.

MM 4.14.2c  The County shall provide a policy in M.@ 1, é?}@iﬂ“ 152-141E

the CGeneral Plan that requires the

ol
design of buildings visble from | ,/Mf/"

Counly designated scenic roadways |
thal avoid (he use ol reflective |
building materials that could cause
glare.

L Impaet

MM 4.14.2d The Counly shali provide a policy in

the General Plan that nighttime

lighting  assoclated  with  new é,ff”‘} 152-142E
development shall be designed to
limit upward and sideways spillover
of light.  Standards shall be as
specified in the most recent update of
the  *Monrasidential  Compliance
Manual for California’s 2005 Energy
Efficiency  Standards®  or  the
"Residential Compfiance Manual for |
| California’s 2005 Energy Efficiency
Standards” published by the state 1

1 S | |

5. Sl:gniﬁccmt LS ~ Less Than Significant SU - Significant and Unavoidable

County of Napa o i i “’Na;;a f;;l)f}fvf:;ner:tf Plan J;J;rd‘;h.“
February 2007 Draft Envirgnmental Impact Report
2.0-85

County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Landscape Planning 2 65/29/2007 07:36 PMu

Return Designated Public (Scenic) Roads Map’

Viewshed s
Designated |
Scenic Roads

Legend

s SilveradoS
"\ Silvaradoh
™ s OryCreak
N\ OakvilleGradeCross
N, PetiiffedForest
R DearParkHowellMin
#%» BuitsPopeChiles
7+ PopeCanyon
™\ WoodenVailey
N Oakknoll

Ry YountvilleCross

# % » Beriyessaknoxville
s Zinfande

s Lot

\.r Bale

™y Hay128

s Hay28N
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Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Final Environmental Impact Report December 2007
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN UPDATE PoLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

This Policy Location Malrix. Is a general guide to the disposition of godis and policies in the current Napa County General Plan. This Matrixis o
draft, and may be updated and revised.

It is highly recommended that the Public Revisw Draft General Plan be read along with this Malix. fo gain an understanding of proposed
County goals, policies, objectives, and actions.

Goals |

e

Policy Ag/LU-1: Agriculture and relgted activities are the ; See Draft General Plan page

primary land uses in Naga Coun
i) b Sl otpe Lo deh gt
I e 7 J

Geal 1 -To plan for agriculture and related activilies as ihe
primary land uses in Napa County ond concentrate urban
uses in the County's existing cilies and urban areas.

U\ Goal 2 - To develop and Implement o set of planning
policies which combine fo define a population size, rate of
% populaticn growth and the geographic distribution of that

152-

M‘Eﬁ fori g 143P

Addressed“generaly in the |

“Growth Management” 152-
144P

saction of the Agricuttural
Preservation and Land Use
Element [see poge 74)

population in such a manner that the desired qudity of life

Hhis

Is achieved.

M{ See Draff General Flan page
& 94

Goal 3 - To determine what the land is best suited for; to
match man's activities to the land's natural suitability; to
toke odvantage of natural copablilifies and minimize
confiict with the natural environment.

Goal CON-1: The County of Napa.will conserve resources
by determining the most appropriote use of land,
matching land uses and activifies fo the land's nafural
suitabiiity, and minimizing . conflicts with the nofural
environment.

See Draft General Plan page
187 8

Goal 4 - To work with cifies, other govemmental uniis,
cifizens and the privates sector fo plan for services, faciliiies
and accommodations, Including housing, transpartation,
economic development, parks and recreafion, open
space and other total County needs.

Addressed generally in he
“Infergovermnmental
Cooperation” section of the
Agricultural Preservafion and
Land Use Hlement

$ee Draft General Plan page

Ag/LlU—aAgricultural Preservafion and Land Use Element

CC—Community Characier Element
E-Ecanomic Development Element
Sar—Safety Element

DRAFT—Subject to Revision

|

Guide fo Abbrevialions
CIR-Circulafion Bemen!
CON—Conservation Element
ROS—Recreafion and Open Space Bement

References 1o “cument” cre 1o the 1983 General Plan
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NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

Goal § - To implement the General Plan in every possible
way to

{A} Ensure the long-term protection and infegrity of those
areas idenfified In the Generai Pian as agricultural, open
space or undevelopable.

{B) Sfimulate the development of those areas idendified in
the General Plan for residential, commerciol and industrial.

93

This

not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The

language is

goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,

the acfion noted may have |

been completed since the
last Generdl Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

PGUCIES & OBJECTIVES

1. Open Space and Watershed

1.1 Alrport Approach Zones - The County will consider low
density nonresidenticl development of land such as
industrial under Altport Approach Zones fo reduce safety
hezards through the use of zoning or acquisiion of
development rights.
a} Maintain compatibility between designated lond uses
and the dirport operations of Napa County Airport, Pamett
Fleld and Calistoga Gliderpert. Refer generai plan
chonges, proposed rezonings, and  proposed
developments as appropriate to the Napa County Alrport
Land Use Commission.

1.2 Ecologlcally Sensliive Areas - The County will enact
and enforce regulations which will limit development in
ecologically sensitive areas such as those adjacent to river
or streamside areas, and physically hazardous areas such
as floodploins, steep slopes, high fre risk arecs and
geologically hezardous areas; except for Oat Hill which is

planned for urban development.

Ag/tu—Agricultural Preservaiion and Land Use Element

CC—Community Charache: Element
E-Economic Development Biement
SAF—Sofety Bement

il

Policy Ag/LU-44: Lond uses Iin Airport Approach Zones shall |

comply with applicable Airport Land Use Compatibility
Policies. This Policy shall apply to Napa Couniy Airport and
Angwin Airpori (Parrett Field).

Action Ifem Ag/LU-44.1: Use zoning and, if necessary,
acquisifion of development rights fo implement this Policy.

Action llem Ag/LU-44.2 Refer General Plan land use
changes, proposed rezonings, and proposed

| developments in Airport Approach Zones fo the Napa

County Airport Land Use Commission for review and
comment.

Policy CON-4: The County will define
acologically sensitive arecs and will aci to retain their

| values.

and identify

See Draft General Plan poage

See Droff General Flan page
8%

Gulde fo Abbrevialions
CIR-Circulation Element
CON-—-Conservation Element
ROs—Recraation and Open Space Eement

References to “cument” are fo the 1983 General Plon

%
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

i

1.3 Environmenial Qualily - The County endct and | Policy CON-5:  The County wil enact and enforce
enforce regulations, which will maintain or improve the
curent level of environmental quality found in Mapa

County

See Draft General Plan poge
regulafions which maintain or improve the curent overall | 189
level of environmental quality found in Napa County.

1.4 Fre Manaogement - The County will develop o
controlled-bumn program for managing fire hozardous
areqs, to reduce wildfire hozord, improve watershed
capabilities, promote wildife habitat diversification, and
improve grazing.

Palicy SAF-15: The County will prepare a fire management
plan and will continue, enhance, and implement programs
seeking to reduce losses and costs associated  with
catastrophic fires.

relofively isolated areas associated with public and semi-
public uses and other areas, the besl use of which is not

having slepes of 15% or more for cished, watershed,
wildife hobitat, nature oreas and limited oufdoor
recreation, as will as for fire and- erosion protection, and
seismic safely; excepting Oat Hill in American Canyon.

1.6 Open Space Areas - The County will preserve suitable
land for greenbelts, forest, recreation, floed control,
adequate water supply, oir quality improvement, habitat
| for fish, wildlife and wild vegetation and nahural beauty,
| The County will encourage managemeni of these areas in

vet determined. The County shall protect natural areas |

Amendments, rezonings, or other project approvals
| lincluding but not iimited to new residential developments,
roads or highways and ol struciures proposed ic be open
to the public and serving 50 persons or mere) In areas
characterized by:

{1} Stepes over 15 percent,

{2) Identified landslides,

(3] Flocdplains,

[4] Medium or high fire hazard severity,

(5] Former marshlands, or

(6} Foult zones

272

1.5 Umited Development Areas - The County will retain in | Policy SAF-3: The Counly shall evaluate potential safeiy | See Draft General Plan page
large parcel sizes watershed supply areas, floodpiains or | hozords  related  when  considering  General  Plan | 270

See Draft General Flan page

Policy CON-1: The County will preserve lond for greenbelis,
| forast, recreation, flood confrol, adequate water supply, alr
quality improvement, habitat for fish, widife cnd wild
vegealalion and netural beauty, The County will encourage
management of these areas In ways thot promote wildlife

187

| See Droft General Flan page

ways that promote wildife habital renewal, diversification
and protection. It will enhonce the open spece character
of the County through the development and use of open
space and scenic easements and Wiliomson fype
contracts.

habitat renewal, diversification and protection.

1.7 Open Space Character - The County will relain the

Pollcy CC-1: The County will retain the character and | See Draft General Flan page
characier and natural beauty of Mopa County by the

natural beauty of Nopa Counly through the preservation | 152

Guide to Abbreviations
CIR-Clrcuiation Elerment
CON—Conservalion Element
ROS—Recraafion and Open Space BEement
References to “cument” are to the 1983 Generol Plan

AgfLU—Agriculiural Presarvalion and Land Use Bement
CC—Commurity Character Berment

E-Economic Development Element

SAF—Salely Bement

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 30f 130 April 2, 2007

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLicY LOCATION MATRIX.

preservafion of open space especially in areas close to
cities {and not scheduled for urban development], hilly
arecs and ouflying nural arecs; excepling Oat Hill in
American Canyon.

of open space.

1.8 Transmission Liné Coridors - The Couniy will designate
the general location of any mejor uiility fransmission
coridors crossing the County o minimize economic and
environmental impacls,

Policy CC-12: To the exfent dllowed by law,
telecommunications facilties and fransmission fnes shall
not be located \’Lﬂ%uwy_mmg%wwess
they are sited and designed so as fo be virtually invisible to
the naked eye from the roadway; are designed to appear
as o nafural feature of the environment and do not block
views or disrup! scenic vistas; or are so well architecturally-
integroted info an existing bullding as fo effectively be
unnoticeable.

Poficy SAF-28: The County shall seek to be part of the
decision-making process for the localion of new or
relocated slectrical fransmission lines in order fo ensure
that line locations are coordinated with the County's land
use plans and oesihetic policies.

See Draft General Flan page
152-146P

[

1.9 Water Supply Protection - The County will protect public
and private water supply sources from contamination of
overdrafts, and encourage groundwater recharge.

Policy CON-11: Residential, commercial, industial and
recreational projects, wineries and new vineyards, and
water development projects shall avoid impacts to fisheries
and wildife habitai fo the maximum extent feasible.
Where impacts connot be avoided, projects shall include
effeclive management plans including provisions to:

a} Mdaintain the following essentials for fish and wildlife

resources:

+  Sufficient dissolved oxygen in the water.

+  Adequate amounts of proper food.

» Adeguafe amounis of feeding, escape and
nesting hobitat.

+ Proper temperature through mainfenance and
enhancement of streamside vegetation, volume
of flows, and velocity of waler.

b} Employ supplemental planting and maintenance of
grasses, shrubs and trees of similar quality and guantity
to provide adequate vegetation cover to keep the

See Draft General Plan page
191 and 200

Guide to Abbreviations
CIR-Circulalion Element
CON—Canservation Element
ROS—Recreation and Cpen Space Element
References o "cument” are to the 1983 General Plan

Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element
CC—Community Character Element

E-Economic Development Element

SaF--Safety Bement

BRAFT—Subject to Revision Page 4 of 130 April 2, 2007
Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Final Environmental Impact Report December 2007

3.0-1422



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

5 ERER

watersheds, especially sfream side areqs, in good
condiifion and to provide shelfer and food for wildlife.

¢} Provide protection for wildiife hobitat through buffering
or other means.

d} Provide replocement habitat of lke quantity and
quality utilizing native species.

e} Enhance exising habitat values through restoration
and replanting as part of discretionary permit review
and approval,

f)  Provide an adequate release flow of water to preserve
fish popuicfions. 152-147P

Policy CON-30: The County wil work fo protect Nopa

County's watersheds and public and private water

reservoirs to accomplish the following purposes: a} clean

drinking water, for public health and safety, b) support of
the eco-systerm ¢l recreation, and d) scenic beauty, and

for open space. 42 2

1.10 Watershed Protection - The County will protect the
public  Interest in droinoge  systems and  water
impoundmenis  from  sedimentation, siltaiion, and
contaminafion and ensure that urban, agrcultural and
resource development projecis ulilize sound short-term and
long-tern erosion control measures.

t
Policy CON-35: The County shall H:Isulify, improve, and | See Draft General Plan poge
conserve Nopa Counfy's water resources through the | 203

following mecsures:

a] Protect ground water recharge areas from excessive
development of impervious surfaces and maintain and
enhance infiliration and recharge  groundwater
supplies and aquifers.

b} Evaluate and develop land use policies resuliing in the

appropriate density and mix of impervious suface and

stable vegetation cover to improve waler quality and
reduce surface water poliution and siliafion within
sensifive domestic water supply watersheds.

Plan for water supply ond wastewater ifreatment

faciifies and delivery sysiems fo ceniralize and serve

high-density development areas of the county.

d) Use the most advonced wastewater freatment and
reuse facilities feasible to reuse treated wastewater.

[+

1.11 Resource Extraction - The County's resource extraciion
standards {e.g. mining and geothermal development

Policy COM-74: Encourage the ongoing reclamation of | See Droft General Flan page
sang and grave! mining areas through the implementation | 216

Guide to Abbreviallons

AgfLU—Agricultural Preservalion and Land Use Blement CIR-Clrcutation Element

CC—Community Character Bement
E-Econarmic Developmeni Element
SAF—Salely Bement

DRAFT—Subject ta Revision

CON—Conservolion Hement
ROS—Recrealion and Open Space Bament
‘References to "cument” are o the 1983 General Plan
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NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

standards) will emphasize environmental implications, such
as oir pollution, visual disiractions, sitafion of nearby
streams, increase in  surface runoff, removal of
underground water by pumping, increase in erosion or
landslide hazard, disposal of chemical wastes, creation of
impervious layers ond surface compaction, extent of
vegetation removal and site rehabilitation procedures.

it

of reclamation plons.  All mining operation shall have up-
to-date reclamation plans and financial assurances fo the
satisfaction of the County.

2, Recreation

2.1 Cultural Heritage - The Couniy will encourage interest in
the cultural herdtage of Napa County for the education
and enjoymeni of present and future cifizens to enhance
the individuals sense of identity with the County. For that
purpose the County will develop regulaticns ond programs
to preserve and uliize historical bulldings ond area of
historic significance, of scenic attractiveness.

Goal CC-3: Identify and preserve MNapa County's | See Draft General Flan page
imeplacechle cultural and historic resources for present | 155
and fulure generafions to oppreciaie and enioy.

2.2 Recreational Facllities - The County will plan for and
reserve land for recreational faclities, and encourage
public and private recreational development and ofher
open space uses that meet the recreafional needs of
Napa County residents and are beneficial to ihe residents
of Napa Couniy as well as visitors fo the County,

ROS Goal 1: To ensure an extensive landscape of open | See Droft General Pion page
spaces In which recreation, the profeciion of natural, * 152-148P
cullural  and orehaeological  resources,  agriculfural af ,«,ql"

production and private property are mutually supporfive

and complementary.

Policy ROS-1: The County encourages frie acquisition,
location, design, and rmanagement of recreational open
space and facilities, in ways that protect natural rescurces,
enhance natural habitals, conserve agricullural lands,
maintain ogriculiural produciivity, and respect privaie
property.

23 Recreational Faclliies on Agricultural Lands -
Notwithstanding Policy 2.2, the County will encourage
recreational uses on londs designated for agriculture enly
where fhose uses will meet the recreational needs of Napa
County residents and are bensficial to residents of Napa
County, will nof deplete or degrade natural resources on
which nearby or onsite agriculture depends, and where

Policy ROS-3: Recreational facilties and improvements on | See Draft General Plan page
open space lands should be the minimum necessary o | 258 152-149P
achieve recreation objeclives, and be limited in density, w

intensity, need for public services, impacts on the natural

environment, growlhdinducement and impacts on
neighboring properties,

UUses on open space lands shall respect the character of

Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservalion and Land Use
CC—Community Character Element
E-Economic Development Eement

Guide fo Abbreviafions
Element CIR-Circulation Blernent
CON—Conservalion Element
ROS—Recrection and Open Space Bement

SAF—Salely Eiement References to "curent” are to Ihe 1983 General Plan
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NAPA CouNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

the type of recreation would not be adversely affected by
commencement, intensification, or confinuation of local
ricuifural achivity.

the sur ng areq, require a minimum of public support
services [such as paved roads, emergency services, or law
enforcement); coniain a minimum of paved surfaces,
structures, natural landform alteration or other introduced
or constructed features inconsistent with the environment;
require minimal water usage, wildlife habital removal and
usage of herbicides and pesticides; and shall not
confribute o the likelihood that additional non-agricultural
uses of agricultural land will be proposed to support orbe
accessory fo the continued exisience of the recrsational

| use.

2.4 Open Space Ck ter of Rural R I
Recreational uses permitted on lands designated for
agriculture, watershed and/er open space shall be limited
in density, intensity, need for public services, impacts on
ihe natural environment, and growth-inducement. Such
' uses shall maintain the character of the surrounding area,
require a minimum of public support services (such as
paved rocds, emergency services, or law enforcement), a
minimum  of Impervious surfaces, structures, natural
landform atteration or other introduced or constructed
features inconsistent with a rural environment, and shall not
significanily contibute to the likefhood that addifional
nen-agricultural uses of agricultural land will be proposed
o support or be accessory o the continued exsterce of
the recreational use.

| Uses — |

See Folicy ROS-3
previously in this matrix.

See Draft Generdal Pian page

255

listed |

=1

2.5 Scenic Transporlation Roules - The County will plon for a | Policy CC-13: The County opposes the construction of any | See Draft General Plon page
| high quality of design and visual appearance along all | new bilboards, and suppors the removal of existing | 154
major and scenic designated fransporiation routes through | bilboords. 152-
such means as elminating dll bilboards and, where 150P
practical, undergrounding utilities. The County will o Policy CC-14:  Adjacent to scenic roadways, Ulilities should
encourage the development of a system of scenic roads,\ be placed underground where possible.
“Bicycle roules_and hiking_TiGils_conneciing exising cilies /
an er local populalion centers 1o oufdoor recreation | . C
Tnd opER sntfg..rssoutces and Tacimes delaled In ihe 72«: J’luaé"/a M C"""’Zg""‘%
cenic Highways Element of the Mapa Ceunty General A W : @Q\ |
Guide to Abbreviations v cc df/m Fm"j{ wg;“, E é;ﬁ
Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Clrculation Hement g
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conssrvalion Bement Sain
E-Economic Development Bement ROS—Recreafion and Open Space Bement
SAF—Safety Element References to "cument” are fo the 1983 General Plan Ey
DRAFT--Subject fo Revision Page 7 of 130 April 2, 2007
Y NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLICY LOCATION MATRIX.
Plan.
e — -
2.5 Transportation - As indlcoted in the Circulafion Blemenf | Policy CIR-3.6: The County shall encourage the use of | See Droft General Plan page.
of the Napa County public fransporfation by touists and visitors and will work | 133 152-151P
General Plan, the County will promote the development of | with wineries to encourage the use of these options and g st
public frarnsportafion facililies for and befween wban | the development of private mass fransit. W
areas within the Counly for tourism to provide for more
efficient service and to minimize the congesfion ond
adverse ecological effects of heavy automobile traffic. |
= — |
3. Agriculture |
| e e . 5 T e
{ 3.1 Agriculture-Economic role - The County wili enact and | Ag /LU Goal 1: Preserve existing agricultural land uses. See aiso Policy Ag/LU-1 listed
enforce regulations which will refain agricullure as o major | Ag AU Goal 2:  Support the eccnomic viabilify of | previously in this matrix,
source of income and employment In Napa agriculture, including grape growing, winemcking, ofher
| County. iypes of agriculture, and supporting industries fo ensure the | See Draft General Plan poge
| preservation of agriculturel fands 33
Policy Ag/LU-2: The Counly defines "Agriculture” as the
raising of crops, frees or livestock: the production and
processing of agricultural products; and related marketing,
sates and olher accessory uses. Agriculfure also Includes
fam management businesses and agricuttural employes
housing.
3.2 Agricullural Preserve - The County will initiate studies to | Policy Ag/LU-7: The County will research, evaluole and | See Draff General Pian page 52.152P
evaluote  means, methods, advantoges and | pusue new  approaches o ensure  ever stronger | 35 152-152
disadvaniages of placing the existing aaricultural preserve | protections for the County's finite and ireploceable 5 M,){.
plus potential agricuitural acreage under permanent land | agricultural resources.  Such approaches may include | W
use protective controls. The County wili deveiop additional | implementation of a "Super Wiliomson Act” program, a
fypes of Agrcultural Preserves suitable for locaolized | conservation easement program or other pemanent
conditions in such places as C 25, Coombsville and | protections, and programs prometing the economic
Cengress, Foss, Gorden, Capell, Chiles and Pope Valleys; | viabiity of agriculiure.
and hillside viticultural areas,
3.3 Agricullural Support Sysiem - The County will develop a | Policy Ag/lU-5: The Counly will promote an agricultural | See Draft General Plan poge
coordinated plon to promote an agricultural support | support system Including physical cemponents {such os | 34
system including physical components {such as fanm laber | farm labor housing, equipment supply and repair) and
housing, equipment supply and repall) and Institutional | institutional components (such as 4-H, FFA, agricultural and ]
Guide to Abbrevialions
Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Bement CIR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Character Elament CON—Conservation Bement
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Space Eement
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componenis {such os 4-H, FFA, agrlcultural education and
expermentation)

naturc resources education ond experimentation)

3.4 Agricutlural Taxation - The County will infiate stuclies of
{ox assessment policies which recognize the long ferm
| intent of agricultural zening ond the fact that agricultural
land uses require @ minimum of pubfic expendiiure for
protection and servicing.

Policy Ag/lU-6: The County wil confinue to study tax
assessment Policies which recognize the long term intent of
agricultural zoning and the fact that agricultural land usas
require & minimum of public expenditure for protection
and servicing.

See Droff General Plan page
34

3.5 Agricultural /Urban Relalionshlps - The County will
develop planning concepts and zoning  siandards
designed to minimize conflicts arsing from encroachment
of urban wses into agriculiural areas, Land in proximity te
existing uiban areas cumently in mixed agriculfural and

rural residential uses will be freated as Residential Country
| Areas and further parcelizafion of these areas will be
discouraged. Day care centers will be dlowed in
agricutiural areas where there is a finding there is and will
be no conflict with agricuttural use of the vicinify.

Folicy Agfiu-3: The County's pianning concepts and
zoning standards sholl be designed 1o minimize confiicts
arising from encroachment of uban uses into agricultural
arens. Land in proximity to exisling uroan areas curently in
mixed agricultural and rural residential uses will be freated
s Residential Coundry Areas and furlther parcelization of
these areas will be discouraged. Day care centers will be
allowad in agrcultural areas where there is a finding that
there will be no confict with agricuttural use in the vicinity, /

|

Sqmﬂﬂ’o

See Draff General Plan page
34 E

‘| 3.4 Agricultural Zoning - The County will establish minimum
agriculiural porcel sizes which reflect the availabiliy of
natural resources, in order to assure that agricuitural areas
can be maintained as economic unifs.

Policy Ag/LU-8: The County's minimum agriculiural parcel
sizes shall ensure that agricuifural areas can be maintained
as economic units.

3.7 Form Labor Housing - The County wifl develop standards
in the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance to allow
agriculturalists fo construct farm labor housing appropriate
for the support of long-term agriculture in Napa County.
Permanent or seasonal farm labor housing may only be
provided where there is a need for ful-ime fam
employment by at least one employse who would be a
resident of the unit on the sile. This need musi be
demonsirated to exist on the site of the farm labor housing,
and/or on neighboring lands owned or conirolled by the
applicant, and/or on lands in the vicinity of the residenfial

which agricultural employees require housing.

| provided in agricultural areas without regard to the

unit under ihe ownership or control of the applicant for’

See Droft General Plan poge
35

Policy Ag/LU-10: Seasondl farm labor housing may be

ocation of farm employment when the housing Is under
public agency ownership or confrol

See Draft Generol Plan paoge
35

Agfll—Agricuttural Preservafion ond Land Use Element

CC—Community Character Bement
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Scfety Bement

DRAFT—Subject to Revision
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152-153P

a} Seasonal Farrm Labor Housing - Seasonal form labor
housing may be provided In agricultural areas without
regard to the location of form employment when the

housing is under public agency ownership or coniral.

3.8 Grazing Lands - The Counfy will profect agricultural
lands used for grazing, even through they may nol be
considered prime soils; excepling fhose lands south of
Soscol Ridge which are shown in Figure 14 as planned for
urban development,

Policy Ag/LU-4: The County will reserve agriculiural lands
for agriculturcd use including lands used for grozing, except
for those londs south of Soscol Ridge which are shown on
the Land Use Map as planned for urban development.

This draft policy incorporates
elsments of curent Lond Use
Policies 3.8 and 3.10.

See Draft Genera! Plon page |
34

3.9 Hiliside Agriculture - The County, working In conjunction
with the Soil Conservation Service, wiil monifor hilside
agricultural operations, and in conjunction with the 3oif
Conservation Service, eslablish slandards for temracing,
contour plonting, and mainfenance of permanent cover
crops on slopes exceeding 15%.

This language is not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the acfion noted may have |
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

3.10 Prime Agricultural Lands - The County wilt reserve
prime agricuitural lands for agriculfural use:

See Policy Ag/lU-4 Fsted
previously in this martrix.

See Draft General Plon page
34

3.11 Processing of Agricultural Producis - Agriculiure
includes the production and precessing of foed and fiber,
the growing of crops, produce and feed as well as the
raising of livestock and animals. In the case of wineres,
processing includes fours and fasting, relail soles of wine
produced by or for the winery particlly or totally from Napa
Counly gropes, acliviies for the educofion ond
developmeni of consumers and members of the wine
frade with respect o wine produced by or at the winery,

Policy Ag/tU-%: Mew wineries and other agricultural
processing faclifies as well as expansions of existing
wineries and facilfies in agricultural areas should be
designed to convey the permanence and attractiveness
associated with existing Napa Valley wineries and facilities.

Policy Ag/Lu-11: No non-agricuitural use or development
of a porce! located in an ogricultural area shall be
pemmiited unless it is needed for the agricultural use of the

i parcel, except as provided in Policies LU-1, LU-5, and LU-24.

AgfLU-—Agricultural Preservalion and Land Use Blerment

CC—Communily Character Blement
E-Economic Development Blement
SAF—Sdfely Element

Guide fo Abbreviations
CIR-Circulation Eement
CON—Conservation Element
ROS—Recreafion ond Gpen Space Eemeni

Draft Palicy Ag/lU2
incorporates  elements  of
curent Land Use Policies 3.11
and 3.13,

Draft Policy Ag/LU-12 reflects
the addition of wine-food
pairing.

See Droft General Fian page
I |

References lo "current” are 1o the 1983 General Flan
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such activities are clearly accessory to the ipal use of

the facility as an agricultural processing facilty. No ofher
use or development of a parcel located in an agricultural
arets shall be permitted uniess 1t is needed for the
agricultural use of the parcel, except as provided in
Policies 3.7 and 3.7(a) above. The processing of agricultural
products often fakes on an industial character which wil
be subject, in general, fo the same kinds of regulations as
other industrial uses.

Policy Ag/ll-12:
processing includes fours and fasfing, retail sales of wine
produced by or for the winery parfially or totally frorm Napa

In the cose of wineres, ogriculfural

County crapes, octiviies for the education and
development of consumers and members of the wine
trade with respect fo wine produced by or af the winery,
and limited non-commercial food service including wine-
food parings, provided any such acfivifies are cleardy
accessory to the principal use of the facilify as an
agricultural processing facility.

3.12 Right-to-Farm - The County will affirm and prolect the
right of agricuilure operalors in designated agricultural
areas to continue their agricultural practices, even though
established urban uses in the genefal area may foster
complaints against those agricultural  practices. The
axistence of a "Right-To-Farm™ policy will be indicated on all
parcel maps approved for locations in or adjacent 1o
designated agiculiural orsas.

3.12 Winery Location and Design - Wineries and related |
activities will, where practical, be located on sites off of
prime solls areas ond should be designed o convey the
aftractiveness associcled with existing MNapa  Valey
wineries.

Policy Ag/LU-14: The County affims and will proteci the
right of agriculture opercators in designated agricutfural
areas fo continue their agricultural practices (o “right to
farm™"), even though established urban uses In the general
area may foster complaints against those agricultural
prachices. The *“ight to farm” shall encompass the
processing of agriculfural products and other activities
inharent in the definition of agriculture provided in Policy
Ag/LU 2, above.

The exislence of ihis ‘Right-To-Farm" Policy shali be
indicated on all parcel maps approved for iocations in or
adjacent to destgnated agricultural areas and shall be a

required disclosure to buyers of property in Napa County. "

Policy AgQ/LU-9: MNew wineres and other agricultural
procesiing fociiies as well as expansions of exlsfing
wineries and fociliies in agriculiural areas should be
designed fo convey the permanence and affractiveness
associated with existing Napa Valey wineres and faciiifies,

See Draff General Plon page
36

g

See Dr
35

_ — e -
3.14 Water Supply - The Couniy will initiate studies to MA This language s not
develop ¢ comprehensive understanding of the potentials M 2 -zét M f2a% specifically Included in the 152-
and deficiencies of sufoce and underground water &P Updated General Plan. The 155P
| supplies in Napa County. goal or policy may be )
\L\ | addressed in different terms,
Gulde o Abbreviations
AgflU—Agricuitural Preservation ond Land Use Blerment CIR-Circulation Bement
CC—Community Charocter Element CON—Conservation Bement
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation ond Open Space Hement
SAF—Safety Bement References fo “current™ are io the 1983 Genaral Fian
DRAFT—Subject to Revision Page 11 of 130 April 2, 2007
_ _ Nara County GENERAL PLAN PoLiCY LOCATION MATRIX.
I'lhe action noted may have
been complefed since the
lost General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
| lenger be needed.
3.15 Foresiry - The County will encourage aclive forest | Policy Ag/LU-16: The County encourages active forest | See Draft General Plan page
management practices including fimely harvesfing fo | monagement practices, including timely harvesting to | 36
preserve exisling forests. The County will encourage timber | preserve existing foresis. The Counly dlso encourages
plantations for fuel wood production. fimber plantations for fuel wood and lumber production.
4, Residential E
Fe
4.1 Affordable Housing - Af lecst 15% of those dwelling units Inciuded in Policy Ag/LU-199, |
permitted each year in the unincomporated porfion of which is inclucded at the end |/
Napa Counly shall be capable of purchase or rental by of this matrix.
persons with average of below-average income. The
average income shall be based on the average income of See Droft General Plan page
residents of the County of Napa, based on the most recent 94
United States Census. [Added pursuoni o Measure A, a
cifizen initiative passed in November
1980.)
4.2 Bumned Homes - Legai residences destroyed by fire may | Policy Ag/lU-43: Legal structures and uses deslroyed by | See Draft General Plan poge
be rebullt within a year of mest recent occupancy, | fire or naturct disaster may be rebuitt within three years of | 46
whether or nof they cenfoimed to the zoning ordinance at | most recent occupancy or as otherwise approved by the
the fime of the fire. Counly, whether or not they conformed to the zoning
ordinance at the fime of the fire/disaster,
fi.a Housing Standards - The Counly will mainiain and | Policy Ag/LtU-31: The Counly will promale development | See Draft General Plan page
improve the qualily of the existing howsing stock in the | concepts that create fiexibility, economy and vorety in | 47
County through the establishment of minimum standards | housing without resuifing In significont  environmental
and enforcement programs as one means of meeting the | impacts.
County's housing needs.
4.4 Llow and Moderate Housing - The County will work with | Policy Ag/LlU-29: The County will work with the Cifies to see | See Draft General Plan page
fhe Cilies to see thal low and modercte cost howsing is | that low and moderate cost housing is provided to address | 41
I_provided in proportion to the number of low and moderate | the needs of low and mederale income househoiders in
Gulde fo Abbreviations
AgiLU—Agricultural Preservation and Land bse Element CIR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Character Eement COMN—Conservalion Element
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recrealion and Open Spoce Elemeant
SaF—Safely Element Referances to “cument” are to the 1983 Gerieral Pian
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| Nepa County.  In addii the County wil accept
| responsibifity for meeting its fair share of fhe housing needs,
{ including @ predominant percentage genercted by any
new smployment in unincorporated araas

Income householders In Napa County.

Policy  Ag/Lu-26: The Counly wil pion for and | See Draff General Pion page
oramdate the distribufion of population among the | 40 =
(sub-areas. ofthe County, giving preference fo existing 156P
incorporated,eind urban arecs.

4.5 Population Distribution - The County will plan for and
i accommodale the distribufion of population among: the
sub-creas of the County, giving preference o existing
| incorporated and urban areas,
| 4.5 Population Growth Rate - The County will plan for an
average annual combined County/City population 2 4
increase comparable with national, state and regional -
growth rates. Pursuani fo Measure A (o cilizen inifiative
passed in November, 1980), the annual number of new |
housing units permitted in the unincorporated portion of
Napa Couniy, through the year 2000, shall be limited to
accommodate an annual populafion growth rate that
exceeds neither that of the nine Son Francisco Bay Area
Counties {Alomeda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San
francisco, San Mateo, Sanfa Clara, Sonoma and Solano},
nor 1%. The most recent United States Census shall be used
for defermining populafion, persons per household, and
the vacancy rate of year-round dweliing units.

Included in Policy Ag/LU-199,
which is included at the end
| of this matrix.

See Draff General Plan page
94

Policy Ag/lU-32: The following standords shall apply to
londs designated os Urban Residenfial on the Lond Use
Map of this General Plan,

Intent: Provide, in identified urban areas, for development
of a full range of urban housing opporfunities, such as
single family dwellings, multiple dweliings, fownhousas, row
houses, condominiums, and cluster housing in a desirable
relafionship fo planned common use space, [fmited
commercial, institutionad, educational, day care, cultural,
recreational and other uses, while ot the same fime
preserving the quality of urban areas.

General Uses: Single family dwaellings, multiple dwellings,
mobile home parks, day core centers, kmited commercial

4.7 Residenilal Development Concepls - The County will See Draft General
promoie development concepts that create fiexibilify,
sconomy and varety in housing without destroying the
ervironmenial amenities recommended in the General
Planning Goals ond Policies.

Pian page

42

k2
]

Gulde fo Abbreviations
CIR-Circulation Element
CON—Conservalion Elemeni
ROS—Recrealion and Open Space Element
References to “cument” are fo the 1983 General Flan
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and irsfitulional uses (denser uses subject to specified
conditions).

Minimum Parcei Size: Between 0.0625 acre and | acre.
Maximum Dwelling Densilty: One dweling per parcel
except as specified in the Housing Element. Other
resideniial, commercial, educational and recreational
facilifies sublect to specified conditions related fo fhe
adequacy of utilifies and normal municipal services.

See areg-specific discussions
of Deer Park [page 64} and
Lake Berryessa (page 6&)

4.8 Rural Resldential Areas -

o) Residenfial Country Areas - Deer Park and those
Residential Country Areas adjacent to the City of Napa will
be assumed to have a year-round residendial orientation.
Further parcelization of these areas other than Deer Park
will be discouraged.

b) Recreational Country Areas - The overall extent of
residential ond commercial development in the Capell
valley and Berryessa Areas will refiect the presumed
recreational orientalion and be different from the Nopao
Vicinity Residential Couniry Areas. In the Beryessa creaq,
fiming will be infegrated with recreafional policies
promulgated by the Bureau of Reclamation, and State
and Federal water quality standards, which are likely fo
chonge in fime.

le*/kﬂﬂt

Policy Afi.l,@“fhe existing densiy of development in the
Angwin Area and the fy's desire to be proteciive of
water quality prec Tuture subdivision aclivity based on
seplic  tanks. Also, the County shall encourage
replacement of exsting septic systems with municipat
wostewater treatment os feasible.

\:/WE 55

4.7 Urban Areas -

aj The County will assume that the density of development
in Ine Angwin Area precludes future subdivision acfivity
based on septic tanks and wells{The Angwin Urban Areg is
Paclfic Union Coliege and adjacent commercial chﬂi!‘l:?
b) The Siverado Urban Areq is the developed masfér-
plonned portions of the Siverado Countfry Club and Resorf,

See Draft General Pian page
55,63, and 70

St

152-158P

and residenfial areas in the Siverado Community Services
District approved for development prior fo 1991, Residential
deveiopment within the Silverado Urban Area s imited to a
maximum of 1,095 units. Mo additional wells will be driled in

the Siverado Community Services Districl. Except for

sources from the City of Napo, no domesiic or irigation |

Policy Ag/lU-67: The County supperts the extension of
recycled water fo the Coombsville area to reduce reliance
on groundwater in the Millken Sarco Tulocay [MST) area.

Policy Ag/LU-84: Recognize the character of this
community and the guality of the environment in the

| ]

Ag/L--agricuttural Preservation and Land Use Bement

CC—Community Character Element
E-Economic Development Blement
SAF—Safety Eement
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T Erronee e
LGCATIGN I UPbATED GENERA i 15,
water supplies shall be fransferred into the Dislicl from | review of fulure development projects in the Siverado ; 159P
outside its boundaries. area. All new development. including subdivisions, use /EZ,
permifs, and other discretionary actions, shall conform with i
the General Pian Land Use Map. o »”»
L
4.10 Urban Expansion Limits - The County will work with the | Policy Ag/LU-111: Figure gg—f%picls the land use | See Droft General Flan page
Cities, special disticts, and Local Agency Formation | policy of the Counly of Napi 8% and 107
Commission to define and establish the limits of curent
ond future wrban expansion and development. | Policy Ag/LU-125: State law charges LAFCO with planning
Unincorporated land included within the Rural Urban Uit | the orderly development of local govemment agencies to il
Line of the 1983 Napa City's General Plan will not be further- | advantageously provide for the present and future needs '
urbanized without annexation to the Ciiy, Except that day | of the communily while proteciing ogainst ihe
care centers will be allowed inside the RUL. inoppropriate conversion of agricultural and open space
lands. A principal planning responsibility of LAFCO is fo
delermine o sphere of infiuence for each cily and special 95&3
district under 1fs jurisdiction. State low defines a sphere of a2 152
influence o5 “a plan for fhe probably physical boundaries L Ki -
and service area of o locd agency, as delermined by" e 160P
LAFCO. LAFCO is required to review and update, as 2
necessary, each agency's sphere of influence every five
years, and the Couniy will work collaboratively with LAFCO o
in its reviews of spheres to encourage ordedy, city- .1,,94“ {
centered growth and development in Napa County and i d"*
the preservation of agricuitural land. M
4.11 Urban Services Facilifies - The County will oppose fhe | Policy Ag/LU-23: The County opposes the creation of pew Draift ?oucy Ag;‘LU~24
creation of special distiicts planned to accommedate | special disticts planned 10 eccommadote esidential | incorporates  elements  of
residential projects outside existing uban areas. The | developments outs:de except | cument Land Use Policies 4.11
County will discourage proposed developments, which | as specified in the ‘icusmg Blement. and 4.13
require urban services and which are not proposed for
wbanized areas. Existing ulility systems will be used as | Policy Ag/lUu-24: The County will discourage|proposed | See Droft Generat Pian page
much as possible fo maximize the use of existing services | developments_outside of urbanized creas whi recy_ﬂreé 39
and facilities and fo provide a brooder user base to insure | uban services. \However, nothing in this Land Use Blement o }ém) e
the adequote maintenance ond operglion of such | Is intended reclude the construction of a single-family e <t wﬁzé
faciffies. Where urbon areas lack full urban services, the | rasidence, day -care center or private school on an @ i
Counly will encourage means of crecrwide provision of | existing, vacant, legal parcel of land, in compliance with ; h«'{%x
such services, 2 adopied County ordinonces ond other applicable e ﬂ-n!d?
regulations. i 2 ‘«jf,‘)(
Gulde o Abbreviations
‘Ag/LU—Agricutiural Preservaiion and Lond Use Element CiR-Circulafion Element
CC—Community Characier Element CON—Consarvation Bement
E-Economic Development Bement ROS—Recreation and Open Space Elament
SAF—Safely Elerment Reterences fo “curent” are to the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Poge 15 0f 130 April 2, 2007
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4.12 Urbanization Definition - The term wbanizing shall | Policy Ag/LU-25: For the purposes of this General Plan, the | See Draff General Plan page
include the subdivision, use, or development of any parcel | terms  “urbanized" or “wbaonizing” shall include the | 40
of land that is not needed for the agricultural use of that | subdivision, use, or development of any parcel of land for
parcel. non-agricultural purposes.  Engaging in  nafure-based
recreation or non-agriculiural uses that ore pemitied in the
applicable zoning district without the kssuance of a use
permit, such as development of one single family house
and/or second unit on an exsting legal lot. shall not be
considered urbanizing.
4.13 Urbonizing Grewth - The Couniy will enact and | Policy Ag/lU-21: The County wil enact and enforce | See Draft General Plan page
enforce  regulations, which wil encourage the | regulafions which will encourage the conceniration of | 39 and 41 -
conceniration of residential growih within the County's | resicential growth within the Counly's exisling Cifles and 152-161P
exisling Cliles and areas designated for urban uses on the | areas designaled for uibon uses on the Land Use Map.
General Plan. Hommﬁment is
intended fo preciude the construction of o single-family | Policy Ag/LU-30: The County will malntain and improve the
residence, day coare cenler or privale school on an | safely and adequacy of the existing housing stock in the
existing, vacant, legal parcel of land, in compliance with | County through application of applicable building and
adopted County ordinances and other applicable | housing codes, and related enfercement programs.
regulations. ’W
Policy Ag/LU-20: Urban uses shall be concendrated in the
incorperated cifies and tho' a’-’M
| the unincorporated County s they existed in 2006,
5. Commercial
5.1 Commercial Areas - Policy Ag/LU-22: Commercial uses will be grouped in | Draft Poficy Ag/LU-35 also
a) American Canyon - Land wilthin the American Canyon | gecgraphically compact areas oulside of areqs | incorporales  elements  of
"Commercial' area will be o buffer area between the | designated Tor agricultural uses In the General Plan | cument Land Use Policy 6.7.
Plan's residenticl and industrial areas. Nelther residential nor | (subject to any exceptions contained in this General Plan}.
industrial uses will be ailowed fo encroach any further into See Droft General Flan page
ihis area wilhout the guidance of a Specific Plan for | Policy Ag/LU-35: The County will plan to locate industrial | 39 and 43
American Canyon, which might indicate mixed usage. areas adjacent fo major fransportation facilifies. Necessary
b] General - The County will encourage the grouping of | uliities and services, including day care cenlers, will be
commercial uses in compact oreas designated for | planned to meet the needs of the industrially zoned areas.
commercial uses on the General Plan; buf not In ‘oreas
designated for agriculiural uses in the General Pian subject
to any exceptions prescribed in the text of the General
Gulde lo Abbreviafions
AgflU—Agriculivral Preservation and Lond Use Blement CIR-Circulation Bement
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conservation Eament
E-Economic Development Bement ROS—Recreation and Open Spoce Elermnent
SAF—Safely Blement Relerences fo "cument” are fo the 1983 General Pian
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Plan. The size of the combined commercial uses will reflact
the potential market for such facilities and services. The
ceniral business distifct of each urban center wil be
recognized as the dominant commercial and financial
center for the surounding frade area.

52 Tourst Faclliles - The County will support the
development of tourst faclifies where there is o showing
there would be no conflict with agriculture and the
necessity for this type of service can be documented to
| the County's satisfaction,

Policy Ag/LU-38: The County will support the development
of tourist faciffies where there is a showing there would be
no confict with agriculture and the necessity for this type
of service con be documented o the County's

| satistaction.

5.3 Lake Berryessa Area Commercial Recreational Zoning —
Capell Valley, Bemryessa Pines and Spanish Flat "Rural
Residential' areas and the "Utban Residentfial" area
belween Pope and Putoh Creeks are appropriate areas
for commercial zoning and development.

{

4

t
Policy Ag/LU-77: Targeted Re-investments. If the County is |

successful at recouping the cost of services provided fo
concessionaires  at  Loke  Beryessa, either  through
collection of #ransit occupancy faxes or in Heu fess, o
percentage of those funds should be invested in
infrastructure and services benefiting communifies within
County jurisdiction at the Lake.

5.4 Policies recogniZng commercicl uses in cerfain areas
designated as Agriculiural Waolershed and Open Space
and Agriculfure Resource by the General Flan and
permitting  exponsions  thereof withini  the  existing
commercially zoned porfion of such parcels,

a} In addition fo those commercial faciifies located in
areas designated as urban on the Napa County Land Use
Plan Map, there curenily are a number of existing parcels
parlicily or enfirely commercially-zoned os well as a small
number of non-commercialy-zoned parcels frenting upon
fhe west sicde of the Napa River south of the cily of Napa,
{ which are designated as "Agrcultural, Watershed and
Open Space” and "Agriculfural Resource” on the Napa
County Land Use Map. Commercial zoning and/for
commercial use of most of these porcels pre-date the
cunent General Plan and in many instances the original
General Plan as well. Some of the existing commercial
establishments provide imporiant services to surrounding

Policy Ag/LU-41: For parcels fronfing upon the west side of

the Napo River south of fhe cily of Nopo which are

designoted “Agricuiture, Watershed, and Open Space” or

“Agricultural Resource” on the land Use Map of this

Generai Plan which have commercial zoning, addifional

commercial development will be' alowed as foliows:

« Al exising commercial establishments that cre
cumently located within @ commercial zoning district
shall be allowed o continue 1o operate and use the
existing buildings and/or facilfies.

*  Addifional commercial uses which are permifted by
the existing commercial zoning of the parce! shall be
permitted on that porfion of fhe parcel zoned
commercial. .

+  Edsting restauranis quaiifying under this Policy that are
curently locafed within o commercial zoning district
shall be ailowed to increcse the number of seais
accommodated  within  exisiing  buildings  and/for

See Draft General Plon poage
45

See Dralt General Plan page
89

—]
See Droft General Plan page
45 and 46

AgflU—Agriculiural Preservalion and Land Use Blement

CC—Community Characler Element
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Safety Bement
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agricultural and open-space recreational ereas.

The purpose of this policy is to recognize in the Napg
County General Plan the commercial noture of the
commercially-used portions of such parcels, and to aflow
additional commercial development in these locations

under only three circumstances: where existing
commercial uses can expand on land which & already
zoned commercially; where pre-exisiing,  lawfully

established marine commercial uses exist on parcels
without commercial zoning but which otherwise would ba
eligible for morine-commercial zoning; and to the extent
that a minimum parcel size is specified in commercial zone
disticts as of February 1, 1991, the parcel is already
developed with an existing permifted commercial use on
the porfion commercially-zoned, and the amount of land
so zoned did not meet that minimum. This policy recognizes
that due fo the small number of such parcels, thelr limited
capacity for commerciclly-viable cgriculiure due to pre-
existing uses and/or size, location and lot configuration,
and the minimal impact such commercial operations and
expansions will have on adjacent agricultural or open
space activities or the agricultural ond open space
character of the surounding area, such limited
development will not be detmental io the Agrculture,
‘Walershed or Open Space policies of the General Plan.
Therefore such development is consistent with all of the
goals and policies of the General Plan,

b} Al exisling commercial establishments qualifying under
Policy S4[a} that are cumently locaied within g
commercial zoning distict shall be allowed fo continue fo
operate and use the existing bulldings and/or faciftes.
Additional commerciol uses which are permitted by the
existing commercial zoning of the parcel shall be permitted
on that porfion of the parcel zoned commercial. Request
“that a non-conforming use be pemmitted to convert to a
conforming use shall also be permitted on thal porfion of
the parcel zoned commercial.

c} Existing restaurants qualifying under Policy 5.4 [o) that

faciliies on any parcel designated as a historc
restaurant cornbination zoning district.

Policy Ag/LU-42: Al existing commercial establishments
that are currently located within o commercial zoning
district shaill be aliowed to confinue to operate and use the
existing buildings and/or focilifies. Additional commercial
uses which are pemmitied by the exisling commercial
zoning of the parcel shall be permittect on that portion of
the parcel zoned commercial.

Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Eisment

CC—Community Chorccter Bement
E-Economic Development Bement
SAF—Salety Bement
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e

are cumerﬂ!v located within a commercial zoning disfrict

shall be diiowed to increase the number of seofs
accommodated within existing bulldings and/for facilities
on ony parcel designated as a historic restourant
combination zoning districi. Due to the small number of
such restauvranis, imiled seating expansions within exdsting
commercial buildings and facilities will not be detimental
to the Agriculture, Watershed or Open Space policies of
the General Plan.

5.5 Policles Relating fo Land Located Within the RUL Line -
Unincorporated commercial land located inside the Rural
Urban Limit Une (RUL) of the Napa Cily Genaral Plan will
not be further ubanized without annexation to the Cily,
except as provided in Rural Urban Line Policy 7.1,

Policy Agfl-127: The County recognizes the urban limit
fine or Rural Urban Lmii (RUL) for the City of American
Canyon depicted in Fgure 1U-3, and agrees that
unincorporated fand located within the RUL will not be
further urbanized without annexation o the Cily except as
ofherwise provided herein. For purposes of this Policy only,
engaging in uses thal are permitted in the applicable
zoning district shall not be corsidered wheniing. In ol
cases, subdividing property shall be deemed urbanizing for
pumposes of this Pollcy.,

The RUL for the City of American Canyon shall be
reassessed in the fufure, if and when the Hess Vineyord
property 1s rezoned for indusirial use, pursuant to Policy LU-
38.

5.6 Marine Commerclal Land Uses - Lands along the west
bank of the Napa River south of the City of Napa and
specific urban areos within four miles of the high waler
mark of Lake Beryessa are appropriote arecs for marine
commercial zoning and development.

Policy Ag/LuU-40: Lands along the west bank of the Napa | See Draft General Plan page
River south of the City of Nopa ond specific urban creas | 45

within four mites of the high water mark of Loke Benyessa
are oppropriate areas for maine commercial zoning and
development.

Action Item Ag/LU 40.1: Consider amendmenis fo ihe
Zoning Code to dliew addilional commercial, resideniial,
and mixed uses in the Spanish Flat, Moskowile Comers, and
southern Pope Creek areas which are complementary to
recreation activiies of Lake Bamyessa.

= = =5 ooy ol o o
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4. Industrial
&1 Industial Acreage - The Counly will plan for the | Policy Ag/LU-37: The properties known as the “Hess
reservation of sufficient industrial property to safisfy fulure | Vineyards” shall remain in agricultural zoning but shall be
demands for orderly growth ‘and economic development | reserved for industial uses to meet the county's long term 152-162P
of the County. need for industrial space. Prior fo rezoning these lands for s ﬂ D
non-ogricultural uses, the County shall make a specific SJ—
finding that no other sultable industrial land is available in
the unincorporaled area. The 230-acre Hess Vineyard site
is located on the east side of Highway 29, north of the cily
of American Canyon and diagonally across from Green
Island Incustrial Park. The slte s designated on the Land Use
Mop for Industial uses, bul is cumenily {2006) zoned
-agricultural and is In use as a vineyard.
6.2 Indusirial Development - The Counly will study the This language is not
economic feasibility of enhancing the indusirial potential of specifically included in the
the Napo County Alrport through means that are within Updated General Fion. The
Napa County's capabilily ond desires. The precise fype goal or pelicy may be
and extent of effort will be detalled in a specific plan for addressed in different terms,
the area, the acfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.
6.3 Indusirial Locafion - The County will direct non- | Policy Ag/lU-13; The same location, design, and olher | §ée dlso Policies Ag/LU-1 and
agriculturally oriented industry oway from productive | considerafions applied to wineries shall apply to all other [ Ag/LU-4, listed eorler in this 152-163P
agricultural lands toward areas mors suitable for industrial | food processing businesses or industrial uses located in the | matrix
purposes as shown in Figure 14. The same location and | agriculiural areas.
design considerations applied to wineres will apply 1o all See Droft General Plan page
other food processing business or indushial uses located in | Policy Ag/LU-37: The properties known as the "Hess | 35 and 43
the agricultural areas. Vineyards” shall remain in ogriculfural zoning but shall be \
reserved for industial uses fo meet the eounty's leng temm f ”“/?.
need for indusirial space. Prior to rezoning these lands for (" i j
non-agricultural uses, the County shall make a specific ”~53 J-«’w g
finding that no other sultable Indusirial land Is avallable in L
the uwncorporczied area. The 230-ccre Hess Vineyard site H «“yﬂ—« J{,/
Gulde to Abbreviations //3’*‘—/’/“‘* //J C?;’"’“’rﬁ
Ag/LU—Agricuttural Preservationrand Land Use Bernent CIR-Circulation Ele .
CC—Communily Character Element COMN—Conservailon Bement =
E-Econamic Development Blement ROS—-Recreation and Open Space Element C-/ / e '7/ e ;/
SAF—Safety Bement References 1o "curent” are 1o the 1983 General Plan =
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-ated on the sast side of Highway 29, north of the city
of American Canyen and diagonally across from Green |
Island Indusirial Park. The site is designated on the Land Use |
Map for Industial uses, but is cumently (2008) zoned

agricultural and is in use as a vineyard.

4.4 Jobs/Housing Bolance - County review of industrial
development proposals, particularly wineries, will address
the boionce of job creafion cnd the avaiabiity of
affordable housing.

Policy Ag/LU-3%: County review of nonTresidentiol
development proposals, shall address the bdance of job
creation and the availability of offordable housing.

4.5 Phased Development - In order to promote efficiencies
of development the County wil plan for slaged
development of water and sewer services. in order io
| remove  some of the Impefus for leapfrogaing
industriclization the County will develop plons and policies
that would address needs peculiar to this area.

See Draff General Flan page

| Generally addressed in Policy

Ag/LU-119, the Growih
Management  System  for
Mapa County [Dralt General
Plan page 94) |
Note: Due to the length of |
Palicy Ag/LU-T19, if is included
seporafely of the end of this
malrix.

1 4.6 Pollution Hazard - The County wil work with the
Ervironmental Protection Agency, Bay Area Alr Pollution
| Conirol Distict, Regional Water Quality Control Bogrd,
Division of Mines and Geology. and other environment-
oriented public agencies o insure the maintenance of a
high level of environmental quaiity and protection

6.7 Services - The County will plan 1o locate industial arecs
adiacent 1o majer fransportation  faciities. Necessary
uiiifies and services including day care cenlers will be
planned to meet the needs of the indusirially zoned arecs.

Addrassed by various policies
in the Conservation Element

Policy Ag/LU-3é: The County will plan for the reservation of

sufficient indusirial property fo sofisfy future demands for
orderly growth and economic development of the County.
Non-agriculiurally ofiented industry shall not be located on
produciive agricultural lands, but should be lecated in
areas more suitcble for industrial purpeses, industrial areas

Draft Policy AgU-36
incorpeorates  elements  of
current Land Use Policies 6.1,
63, and 6.7

See Draft General Plan page

152-164P

should be located adjacent o major fransporiation | 43
facilifies.
See aiso Policy Ag/LU-37,
| shown earlier in this table,
Guide fo Abbrevialions
Ag/LU—Agricuitural Preservation and Land Use Element Cl irculation Bement
CC—Community Characier Element CON—Conservafi Flerment

E-Economic Development Bement
SAF—Safety Element

ROS—Recraafion and Open Space Eemeant
References to “cument” are to the 1983 General Plan
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4.8 Speclfic Plan - The County will place o prioity on the
preparation, review and approval of a Specific Plan and
Master EIR for the development of the Napa County
Airport Industrial Areq. |

This longuage Is not
specificaly inciuded in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different temns,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Updaie, or
i the geal or policy may no
| longer be needed.

7. Rural Urban Limit (RUL) Line

7.1 Unincorporaied land located wiitin the Rural Urban

Limit Line {RUL) of ihe Mapa City's General Plan will not be
further urbanized without annexation fo the City except as
otherwise provided herein. For purposes of this policy only,
engaging in uses that are permilted in the opplicable
zoning district withoui the ssuance of a use permit shall not
be considered urbanizing. In all cases, subdividing proparly
shall be desmed urbanizing for purposes of this policy.

Policy Ag/iU-127: The County recognizes the urban Bmit
line or Rural Urban Limit [RUL) established for the City of
Napa (Ses Figuwre LU-2), and agrees thoi unincorporated
land located within the RUL will not be further ubonized
withoutf annexafion fo the Cily except as otherwise
provided herein. For purposes of this policy only, engaging
in uses that cre permitted in the applicable zoning district
without the Bssuance of o use permit shall not be
considered wbanizing, In all cases, subdividing property
shall be deemed ubanizing for purposes of this policy.

See Draff General Plan page
1o8

72 If the opplicafion of policy 7.1 operates fo
unreasonably restict the maonner In which o properly
owner may uilize his or her property, the property may be
further urbanized without annexation fo the City,
netwithstanding Policy 7.1, If the Tollowing has occurred:

An application to annex one or more parcels has been
filed with LAFCOM or the City and refected by either enfity
within one yecor prior to the dale of the application.
Following annexation rejection by LAFCOM or the City, the

This  language s not
speciiically included in the
Updaied General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terns,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
Iast General Plan Update, or
the goadl or policy may no

property may be developed undsr Nopa County
juiscliction, providing, however, in such a case the
development standards Imposed as a condilion of the use
permit shall be substantially ihe same as those required by
| the City of MNepa for similar types of development. |

- - 1

longer be needed.

‘Guide fo Abbrevialions
CiR-Circulation Elerment
CON—Conservafion Element
ROS—Recreatiion and Open Space Hement
References to “curent” are fo the 1983 General Pian

Ag/lU—Agricuitural Preservation and Land Use Element
CC-—Community Character Bement

E-Econemic Development Bement

SAF—Sofely Blement
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Subdivisions, if permitied, shall meet opplicable County
standards. This exception shall not be applicable i the
annexation application was filed and denled due to g lack
of reasonable effort on fhe part of the properly owner
{hereafter "applicant’} to compiete the annexation, the
applicant protests the annaxation, or if the applicant fails

to comply with any conditions of approval of the
annexaiion. A lack of reasonable effort for purposes of this
policy shall include, but not be imited to, the failure to
include in an annexation request all configuous parcels
under the applicant's ownership that would reasonably be
expected fo be included in an annexafion application.

7.3 Unless policy 7.2 or express language in the General
Plan provides otherwise:

aj The development of unincorporated property located
within the RUL in a manner that is authorized only if a use
permit is obldined is prohibited. In such cases annexation
to the City is required; and

b} The subdivision of unincorporated lond located within
the RUL is prohibited. In such cases annexation to the City is
required prior to subdividing.

{ Updaoted General Plan. The

is
in

not
the

This language
specifically Included

goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the aciion neted may have
been completed since the |
last General Plan Update, or
the godl or pelicy may no
longer be needed.

7.4 Property that would otherwise be subject to policy 7.2,
but which is not contiguous to the City of MNapa and
therefore-not annexable, may be developed in the County
without first fillng an annexotion proceeding, provided that
ihe applicant has nofified the City not less than 60 doys

to inifiate proceedings to annex sufficient parcels 1o
enable the annexation of the applicant's parcel to be
considered. If the City has initiated annexation
proceedings duriing said é0-day period, the annexation
provision of Section 7.2 shall confinue to be applicable.

prior to the applicafion being filed and the City has failed |

This  longuoge s not
specifically included in ihe
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different temns,
fhe acfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
fhe goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

7.5 Poiicies 7.2 through 7.4 shall not apply to parcels

This  lenguage 5 net
subject to o residential general plan or zoning designation. specifically included In the
Guide fo Abbreviations
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Updated General Plon. The

goal or policy may be
addrassed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the geal or policy may no
longer be needed.

8. Public/Quasi-Public Lands

| 8.1 Governmenial uses, public uses, and public utility uses | Policy Ag/LU-27: Govemnmental uses and public ufiity uses |

t shall be permitted in appropriote locations.
|

shall be pemmitted in appropriate locations,  Only those
new govemnmenial and public utility uses which specifically
Implement progroms maondated by the state or federal
govemnment shall be permitted in non-urban areas. 1 On

| 8.2, and 83

| parcels which are designated "Agricultural Rescurce” or |

"Agricuiture, Walershed and Open Space” on the Napa
Ceounty Lond Use Map, Govemnmental uses and public
ulllity uses existing as of 1983 shall be allewed to continue

| to operate and to use the existing buildings and/or faciiifies

but shall be dlowed to expond in size and volume of
business only for the purpose of modernizing the fadilities
and meeting additional demonstrated public nesds.

8.2 Only those new facilities for uses specified in Policy 8.1
which specifically implement programs mandated by the
state or federal govemment shall be permitted in non-
urban areas.

83 On porcels which are designated "Agricutiural
Resource” or "Agriculture, Watershed and Cpen Space” on
the Mapa County Land Use Map, existing uses of ihe fype
specified in Policy B.1 shall be allowed to continue fo
operate and fo use the existing buildings and/or facilifies
but shall be dllowed lo expand in size and volume of
business only for the purpose of modemizing the facilities

| 40

See Policy Ag/lU-27 listed

Draft P Aghu-27
incorporates elements  of
cumrent Land Use Policies 8.1,

See Draff General Plan page
40

See Policy Ag/LU-27
previously in this matrix.

listed

See-Draft Generdl Plan poge

previously in this mairix

See Draft General Plan page
40

Gulde fo Abbtevidtions
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and meeting addi

nal demonstrated public needs.

The Housing Element is not part of this General Plan Updat

no chonges are propoesed fo Housing Element goals or pol

Gons

LA=V&

4 V1%

R

The primary goal of Napa County should be to work with
the school districts serving Napa County to coerdinate the
provision of school facliies with new residential
development.

{nP olicy Ag/fLU-121: )
TTTSation fo:

Consider school oqstricts‘ proposed

a) General Plan designations

b) Geology and seismic considerations; topography;
drainage:; soils

¢} Location and general ufiity of land: population
distribution

d) Access, transporiation faciities, utilities

e) Confiicting or hazardous conditions (e.g. nokse, iraffic) (4

f)] Protection of agricultural lands
The resulls of the review are to be forwarded fo fhe
appropriate school district board within 30 days from the

l—

Draft  Policy Ag/LU-121 s
derived from @ non-
‘numbered Policy from the
cumrent Schools Element.

See Draft General Plan page
106

POLICIES

receipt of the referral.

1. Coordinate an exchange of Information with school
districts regarding school needs and new residenfial
developments.

N
Policy Ag/LU-122: Coordinate an exchange of informafion

wilh. school distiicis regarding school needs ond new£.]07
residential developrnents in fhe unincorporated crea/:;.ﬂy#'

See Draft General Plan poge

2, Consider school districts’ proposed school sites In refation
to:
a. General Plan designations.
b. Geclogy and seismic considerations: topography;
drainage; soils.
¢. Location and general uliity of land; population
distribution.
d. Access, transportation facilifies, utiities.

153
Policy Ag/LU-123: Consider school disiicls' proposed
school sites in relafion fo:

a} General Plan designations

b} Geology ond seismic considerafions; fopography;
drainage; soils

c} Location and general ufiity of land; population
distribution

d} Access, fransporiation faciliies, ufilities

See Draft General Plan page
107

Agfli—Agriculiural Preservalion and Land Use Element

CC=Communily Character Elemeni
E-Ecenomic Development Bement
SAF—Safety Hement

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision
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e. Conilicting or hozardous conditions {e.g. noise,
fraffic).

The results of the review io be forwarded to the
appropriate school disiict board within 30 days from
receipt of the referral.

a) Conflicling or hazardous conditions (e.g. neise, traffic)
f) Protection of agrcultural lands

The resulis of the review are fo be forwarded to the
appropriate school district board within 30 days from the
raceipl of the referral.

. Establish general school site iocation criteria such os:
a, New school facilities shall not be located within two
miles of an cirport unless
approved by the State Department of Education.
b. School facilities shall, whenever practical, be located
in areas designated in the appropriafe general plan for
urban development.
c. Coordinate County plans and ordinances fo be
supporlive of single-session schoo! use and to minimize
the need for bussing students.

GoALs & POLCIES

Policy Ag/LU-124:
criteria such as: .
a) New school fucilittes shall not be locafed within two
miles of on aiport unless approved by the Siate
Department of Education.

b) School facilities shall, whenever practical, be located in
areas designaied In the appropriafe general plon for
urban developmant.

¢} Coordinate County plans and ordinances fo be
supportive of school use and fo minimize the need for
busing students. (Nen-numbered policy from the cumeni
Schools Element]

o] Ensure thal proposals for muliifamily housing or
mufiiple-lof subdivisions within the unincorporated area are
evaluated fo determine their impact on schools and are
modified to address potential impacts, including the need
for new faciities, if any.

Establisn general school site location

See Draff General Plan page
107

‘—l. Circulation and Land Use

ning Gogal 1

To develop o comprehensve circulation System
coordinated with planned iand uses as shown in the Land
Use Element of the General Plan.

{

Circulation Goat 1@ The County's transportation system
shall be comelaied wiih the policies of fhe Agricuitural
Preservation & Land Use Bement and protective of the
County's rural character.

See Draft General Plan poge
125

S

AgfiU—Agricuiturdi Preservafion and Land Use Element

CC—Community Character Element
E-Economic Development Elemeni

Gulde fo Abbreviations
CIR-Clrcuiation Element
CON—Conservation Blement

ROS—Recregtion and Open Space Element

152-165P

152-166P

152-
167P

152-
168P

SAF—Salely Bement References lo "cument” are to the 1983 General Plan
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Policy Guidelings |

la. Mixed lond use development proposals (i.e. residential
and commercial} should be encouraged in wiban arecs io
minimize tip generation requirements.

policies in the Agriculiural Preservotion and Land Use
Element, new residential and commerclal development
should be concenéreled{wifhln diready developead areas

and areas plonned for Gevelopmeni where sufficient

densities can support transit services and development of

pedestiian and bicycle focilities.

Ib. The County should reguire that fravekrelated

This %nguage is

commercial services [l.e. guasoline stalions, restaurants and
lodging faciifies] along traffic arterials should be planned
to avoid stip commercial development, in conjunclion
with the land use element. Al associated franspertalion
faciities shouid be planned in conjunclion with the land
use element.

specifically included in the
Updoted General Flan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different Terms,
the acfion noted may have
besn completed since the
lost General Plan Update, or
the goaol or policy may no
longer be needed,

ic. Create and enforce highway access standards

Action ltem CIR-2,1.1 The County shall adopt and maintain

See Droft General Picfh page

regording new diiveways, including funclional layout, | speclfic road and street standards. These standards shall | 128 ) N, 152-
location, and spacing; so as to minimize interference of | include overall right of way widths, pavement widths, lane L =5 170P
major fraffic flows by minor diiveways. As discussed in | and shoulder widths, and other design details. ¥ .
Chapter 2, the Counly could specify that this issue be T ; oo Eonerd
addressed, by developers and property owners, as a part e tonl howla il
of the nomal plan approval and environmental impact M
process. 9 f
1d. The transportation system should minimize disruption to | Policy CIR-1.4: The counly's roadway improvernents should | See Draff General Flan page
residential neighborhoods and communities. minimize  disruption  to  residenticl  neighborhoods, | 125
communities, and agriculiure.
le. The County should follow a land use pattem with | Policy CIR-1.1: Consistent with uban-centered growih | See Draft General Plan page 152-
concenirated wban areas o faciitole effeciive public | policies in the Agricullural Preservation ond Lond Use | 125
Iromsit services. Element, new residential_and commercial development 3 171P
W cuncenircafed(vdihin_ already developed areas j <2+
Guide to Abbreviations
AgflU—Agricullural Preservalton ond Land Use Elerment CIR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Characler Blement CON—Conservallon Element
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and areas planned for development where sufficient
densities can support fransit services ond development of
pedestrian and bicycie faciiities.

If. The transportafion system should provide cccess fo
commerciol and industrial areas, recreational facilfies, and
other major trip generclors, as appropriate.

This language is  not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed In different {erms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
tast General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

lg. Require that conshuction of franspertation
improvements are compatiole with existing landforms and
that landscaping is an integral part of the overall highway
improvement program.

Policy CIR-1.6: The Counly supporls beaulificalion
prograoms for roadways in the unincorporaled  area.
Roadway beaufification shall be consistent with the
character of the area in which the roadway is locaied,
and with other County policies related lo preserving the
character of the county Including policies on sighage as
defined in the Recreation ond Open Space Element.

Jee Draft General Flan page
125

2. state Highway Routes and County Roads
Elanning Goal 2

Improve the County roodway systemn, including State
Highway Routes, Counly roods and local streets funder
County juisdiction), to provide satisfactory levels of service,
safety, and convenience in person and goods movement,
with respect fo the Land Use Blement of the Napa County
General Plan. Such improvements should oplimize the

Clrculalion Geel 1: The County's fransportation system
shall be comelated with the poiicies of the Agricuffural
Preservafion & Land Use Element and protective of the
County'srural character.

See Droft General Flan page
125 and 126

Circulation Goal 22 The County's fransportation system

usefulness of the existing fransportation system and be
implemented in the most effective manner with respect to
maintenance of environmental quality in Napa County.

Ag/lU—Agriculturol Preservation and Land Use Hement

CC—Community Character Element
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Safety Element

shall provide for safe and efficient movement on well-
mainiained roads throughout the County, meeting the

| needs of Napa Couniy residents, businesses, employees,

visitors, special needs populations, and the siderdy.

Guide fo Abbreviafions
CirR-Circulafion Hament
COM—Conservation Element
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
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Palicy Guidelines

20, Continue or commence planning and engineering
aclivities to improve levels of service on the following
crifical links in the highway systemn. As levels of service
Increase, exposure to unsafe troffic conditions would
decrease, therefore making the highway system safer for
all concemed.
2a(1) 5.R. 29, Youniville to SI. Helena (widen to add left tum
lones). This improvement would increase peck hour
capacily by abouf 5 1o 10 percent, reduce year 2000 peak
hour L.O.S. from "E/F" 1o "D", and increase average speeds.
2a(2) S.R. 29, from American Canyon Road fo SR. 12
[construct grade separated interchanges at SR, 121712,
SR. 121, SR. 12, and Amefican Canyon Road). These
improvements would increase the capacity of S.R. 29
slighily by about & to 10 percent), improve access fo and
egress from S.R. 29, Improve average speeds, reduce
congestion, and improve year 2000 peak hour LOS. from
"D/ o "D
20(3) American Canyen Road, from Interstate 80 to 5.8, 29
{widen to four lanes). Peak hour capacily would be
improved from approximately 200 vph (two-way) to
3000 vph {peak direction) under this alfermnative, with a
consequent improvement in year 2000 peak hour L.OS.
from "F" to "C",
2a(4) S.R. 121/12, Sonoma/Napa Counly fine fo S.R. 29
{widen to four lones). This would Increase peak hour
capacity from approximately 1,900 vph (two-way) to 3,200
vph (peak direction], thus improving year 2000 peak hour
LOS. from'F to "B".
2al5) 3.R. 12, Solano/Mapa County Line to S.R. 22 {widen to
four lanes). Peak hour capacity would be Increased to
3,200 vph {peak direction) from 1,900 vph {two-way}, thus
improving year 2000 peak hour LO.S. from “F* o “B/C".
2alé) Fosden Rood, south of American Canyon Road

{extend four lane secfion fo Amercan Canyon Road).
Peak hour capacHy of this segment would be increased

Policy CIR-2.3: The County seeks to provide o roadway

system that maintains current roadway capacities in most

localions, and 1s bolh sofe and efficient in terms of
providing local access. The following list of improvements,
ilustrated as the County's uitimate road network in Figure

CIR-1, has been supperied by policy makers within the

County and all five incomporated cifies/town, and will be

implermented over time te the extent that improvements

continue to enjoy poliical suppert and funding becomes
avaiable:

South-of Napa

+  Widen Jamieson Canyon Road (Route 12) by adding
one additional vehicular fravel lane and room for a
ciass | bike lone in each direction that may also aliow
equeshian use. Consfruct a safety median barier in
the centerine, straighten unsafe curves, lower the
grade where possible, Install tumn lanes for safely and
to allow for parcel access as appropriate, and install o
Ridge Trail cressing for pedestrian, equesiian and
bicycle use.

* Construct on interchange ot the intersection of Stole
Roufe 12, Aliport Boulevard and State Route 29 within
the most efficient foolprini, including any necessary
appurtenant facilties.

* Extend Flosden/Newell Road frem Americon Canyon
Road to Green Island Road as a reliever route to iraffic
on Hwy 29.

» Compiete Deviin Road belween Soscol Ferry Road
and American Canyon Road as a reliever route fo
Highway 29.

+  Widen Hwy 29 between 221 and Green lsland Road.

+ Synchronize traffic signals on Hwy 29 between 221 and
the Selano County line,

«  improve he intersection of State Roule 221/ Sicte
Route 12/Hwy 29 to increase capacily and safety.

North of Napa

Ag/lU—aAgricuitural Preservation and Land Use
CC—Communily Character Element
E-Economic Development Slement
SAF—Safety Element

DRAFT—Subject to Revision

Guide to Abbrevialions
CIR-Circylation Element
CON—Conservation Eement
ROS—Recreation and Open Spoce Element

Eerment

See Draft General Plan page
129

References lo "cument” are to the 1983 General Pian

Page 2% of 130

April 2, 2007
NarA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

.

Interseclion improvements io improve

safely and

from 1,900 vph [two-way) to.3,200 vph {peck direclion)
with associated year 2000 peak hour LOS. improvement
from "F"to "C".

= ' T b W:;_zﬁ ,j‘u’:.\
"S; ﬁﬂ‘.tv-)"\“ 3 ;:nvmvvw"‘é
( Py 29 wred Dae
oo na i ke B
ORI N A 2TR ¥ S
%m;a;,«/x 28 ,,,-;;j/, &

5“//“‘7‘

See Policy “CIR-23 listed
previously in this madrix,

traffic low at ihe intersections of Sk and
the Rutherford Cross Road, Yountville Cross Roaghpnd
Silverado Trall,

+ Construct safety and flow improvements fo SR29
between Ookyile cnd St Helena )

*  Sludy methods fo divert iraffic from downtown St
Helena fo reduce congestion and improve inira-
county fraffic flow.

152-
172P

Countywide

+ lnstall safety improvemenfs en rural roads and
highways throughout the county including but not
limited to new signals, roundabouts, qblke lanss,

shoulder widening, softening sharp curves, etc.
Action Hem CIR-22.1: Work with the \'(}J;:n County
Transpertation Planning Agency and other jagencies to
fund and implement the improvements h’s::—,}}/ub::ve.

et

2b. Consider adding additional copacity fo SR. 29
between American Canyon road and the southern end of
the Southem Crossing (from four to six lanes). Under this
dlternative, peak hour capacity of SR. 29 would be
increcsed from 3,400 vph to approXimately 5,100 vph
(peak direction) with associated year 2000 peak hour
LO.5. improvement from "D/E" to "B/C"; increased safely
would result from reducad fraffic congestion.

See Draff Genera! Plan poge
129

This  longuage 5 not
specifically Included In the
Updated Generdl Pian. The
goal or policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the action noted may have
been complefed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

2¢: Support continuing improvements to develop Soscol
Avenue, in the Cily of Nopa, o5 o major conneclion
between Imola Avenue and Trancas Sireef. This would
improve convenience, safely and levels of service.

longer be needed.
Gulde to Abbreviokions
Ag/fLU—Agriculiural Preservation and Land Usa Element CIR-Circulalion Element
CC—Community Character Berment CON—Conservafion Element

E-Econemic Development Element RO5—Recreation and Open Space Element

SaF—Safety EBlerment References to “curent” are lo the 1983 General Plan
«DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 30 of 130 April 2, 2007
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Napa County GENERAL PLAN PolicY LocATion MATRIX.

2d, Continue efforts to improve erado Trail between | See Policy CIR-23 listed
Trancas Street ond $.R 2% in Calstoga as a two lgne previously in this mairix.
arlerial, consistent with applicabie design standards for a
| two lane highway with a design speed of 45 miles per hour. See Draff Generol Flan page
| The 45 miles per hour design speed Is a Counly 129

Transportation Planning Guideline. nould be considered
a minimum to effect the greatest sofety benefits. In
conjunciion with fhese improvements, centinue to require
highway improvements, such as separate left tum lones
where juslified by projected or observed fraffic generation
at existing ¢r new activity centers diong Silverado Trail.

2e. Conirel the locatfion, funchional design. and spacing | Policy Ag/LU-105: The following condifions shall be applied See cﬂso Policy ClRZB listed |
{relative o ofher roadways) of new diiveways for new and | as appropriate fo fulure development to improve the flow | previously in this matrix.
expanding developments clong S.R. 29 (Yountvile to | of traffic on Hwy 29:
Calistoga) and Silvergde Trail [north to Trancas Street) to | « Consolidation of driveways See Draft General Flan page
oplimize rcadway capacity and minimize the interference | « Constuction of frontage roads 129

caused by side vehicular ond pedesidan iraffic. As | » Confribufion on a fair-share basis towards consiruction
discussed in Chapter 2, as fhe level of the "ship of a continuous center tum lane

commercial’ development increases, along with ifs
associated driveways (mesily unsignalized intersections),
oudway capacity decreases, fT] :
new or expended developments should conf
conlingent upon a propér anclysis of potential Impacts

relating to the development, especially with respect to é\wﬁ-é b,_ M -y W&P
diveway lecation and spacing with respect to other

diveways and -crossing roadways. Said confrols  and
assessments should not be limited only to S.R. 29 and
Sitlverado Trail, but should be applicable to other local
arferial roacways. It would be appropriate fo Implement
such controls In concert with Policy Guidelines 20 and 2d, |
and with the Goak and Policies of the Land Use Fiem.n!

-

U
(=]
—_
=l
W
9

2f. Implement a program of highway signage to dwrecr Palrcy ROS-30: A clear, atiractive and comprehensive | See Draft General Plan page
divers fo use the Siverado Tral to reach cerlain | roadside signage system, logether with other forms of | 261 H
| destinations, fo remove traffic from fhe sensilive section of | public information, should be designed, installed and
i SR.29. distibuted fo faciitcle the public's use and enjoyment of
| parks ctnd histerical, archaeological and cultural resources.

Guide to Abbreviallons
Ag/LU—Agricuttural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circulation Bernent
CC—Community Characier Element CON—Consenvafion Element
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Space Bement
SAF—Safely Element References to "cument" are to the 1983 General Plan
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NaPa COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLiCY LOCATION MATRIX.

2g. In light of the projecied increase In the use of existing See Policy CIR-23 listed
County highways, confinue to perform perodical previously in this matrix.
inspecfions, prevenfive maintenance, safety betferments
and repairs, to the fullest extent possible with axisting and See Draft General Plan page
projected financlal resources. Exompie: current projects | 129

inciuded Pefrified -Forest Road and S$iverade Trail. To |
particlly olleviole congesfion ond improve safety, the ]
secfion of 5.R. 2% norih of Calistoga should be included in |
fhe DPW's current safety betterments program.

3. Translt and Pasafransit Services

Blanning Goal 3

To encourage and support the development of local and | Circulafion Goal 3: The Counly's fransporttation system Ses Draft General Plon page 152-

regional fransit services that effeclively meets the needs of | shall encompass the use of privaie vehicles, transit, 5

all segmenis of the population. paratransit, walking, bicycling, dir fravel, rall, and wal ﬂa@ 174P
1msnoﬁ-‘ﬂu. &1‘7@#\”&& Lersen L) ﬁr -«Ww\-/]La'

Pol:cy Guidelfines ('W D R Céa.a‘vg; M Pt "{W W

Ja. Al public owned transit vehicies shouid be Euity This anguage  is  not
accessible and responsible to the needs of the elderly and | specifically included in the
'handlcappm population. Updated General Flan. The
goal or policy may be |
addressed in different terms,
| the action noted may have
| been completed since the
lost General Plan Update, or
fhe gedl or policy may no

longer e needed.
3b. Opporfunities for coordinafing the delivery of This language Is nof
pcra‘mnsw'semcesshos..ldbemaxmlwd spacificolly included in the

Updated General Flan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different tems,
the action noled may have

. Guide to Abbreviafions
AgflU—Agriculiural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circulafion Element
CC—Community Characler Bement CON—Conservation Bement
E-Economic Development Eement RO5—Recreation and Open Spoace Element
SAF—Safety Elsment References 1o "curent” are to the 1983 General Plan
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| been compieted since fhe |
| lost General Plan Update, or
| the gool or policy may no |
i longer be needed.

3c. The County should support efforts fo coordinote |
schedules between ihe fixed roule transit system in Nopa |
and Greyhound Bus Lines, to improve infra-County and
inter-County fransit services.

This language is not
specificaly included in the
Updated General Flan, The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
tre action noted may have
been completed since the
ast General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy: may no
ionger be needed.

3d. Expand the service coveroge area for poratransit
services operating in Napa County

This lfonguage is not
specifically included in the
Updated Genercl Flan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the aclion noted may have
been compieted since the
st General Fian Update, or
the goal or policy may no
lenger be needed.

3e. Efforis should be made io link local fransit services with

This language is not
transit systerms In adjacent counties, to meet regional fravel

specifically included in the

needs. Updated General Plan. The
godt or policy may be
addressed in different temms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Flan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.
‘Guide to Abbreviafions

Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Blement CIR-Circulaiion Element

CC—Communily Character Bement CON-Conservafion Element

E-Econormic Development Element ROS—Recreafion and Open Space Bement

SAF—Safely Hement References fo “cumrent” are to the 1983 General Flan
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3f. The County and Cilies should work cooperatively with | Policy CIR-3.é: The Counfy shal encourage the use of | See Draft General Plan page

inferesied wineries, local merchants and other prvate
sector Interests in evaluating opporiunities for providing
fransit services to major recreafional areas,

pubiic transporiafion by tourists end visitors and will work
with wineries to encourage the use of these options and
the development of private mass fransit

3g. To encourage transit and other forms of iravel, ihe
County and Cities should encourage developers to
parficipate in fransit improvements. Such improvements
could provide justfication for reducing the number of
parking spaces provided for commercial  and
recreational/tourst eiented development projects.

| should provide  amenities

133

Policy CIR-2.7: MNew development projects shall be
required to miligate iheir impacis and to pay their fair
share of countywide fraffic improvements they contribute
ta the need for.

Action item CIR-2.7.1: In cooperafion with NCTPA, develop
a countywide iraffic impact fee fo address cumulative (i.e.
not projectspecific) impaocts associated  with new
employmeni. Fees shall be used to pay for the cost of
network improvemenis fisted in Policy CIR-2.3 as well as
ather transpartation improvements such as fransit,

Policy CIR-3.7: All developments clong fixed tronsh routes
designed to encourage
carpooling, bicycle, and transit use. Typical features couid
include bus tumouls/access, bicycle lockers, and
capeol/vanpool parking.

4, Alr Transportation

Sy

See Droft General Plan poge
131 and 133

F

Planning Goal 4

To maintain the Napa County Airport as a general aviation
Facility.

Policy CIR-3.11: Maintain Nopa Counly Aiport as a
general aviation faclity ond ovold lond use confiicts via
land use compafibiity plonning and by  ensurin

lLand Use Commission.

Policy Guidelines

4a. To enhance the safety af Napa Couniy Airport and
increcse the runway capacity, on Instrument Londing
System {ILS] should be installed. j

AgfLU—Agricultural Preservation ond Land Use Eiement

CC—Community Character Hamant
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Safety Eement

DRAFT—Subject to Revision

g;izywj

appropriate reviews of kand use decisions by the Alrpor<

- —~

See Draff General Plan page

i

Tnis language is  not
specifically included in the
Updated General Flan. Th@i

Guide fo Abbreviations
CIR-Circuiation Blement
CON-—Conservation Bement
ROS—Recregfion and Open Space Eement

References o "curent” are 1o the 1983 Genaral Plan
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goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the gool or policy may no
longer be needed.

4b, Additional aircraft storage facilities should be provided This languoge s not
to accommodote the expecled increase in aircrafi spacifically included in the
movement. Updated General Plan. The

goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
2 the action noted may have

been completed since “the

on‘ﬁ last General Plan Update, or
the gool or policy may no

\ longer be needed.
4c, The sumounding land uses should be compalible with | Policy SAR31: For maximum safety, all land useé\aviihin See Draft General Plan paqe 152-177P
cirport aclivily and consktent with Policy 1.1 [Aimpert | airport areas shall be reviewed for compatibility with the | 275
Approach Zones of the Land Use Flement of the General | adopted pions for the Nopa Alrport and ofher general ‘M ) )
Plan). aviafion faciities in the county. o i
TN i 24 g
d4d. The Counly should implement approved This ucnguﬁu‘b ! is not
| recommendations from the Master Plan for Napa County specificdly Included in the
Alrport. Updated Generai Plan. The

geal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noled may have
been compleied since the
last General Plan Update, or
i the goal or policy may no
| longer be needed. |

5. Rall Service

| Planning Geal 5

Guide lo Abbreviations
AgfLU—Agricultural Preservefion and Land Use Elerment CIR-Circuiation Element
CC—Community Character Bement CON—Conservation Bement
anomic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Space Hement
—Safety Element References to “cument” are to the 1983 General Flan

SA

DRAFT—Subject to Revision Page 35 of 130 April 2, 200
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1
To encourage the use of the existing rail In Napa County | Clreulation Goal 3: The County's transportation system | See Draft General Plan puge ‘ 152-178P
for the fransport of goods and products. shall encompass the use of privaie vehicles, fransit, | 132 | -

| paratransit, wailking, bicyciing, dir fravel, rail, C)I"Id water

transport. AL (b, MWIA, da s o ?f /:.,»AE.Q,E
WTA&-—W Nf? w

5a. The County should support all efforls fo maintain and | Policy CIR-3.1: Preserve rail comidors and the Napa River as | See Draft General Plan page
upgrade trackage in Nopa County. regional ransporiation  assets, encouraging and not | 132

precluding their future use for recreational fravel as well as
the mavement of passengers and goods.

5b. All rail [anes and righis-of-way should be reserved for See Policy CIR-3.1 listed
future transportation needs. | previously in this mairix.

See Draff General Plan page

132 |
Sc. To maximize opporiunities for rall freight service, This languoge is  not
indusirial development which could be served by rail specificaly included in the
should be concenirated in American Canyon Area on sites Updated Genaral Plan. The
accessible 10 the rallroad. geal o policy may be

addressed in different femms,
”w‘) the action noted may have

. been completed since the
gv- lost General Plan Update, or

the goadl or policy may no

longer be needed.
5d. The Counly should monitor the avdilability of raitoad | Policy CIR-3.9: Where y are not needed for other | See Draft General Plan poge 5 P
lines. Abondon_-led rights-of-way should be considered for | fransporfation purposesi— abandoned rail rights-of-way | 133 152179
use as pedestion and bicycle paths, should be used for alternative uses such as public trgnsit

routes, bicycle paths, of pedesiian/hiking routes. S‘..A SWL
6. Navigable Waterways | Z %: ?tm"’ M“W

Planning Goal & /

Guide to Abbreviations

Ag/LU-—Agriculiural Preservalion and Lond Use Element CIR-Circulotion Blement
CC—Community Character Blement CON-—Conservafion Element
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreafion and Open Space Hement
SAF—Safety Bemant References 1o “current” are fo fhe 1983 General Plan
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/:‘-{ee Circulafion Goal 3 and
Policy CIR-3.1 listed previously

To support and encourage the use of the Napa River for
the transport of indusirial goods and products.

in this merrix.
See Draft General Plan page
132
| Policy Guidefings ) ,,‘
0. The County should support projects fo improve /§;e Policy CIR-3.1 listed |

clearcnce and water depihs in the navigoble reaches of previously in this matrix.
the Napea River.
See Draft General Plan page
132

{ 6. The County should investigate new opporfuniiies for
{ tfravel on Napa River for recreational purposes and for the
i movement of goods.

- = — =
v| See Circulalion Gocl 3 and

Policy CIR-3.1 sted previcusly
| in this matrix.

i See Draft General Plan page
132
7. Nonmotorized transpertation W v
— —— 3':, = =
Planning’ _ —_— W,Z/ Ho
E— = — (/ g t 152-
To develop an integrafed system of hiking paths and | Policy CIR-3.2: [ Increase the mirocnvens_spcnd use of | See Droff General Plan page
bicycle lanes where 1t is sofe and financlally feasible. | energy-efficient forms of Transporfarion such as public | 132 180P
transit, walking, and bicycling. A,{y
Objective CIR-3.1: Increase the number of miles of crstreet J V.f
bicycle lanes and routes by X miles through 2030 '17 M; i
,,,,, - - - —— - - rd = {
Bolicy Guidelines payle —
70, Hiking paths and bicycle lanes should be developed to | Policy ROS-12: By 2030, !ncrense:]ihe meer and length of | See Draft General Plan page 152-
meet both transporiafion and recreafion needs. They | non-motorized, off-sireet iralls availoble for  walkers, | 257
thould provide access fo resideniial, employment, | joggers, bicyclists and equestians.—fp mat M.cétﬂ- a..j MeAcHio. 1 l‘v&. 181P

Gulde to Abbreviations v

CIR-Circulation Bement

CON—Conservalion Bement

ROS—Recreotion and Open Space flement
References fo “cument” are to the 1983 General Plan

AgilU—agricultural Preservation and Land Use Blement
CC—Communily Characier Element

E-Econormic Development Element

SAF—Salely Blement

DRAFT—Subject to Revision Page 37 of 130 Aprl 2, 2007

NaPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

educalional, commercial and recreation arecs.
1 Action ltem ROS-12.1; In parinership with the Nopa County
Regional Parks and Open Space District, establish numeric
objectives for increased offstreet fralls and acrecge of
dedicated open space accessible fo the public.

7b. Hiking paths and bicycle lanes should be integrated
with nonmotorized #ansporfafion  facilifies in fhe
incorporated cities of the County.

this languoge s nof
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
| goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been compleled since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
{ longer be needed.

7c. To develop bicycle lanes Ondf‘or hiking trc::ts the County
shouid, where feasible, repave or widen shoulders when
upgrading County roads and faciifies.

See Polcy CIR-3.1
previcusly in this matrix.

listed

See Draft General Flan page
132

7d. The development of bicycle lanes should be
coordinated with the City of Vallslo Bkeway Master Plan,
to facilitate inter-County bicycle fravel on S.R. 29, Flosden
Road and Eioit Drive.

This  language s not
specifically Included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the actfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

! 7e. Design standards for the devel opmenr maintenance,

and improvement of bicycle lanes should comply with the
standards estoblished by Section 2375 and 2376 of the

This language Is not
| specifically included in the
Updated General Plan, The

Streets and Highway Code. i

goal or pelicy may be
i - TS e i |
Guide to Abbreviations
Ag/lU—Agricuiiural Preservation ond Land Use Bement CiR-Circulation Biement
CC—Community Character Hement CON—Conservaiion Bement
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addressed in different terms,
the cction noted may have
been completed since the
ast General Plan Update, or
| the goal or poicy may no
| longer be needed.

7. A bicycle safety program for use in local scheols and | This language is not
law enforcement agencies should be developed through specifically included in fhe
a joint parficipation program including the County, Cifies, Updated General Plan. The
and Unified Schoal District. goal or policy may be

addressed in different {erms,
the aclion noted may have
been completed since the |
fast General Plan Updafe, or
the godl o policy may no
longer be needsd.

7g. The County and Cifies should continue providing | Policy CIR-3.5: As a major employer, the County of Nopa | See Draft General Pian page
bicycle storage and locking faciliies. near public buildings, | shall demonstrate lecdership in the implementation of | 133 152-182P
and . arks _and _schools. JDevelopers  should™ programs encouraging the use of alfernative modes of
“encouraged o provide such facllities in shopping and Y\ tronsportation by its employees, as well as the use of §‘f

commercial areas. Bicycle parking should be provided free ||aliernative fuels Example programs may include:
{| | of charge. Funding sources such as bicycle license fees s  Preferenfial carpoo! parking and. other ridesharing €
and meter revenues should be considerad. Incentives;

Mbl M +  Flexible working hours; |

* A purchasing program that favors hybrid, elsctic or
k'

other non-gasoline vehicles;
7h. Pedestrion and bicycle access should be integrated | Policy CIR-3.8: Pedestrian and bicycle access should be | See Draft General Flan page

» Secure bicycle parking;
info all parking lofs end considered in the evaluation of | infegrated info all parking Iots and e 133 152-183P
development proposals and public projects. ‘evaluaiion of development proposals and public projects

= Transit incentives

1 R G f
o - ] ¥
Gulde to Abbreviations V
Ag/il—Agricuilural Preservaiion and Land Use Element CIR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Choracter Bement CON—Conservalion Elemen,

nomic Development Eement ROS—Recreafion and Open Space Bement

SAF—Safety Blement Refarences to “curent” are to the 19683 General Plon

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 3% of 130 April 2, 2007
‘ NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

et

To provide for the protection of the scenic highway sysfem | Goal CC-1: Preserve, improve, and provide visual ,o;cc See Draft General Pian page

through prevention maintenance and risk management | to the beauty of Napa County. N - "ﬁ 152

programs, to ensure that public facilifies are safe for public JUJ’ St~ it i

use and enjoyment. ,.JI""" ’ ..W

PoucEs r j2 ‘::;:{ A F

1. The development of hike trails and bicycle lanes should | Policy CC-11: | The Cour'u:'y's roadway Cjonﬁirucﬁon and | Draft Policy cc-1

be coordinated,” when possible with sceric highway | maintenance fstandards and _other practices shall be | Incorporates  elements  of

comidors. designed tolenhonce the atfractiveness)of all rocdways | cument  Scenic . Highway | |152-184P
and in parficular scenic roadways. Examples include: Policies 1, 5, and ¢

o] The development of hiking fralls and bicycle lanes
should be coordinaled, when possible, with scenic | See Draft General Flan page
roadway comidors.

b] A program lo replant frees and shrubbery should be
implemented in cases where they are removed during
new roadway alignment.

¢] Opporunities should be explored for  joind
public/private parlicipation in developing locations for
roadside rests, picnic areas and vista peints.

2. Exisling trees and shrubbery located outside the right-of- See Policy CC-11  listed
way and adjacent fo scenic comdors should be preserved. | previousty in this matrix.

—~——— ] 5
| 3. New development projects located within view of g "J’. | see @ﬂ'ﬁ-@ fistect
scanic corridor should be subject fo site and dasign review r | previously T s maimx,

to ensure such development does nof destroy the scenic

|_quality. W ' See Droft General Plan poge
Telecommunications faciliies and tronsmission ines shall ‘i’y - 154 |
not be located within view of the routes specified on Figure A)/‘b" ig
75, Sfate Highway 12 between its infersection with State é’
Highway 121 and the County's eastern boundary and the

See Draft General Plan page
153

152-185P

. approximately 14 mile long section of Berryessa-Knoxville
Road north of its intersecfion with Pope Canyon Road
unless they are sited and designed so as 1o be virlually

Gulde to Abbreviafions
Ag/LlU—Agricullural Preservalion and Lond Use Blement CIR-Circulation Bement
CC—Community Character Element COM—Conservation Elernent
E-Economic Development Bermant ROS—Recreafion ond Open Space Element
SAF—Salety Bement References to “cumrent” are fo the 1983 General Plon
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E

invisible fo the naked eye from fhe subject roadway; or are
designed to oppear as a natural feafure of the
ervironment and do not block views or disrupt scenic
vistas; or are so well architeciuraliy-integrated info an
existing building as 1o effectively be unnoficeable.

4, Billboards located on scenic comidors should have height

Policy CC-13: The County opposes the construction of any
and bulk limitafions and be limited in number.

new billboards, and supports the removal of existing
bilboards.

See Draft General Flan page
154

“See Policy CC-11  listed
previously in ihis merrix.

5. Opportunities should be explored for joint public/private
participation in developing locaotions for roodside rests,

plenic areas and vista points.
See Draft General Plan page
9153
| 6. Access and commercial development dlong scenic This language &  not

highways should be lmited fo prevent skip commercial

specifically Included in the
development.

Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the acfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

7. On scenic comidors, ufiities should be placed
underground, where possicle, and utiity poles, lecated
outside the nght-of-way should be comouflaged with the |
planting of frees and shrubbery.

M/gé:a Policy CC-14  listed
| previously in this matrix.

See Droft General Plon page |
F54

Policy CC-%: Consistent with the Counly's Viewshed

8. Environmental assessment should evoluate If a scenic See Droft General Plan page

cormidor of viewshed would be impacted ond if warronted, | Prolection Program, new developments in hillide areas | 153 152-186P
mitigations should be developed. Lshould-be designed to minimize their visiolity from ihe
Counly's scenic roadways and discourage new
encrocchments on natural fidgelines.
Guide to Abbreviafions
Ag/lli—Agricullural Preservation and Land Use Bemeni CIR-Crculation Element
CC—Community Character Eement CON—Conservafion Element
E-Economic Development Blement ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
SAF—Salety Blement References 1o "curen!” are lo the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 41 of 130 April 2, 2007
NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MAIRIX.
9. A program fo replant trees and shrubbery should be Alee Polcy CCl lsied
implemented in cases where they are removed during new previousty in this maririx.
roadway 5
PRESERVATION OF MATURAL RESOURCES
Wildlife and Fishery Habitat Areas
Flanning Goal
To conserve and improve wildife and fishery habitat in | Policy CON-8: The County shall seek to conserve and | See Droft General Flan page 152-187P
cooperafion with governmental  agencies, private | improve wildife ond fishery habitat in cooperation with | 191 =
associations and individuas in Napa County. governmental  agencles, private  associations  and Pt
individuals in Napa County. 5
Conservalion Policy
[a) Al Fishery and Wildlife Habitat:
1) Residential, commercial, industrial, recreatfional, | Poficy CON-11:  Residenfial, commercial, industial and | See Draft General Plan page
agricUltural projects including winaries but not inciuding | recreational projects, wineries and new vineyards, and | 191 i)
redevelopment of existing vineyard projects, and water | water development projects shall avoid impacts to fisheries 152-188P
deveiopment projects should include management | and wildife habitat fo the maxmum extent feasibie.
plans for fishery, and wildlife and, including provisions to: | Where impacts cannot be avoided, projecis shall include
a Employ supplemeantal planting and maintenance @ management plans including provisions fo:
of grasses, shrubs ond trees of similar quality and in the following essentials for fish and wildlife
auanfity fo provide adequate vegetation cover fo resources:
keep the watersheds, especicly stream side, in «  Sufficient dissolved oxygen in the water.
geod condificn and to provide shelter and food for *  Adequate amounis of propsr food.,
wildlife. +  Adequate amounts of feeding, escape and
b} Provide protection for wildlife habitat. | nesting habiiaf.
c) Provide replacement habitat of fike guantity and »  Proper temperature through maintenonce and
quality ulilizing native or adapted species. enhancement of streamside vegetalion, volume |
d) Enhonce existing habitat vaiues through of flows, and velocity of water.
restorafion and replanting as part of discretionary | b) Employ supplemental. planting and maintenance of

permit review and approval.

grasses, shrubs and frees of similar quality and quantity

Gulde fo Abbreviafions
CiR-Circulation Eement
CON—Conservaiicn Hement
ROS—Recreotion and Open Space Element

Ag/LU=-Agriculiurol Preservatien and Land Use Hement

SAF—Safety

Element References to “cument” are to the 1983 Genercl Plan
DRAFT—Subject io Revision Page 42 of 130 Aprii 2, 2007
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007

Final Environmental Impact Report
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NApa CoOuNTY GENERAL PLAN PolLiCY LOCATION MATRIX.

&) Provide, on public waler development projects,
adequate public access fo the waier via public
londs and an adequate release flow of water to
maintain pool to preserve fish population. c}

wolersheds, especially stream side arecs, in good

condifion and to provide shelter and food for wildife.

Provide protection for wildiife habitat through buffering

or other means.

Provide replacement habitat of ke quantity ond

qudlify utilizing nalive species,

e} Enhance existing habitat volues through restoration
and replanting as part of discrefionary permit review
and approval.

fj Provide an adeguate release flow of water to preserve
fish populations.

Policy CON-15: Public water development projects shall

provide public access fo the water via public lands and an

adequate relecse flow of waler fo preserve fish
populations.
2} Provide the following essenfials for fish and wildlife vl See Policy CON-11  listed
resources: previously in this mairix.
a) Suffictent oxygen in the water
b} Adequate amounts of proper food. See Draff General Plan poge
¢} Adeguate amounts of feeding, escape and | 131
nesting habitat.
d) Proper femperaiure through maintenance and |
enhancement of streamside vegstation, chemical
content, salf conteni and vefocity of waler,
|- = = !
3) adopt and enforce rporian woodiond profection This language is not
ordinance and other appropriate ordinonces. specifically included in fhe
Updated General Plan. The
goci or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.
Gulde to Abbreviations

AgfUl—Agricullural Preservation and Land Use Element
CC—Community Charocter Bement

E-Economic Development Element

SAF—Salety Hemeni

CIR-Chrcuiafion Element

CON-—Conservalion Bement

ROS—Recreation and Open Space Fement
Referances 1o “curent” ore fo the 1983 Generoi Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision

Page 43 of 130 April 2, 2007

NarA County GENERAL PLAN Pouicy LOCATION MATRIX.

! e 5 i .v’,’- + = e . o = . R =
4) Provide financial and other incentives o encourage | Policy CON-4:  The County will use financial and ofher | See Draff General Flan page
voluntary dedication in eassment or fee fille 1o the | incentives to encourage voluntary dedication in ecsement 152-189P
County of Napa or its designee [such as a local non- | or fee fifle 1o the County of Napa or ifs designee [such as a
profit land trust) of significont habifat oreas, as | local non-profit land frust] of significant habitat areas, as <
appropriate, to ensure long-term protection for fish and | appropriate, to ensure long-term protection for fish and 4
wildiife resources. wildlife resources and protection of agricultural lands and
open space.
5) The County will protect the public interest in drainage | Policy CON-31:  The Counly shall work to improve and | New Policy from the Mapa
systems and water impoundments from sedimentation, | maintcin the vitally and hedlih of fhe Napa River. | River Ad Hoc SUbcommittee.
siiation, and contaminafion and ensure that urban, | Specifically, the County shail: 152-190P
agricullural and resource development projects uiilize | a} Promote and support the use of recycled water | Various other policles in the
sound shorl-term and long-term erosion cenirol and wherever possible, including the use of terliary realed | Conservation Hement address
other appropriate watershed protection measures. The water, o help preserve and recharge groundwater | other  aspects  of  water,
Counly, working in conjuncfion with the Natural aquifers, drainage, and sedimentation,
Resource Conservafion Service, will establish standaords | b} Support completion of the Federal, State, and local
for terracing, confour planting, and maintenance of government flood control projects, See Draft General Plen page
permanent crops on slopes exceeding five percent as | ) Reduce water poliutants through  education, | 200
provided by the County's Conservation Regulations. moniforing, and pollutant elimination programs (e.g.,
walershed educafion and monifoing  programs g
idenfified in the Watershed Informatfion Center and
Conservancy [WICC) Strategic Plan and Nopa
County/Resouwrce  Conservafion  Distict  (RCD)
Watershed Programs, and poliution reduction goals
outlined in Napa County's Phase Il National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System [NPDES) General Permit
from the State Water Board),
d) Protect the County's municipal water supply reservoirs
o ensure clean and refiable drinking water consistent
with_State regulafions. Continue imp atia /)
cument conservation T relevant to these
areas, such as vegetalion retenfion requirements,
consultation of water purveyors/system owners, "W‘
implementafion of erosion confrols o minimize waler
poliution, cnd prohibition of detrimental recreotional
uses, r
| e} Use all available sources of assistance fo protect ond
enhance the Napa River to meet or exceed waoter ‘
Guide fo Abbreviafions
Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Elemant CIR-Clrculafion Element
CC—Community Characler Element CON—Caonservation Element
onomic Develepment Elerment ROS—Recraation and Open Space Element
F—Saiety Blement References o "curent” are to the 1983 General Plan
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quality standords imposed by State and Federal
authorifies [e.g. pursue grants and ofher funding
oppertunilies to assist in the identification, fesfing and
improvement of individual sepfic, as well as community
waste disposal systems, and to support watershed
monitoring/sampling and scienfific understanding fo
inform  and develop effective and targeted
management opfions in an adoplive and locally
driven manner),

Support voluntary cooperalive efforls in watershed
planning to identify and establish  habifat
enhancement goals on various reaches of the Napa
River mainstream and its, tributaries, including but not
fimited to the development of localized watershed
management  plans, preject  Idenfificafion  and
implementaiion and monitoring to support adapfive
management  {e.g., Ffish Fiendly Faming/Green
Cerfificaficn, Rutherdford Dust  Restoration Team,
Resource Comservation District's Stewardship Program,
on/off site hobitat profection and mitigation programs
and dozens of cther acfive efforis cumently planned or
1 now underway),

a) Support © environmentally sustainable vineyard
| | management techniques and beneficial
management praciices that protect surfoce and
groundwater quality and quantity (e.q., cover crop
management, integrated pest management [IPM) 152-191P
and informed surface water withdraweals based upan -
infermartive real-time sfeam flow monitoring), M
h) Protect and enhance important headwater watershed M
londs that support lorger downsiream channels,
streams and walercourses.
Action lem CON-31.i: Amend  the Conservation
Regulations fo offer incentives such s a sireamiined
approval process to vineyard developments that would
either (1) have no significont impacts, or {2) would
incorporate erosion conirol measures, habitat conservation
measures, and other environmentally susiaincible practices
Gulde 1o Abbreviafions
Agflu—Agricultural Preservailon and Land Use Flement CIR-Clrculation Element
CC—Community Character Element ‘COM—Canservation Element
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Space Elemeni
SAF—Safety Element References lo "cument” cre fo the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—$ubject fo Revision Page 45 of 130 April 2, 2007
NarA CoUNTY GENERAL PLAN PouicY LOCATION MATRIX.
L o ensure that no sgnificant impacts would ocour.
6} Encourage programs to protect wildife species that See  vorious ‘Conservcﬂkm
i, c7e becoming Increasingly rore. Some examples, but Policies, beginning on page
|/ not an ail inclusive lisf, are: 191,
152-
a) Rails are salf and freshwater marsh birds. Bay fil v see st of "Pro!eqrae P_tcmis 192P
programs and weed and vegetation control inland and  Animals  in Napa
has fended to reduce habitat for the Califomia County,”

Clapper Raill and Black Rail.

b) Plovers are shore birds which are st quite
common, but are confonted with a steadily
reduced amount of hobital due to destruction of i

suftable shallow marsh and fideland areas. 7

See Droft General Plon page

193
%&R

¢} Salt Marsh Harvest Mouse s endongered
because of destruction of salt marshes.

dj Herons, Egrets and Red-Shouldered Hawks are
becoming scarce due to deshuction of rparian
growth clong streams and sloughs.

&) White Tail Kites are becoming scarcer because of
conwversion of valley meadows and grassiands.

i

7) To offset possible additional losses of fishery and
wildlife habitat due ‘to developmeni projects,
developers shall be responsible for mifigation. Such |
mifigation measures may inciude financial incenfives,
providing and permanently maintaining similar quality
and guonlily of replacement habitat, enhancing

Policy CON-14: To offset possitle losses of fishery and
wildlife habitat due to development projects, developers
shall be resporsible for mitigation. Such miligation
measures may include providng oand permanenily
maintaining similor quality and quantily of replacement
habital, enhancing existing habital areas or paying in-kind

See Draft General Plan poge
1 152-

193P

existing habitat areas or paying inkind funds fo an
opproved wildiife habitat improvement and acquisition
fund. Replacement habitat may occur sither on stte or
at approved offsite locations, but preference shall be
given fo onwsite replacement.

funds to an approved wildife habitat improvernent and
acquistiion fund. Re-placement habital may occur eifher
on site or al approvedoffsite locations, but preference
shall be given to on-site réplacement.

gl (B2

8} No net loss of a nafural watercourse or drainageway
shall occur as part of an approved development
project.

Policy CON-1&: All public and pf'wafe; projects séo!i be
required to avoid impacts to wetionds if feasible. IF

avoidarice is not feasible, projects shall achieve no net loss

I of wetlands, consistent with stale and federal regulations.

194

See Drafi General Plan poge

152-
194P

Ag/LU--Agricuitural Pressrvation and Lond Use Bement

CC—Community Characier Bement
E-Economic Development Blerment
SAF-=Safety Hement

Guide to Abbreviations
CIR-Chrculation Element
CON—Consarvation Element
ROS—Racreation and Open Space Element
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NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLicY LOCATION MATRIX.

1} Natural vegetation retention areas along perernial | Policy COM-17: Consistent with longstonding pracfice in | See Draft General Plan page
and infermittent streams shall vary in width with | Napa County, nalural vegetation retention areas along | 194 152-195P
steepness of the terrain, the nature of the undercover, | perenrial and intermittent sireams shall vary in width with 5
and type of soil. steepness of the temrain, the naiure of the undercover, and
type of soll. The design and management of nalural
vegetation areas shall consider habitat and water quality
needs, including the needs of native fish and wildlife.
2} Enforce riparian woodland profection ordinance. This language is not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
geal or policy may be
addressed in different terms, |
the acticn noted may have |
been completed since the
tast General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be nesded.
(c) Reserveir Habital: Encourage waterfow! in shaliow, | Policy CON-20: Encourage waterfowl in shallow, open | See Draft General Plan page
open shoreline areas of reservolrs by planling, when | shoreline creas of reservairs by plontfing, when possibie, | 195
possible, appropriate vegetation for waterfowl food. appropriate vegetation for waterfowl food.
{d) Marshlond Habitat [See also qir quality):
1) Return sait exiraclion pends fo marshlands or other This  language s not
non-urtban uses for recreation, fishedes and wildife specifically included in the
habitat at the termination of salt exiraction activity: Updated General Plan. The
gool or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been compleled since the
last General Plan Update, or
ihe godal or policy may no
longer be needed. .....J
Gulde to Abbrevlalions
Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservalion and Lond Use Blement CIR-Cleulation Element
CC—Community Characler Eement CON—Conservation Element
£-Economic Development Bement ROS—Recreation ond Cpan Space Element
SAF—Sofety Bement References to "curent” are o the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 47 of 130 Aprit 2, 2007
. . NapA CouNTY GENERAL PLAN POuCY LOCATION MATRIX,
2) Utlize reclaimed wastewater of salinity conirol and | Policy CON-21: Mdintain and Improve marshiand habifat | See Draft General Plan page
management of marshlands, meadows and salt ponds. | in the southern part of the county through a variety of
appropriate measures, including: 152-
a) Utiize reclaimed wasiewater of salinity control and _
mohagement of marshlands, meadows and sait 196P

ponds.

Establish County Policy for promofing, when possible,
wildlife habitat use of marshlond areas such as Coon
Isiand, Fiy Bay, Devil's Slough, the area between Nopa
Slough and South Slough, Fagan Siough Peninsula,
{Cargll} Mapa Plant Site, Bull lsland, dll of the berm
areas between the top of the levee and center of the
slough and nearby marshland and meadowlands.
Encourage  environmental study  area, viewing
plotform, and wildiife preserve at the [Caorgil] Napa
Plant Restoration Site, Fagan Slough Area. Work with
the Californic Department of Fish and Gome to
implement this iterm.

Discourage the-location or consiructior i
on _levegs by laige lof zoning becouse of
environmental healih problems, potential flood hazard
and impacts fo wildlife habitat.

b,

<

dj

el

3} Establish County Palicy for promoting, when possible,
wildlife habifat use of marshlond areas such as Coen
Island, Fy Bay, Devifs Slough, the area between Napa
Slowgh and South Slough, Fagan Slough Peninsula, Bull
Island, all of the berm areas between the top of the
levee and center of the slough and nearby rmarshiand
and meadowlands.

listed
previously in this matrix.

See Draft General Plan poge
195

4) Encourage environmental study area, viewing
platform, wildlife preserve on Bull lslend and Fagan
Slough Area.

See Policy CON-21
previously in This matix.

listed

See Draft General Plan poge
195

bl

P - — A
mﬁu pesmdtlen/
Goveea..!

= |«
v See Policy CON-21

L 5) Discourage the location or construction of structures 1\ Vt{ee Policy CON-21 fisted |
Guide to Abbru\rlulion; -
Ag/LlU—agricultural Preservation and Land Use Bement CIR-Circulaiion Bement
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conservation Element
E-Economic Development Bement ROS—Recrealion ond Open Spoce Bement
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J

on levees by large lot zoning because of envirenmental praviously in this matrix.

haglth problems, potential flood hazard and wildiife

habitat. See Draft General Flan poge
195

6} Rezone marsh oreas and fidal waterways fo minimum This longuage 5 nof

of 40 acres per dwelling unit, specifically included in the

Updated General Plan. The
geal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the acfion noted may have
been complefed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or poicy may no
longer be needed.

{e) Oak Woodland - Grass and Hardwoods Habitals:

1] Support hardwood cutting criferia thot require | Pelicy CON-22:  Meintaln and improve 6ok woodland | Confains slements of current
adequate stands of ock trees for wildlife and slope | habitat to provide for slope stabilizafion, soil protection, | Conservation  Policy/Wildlife

stabilization, soil protection and soil production Be left | species diversity and wildife habitat through the following | and  Fishery Habitat Areas 152-
standing. mesures; | Policy a.1-6, and =
a) Preserve, to the maximum extent possible, oak frees | Conservation/Natural 197P
and oiher significant vegetation that occur near the | Resource Lands for Forestry

heads of drainages or depressions on north facing | and Woodeulling Policies b.1
slopes fo maintain diversity of vegetation lype end | and b.5
wildllife habitat as part of agricutiural projects. |

b} Comply with the Oak Woodlands Preservafion Act | See Draft Generai Plan page e
[PRC Section 21083.4} regording ock woodiand | 195 [ M’(

preservation to conserve the integrity and diversity of L Vl
oak woodlands, and retain fo the moaxdmum extent v
| feasible exisfing ook woodiand and chaparal 1 P \

communifies and other significant vegelation as part W
of resldential, commercial and Industial approvals. /ﬂ o 3 L
e} Provide appropriate replacement native ogtidapti . i

_@vhen retention of existing vege
found fo be infeasible.

Guide to Abbreviations
Ag/lU—Agricultural Preservafion and Land Use Element CIR-Circulation Hermant
CC—Coemmunity Charecier Bement CON—Conservation Bemeant
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Spoce Element
SAF—Safely Blement References 1o "cureni” are to the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 49 of 130 April 2, 2007
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1

l 2] Preserve, fo the maximum extent possible, oak fress | -\ffgee Policy COMN-22 listed
and ofher significant vegetation that occur near the | | previously in this matrix.
heads of drainagss or depressions on norih Tucing| |
slopes to mainfain diversity of vegetation type and | t See Draff General Flan page
wildie habital. | 195
3) Maintain to the fullest extent possible a mixiure of oak This language is not
species which is needed to insure acom produciion. specifically included in the
Black, canyen, live and brewer Oaks as well as blue, | Updated General Plon. The |
white, scrub, and live oaks are common associafions. | goal or policy may be

addressed in different témms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the

i lost General Plan Update, or
| | the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

4] Where possible, encourage preservation of remaihing This  longuoge is  nof
native Valley and Live Ocaks. Where preservation is not specifically included in the
possible, encourage appropriate replacement. | Updated General Flan, The

goal or policy may be
addressed" in differeni terms,
the actfion hoted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or poiicy may no

fcpgsr be needed.
5} Retdin to the maximum extent feasible existing ook V| See Policy CON-22 listed
woodiand and choparral communities and individual previously n this matrix.
Valley Qak, Live Oak and other significant vegelation as
parf  of residenfial, commercial, industial and See Draft General Plan page
agricultural land division approvells, 195
= I g I
&} Provide appropriate replacement native or adaplive 4] see Policy CON-22 fisted
vegetafion, when retenfion of existing vegetation is previcusly in this matrix. |
found to be infeasible, |
See Draft General Plon page
Gulde fo Abbrevialions
Ag/tU—agrcultural Preservation and Land Use Hement CiR-Circulafion Element
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conservafion Eemant
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Space Elemant
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{f) Coasiol Forest and Conifer Habitat:

1} Follow Conservation Policies and Standards relative to
{  fparian woedland habitaf and ook woodiond - grass
and hardwood habitat.

This fanguags is not
specifically inciuded in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or polcy may no
longer be needsd,

{g) Fisheries Habitah:

1} Mapa River and its Tributaries:
a) Implement sediment reduction measures in sand |
and gravel operations and other high sediment

i

Policy COMN-23:. Maintain and improve fisheries habitat by
following o variety of appropricte measures, including the
following for specific habitat areas (alse see Water policles,

See Droft General Plan page
196

152-198P

producing lond uses because soil nifrates stimulate
oxygen censuming algag in the river.

b} Encourage feasibiity study of reclamation of
waste water as medns of keeping adequate water
flow fo support fish Efe and reduce pollution of the
fiver.

¢} Prevent the removai of stream side vegetation to
reduce the potential toincrease wafer temperature | cj
and sillation and improve fishery habitat.
d} Promote good forest management.

below}:

a} Implement sedimeni reduction measures in sand and
gravel operafions and ofher high sediment-producing
land uses.

b} Encourage feasibility study of reclamation of waste

water os means of keeping adequate waler flow to

support fish fe and reduce pollution of the river.

Promole good forest management ond fire reduction

practices that provide protection for water quality and

fish habitat.

d} Enforce boat speed limits to reduce damage to warm
water game fish fisheries,

8) Conircl gravel removal & degradation from siream
beds io minimize the adverse effecls upon the
spawning and feeding areas of fish,

fl Confrol
construction sites, and other potential sources,

g) Maonage the removal of unwanted and invasive J

sediment production from mines, roads,

Syt

NRAFT—8

Guide o Abbreviafions

AgfLU—Agriculiural Preservation ond Land Use Bement
CC—Communily Character Element

E-Econeniic Development Bement

SaF—Safety Hemant

2ct to Revision

CIR-Circulalion Bement

CON—Consarvalion Bemant

RCS—Recreation and Open Space Element
References fo "cument” are 1o the 1983 General Plan
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vegetalion and refention of ofher riparian vegetation

to reduce ihe potential for Increased water
temperatures and siliation, and fo improve fishery
habital,

| h] Pursue consoliciaied and streamlined regulatory review

of fisheries and wildiife hagitat resteration projects.

2j Tributaries of Lake Berryessa:
q) Enforce boal speed limits in ams of Lake ond
small coves fo reduce damage fo warm wafer
game fish fisherias.
b) Control gravel removal from stream beds to
minimize the adverse effects upon the spawning
and feeding areas of fish.
c} Control slit production from mines, rocd fam
pend, construciion sites and other polential sources.
d] Prevent the removal of sireamside vegetation to
reduce the potential fo increase water temperature
and siitation and improve fishery habitat.

| 5ee Policy CON-23 listed

previously in this matrix.

See Draft General Plan page
196 =. @

{h} Slough and Tidal Mudflafs:

1} Filing, dredging, draining and poliuting of mudflats
and sloughs should be resticted fo provide an
adequate supply of oxygen, relain habitat and
maintain food orgonism production to conserve fish and
wildiife and reduce poliution.

Palicy COMN-25: Maintain ond improve slough and tfidal
mudflats habitat with appropriate measures, including the
following:

a)} Filing, dredging, draining and poliuting of mudfiats
and sloughs should be resticted fo provide an
adequate supply of oxygen. refain habitat and
maintain food organism production to conserve fish
and wildiife and reduce poliution.

b) Utilize recloimed wastewater for safinity conirol of
mudflats and sloughs where needed.

c) Evaluaie proposed marinas and harbors with regaord fo
altemative siies with first priority for wildiife habitat and
impact on scarce landforms such as marshiands.

d} Dredging for marina construction and maintenance
requires a heavy public subsidy while serving smaill
portion of the total citizenry. Consideration should be

See Draft General Plan page
197

Ag/LU—Agrculiural Preservation and Land Use Element

CC—Community Characher Element
E-Economic Development Element
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=
given to having thelr construction and maintenance
dredging done by private enterprise rather than public
agencies
e] Prevent filling of exisfing river areas, berm areas, solf =l =
ponds, wellands cnd marsh areas beccouse these W 152-199P
areas are important for public healih and sofety as ¢ |
their water surfaces lowers the air temperatures, they |
serve as imeplaceable fish and wildlife habitat, they are
subject to ampified earthquoke movement and
subsoll liquification, and they supporf oxygen-
) preducing plants, ’
2] Utllize reclaimed waostewater for salinity confrol of ,,_,,_%5 Policy COMN-25 listed
mudflets and sloughs where needed. previousty in this madrix.
See Droft General Plan page
197
3} Evaluate proposed marinas and harbors with regard \y‘@; Policy CON-25 listed
to allemative sites with first priority for wildlife habitat | previously in this matrix.
and impact on scarce londforms such as marshiands. .
See Draft General Plan page
197
4) Dredging for marina construction and mainienance V"Qﬁ Policy CON-25 listed
requires o heavy public subsidy while serving small previously in this matix,
porfion of the total citizenry. Consideration should be
given to having their construction and maintenance See Draft General Plon page
dredging done by private enterprise rather than public 197
agencies.
Areas Required for Ecological and other Scienfific Study
Purposes
Planning Goal
Encourage preservafion ond scientific study of prime | Policy CON-27: The Couniy encourages the preservafion | Drafi Policy CON-27 Is derived ||152_200P
examples of plentiful features and rate or unique features, ==

of critical habitat oreas, and habital connectivity fhrough lﬁom g curent

Guide fo Abbreviations
AgfLtU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Blement CIR-Circulation Bement
CC—Community Charocier Bement CON—Conservaiion Bement
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreafion and Cpen Space Bement
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fragile ecological sites, and minimize distwbance of
ecological processes.

the use of conservation eﬁsememsADr ther met| L
o e S
Poli o]

CON-28: tection and 'smant of habitats
which provide ecological and other scientific purposes. As
areas are Idenfified. they should be delineated on an
environmental consiraint maps so that appropriate steps
can be taken fo appropiiotsly manage and profect them.

Conservation/Areas Required

r Ecological ond other
“scienfific  Sludy  Purposes

[ al-5

599'5;;?? General Plan page
198

Conservation Policy

|a} Prepare priotity list identifying crilical oreas ond features
fhreatened by desiruction and encourage their inclusion in
a natural resources conservation or open space easement
area which should include the following features:

See Poiicy CON-27 listed

previously in this madrix.

See Draft General Plan page
198

1) The destruction of vegetation should be prohibited for
commercial purposes or other purposes excepl by
County permit with a subsequent replacement
program;

Described as "ofher methods”
in Policy CON-27 listed
previously in this matrix.

See Draft General Plon page
198

2) Filing, excavation or maierial dlteration of the
landscape should be prohibited;

Described as “other methods”
in  Policy CON-27 [sted
previously in this matrix.

See Draft General Plan page
198

3) The obsiruciion of stream flow by man-made facilifies
shoutd be regulated by County permit or prohibited;

Described as “other methods”
in  Poilcy CON27 fisted
previously in this matd.

See Draft General Plan poge
198

4) Instofiation of urben structures and related faclities

Described s "other methods”

Ag/l—Agricuitural Preservalion and Land Use Element

CC—Community Character Bement
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Sateiy Bement

Gulde to Abbreviotions
CIR-Circulafion Hement
CON—Conservation Element
ROS—Recreation and Cpen Space Flement
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2] SRS

such as residential, commercial and industicl buitdings
and advertising of any nature, should be prehibited.

i Policy CON-27 lsted
previously in this matrix.

See Praft General Plan page
i98

5} Mining, excavation, driling or otherwise exploring for
mineral, geothermal, sand, gravel or hydro-carbon
resources should be prohibited.

Described as “other methods”
in Policy CON27 listed
previously in fhis matrix,

See Draff General Plon poge
198

{b) Prepare specific plans [within the meaning of Sections
454512 of the Govemment Coda), establish plan lines or
open space easements with imited access rights fo enable
scienfific study of represenfaiive samples for plentiful
faatures and the majorily of rate and unique examples of
botanical ond geological features, fish and  wildlife
habitats, historic and archoeotogical sites and the least
disiurbed watersheds.

(¢} Provide protective measures for these sites and critical
arecs. The locatfion and significance of these features is not

appropriate steps can be taken to protect them, where
necessary, lo prevent destruction by water poliution, visual
distractions, excessive numbers of persons, etc.

fully understood. As they are discovered, they should be |
identified on an envirenmental constraints map so that

(d} Protect and enhance existing or potential areas for

Posados State Forest, Cleary Wildlife Preserve, Napa Marsh
areq, Cedaor Roughs, and Cedar Valley, Milliken Reservolr,
Kimbail Conyon watershed, Nopa College property near

' Ory Creek Road, Skyline Regional Park and properties
| A ¥ L

ecological and ofher scienfific purposes such as Los |

1 This language s not
specificaly included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been compleied since Ihe

the goal or pelicy may no
longer be needed.

See Policy CON-28 lisied
previously in this matrix.

i See Draft General Plan page
198

This language is not

| Updated General Pian. The
goal or polcy may be

the action noted may have

lost General Flon Update, or |

specificolly included in the |

addressed in different 15"riﬁ-.—|

Agill—Agricuttural Preservation and Land Use Element

CC—Community Character Hement
E-Economic Development Eliemennt
SAF—Safety Elemeont

DRAFF—Subject to Revision

Gulde to Abbreviotions
CIR-Circulaiion Bemant
CON—Conservalion Element

ROS—Recrealion and Open Space Hement
References to "curent” are 1o the 1983 General Plan

Poge 55 0f 130
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owned by the Nalure Corservancy and appropricie been completed since ihe
Federal, Siate and local government property. iost General Plan Update. or
the godl or policy may no
longer be nesded.
{e) Encourage applicants for discretionory permits fo place See Policy CON-27 listed
araas containing habitat for special status plant or animed previously in this matrix.
species info conservalion easements, with the exception of
conservation easements described in Chapter 4 (Sectlion See Draft General Plan page
815 et seq.) of Part 2 Division 2 of the Cadlifornia Civil Code. 198
MANAGED PRODUCTION OF RESOURCES Wi E 50
o 152-
Natural Resource Lands for Foresiry and Woodculling AT ”&, “Eég/&ﬁﬁ/ 201P
g
e T ot R
Profect and conserve Napa County's remaining forests and See Policy’ CON-16 Tsied
woodlands; allowing recsonable use of private land. previously imdhis mair
See Draft General Plan page
194
Cormernvation Policy
(@) Coostal Forest and Minor Corifer Hobitat: Follow | Pelicy CON-70: Encourage and support property owners' | See Draft General Plan page
Conservalion Policy for ook woodland - grass and | requesis for use of the Timber Preserve [TP) zoning district, | 214
hardwood habitaf and riporion woodland  habitatl. | os alowed by county code.
Encourage active forest management practices including
timber harvesting fo preserve existing forests.
(b} Oak Woodland - Grass and Hardwood:
1} Support hardwood-culting criteria to insure the See Policy CON-22 fisted
retention of adequate stands of oak trees for wildlife previously in this matrix.
and follow cutting patterns recommended by the State
Department of Fish and Game and other studies. See Draft General Plan page
195,
Gulde fo Abbreviations
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2] Maintain a mixiure of ook species when needed to S language s rot |

insure acom production. Black, canyen, five and Brawer | specifically included in the |
Ook os well as blue, white, scrub, and five ooks are Updated General Plan, The
commoen associations. goal or policy may be {

addressed in different terms,
the ocfion noted may have
been compleled since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

3) In timber clearing areas, when possible, leave stand This language s nof
natural groups of oaks, one-half to five acres for food, specifically included in the
denning, nesting and shelter. Preserve variety of these Updated General Plan. The
groups to maintain annual acom production. goal or polcy may be

addressed in different terms,
the aclion noted may have
been completed since fhe
last General Plan Update, or
ihe goal or policy may no

longer be needed.
4) Retain appropriate numbers of hardweod lrees o This language s not
Insure regeneration. Encourage fimber plantations for specifically included in the
fuelwood production. Updated General Plan. The

goat or polcy may be
addressed In different temns,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

5] Require replanling of ocks and other appropriate This

longuage 5 not |
species to maintain bicdiversity.

specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal ofF policy may be
addressed in different ferms,

Guide to Abbreviations

Ag/lu—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Bemenl CIR-Circuiation Element
CC—Community Character Elernent COMN—Conservation Bement
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
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the action noted may have
been completed since the
losi General Flan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

lenger be needed.
(e) Riparian Woodiand Habital:
1) Matural vegeiation refention areas clong perennial This langqm e is‘ not
and intermittent strearms shall vary in width with specifically included in the |
steepness of the terrcin, the nature of the undercover, Updated Gen.en’:rl Plen. 1’!10
and type of soil. godl or polcy may be

addressed In different terms,
the. action noted may have
been compleied since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may ne
longer be needed.

20 To offset possble additional losses of fparan | Policy CON-24: To offset possible addifional lesses of | See Draft General Pian poge =n
woodlond due to development projectt ond | ripaion weodland due jo development projects ond | 196 i@ 152

conversions, developers shall provide and maintain | conversions, developers snall provide and maintain similor | /e, L/ W %ﬁ 202P

simitar quality and quantity of replacement habital or in- | quality and quantity of replacement habital or inkind
kind funds to an approved wildlife habitat improvement | funds fo an approved wildife hobitai improvement and | &e
and acquisition fund. While on-site replacement | acquisition fund, While onsite replacement wherever M,,,e,f'

wherever possible, is preferred, replacement habitat | possible, is preferred, repiocement habital may be eilher - (i
may be either on site or offsite os approved by the | on site oroﬁ—s»ie{)s approved by the County. 5 1
i}
County, 4;ﬁ¢w./, ﬁ i o L
3} Enforce County regulafions, which protect riparian / This  ianguage s no
woodiands, specifically included in the

Updated General Plan. The
goal or polcy moay be
addressed in differeni fermns,

the action noted may have
| been compleled since fhe

| last Generdl Plan Update, or |
J’ the goal or policy may no l
B e MU - i
Guide to Abbreviations
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ongesr be needed.
| i

Rongeland

Planning Goal

Identify, improve and conserve Napa County's rangeland.

Policy COMN-3: The County shall ideniify, improve, and
consetve Napa County's rangeland through the following
mecisures:

a) 'Providing a permanent means of preservation of open
space areas for rangelond.

Encouraging responsibie brush removal fechniques
with adequate ervironmental sofeguords, leaving
uncleared islands and peninsulas to provide cover for
wildilfe.

Staging land conversion cperations to  minimize
adverse environmental impact on the watershed.
Encouraging livestock management activities fo avoid
long-term destruction of rangeland productivity and
watershed capacity through overgrazing. erosion, or
domage to riparian creas.

Encouraging replanting of depleted areas to restore
rangeland productivity and/or restore native biolegical
resource values.

] Coordinafing rangeland management programs with
those of other Counties, the State of Caiifomia, and
the Federal government in areas where vegelafion
conversion programs are planned. .

Protecting trees and shrubs for wildife habitat and
gesthetic purposes and encourage allemnate uses,
such as wildlife and recreation if feasible without
undue envirenmenial domage if grazing is phased oul.

b}

]

o

-

Contains elements of current
Conservalion/Rangeland
Planning Goal and Policies o-f
and h

See Draft General Plan page
188

Conservation Policy

{a} Provide a permanent means of preservafion of open See Pollcy CON-3 fisted
space land for rangeland use by ufliing, whenever previously in this matrix.
possible, methods such as exclusive permanent agriculture
Gulde o Abbreviations

AgALU—Agricultural Preservafion and Land Use Element CIR-Clrcuiation Element

CC~—Communily Characler Blement CON=Corservation Element
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zoning or acquisiion lo purchase, gifi, grani, bequest,
devise, lease or olherwise, the fee or any lesser interest or
right In reql property and lease-back fo agriculiuralists.

[b] Encourage responsible brush removal techniques wiih
adequate environmental safeguards.

[c) Leave uncleared islands and peninsulas to provids
cover for wildife.

See Draft General Plan page
188

See Policy CON-3 listed
previously in this matrix.

See Droff General Plan poge
188

fd} Land conversion operations should be staged 1o
minimize adverse environmental impact on the watershed,

{e) Encourage animal management acfivities to avoid
deshuction of rongeland preductivity and watershed
capacity through overgrazing.

Ses Policy CON-3
previously in this marlrix

listed

See Draff General Plan page

[f] Encourage replanting of depleted areas to restore
| rangeland produciivity and fo Increase biclogical resource
values.

See
| previously in this matrix,

See Policy CON-3
previously in this mortrix

listed
See Draff Generai Flan page
188

See Policy CON3 listed
previously in this mairix.

See Draff General Plan page
188

Policy CON-3 Tlisted

See Draft General Plan poge
188

{g} Establish economically feasible minimum 1ot sizes for the
pupose of preserving rangelond open space uses in
appropriate locatfions.

This  language is not
specifically included In the
Updated General Plan.

The |
goal or policy may be

Aglli—Agricullurd Preservation and Land Use Element

CC—Communily Character Bement
E-Economic Development Elament

Gulde lo Abbreviations
CIR-Circulation Element
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addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been compieted since the
last General Plan Updaile, or
ihe goal or policy may no
longsr be needed.

{h} Promote coordination of vegetation conversion
programs  with watershed enhancement programs fo
insure continued recharge of Napa Couniy water suppiies.

This language i not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The

goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Fion Update, or |
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

i Premote Coordination of rangeland management See Policy CON—@ ilsted

programs of the County with those of other Counies, the previously In this matrix.
Slate of Cailifornia, and the Federal govemment in areas
where vagetafion conversion programs are plonned. S;; Draft General Plan poge

Agricultural Land

Planning Gool

Soe Ag /LU Godl 1 and Ag /LU
Goal 2 fsted previously in this
matrix.

Maintain and enhance the agriculiural envirenment of
Napa County.

<

See Draft General Plan page
33

Conservation Policy

{a} Limit growth o minimize uban development on prime | Policy CON-2; The County shall idenfify, improve, and | See Draff General Flan page |

Guide to Abbreviations
CIR-Clrculafion Blement
CON—Conservation Element
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
References 1o "cument” are fo fhe 1983 General Plon

Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Lond Use Bement
CC—Communily Charocler Element

E-Economic Development Eement

SAF—Saofely Element
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DRAFT—Subject fo Revision

soils and reduce confict with the agriculiural operations | conserve Nopa Counly’s agriculivral fand through the | 187
and economy. following measures:

g} Lmit growth to minimize urban development on
agriculiural land ond reduce confict with  the
agriculiural operafions and economy.

Provide o permanent-means of preservation of open
space land for agriculiural production.

Require that existing significant vegetation be retained
and incorporated inte agricultural projects fo reduce 152-

soil erosion ond to retain: wildife habilal. When !:;-’\ 203P

=}

<

rete infacsible, replonting of nafive 3 e
ordapted vegefation 3hall be recuired. . ( b
d) Encourdge the use of reclaimed waler, parficulary o
within groundwater deficient arecs, for vegetation
enhancement, frost profection and inigation to
enhance agriculiure and grazing.
Encourage  infer-agency oand  inter-disciplinary
‘cooperation, recognizing the agriculiural
commissioner’s role as liaison and he need to monitor
and evalucte pesficide and herbicide programs over
fime ond potenticlly develop air quality, wildlife
habltat, or other programs it needed to prevent
environmental degradation.
f} Minimize pesficide and herbicide use and encourage
resgarch and use on integrated pest confrol methods
such as cullural pracfices, biclogical control, host
resistance and other factors.
Encourage the use of Wilarnson Act confracts and
use of other fechniques to preserve agriculiural lands.
hy Coordinate with cifies adopling and implementing
policies such as large lot zoning, urban imit lines, etc.,
to imit urlban expansion and encourage development
of vacant land in areas aready urbanized.

€,

g

{o] Encourage reclaimed water use for vegefafion
enhancement, frost protection and imigation fo enhance
agricutture and grazing.

i

praviously in this matriz.

lsee Poicy CON-2 iis'ecil
]

See Draft General Plan page 1

Guide to Abbreviations

AgfLu—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Bement CIR-Circulation Element
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[ LOGATION,

T = ]
| 187 i
s — — - ']
(c) Provide a permanent means of preservafion of open | Policy CON-7:  The County shall pursue a veiiety of | See dlso Policy CON-2 listed |
space land for ogrcultural production by ulilizing, | techniques ond practices fo achieve the Counly's | previously in this matrix.

wherever possinle, methods such as the Wiliomson Act, | Conservation Open Space pol inclading: Contains elements of curent 152-204P
exclusive permanent agriculture zoning or acquisifion by | a) Exclusive permanent agriculiure zoning or Transfer of | Conservation/ Agricultural

purchase, giff, grant, bequest, devise, lease or otherwise, Development Rights, Land Policles a-c

the fee or any lesser interest or right in real property and | b} acquisiion through purchase, gift, grant, bequest,

leose-back to agriculturalists. device, lease or oiherwise, the fee or any lesser interest | See Draff General Plan page

or fight in real property, 187
<) Wiligmson Act or other incentives to maintain land in

agriculiural production or other open space uses. S-””U]’_
d) Requiring mitigation of development impacts, sither

on-sile or at other locations in the county or through

the payment of inleu fees in limited circumstances
when impacts cannot be avoided.

{d) Protect frees and shrubs Tor wildife habilat and See Pollcy COM-3 flisted

aesthetic purposes and encourage allemate uses, such as previously in this matrix.

wildife and recreation if feasible without undue

environmental damage when grazing is phased out. See Droft General Plan page
188

|e) Require that existing significant vegetalion be relained See Polcy CON-2 [isted

and incorporated Into agricultural projects to reduce soll previousty in this mairix.

erosion and fo retain wildife habitat, When refeniion Ts

found fo ke infeasible, replanting of native or adopted See Draff General Plon page
vegetation shall be required. 187
[f) Encourage inter-cgency and inter-disciplinary figison to See Policy CON-Z listed

confinuaily monitor and evaluate pesficide and herbicide
programs on all phoses of the environment and extend
programs in air and wildiife and to recommend changes See Draft General Plan page
as needed to prevent any environmenial degradaiion. 187

previously in this matrix.

@) Minimize pesticide and herbicide use and encourags | See Policy CON-2 fisted
research and use on integrated pesi control methods such ’
as cuitural practices, biclogical centrol, host resistonce and

previously in this matrx

. | i

Gulde fo Abbreviations
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other factors. See Draff General Fion page
— ca = ik 187 - i
| (h) Encourage Wilicmson Act contracts for agricutural [see policy cON2 listed |
i londs odjoining cities by adopling and implementing | previously in this matrix.
| policies such as large lof zoning, wrban limit fines, etc., 1o : .
limit urban expansion and encouwrage development of See Draff General Plan page
§ vacant iond in areas already urbanized. | 187
(il Encourage the establishment of a green belt of land [ This language is . not
| used for agriculture, wildlife habitat, recreational or other specificdlly included in the
suitable open space purposes in the American Canyon Updated General Plan. The
Area along North Slough, Fagan Creek, American Canyon goal or policy may be
Creek, and the Bucalyptus Tree Grove to the west of Cat addressed in different terms,
Hill. the aclion nofed may have

been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or |
the goal or policy may no |
longer be needed.

{l) Estoblish minimum lof sizes of not less thon 40 acres in | Policy Ag/lU-18: The following standards sholl apply to | See Droft General Flan page

prime soil areas and 140 acres in non-prime soil and | lands designated as Agriculiure, Watershed, and Open | 36

watershed areas for the purpose of preserving agricultural | Space on the Land Use Map of this General Plan.

open space yses in appropriate locations. Intent: To provide oreas where the predominont use s
agriculturally orienfed; where watershed oreas, reservoirs,
floodplain fibuiaries, geologic hazards, soil cendilions and
other censiraints moke the land relafively unsuitable for
urban development; where urban development would
adversely Impact on all such uses; and where the
i protection of ogrculture, watersheds, and flocdplain
| tribuiaries from fire, poliulion, and eresion is essential to the
general health, safety, and welfcre.  [Note: This text is
derived from Measure J)

General Uses:  Agriculiure, processing of agricuttural |
products, single famity dweling. {Note: This text is derived | |
from Measure J.

Minirmum Parcel Size:
‘ 140 acres, except that parcels with a minimum size of 2

Guide to Abbreviations
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acres may be created for the sole purpose of developing
farm lobor comps by a local government agency
autheorized to own or operate fam labor camps so long as
{ the division is accompiished by securing fhe written
consent of a local government agency authorized io own
ar operate farm lobor camps that it will accept a
conveyance of the fee Interest of the parcel to be crected |
and thereafter conveying the fee interest of such parcel
directly fo said local government agency, or enlering info
| a long-term lease of such parcels direcily with said local
| government ogency. (Nole: This text is derved from
Measure J)
Every lease or deed crealing such parcels must coniain
language ensuring that If the parcel is not used as a farm
| labor comp within three years of the conveyance or lease
being executed or permanently ceases to be used as a
farm labor camp by a local govemment agency
autherized to develop farm labor camps, the parcel will
autematically revert fo, and merge into, the original parent
parcel. (Note: This text is derived from Measure L)
Maximum Building Intensity:

Cne dweling per parcel {except for second units of imited
| size as envisioned by State law, and except ds specified in
Housing Element}. Nonresidential building intensity i non-
applicabie. (Note: This text is derived from Measure J)
Policy Ag/LU-19: The following standards shall apply to
lands designated as Agriculiural Resource on the Land Use
Map of this General Pian.
intent: To identify oreos in the fertile valiey and foothill
i areas of the County in which agriculture is ond should
centinue fo be the predominant land use, where uses
incompatible with agriculture should be precluded and
where the development of ubon type uses would be
detimenial to the continuance of agrcullure and the
maintenance of open space which are economic and
aesthefic atfributes ond ossets of the County of Napa.
[Mote: This text is derived from Measure Jj
General Uses: Agriculture, processing of agriculfural

Guide to Abbreviations
AgfL—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Blement CIR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Character Bernent CON—Conservafion Bament
E-Economic Development Bement ROS—Recrealion and Opan Space Eement
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products, single family dwelling.
Minimum Parcel Size: 40 acres, except that parcels with a
minimum size of 2 acres may be created for the sole
purpese of developing formn lobor camps by o local
govemment agency authorized to own or operate farm
labar camps so long os the division is accomplished by
securing fhe written consent of a local govemment
agency aulhorized fo own of operafe farm labor camps
that It will accept a conveyance of the fee interest of the
porcel to be created and thereafter conveying the fee
interest of such parcel direcily to soid local govemment
agency, of enfering into a long-term lease of such parcels
diractly with soid local government agency. Every lease or
deed creating such parcels must conicin language
ensuring that if the parcetis not used as a farm labor camp
within three years of the conveyance or lease being
| executed or permanently ¢ésases to be used os a farm
iaber camp by a local govemment agency authorized to
develop farm labar camps, the parcel wili automatically
revert to, and merge into, the original parent parcel.”
{Note: This tex is derived from Measure J)

Maximum Building Intensity:  One dweling per paorcel
{except for second uniis of Imited size os envisioned by
State law, and except as specified in Housing Element).
nonresidential building infensity is non-applicable; but
where practical, buildings will be located off prime soils.
{Note: This text is derived from Medsure J.

or G 3 Land

Planning Gogl

To improve the monogement and protection of the | Policy CON-30: The Ceunly will work fo profect Mapa ! See Drafi General Plan page
Counfy's waler resources. County's watersheds and public ond private water i 200

reservoirs to accomplish e following purposes: a) clean

drinking water, for public heaith and safety, b} support of |

the eco-system, ¢ recreation, and dj scenic beauty, and

tfor open space.

Gulde to Abbreviations
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B
i Conservation Folicy 1
{a) Profect petential greund water recharge ar frem ‘//gee Policy CON-35  listed
uban encroachment because of the potential need o praviously in this matrix.
replenish underground water table fo prevent lond ’
subsidence o for ofher reasons. See Draff General Plan page
) 203
[b) Evaluate land use policies and encourage the denstty | Policy COMN-34: The County will foke appropriate steps to | Contains elements of cument
and type of land use that will provide a stable vegetation | profect suface water quality, including the fellowing: Public Heclth and Safety
cover 1o improve waler quality, reduce confaminglion, | a} Freserve riparion oreas by buffering pursuont fo the | Policy/Protection  of Water
oquuliqn oand siifation within boundaries of waiershed for stream setback policy included above and pursue | Quality and Waler Reservolrs 52.205P
existing and potential reservoirs. refention, maintenance ond enhancement of existing | Policies a-h 152-20
native vegetation along dil intermittent and perennial
streams . See Draft General Plon page
bi Encouraging flood conlrol reduction projects fo give | 202
full consideration to scenic, fish, wildife, and other
erwironmental bensfit: when computing cosls of
attemative methods of flood confrol.
| < Maintain minimum lot sizes of nof iess than 160 acres In
Agriculfure, Watershed and Open Space {AWOS)
designated areas to reflect desirabie dernsities based
on access, slope, productive copabibties for
' agriculture and foresiry, sewage disposal, and water
supply, wildiife habitat and other environmental
considerafions.
d} In conformance with MNPDES requirsments, prohibit
grading and excavation uniess it con  be
demonsiroted that such activities will not result in
significant soll erosion, siifing of lower slopes or
waterways, slide domage, flooding problems, or
damage to wildlife and fishery habitats,
e} Adopl development standards, in conformance with
NPDES Phase |i requirements, for post construction
storm water conirol.
fj Requiing replonting and/or restorafion of riparian
vegetation as part of any discretionary permit or
erosion control plan approved by the County.
Gulde to Abbreviations
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b
g) Encouraging management of reservolr oulflows 152-205P
(bypass flows) to maintain fish fife and rparian -
[streamside) vegetation. cont'd
h}) Encouraging minimal use of chemical ireciment of
reservolrs fo prevent undue damage to fish and wildiife
F@sOUrces.
{c) Plan water supply and wastewater treatment facilities This language is  nof
to serve high-density service areas. Establish boundaries specificaly inciuded in the
and facilities for economics of consiruction, maintenance, Updated Genreral Plan. The
and operation based on population size and distribution goal or policy may be
taking environmentat considerafions into account. Use the addressed in different tems,
most echnically advanced wastewater freaimeni ond the acfion nofed may have
reuse faciiiies avallable with reuse of freated wastewater been completed since the
and prevention of solt-waler infrusion. lost General Plan Updaote, or
the goal or policy may no
lenger be needed.
[d} Encourage the maximum protection of all | Policy CON-67: Encourage the maxmum protection of all | Derived from current
environmental values o sofid waste disposal sites by the | environmental values af solid waste dispesal sites by the | Corservafion/Protection  of
adoption of standards of planning design construction; | adoption of standeards of pianning, design, consiuction, | Water Qualily and  Water
operaiion and mainiencnce of the disposai site thaf would | operafion and maintenance, Including: Resources Pianning Goal and
include: Location oway from residential areas: Policies a-h
1} Location away from residential areas; 2) Screening from view;
2} Screening from view; | 3) Good road access, not through residential areas; See Draft General Plan pags
3} Good road access, not through residential areas; | 4] No inhobited oreas downwind from the site becouse | 213
4] Mo inhabited areas downwind from the site because 1 dust and odor problems can occur In even the most
dust and odor problems can occur in even the most carefully conducted operations;
carefully conductad operations; 5] Location lo prevent fiooding and pollutien and
5 Location to prevent flooding ond pollution and contamination of surface and ground water;
contamination of surface and ground water; é) Haul distance standards..
&) Maximum haul distance standards.
() Encourage estoblisnment of a student oriented This language is not
research center. Some research is aready being done by specifically included in the
students from Pacific Union College in Angwin, the Updated General Plan. The
University of California at Davis, Napa College and seme of goal or poiicy may be
the high schook, but additional data is needed to addressed in different lerms,
‘Guide to Abbreviations
AgilUu—Agricultural Preservalion and Lond Use Bement CIR-Circulation Element
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determine basedine slandards and long-term recording |
procedures for reservelr, ground and surfoce woter quality |
moenitering, rain fall, and temperature records.

{f) Re-examine land use policies in fight of the steadily

and local monitoring, feasibility and plenning progroms.
| The Legisiature's enactment of the Perter-Cologne Act has
vested within the State Water Resources Control Board
specific autherity to promulgate specific policies regarding
many aspects of water guality in categories such as:

1) Water reclomation and reuse;

2] Discharge to bays and estuaries;

3] Discharge o surface fresh-water and ground water;

4} Waste water management in rural and urban areas;

5) Disposal of solid wastes;

) Thermal wostewaters;

7] Sittation;

8) Storm water discharges;

9] Vessel wastes;

10) Recreational vehicie wastes,

the acfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or pollcy may no
longer be needed.

This language is not |
expanding body of knowledge and findings forthcoming specifically included in the
from several current and preposed Federd, State, regional | Updated General Flan. The

.

\oahhs

goal or poicy may be
addressed in different terms,
the acfien noled may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
fhe goal or pelicy may no
longer be needed.

Mineral Deposits
+

=

; )‘M 2

rasources.

County's sand and gravel resources, preventing removal of

AgfLU—Agriculiural Preservation and Land Use Elel
CC—Community Character Berment

E-Economic Developmeni Element

SAF—safety Bement

DRAFT-—Subject fo Revision

Gulde to Abbreviations
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CON—Conservation Bement
ROS—Recrealion and Open Space Bement

ment

215
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sireambed sond and gravel in any manner that would
cause adverse effects on water quality, fisheries, riparian

Planning Goal i I |

To identify the mineral needs ond mineral resources of the | Policy/CON-68: The County shall seek to idenfify the nead | See Draft General Plan poge 152.206P
County and provide for the wise use and management of | for¢fesourceDand provide for the sustainable we ond | 214 e
these resources in o manner compafible with | management of the resources in a manner compatible

envircnmental considerations. with environmental condifions.

Conservation Policy

la) Identfify the location and extent of the County's mineral | Policy COM-72:  Idenlify, improve, and conserve Nopa | See Droft General Plan page ||152-207P

152-207P

a) The County sholl request that the Stote Deparfment of
Conservafion conduct a county-wide study to assess
the location and value of mineral and oggregate
resources.

Identify known mineral resources on the General Plan
Land Use Map of In the Beseline Daia Report, based
on mapping prepored by the State of California.

Apply zoning for mineral resource areas and
oppropriale surounding wreas o dilow for resource
mancgement and fufure resource availability.

Fulfill the County's responsibilities under fhe Surfoce
Mining and Reclamalion Act [SMARA]J.

Encourage compaiible use of resource areas such as
low density recreation, wildiife habitaf, or agriculiure
and protect resource areas from incompatible uses.
Continue 1o enforce eslabiished policy on geoihermal
energy exploration and development [Mopa County
Code Section 10400 et. seq.) (Mostly in the Calistoga
Area) corsidering the potential adverse environmental

by

cl

d

]

effects such as nolse polution, air poliution, water

See Droft General Plan poge
215

i 1
vegetation, or flooding. cont'd
[b} Evaluate resource exiraction standards with regard fo | Tris language is not |
| economic, envionmental, sife rehabilifation and ofher specifically included in the
considerations. Develop resource exiraction standards, Updated General Plan. The
emphosizing  environmental impfications, such a5 air goal or policy may be
pollution, visual distractions, sitation of nearby sireams, addressed in different terms,
increase In surface run-off, removal of underground water the acfion noted may have
by pumping, Increase in ercsion or landside hozard, been completed since ihe
disposal of chemical wastes, creation of impervious layers last General Flon Update, or
and surface compaction, extent of vegetation removal the goal or policy may no
and site rehabilifalion procedure. longer be nesded.
(c} Encourage compatible use of resource areas such as | Policy CON-71:  The County shall identify, improve, and | Contains elemenis of cument
low density recreation, wikdlife habital, or agriculture and | conserve mineral and aggregote resources and ensure the | Conservation/ Mineral 152-208P
protect resource areas from incompatible uses. long-term production end supply as follows: Deposits Policies a-c and -h =
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“LocAnoN/ I i ]
poilulion, and peoorly located transmission fines that
can accompany improper geolhermal development, -
——— S L s . 11152-208P
[d) Establish an infermation center for beth published and This  language is  not | [ ~qnt'd
unpublished data. spacifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different temns,
the acfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or |
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.
e} Serve as a clearing house for fechnically frained Tnis longuage is  nol
persons in the US. Geological Survey and other Federal specifically included in the
| agencles, the State Division of Mines, universiies and | Updated General Flan. The
indusiry, to integrate their mineral development and geal or policy may be
conservation program into the fabric of the County's addressed in differeni terms,
General Plan. the action nofed may have
been completed since the |
igst General Plon Updaie, or |
the godl or policy may no
longer be needed.
[t} Maintain an inventory of potentially productive mineral ] See Policy CON-71 listed
| depoesiis in Napa County. praviously in This martrix.
{ See Draft General Plan page |
215
gl Ensure the longderm production of Aggregate | See Policy CON-71 fisted
Rescurce Areas identified by the State pursuant fo Publie previcusly in this matrix.
Resources Code Section 2762 by:
i} Recognizing mineral information classified by ihe See Draft General Plan page
State Geologists; 215
2) Assisfing in the management of land use which
affects areas of Stotewide and regional significance;
Guide to Abbreviations
Ag/LU—Agriculiural Preservation and Land Use Bement CIR-Clrculafion Element
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and |
3) Emphasizing the conservalion and development of |
identified mineral deposils see Figure 14).
th} Coniinue to enforce established policy on geothermal | Policy CON-546  Encourage the use of bio-fuels and | See Droft General Flan poge
energy exploralion and development (Napa County Code | geothermal  energy resources where vioble and | 270
Section 10400 ef. seq) {Moslly in the Cdlistoga Areq) | environmenially sustainable.
considering the potential adverse envircnmental effects
such as noise pollution, air pollution, water poliution, and
poorly located fransmisson fines that can accompany
improper geothermal development.
| Lands for Sand and Gravel Resources
Planning Goal
To identify the needs and resources of the Counfy and V/See Goal CON-17 and Goal
provide for the wise use and management of the resources CON-18 listed previously in this
in o manner compatfible with the environmental rrcririx,
conditicns.
| See Droft General Plan page
214 |
Conservation Policy
{a) Prevent removal of sireambed sand and grave! in any | Policy. CON-73: Resource extraction acfiviies [e.g., mining | See Draft General Plan page
manner that would cause adverse effects on water quality, | and  geothermal  development] shall  fully address | 215 [1152-209P
fishery and streamside vegetation resources. ervironmental implications, such o air polution, visual ‘-JL
distractions, siltation of nearby streams, increase in surface
rwnoff, removal of underground water by pumping,
increase in erosion or londslide hozard, disposal of
chemical wastes, creation of impervious layers and surface
compaction, extent of vegetation removal and site
rehabllitalion procedures.
[b) Same Conservation Policy as minerol deposits.
OUTDOOR RECREATION
Guide to Abbreviations
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Recreational Land

EBlonning Gogl

To provide a full rangs of recreational areas and faciiifies | ROS Goal 1: To ensure on extensive londscape of open | See Draft General Fian page
for the residents of the County. spaces in which recreation, the proteclion of nafural, | 255 and 256
cultural and archoeclogical  resources, agriculiural
production and privaie property are mutually supporlive
and complementary,

ROS Goal 2: To create end maintaln a high-quelity system

of parks, frails ond recreafiongl interprefive and

environmental educafion facilities.

—_
(%3]

2-210P

Conservation Policy

{a} Implement the recommendations of the adopted This
Napa County Park and Recreation Plan, which identifies
the recrealion and open space needs and potentials of
the County including the relofionships of County needs
and potential to arec-wide, regional and State facilities.

languoge s not
specifically included in the
Updaied General Plan. The
goal or policy may be |
addressed in different tems,
the action noled may have
been completed since the
last General Pion Update, or
the goal or polcy may no
longer be needed.

(o) Augment site selection for roadside rest areas. This

language s not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may bs
addressed In diffsrent terms,
the action noted may have
been complated since the
last Genercl Flan Updale, or
the goal or policy may no

| longer be needed.
| (2] Encourage wildlife habitat improvement for huniing er This language s not
Gulde to Abbreviations
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e

non-consumplive wildiife uses such as photography and specifically included in the
maintaining food chains end checks ond balances of Updated General Plan. The
natural habitats, goal or polcy may be

addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plon Updale, or
the goal or policy may no

lenger be needed.
{d) Provide recrectfional end open space opportunities This language  is  not
daround percolaiion ponds, ground water recharge bosins, specifically included in the
flood confrol channels and simllar works by maximizing Updaled Genercl Plan. The
scenic and wildife habitofts by retaining nafural goal or policy may be
vegetafion, instaling  supplementary  landscoping. addressed in different temms,
acquiing additional land for open space purposes and by the aclicn noted may have
shaping the structures to have a more offraciive form and been completed since the
greater usefulness for open space activifies. last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

longer be needed.
{e) Promele development of local State Parks feor This language is not
recreation. specifically included in the

Updated General Plan. The
goal or polcy may be
addressed In different temns,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

(f} Promote non-metorized riding and hiking trails. See Policy ROS-12 and Action lfem ROS-12.1 See Draft Generol Flan page
257
(g) Provide appropriately located areas for offrcad This . longuage  Is not
| vehicle use. Encourage public agencies fo regulate off- | specifically Included in ihe
| road use on publicly owned lands. 1 | Updated General Plan. The
L - - P |
Gulde to Abbreviations
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goal or poficy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Pian Update, or
the goal or policy may no

longer be needed.
Areas of Quistanding Hislorical and Archaeological Value
Blonning Goal
Encourage preservation and scientific study of areas of See Goal CC-3 listed
unigue historical ond archeological vaiue. previously in this martrix,
See Droff Generdl Plan page
155
Conservation Policy

threatened by destruction. preservation of resources from the County's historic and
prehistoric periods.

Action tem CC-17.1: In partnership with interested historic
preservafion organizations, seek funding to undericke a
comprehensive inventory of the County's significant g;rf,of\
cultural and historic resources using the highest standard of

professional praciices.

Action ltem CC-17.2: Consider amendmenis fo the County
zoning and building codes fo improve the procedures for

property owner-initiated designation of County Landmarks, %1
to provide for the preservalion and oppropriafe

rehabilifation of significant resources, and to incorporate
incentives for historie preservation.

|a} Prepare priorty list identifying crifica aréas and features | Policy CC-17: The County supports the identificalion and | See Droft Geperal Plan poge
3 ;
&J 152-211P

{b) Prepare specific plans [within the meaning of Sections This language  is  not
65451-2 of the Government Codel, and establish plan lines specifically included in the
or other oppropriale devices fo protect sites and o Updafed General Plan. The
Guide to Abbreviations
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" LOCATION/ITEM IN 1 983 GENERAL PLA

protective buffer zone for the sites. geal or peliey may be
addressed in differenf terms,
the action noled may have
been ceompleted since the
last General Pian Update, or
ihe goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

(c] Implement Conservation Poficies [a). (b}, and (d) from This  language s not
18 "Arecs Required for Ecological and Other Scientific speciiically included in the
Study Purposes” as -applicable to areas of cuistanding Updaoted General Plan. The
histerical and archeological vaive. geal or policy may be

addressed in differant temms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
onger be needed.

Areas of Scenic Valve

Blanning Goal
Encourage preservation of and provide visual access to V’S;e Goal CC-1  listed
the natural beauty of Napa County, thereby enriching the previously in this matrix.
lives of its citizens ond enhancing and mdintaining one of
the County's primary indusiries, the tourist industry, See Droft General Plan page
152
T n P
ja} Idenfify and preserve the ared’s architectural and ‘//ﬁe Goal CC-3 and Policy
histarical landmarks., CC-17 listed previously in ihis
matrix.
. See Draft General Plan page
155
Guide o Abbrevialions
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! it :
| {&) Discourarge the installation of new overhead uiilty lines
for under grounding existing

angd  develop
overhead [ines.

muiliple-user sites.

programs

[c] Minimize the number of individual telecommunications
faciilies and sites presen! through the encouragement,
| where appropriate, of collocatfion and the development of

LASee  Policy CC-14
previously in this malrix.

listed

See Draft General Plan page
154

rS8e  Policy CC-12
| previously in fhis rmatrix.
|

listed

See Draft General Plah page
154

| {d) Develop a program for highway beaufification (see |
Scenic Highways Element).

This  jonguage 15 not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The |
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since fhe
last General Plan Updale, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

ie] Develop cemprehensive sign standards and regulaiions
to fit the unique character and need of the area.

Paolicy CC-3: Signs should be used primarily to provide
necessary informalion and business identificafion rather
than the advertisement of goods and services. Sign size
limits and locational requirements should be designed fo
avoid over-proliferation of signs.

w
1]
|
3]
-
5]
<

B |

if) Land use patterns should include visual consideration to
prevent the destruction of visual quality, The landscape
can easly become a hodgepodge of roofiops, shining

appropriate density and cluster subdivision design form
should be carefully planned.

mobile homes, power lnes and poles. Therefore, the |

This language is

specifically included in
Updated General Plan.
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or

the goal or policy may no

Ag/Lu—Agricultural Preservation and Lond Use Bernent

CC—Community Character Blement
E-fconomic Development Element
SAF—Safety Element

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision
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| longer be needed.

from 1B "Areas Required for Ecological and Cther Scientific
Study Purposes” os applicable to arsas of culstanding
scenic value as high priority.

[a) Implement Conservation Policies [a), [b), [c). and [d] |

| This language is
specifically inciuded in
Updated General

Plan.

not

the |

The

goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have |
been completed since the
lost General Plon Update, or
the goal or policy may no

County,

3 -

sheds.

[h) Develop co-operafive programs with adjacent counties
applicable to the siting of telecommunications facilities on
the ridgefines forming thelr common borders with Napa |

longer be needed.

See Policy CC-12 listed
previously in this malrix.

See Draft General Plan page |

{ij Develop co-operative programs with the fowns ond
cities within the Counly applicable to the siting of
telecommunications faciities within each olher's view

federal

their lands.

i} Develop co-operalive progroms with the siate and
land-helding  agencies
applicable to the sifing of felecommunications faciities on

within

the County

154
See Policy CC-12 listed
previously in fhis matrix.

See Draft General Plan page

154
See Policy CC-12 listed
previousiy in this mairix.

See Draff General Plon page
154

PusLic HEALTH AMD SAFETY

Areas Thal Require Special Manogement or Regulailon
Because of Hazardous or Special Conditions

Elanning Goal

Ag/LU—Agriculiurg] Pr
CC—Community Character Bement
E-Economic Developmant Elemant
SAF—Safety tlement

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision

ervolion and Land Use Biement

Gulde to Abbrevialions
CIR-Crculation Blement
CON---Conservation Element
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
References o “cureni” are o the 1983 General Plan

Page 78 of 130 April 2, 2007

County of Napa
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NaPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

Provide for public health and safely where soil, geclegy,
land slope, fire hozard, maorshes, flood plains, or other
hazards make building for human cccupancy hazardous.

Safety Goal 1: Safely considerafions will be part of the
Couniy's education, cutreach, planning and operations In
order to reduce loss of [ife, injuries, damage fo property

See Draft General Plan page
270

and economic and social dislocation resuliing from fire,
fiood, geologic and other hazards.

Conservation Policy

{o) Lmited londs having existing or potentiolly severe
erosional characteristics, excepting Oat Hill, to low density
or no development. Erosion con contibute to landslides,
floods, water pollution and landscape scars. Less land area
is disturbed and subjected to the forces of erosion by
limited development activity.

This  longuage s not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the oclion nofed may have
been complated since the
last General Plan Update, or
the godi or policy may no
longer be needad.

(b) Reduce erosion by fhe retention of trees, brush and
grass. The planfing of vegelalive cover on bare, highly
erosive areas should be undertoken os o conservation

See Policy CON-2
previously in this matrix.

listed

measure wherever possible. See Draft General Plan page
187
{c) Excepling Oat Hill, prohibit development on lands See Policy SAR3  listed

having severe construction limilations.  Although
remoteness, adverse soll condifions for foundations and
shrink-swell behavior, stope over 15%, circulation, and utility
problems  are not  insumountable  obstacles  to
development, they often require costly and confinvous
mainfenance praclices ofter development, which may
have fo be paid by the general public. Altemative uses
such as confrolled recreafion, wildife monogement or
agricuiture should be encouraged on land having
exfensive or unusual consiruction lmitations. If range
grazing dwindles, recreafional and conservation uses of
areas with natural streams, ponds, or woodlands should be

previously In this mairix.

See Draft General Flan page
270

Guide to Abbreviations.
CIR-Circulation Element
CON—Conservafion Bement
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Eemsnt
References to "cunent” are to the 1983 General Pian

Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservalion and Land Use Elament
CC—Communily Character Eement

E-Economic Development Element

SAF—Safely Element

DRAFT—Subject to Revision Page 79 of 130

April 2, 2007
NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

encouraged. Installaticn of small dams in sultable. ereas
can be a recreational asset os well as o conservation asset
| by serving as sediment and flood waler retardation
| facilifies. 1
id) Require geclogical engineering investigations and | Policy SAF-8: Consistent with County ordinances, require a | See Draff General Plan page _—
building code revisions within potential hazardous areas | geotechnical study for new projects and modifications of | 271 152-213P
and areas subjected o amplified earthquake motion or | existing projects or structures located in or near known
subsoll liquefaction such as valley alluvial sofls or | geclogic hazard arecs; and resirict new development S
marshiands, atop or asirice ideniified aclive seismic faults in order tog
prevent caofastrophic damage coused by movement
dlong the fault,
(e} Adopt and enforce a grading ordinance and top seil | See Goal CON-/ and Policy
removal ordinance. CON-34 listed previously in this
mairix.
See Droft General Plan page
199 and 202
{7} Protect the public interest in drainage systems and This  language is not
water Impoundments from sedimentation, siltation, and specifically included in the
contamination and ensure that urban, agrculiural and Updated General Plan, The
resource development projects utilize sound short-term and geal or policy may be
long-term erasion confrol measures. addressed in different temms,
ihe action noted may have
been compleled since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goat or policy may no
longer be needed.
Flocd Plains
Plonning Gools
{a} Resirict and regulate urban development in areas of | Safely Goal 4: To protect residents and businesses from | See Droft General Plan page
flood risk. hazords caused by flooding. 274
Guide fo Abbrevigiions
AgLlU—Agricuitural Preservation and Lond Use Element CIR-Circulation Element
CC—Communily Character Bement CON—Conservalion Elemernt
E-Ecanomic Development Bement ROS—Recreafion and Open Space Hement
SAF—Soiety Element Relerences fo "curent” are fo the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—-Subject fo Revision Page 80 of 130 April 2, 2007
Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Final Environmental Impact Report December 2007
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

= e ST

¥

2 S s
o} Protect the vegetation and animal hobifafs of the
waterways and flood plains from encroachment of urban
development.

See Policy CON-35 listed
previously In this mairix.

See Draft General Plan page

203
|c] Protect existing areas of urban development from | See Policy SAF-25 See Draft General Plan page
fiooding.

Conservation Policy {

{a) Resfrict and regutate siruciures in the floodway and
flood plain of dll unincorporated areas subject to flooding,
in the 100 year flood, as identified in HUD Floodway and
Flood Plain Insurance Rate Maps.

See Policy SAF-23 5 ,ﬁﬁ’
ff

274

See Draft General Plan page 152.214P
274 e

o -

{b] Adopt flood plain zoning in all cpplicable creas, and
investigate the compatibility of zoning areas adjocent to
| flood plains for recreational uses. Flood plains along
streams which feed Loke Berryessd, the Nopa River, ond
the Suisun Marsh are zoned for agricultural uses in the
majority.

This language is rot
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
godl or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the oction noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

{c) Continue to encourage provision for flood insurance.
The Mapa County Food Control and Water Conservation
District .and the Nopa Counly Board of Supervisors have
obteoined Federal Govemment approval of Napa Counfy
for fleod insurance and have agreed. in refurn. fo enact
local land use and conirol measures for areas having

This  language s not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have

special looding preblems. The controls are to be consistent been completed since the
with Federal criteria, last General Plan Update, or
| the god or policy may no
| lenger be needed.
Guide fo Abbreviations
Ag/LU—Agricuitural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circulation Elemant
CC—Community Character EBement CON—Conservalion Element
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreafion and Open Space Element
SAF-—Safety Element References to "curren!” are to the 1983 Genercl Plan
DRAF—Subject fo Revision Page 81 of 130 April 2, 2007

__ Napa CouNty GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

{d] Encourage development and implementation of flood This Ianguage is not
plain memagement safety and flood control programs that specifically included in the
prolect homes and properly, os well as sireamside Updated General Plan. The
vegetation, and conirol obstruciion of natural floodways. goal or policy may be
Pemmanent installalions may be excluded from flood plain addressed in different temns,
land. Seasonal flooding of streams, deposits of rock and the aclion noted may have
sedment and bank undercutting make some creas difficult been compleied since fhe
o develop. Occasional high water level in the Lakes floods last General Flan Update, or
low lying area for short durations. the goal or policy may no

longer be needed.

(8] Maintain watercourses and vegetafion within urban This  language Is not
areas as compenents of an open space system. Develop specifically included in the
pedestian and riding troills if compatible with dparian Updoted General Pian. The
(strecm side] vegetation and wildiife habifat. Develop goal or policy may be
public access at frequent intervals. addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
besn completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

longer be neaded.
[f} Maintain watercourses and vegetation within rural areas Tnis  longuoge s not
as components of an open space systerm and develop specifically included in the
public access or roadside rests af crosssoods where Updaled General Plan. The

compatible with surrounding land uses. goal or policy may be
addressed In different ferms,
the action noted may have
been complefed since the
last Generai Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may ne

' | lenger be needed.
I - -
Areas Presenting High Fire Risk
Plonning Goal
Discourage low-density residential  development In See Safety Goal 3 and Policy
Guide fo Abbrevicfions
Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservafion and Land Use Element CIR-Crculation Blement
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conservation Bement
E-Economic Development Bement RO5—Recreation and Open Space Element
SAF—Safety Bement References Io "cumeni” ore to the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 82 of 130 April 2, 2007
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

B R

woodland - grass and brush areas that are heavily fueled.

SAF-16 listed previously
matrix,

fhis

See Droft General Plan page

272
Conservation Policy
(g} Encourage environmentally sound programs for See Aclion Item SAF-16.1 cz-na"‘

protection ogainst fire hazard. Include in program for
profection against fire hazard and fire proiection planning
consideration of fire protection—etemanrs, i

fopography, land use, fraffic figw, safe i

152-215P

SAF-14.2 listed previously in this

7
ess and egress,

See Draft General Plan page

watér systern, fuel bredks, cleardr 272

structures and roadsides, use of fire resistant building

materials, clearly designated street names and numbers,

and emergency heliporls.

{b) Rezone open space lands subject to high fire risk fo the: This  language i nof

FR {Fire Risk} Combination Disirict. specifically included in the

Updaled General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the acfion noted may have
been compiefed since the
last General Plon Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

Protection of Water Qualily and Water Reservolrs

4

Plemning Goal i
|

Protect the County's watersheds and public water |
reservoirs to accomplish the following purposes: For clean
drinking water, for public health and sofety, for support of
the eco-system, for recreaiion, for scenic beauty, and for
Open space.

See Poficy CON-35
praviously in this matrix.

listed

See Draft General Flan poge
203

Guide to Abbrevialions
CIR-Circulation Element
CON—Conservation Element
ROS—Recrection and Open Space Bement
References fo "curent” are o the 1983 General Flan

AgftU—Agricultural Preservalion and Lond Use Element
CC—Community Chorocter Element

E-Economic Development Element

SAF—Sofely Element

DRAFT—Subject to Revision Page 83 of 130

April 2, 2007
__Nara Counry GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

Conservation Policy

See Policy CON-34 lisied |
previously in this matrix.

{a) Protect streams from encroachment by establishment
aof "Official Plan Lines’, riporian woodland ordinances and
profeciion procedures, stream obstruction zoning, streom
setbacks, fiood picin zening ond other appropriate

See Draft General Plon page
methods.

202

See Polcy CON-34 iisted
previously in this matrix.

| [b} Enceourage flood control agencies fo give full
comsideration to  scenic, fish, wildife, and other
environmental  benefits when computing costs  of

alternative methods of flood confrol. See Draft General Plan page

| 202

—_— 4

{e} Establish minirum ot sizes of not less than 140 acres to | Policy Ag/LU-18:

encourage rural densifies in rural, non-ogricultural areas

and to reflect desirable densifies based on access, slope,

produciive capobiiities for agricuilure and forestry, sewage

disposal, and water supply, wildlife hobitat and other
environmental impact consicerations,

The following standards shall apply to
londs designated os Agricuiture, Watersshed, and Open
Space on the Land Use Map of this General Plan.

intent: To provide areas where the predominant use is
agriculturally oriented; where watershed oreas, reservoirs,
fioodplain tributaries, geologic hazords, scil conditions and
ofher consfraints make the lond relatively unsuitable for
urban development; where urbon development wouid
adversely impact on all such uses; and where Ihe
protection of agriculture, watersheds, and floodplain
tributaries-from fire, pollution, and erosion is essenticl 1o the
general health, safety, and weliare. [MNote: This text is
derived from Measure J)

Geaneral Uses:
products, single family dweliing. {Note: This fext is derived
from Measure J,

Minirmum Parce! Size: 160 acres, except ihal parcels with a
minimum size of 2 acres may be created for the sole
purpese of developing form labor camps by a iocal
government agency authorized fo own or operate fam
labor camps so long as the division i accomplished by
securing the written comsent of a local govemment
agency auvtherized to own or operate fam labor camps
that it will aecept a conveyance of the fee inferest of the

Agriculture, processing of ogricultural |

See also Policy CON-34 listed |
previously in this malrix.

See Droft General Plan page
202

Ag/LlU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Bement

CC—Communily Charocler Elament
E-Economic Development Bement

Guide to Abbreviailons
CIR-Circulation Elerment
CON—Consarvation Bernent
ROS—Recreation and Open Spoce Element

SAF—Salety Hement References to "curent” are fo the 1983 General Pian
DRAFT—Subject to Revislon Page 84 of 130 April 2, 2007
Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Final Environmental Impact Report December 2007
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NarA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLicY LOCATION MATRIX,

parcel to be created and thereafier conveying the fee
interest of such parcel directly to said local govemment
agency, or entering into a long-term lease of such parcels
direcily with said locol govemment agency. (Note: This fext
Is derived from Measure J)

Every lecse or deed crealing such parcels must contain
language ensuring that if the parcel is not used as a farm
lobor camp within three years of the conveyance or lease
being executed or permanenily ceases fo be used as G
farm labor camp by a local govemment agency
auvthorized fo develop farm labor camps, the parcel wil
automatically revert to, and merge into, the original parent
parce!, {Note: This text Is derived from Measure L)
Maximum Building Intersity:  One dweling per parcel
{except for second units of limited size as envisioned by
State law, and except as specified in Housing Hement).
Nonresidential building intensity Is non-applicable.  (Note:
This text is derived from Measure J)

And
"y - : . L o
{d} Adopt and enforce ordinances to prohibit grading and V[ See Pollqy :CON-Z*!A— listed
excavation unless it can be demcnstrated that such previcusly in this mateix,
activifies will not result in soil erosion, siling of lower slopes,
side damage, flooding problems, severe culling or See Droft General Plon poge
scaring, or damage to wildlife and fishery habitats 202
| = F _— e - -
2 PN
| &) Require refention of existing desirable vegetation along vl See ) Pour:y ‘C.ON&‘S Tisted
i cil intermittent ond perennial streams. previously in this matrix.
|
See Draft General Plan page
196
{f}. Require replanting and restoration of Aparion vegetation v dee ) Fol<§y CON—E}:! listed
as parf of any discretionary permit or erosion control plan previously in this matrix.
approved by the County.
| See Draft General Plan page
202
Guide to Abbreviations
Ag/Llu—agricullural Preservaiion and Land Use Blermnent CIR-Circulation Element
CC~—Community Cheracter Blement CON--Conservdlion Bement
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Racreation and Open Space Blement
SAF—Safety Element Relerences to "curent” are to the 1983 General Plon
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 85 of 130 April 2, 2007

. NAPA COUNTY GENERAE PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

(=) Manage reservoir outflows to provide minimum pooi for | Poliey CON-38: ( Erqr_-_up_(f = ' See Droft General Plan poge 152-
maintaining fish life and riparian [sireamside) vegetation. chugﬂg reservoir cutflows] particulary(municipal supply | 204 . 3 _
rcwrvuirs' through coordination with cifie! #Jmai'ﬂqin"a“ §+ 4 M)b% ;e;/ 216P
reficble waoter supply for domesfic uses, as well as fish
habitat and riparion vegetafion. -
{h] Encourage cautious use of chemical freatment of | See {‘QH{.{/ CON-34  listed
| reservoirs to prevent undue damage to fish and wildiife previously in this matrix.
| resources.
See Droft General Flan page
202
Protection and Enhancement of Alr Quality
Flanning Goal
Abate existing air quality problems and prevent of regulate I: Goal CON-12:  Abate identified dir qualily problems and | See Draff Gengral Plan page 152-
potential alr quality problems. prevent or regulate potential air quality problems. (Exsting | 206 217P
Goal from the Conservation and Open Space Eement) =
Consgrvalion Policy
|a} Discourage scattered development which contributes lSee Policy Ag/LU-20 listed
to continued dependence on the private automobile as previously in this matrix.
the only means of convenient fransportation,
See Draft General Plan poge
39
[b} Prevent filing of exsting river areas, bermn areas, salt | See  Policy CON-25 listed
ponds, wetlands and marsh areas becaouse these areqs previously in this matrix. 152-
are important for public health and safety as their water | 218P
surfaces lowers the air temperatures, they serve as | See Draft General Plan page =
replacecbkle fish and wildlife habital, they are subject to 197
amplified earthquake movement and subsoil liquelaction,
and they support oxygen producing plants. If all the
marshlands and evaporation ponds in Napa
County were filed and urbanized:
o Gulde io Abbreviafions
Ag/LU—Agricuitural Preservaiion ond Land Use Element CIR-Circuiation Element
CC—Communily Character Blement CON—Conservation Bement
E-Economic Davelopment Blement ROS—Recreation and Open Space Bement
SAF—Sofely Element References to “cument" are to the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 86 of 130 April 2, 2007
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December 2007 Final Environmental Impact Report
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. NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLiCY LOocATION MATRIX.

1} The average moximum temperature could rise about ] | This language s ot
2 degrees F. during the warmmest months; specifically included in the 152
2} The number of days over 90 degrees femperature | Updated General Plan, The =L

can be expected to increase, which would Increase the goal or peolicy may be |[[218FP
frequency of the temperaiure inversion layer which acts addressed in different terms, '
as o lid controlling the amount of air available to diute the action noted may have {|CONt d
the pollutants; been completed since the

3) With more days over 90 degrees, work efficiency in iast General Plan Update, or

nen-agi-conditioned  jobs would be lessened,

educational activities in schools would be less efficient,

and low income families being less likely fo have i

,§ conditioned homes would suffer the most. A 2-degree F. |
T fise in average maxmum temperature could increqse |

.\g ~ the cost of air-conditiening equipment between $10,000

Ne§

the goal or policy may no
longer be nesded.

fo $30,000 for a new 100,000 square foot building and
contiicule to the potential energy shortage by utilizing
non-renewable fossil fusls,

Open Space to Guide Urban Growih

Planning Goal

Preserve and creale an open space system that will This. languoge is  not
maintain community idenity. specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been compleied since the
last General Plan Update, or |
the godl or policy may no
longer be needed.

> ion Poli
{a] Maintain community identity be preserving the open This longuoge & not
spaces not designated for urban uses on the Land Use Flan specifically included in the
Map {Figure 14) which distinguish and seporate various Updated General Plan. The
Guide to Abbreviaiions
Ag/LU—aAgricultural Preservalion and Land Use Bement CIR-Circuiation Bement
CC—Commurity Characier Element CON—Censervation Element
E-Economic Daevelopment Element ROS=—Recreation and Open Spouce Bement
SAF—Safety Eement References o “cument” are to the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 87 of 130 Apiril 2, 2007

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

gool or polcy may be
addressed in different temns,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
iost General Plon Update, or
he goal or policy may no
| longer be needad.

{b] Use open space not designated for utban uses on the This languoge is not

Land Use Plan Map (Figure 14 fo preserve and enhance speclfically ncluded in the
the unigue characierisiics of each community in Napa Updated Generdl Plan. The
County. goal or policy may be

addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

longer be needed.
(e} Design residential development io reflect natural This fanguage is not
processes o5 well as engineering and economic specifically included In the

considerations.

Updaled Genreral Pian. The
goal or policy may be
| addressed in different terms,
! the aclion noted may have
been completed since the
lest General Plan Update, or
the goai or policy may ne

longer be needed.
{d} Preserve open space not designated for urban uses on This  longuoge Ts not
the Lond Use Plan Mop {Figure 14) nesded to separate | specifically included in the
cenficting land uses, | Updated General Plan. The

goal or policy may be
addressed in different ierms,
the acticn noted may have
been compleled since the
fast General Plan Update, or

Gulde to Abbrevidtions
Ag/LU—Agriculiural Preservalion and Land Use Element CIR-Circulation Bement
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conservation Element
E-Economic Developrent Berment ROS—Recreation and Open Space Blement
SAF—=Sofety Eement References lo "cumen!” are lo the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 88 of 130 April 2, 2007
Napa County General Plan Update County of Napa
Final Environmental Impact Report December 2007
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e e T e

the geal or pelicy may ne
lenger be needed.

{e) Foster a serse of outdoor spaciousness for the widest
possible range of people, with particuler attention to the

needs of low-income groups, and persons with limited
rmobility.

This longuage  is  nof
specifically included in the
Updaled General Flan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since ihe
| lost General Flan Update, or

fhe geal or policy may nho |
longer be needed. |

{f} include the creation and preservation of appropricte |
open space os an infegral pard of the planning and
development process.

This longuage s not
specifically included in the
Updated Genercl Plen. The
goal or p may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or pelicy may no
longer be needed.

| . 2
g} Encourage development that is designed so as 1o
Include linkages between the major open space areas.

This languoge is not
specifically included in the
Updated General Flan. The
goal or polcy may be
addressed In different terms,
the oclion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
lenger be needed.

] [h) Encourage the use of agriculiure, pariicularly tree and

i open field crops, to provide visually pleasing open space

This  languoge is not |
specifically included in the

Gulde fo Abbreviatlons
CIR-Circulgiion Element
COMN—Conservation Blement
RO5S—Recreation and Open Spoce Elemant
References fo "curent” are o the 1983 General Plan

Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation ond Land Use Bement
CC—Community Charact
E-Economic Developmen
SAF—Safely Bement

DRAFT—Subject to Revision Poge 89 of 130 April 2, 2007

NaPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POUCY LOCATION MATRIX.

and varlety within an urban enviro

Updated General Plan. The

goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
iast General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.,

{i) Preserve open space as necessary o direct wban This  language is not

arowth to conform with the goals, objectives, policies, and
standords of Nopa County’s General and Special Plan
Elements.

specifically Included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different temms,
the aclion noted rnay have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or pelicy may no
longer be needed.

(i) Encourage use of vacant land for open space puposes
such as agriculture or wildife habitat adjoining cities by
adopling and implementing policies such as large lof
zoning, urban limif fines, etc. fo prevent urban expansion
and encourage development in vacant lands ciready
urbanized,

£l

GoAL A

This longuage s nof
specifically included in ihe
Updaoted General Plan. The
god or policy may be
addressed in different temms,
the acfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

Use sxisting authority of local govemments to reduce
hazards to life and property.

Sofaty Goal 2 To the extent reasonable, protect residers
and businesses in the unincorporated area from hozards
created by earthquakes, landslides, and ofher geclogic

See also Safety Goal 1 fisted
previously T this micririx.

Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservalion ond Land Use Bement

CC—Community Character Element
E-Economic Development Element

Guide te Abbreviations
CIR-Circuiation Bament
CON—Consarvation Element
ROS—Recraation and Open Space Bement

’

152-219P

SAF—Safety Bement References fo "curen!” are 1o the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject to Revision Page 90 of 130 April 2, 2007
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007

Final Environmental Impact Report
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hazards.

Safety Goal 3: Recognizng that Nopa County is an
environment in which fire is o part of the natural processes
in the county’s wild arecs, prolect homes and businesses
from fire and wildfire and minimize potential losses,

Safety Goal 4: To profect residents and businesses from
hozards caused by flooding.

Safety Goal 5: To protect residenfs and businesses from
hazords caused by human activities.

See Draft General Flon poge

271, 272 and 274 152-220P

GOAL A POLICIES:

1. Include when necessary a geologic/selsmic evaluation
s a pari of required Ervironmental Impact Reports,

See Policy SAF-8
previously in this matrix.

listed

See Draff General Plan page
271

\,’S'/ee Policy SAF-8  listed
previously in fhis mertrix.

2. Require a geclogic/seismic report

| a. When warranted by the resulls of o geologic/seismic
| evaluation.

b. For new residential developments, rocds or highways
proposed fo be locoled on parcels which confain
identifiable iond sliding or slumps; and
<. For all proposed sfructures and fac
public and serving 100 persons or more.

See Draft General Plan page |
271

ies open to the

3. Discourage the devesiopment of struciures such as
hospitdls, police and fire stations, and buildings open to the
public whose occuponcy exceeds 100 persons from
locating within 1/8 mile of an active fault or the placement
of transportation or utility conidors in or across such areos,
excepling Oak Hill, unless a geclogic/seismic report shows
such development or placement is consistent with public
safety

Policy SAF-40: Consistent with State and  federal /Gge Draft General Flan page
requirerments, critical facilifies should be provided with | 276

additional earthquake resistance and damage control to
allow such facilities to remain operative after a disaster.

This language is not |

specifically included in ihe

4.  Promote the instaliation  of
accelerographs where appropricte.

strong-motion |

Guide to Abbrevialions
CIR-Circulation Element
CON—Conservation Element
rOS—Recreafion and Open Space Element
References fo "cument” are to the 1983 General Pian

AgfLU—Agricultural Freservafion and Land Use Element
CC—Communily Character Element

E-Economic Development Blement

SAF—Sofety Element

DRAFT—Subject to Revision

Page 91 of 130

April 2, 2007

Updated General Plan, The |
goaol or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
| last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

5. Encourage fhe completion of an inventory of existing
structures such  as  schools, etc. and encourage
strengthening where needed to Improve public safety.

This  longuage is  not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
g2 the goal or policy may no

areas, excepting Oat Hill, should be reskicied to open
spoce uses such as ogricullure, parks, frails, or wildiife
habitet.

longer be needed.
é. |dentified active faulls incorporated in the Counfy's (,/§ee Policy SAF-8 listed
Seismic Safety Plan Element and the immediate adjacent previously in this matix,

See Dvaft General Flan page
I

7. Development proposcis covered in policy 2 fo be
reviewed by the County Depariment of Public Works prior
to Issuance of a building permit.

This language is not
specifically included in the
Dpdated General Pian. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Updale, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed,

8. Develop a program for on-sife inspection of grading

This language s nof
Guide to Abbrevialions

Ag/LU—Agricuifura Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circulation Element

CC—Community Character Eiement CON—Conservation Element

E-Economic Development Bement ROS—Recreation and Open Space Bement

SAF—Safety Element References o "cument” are to the 1983 General Pian
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specifically included in fhe
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
lasi General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

o

work for developments in questionable oreas to insure that
bedding planes are not undercut, that proper fill material is
carefully placed and compacted.

|

9. Encourage planting of vegetation on unstable slopes 1o
protect struciures at lower elevations. Ulilize nafive plants
for lendscaping in the hils, o eliminote the need for
supplemental  watering which con  promote  earth
movement,

Policy SAF-9. As port of the review and approval of
development and public work projects, encourage
planting of vegelation on unstable slopes where this
technigue will protect siructures ai lower elevations and
minimize the potential for erosion or landsfides. Mafive
plants should be considered for this purpose, since they
reduce the need for supplemental watering which can
promote earth movement.

152-221P

10. Study the development of safety standards for all land
within areas subject fo Inundation downstream from waler-
retaining struclures that might foll as a result of an
earthguake.

This language is not
specifically included in the |
Updated General Plan. The |
goal or policy may be
| addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
| longer be needed.

This  longuage is  not
specifically included in the
Updated Genercl Plan. The
goal or polcy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since ihe
last General Plan Update, or

11. Rezone open space lands subject to extrerne geologic
hazards and geologically sensitive londs fe the: GR
[Geclogical Risk) Combination District.

Guide fo Abbreviallons
Ag/LU=Agriculiural Preservalion and Land Use Hement CIR-Circulation Elernent
CC—Community Characler Bement CON—Conservation Bement

E-Economic Development Blement

ROS—Recraation and Open Space Element
SAF—Safety Bement

References to “cument” are 1o the 1983 General Plan

DRAFI—Subject to Revision Page %3 of 130 April 2, 2007

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

the goal or policy may no

Promote intergovermmental cooperation directed towaords
lessening known hazards and defining uncertain hazords.

longer be needed.

Policy SAF-1: The Counly supports and will promote |
intergovernmental cooperation to reduce knoewn hazards

See Draft General Plan puge
270 and 275

and further define unceriain hazards.

Policy SAF-35 The County will seek fo coordinate with
State and federal agencles for use of land ond facilities o
reduce risks and avoid urreimbursed costs related to
emergency preparedness and response.

GOAL B POLICIES:

I. Encourage State and Federal governments to require
lending institutions fo require earthquake nsurance on all
residential structures as a condilion to the granting of a
loan on such properties. The insurance could be included
with a broad-coverage naiural disaster insurance program.

This language i not
speciiically included In the
|| Updated Genercl Plon. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ‘terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
lost General Plan Updaie, or
the goal or poicy may no
longer be needed.

2. Encourage the purchase of Nafional Flood Insurance,

! This language is not
which also covers damage from mudflows.

specifically included In the
Updoted General Plan. The
goai or policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal .or policy may no

H longer be needed.
Gulde to Abbreviations
Ag/Lu—agricullural Preservoilon and Land Use Element CIR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Character Bement CON—Conservation Bement
E-Economic Development Elament ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
SAF-—Satety Element References o "curent” are 1o the 1983 General Plan
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3. Promole a joint program beiween all local | Policy SAF-2:  Individuals and businesses should have | See cko Policy SAF-1 listed
governmental unifs in Napa County to employ such | access fo up-lo-clate information and be able to make | previously in this mairix.
additional expertise as needed fo provide technical | informed decisions about potential safely hozords and the 152-222P
information in regard to seismic hazards, fo provide | level of risk they are wiling to accent. See Draft General Plan page
technical assistance, and, over fime, lo prepare detailed 270 and 272
geologic hazard maps of the County for planning | Action ltem SAF-2.1: Parficipate in local, regional and state )}4’
purposes, education programs regarding fire, flood and geoclogic ad/]
hazards. a
]
Policy SAF-13: The County's, seismic fauif maps ond bL
applicable state seismic dato be reviewed annually
1o ensure that they refiect the latest information avallable, | w M
|
| Action ltem SAF-13.1: Updated maps should be made
available o the public at County offices, on the County's (Ty*'
wab site, and through other appropriale channels.
4, Assess the potential hazard from the possibie ruplure or | Policy SAF20:  All new development shall comply with | See Draft General Plan page o
collapse of aboveground tanks hoiding large quantities of | established fire safety standords. Design plans shall be | 273 152-223P
fiquid; whether water, wine or peiroleum producis. refemed o the appropriate fire agency for comment as fo: P
1]  Adesquacy of water supply.
2] Site design for fire department access in and around 2
structures.
3] Abiity for a sofe ond efficient fire depariment
response,
4) Site specific built-in fire protection.
5 Promole lend use, franspertafion, utility, and flood This  language i nof
| control policies that would discourage urban development specificaly included in the
in wetlands and drained wetlands in the Southemn part of Updated General Plan. The
Nopa County. goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the geal or policy may no
longer be needed

Gulde to Abbreviations
CIR-Circuiation Hement
CON—Conservalion Bement
rRO5—Recreation and Cpen Space EBement
References fo “cunent” are to the 1983 General Flan

AgflU—Agriculiural Preservafion and Land Use Blement
CC—Community Character Bement

E-Economic Development Bement

SAF--Safety Hlement
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6. Revisw program proposed In the 1974 California Urban
Geology Master Plan for their applicability to Napa
County.

This  language is  not
specifically Included in the
Updated General Flan. The
goat or pelicy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plon Update, or
the goal or policy may no
fonger be needed.

7. Develop a geclogic mapping program in cooperation
with U.5.G.5., California Division of Mines and Geology and
other Federal, State and Regional agencies fc idenfify
geologic horards; including fault zones [bolh aclive and

See  Policy SAF-13
| previously in this motrix.

listed

See Draft General Plan page

inactive), landsiides, and landslide-prone areas in Napa 272
Courdy
- - — — e —_— =
8. Encourage the State and Federal govemmenis 1o This language s not

develop dam safety programs including the preparafion of |
conlingeney plans for urbanized areas In the proximity of
existing and future dams.

specifically included In the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action nofed may have
| been compleled since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

9. Encourage local govemments to develop:

a. search and rescue programs,

b. emergency communication system,

c. emergency services and facilifies progroms.

| This language is not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan, The
| goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
e aclion noted moy have
been completed since the
| tast General Plan Update, or
| the godl or policy may no

Guide to Abbreviations
CIR-Circulaiion Element
CON—Conservafion Element
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Flement
References to “curent” are to the 1983 General Plan

Agfill—agricuiturg! Preservation and Land Use Element
CCCommunity Characier Element

E-Economic Development Elerment

SAF—Safety Hement
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longer be needed

10. Encourage implementation of the following procedural

recommandations (Joint California Legislotive Committee

on Seismic Safety, 1972).
a. Property Reporls, State law [commencing with
Section 38780 of the government Code] now permiis
leeal judsdictions to require sellers of properly to obtain
@ residentiol property report from the city or county pricr
o the rescle of residences. The purpose of the low is fo
make cerldin that purchasers are aware of local
regulations and special restrictions pertaining to a
residence and parcel prior fo consummatfion of a sale. It
is recommended thal this local opfion should be
exercised by the Counly. Local reporis should include in
addition fo other information available city or county
information with respect fo geologic and seismic
conditicns.
b. Local Agency Formation Commission'’s charge from
the Siate should be reviewed to make certain that
adeauate atention is given to seismic safety problems.
¢, Federal Grant and Loan Programs such as those of
HUD that result in a significant amount of construction
should be reviewed with respect to seismic safety os
well as other geclogic hazords,

This language Is not
specifically included in the
Updated General Flan, The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the aclion ncled may have
been completed since the
st General Pian Updafe, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

11, Consider as a parf of the Counly Zening Crdinance fhe
development of a geologic hazord combined zone.

12, Consider requiing dynamic cnalyses of design

This  language is not
specifically inciuded in the |
Updated General Plan, The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Updale, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed,

This longuage is not

Guide fo Abbreviations

Ag/LU—Agriculiural Preservation and Lond Use Bement CIR-Circuiation Element

CC—Community Character Bement
E-Economic Development Bement
SAF—Safety Bamant

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision
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References to “cument” are fo the 1983 General Pian
Page 97 of 130 April 2, 2007

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

cations and plans for proposed buildi

i
i

specifically included In the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the acfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
ihe goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

13. Encourage research and developrment regarding
seismic protection standards for inclusion in County Building
Code.

+| This longudge is not
speciiically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or poficy may be
addressed in different tems,
the actfion noled may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

GoaLC:

Parficipale inpublic educafion programs.

/gée Paolicy SAF-2 and Acfion
ltem SAF-2.1 listed previously
{ in this maifrix.

See Draff General Flan puge
270

Goal C FOLICKES:

1. Prepare written matericls to inform the general public,
developers and home builders of pofenfial seismic
problems in Napa County.

/ée Action ltem SAF-2.1 listed
previously in this malkrix

See Draft General Plan page
270

Guide to Abbreviations

AgftU—Agriculiural Preservaiion and Lend Use Blement CIR-Clrculation Berment

CC—Communiy Characier Element
E-Economic Development Blement
SAF—Safetly Eement

CON—Conservalion Element
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
References to “curent” are to the 1983 General Flan
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2. Encourage schools to teach first aid as a required
subject, to prepare students for emergency/hazard
siluations.

GoaLs

This languoge is  nof
speciiically included in the |
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be

cddressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been compleied since the
last Genercl Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be nesded.

Gocdl A: Combine Safety consideralions into the planning
process in order to reduce the loss of life, injuries. damage
to property and economic and social dislocation resuliing

V] See safety Goal 1

iisted
previously in this matrix.

from fire, flood, geclogic and other hazards.

See Droft General Plan page-
270

Goal B: Promote infergovemmental cooperation directed
towards lessening known hozards and defining uncertain |

hazards over the next 5 to 10 years.

| Goal C: Parficipate in local, regional and state education
| programs regarding fire, flood and geologic hazards.
i

Goal D: Provide intergovernmental cooperation directed
towards providing fer a confinuing high level of public
services and coordination of services during a disaster,

AgiLU
CC—Community Character Blement
E-Economic Development Elerment
SAF—Safety Element

DRAFT—Subject to Revision

Agriculivral Preservation and Lond Use Element

/See Policy SAF-1 and Policy
SAF-35 listed previously in this
mexirix,

See Draft General Plan page |
270 and 275

7. " - e
M See Policy SAF-1 and Policy
SAF-35 listed previously in this
matrix.

See Draft General Plan page
270 cnd 275

Gulde to Abbreviotions
CIR-Circulafion Element
CON-=~Conservation Element
ROS—Recreaii

\/Sse Policy SAF-35 listed

| previously in this matrix.

|

1 and Open Space Element

References to "curent” are to the 1983 General Pian

Page 9% of 130

April 2, 2007
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PoLICIEs

Fire Hazards

See Draft General Plan page
275

Wildiond Firgs

1. Adopt standards fo restrict urban development in high
wildland fire hazord areas s identified by the Fire Hazard
Severity Scale.

Folicy 3AF-14:. Consistent with bullding and fire codes,
development in high wildland fire hozard areas
designed to minimize hazards to life and property.

Aclion ltem SAF-14.1: Develop site criteia and
construction siandards for development in high fire hazard
areas, and adopt standards to restict uban development
(as defined in the Land Use Element) in high wildland fire
hozord areas unless-adequate fire sawbce@rgv_lggg__

Action ifem SAF-16.2: Confinue fo implement “Napa
Firewise” through informalien and educatfion programs,
community outreach, and fuel modification. 2

Ll

e

PN,y

%e?' g.r::rﬁ General Plg 4
272

EZ 152

oy
AT

{

2. Develop a prescribedfuel management program

Policy SAF-17: The County supports the we of prescribed-

See also Action e SAF-16.)

(including prescrived bums) for managing fire hazardous | fuel management programs, including prescribed burms | listed p;%f\aus\y in this matrix. 152-
to reduce wildire hazard, improve watershed | and brush clearing, for manoging fire hozardous areas; o | % 225P
i ilities, promole wildife habitat diversification and | reduce wildfire hazerd, improve watershed capabifties, | raft General Plan page
| improve grazing. promote wildiife habitat  diversification and  improve | 273
grazing.
3. Adopt regulations for clearance around structures, Wwiee Polcy SAR16 listed
t minimum read widths, evacuation routes and maximum previously in this matrix.
road grades.
See Draff Generai Fian page
272
4, Develop stingent site criteria and consiruction standerds v see Policy SAF-16 _ listed 152-
for construction in high fire hazard areas and prohibit previously in this matrix. ¥ 7 206pP
Guide lo Abbreviclions ,
AgfLU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circulafion Elament
CC—Community Character Bement CON—Conservation Eement
E-Economic Developmeni Element ROS—Recreaiion and Open Space Element
SAF—Sofely Blement References to "cument” are lo the 1983 General Plan
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construction where these criteria are not met.

5. Develop a countywide Tusl kbredk program to seporate
wildland fire hozard areqs, provide access for fire
suppression equipment and improve sofely of firefighters.

See Draft General Flan page
272

\{ See Action Hem SAF-16.2 listed
previously in this matrix,

See Draft General Plan page
272

4, Support a cooperative program to be started between
"the insurance providers and all agencies involved wilh the
wildifire problem, whereby financial incentives can be
gained by homaowners and developers through either tax
rebates or reduced insurance costs.

This language Is nof
speciically included in the
Updated General Pian. The
gool or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be nesced

7. Support the Stote requiring croperty owners fo comply
| with recommended fire safe standards before any low cost
emergency loans are approved o rebuild in hazardous
wildfire areas.

This language @5 not
specifically included in the
Updaied General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
lost General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be neaded.

8. Recommend changes in existing law fo require the Redl
Estete commission to nolify the proper parties in oll recl
estate transactions of the inherent dangers when moving
Into @ hazardous fire area as part of the full disclosure
naotification,

This language is not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
godt or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
| the action noled may have

Guide to Abbreviations

AgyLU—Agricultural Preservation and Lond Use Bement CIR-Clreviaiion Element

CC—Communily Choracler Element
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Safety Bement

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision
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been completed since ihe
last Generd Plan Update, or
the goal or poficy may no
longer be needed.

2. Support the location of o State Conservation Camp in
Napa County and the use of local jail inmates fo provide
people for fuel breaks and fire suppression.

This  longuage s not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
godl or policy may be
| addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since fhe
lost General Plon Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needead,

10, Work with local agencies and 4H to develop a program
of fire reduction by animal grazing on a rotating/loan basis.

This language is not
specifically included In the
Updated Genercl Plan. The
goal or pelicy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action nofed may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
lenger be needed.

11. Rezone open space kands subject fo high fire risk to the
PR [Fire Risk) Combination District.

This language is ot
specifically included n ihe
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed n different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or pelicy may no
onger be needed.

Gulde to Abbreviciions

Ag/Li—Agrculturol Preservafion and Lond Use Element CIR-Circulation Hement

CC~—Community Choracter Bement
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Safely Hement

CON—Conservation Bement
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References fo "cument” are to the 1983 General Flan

DRAFT—-Subject fo Revision Page 102 of 130 April 2, 2007
County of Napa Napa County General Plan Update
December 2007

Final Environmental Impact Report
3.0-1471



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

Structural

1. Amend fhe Uniform Building Code to reguiate the design See Policy SAF20 listed
and construction of buildings in those high fire hazard | previously in this matrix.
areas designaled by fire officials in accordance with "Fire |

Safe" standards.

<

See Draft General Plan page
273

i language is not
pecifically included in the
Updated General Flan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been cocmpleted since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no |
| ionger be needed. |

t — .. 1
| 2. Adopt the Uniform Fire Code to establish Fire Protection T
standards.

3. Require all new development and exising development | ee Policy SAF-20 listed
to comply with established fire safety standards. previously In this mairix.

See Draft General Flan page

f 273

| 4. Direct the County Counsel, in cocperation with the This language is not
Conservation, Development and Planning Department specifically included in the
and County Engineer to invesfigate the feasibiity of Updated General Plan. The
mandatory occuponcy reductions for identified fire | geal or policy may be
hazardous buildings addressed in different ferms, |

the action noied may have
been completed since ihe
last Generai Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

longer be needed.
5. Study feasibifty of requiring mandatory fire inspections of This language Is not
residences af time of sale. specifically included in ihc-_l
Guide to Abbrevigtions
Ag/Lu—Agricultural Preservation and Lond Use Blement CiR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Character Bement CON—Conservation Element
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Space Flement
SAF—Safely Elemeni References to “curent” are fo the 1983 General Plan
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Updatled General Plan. The
gocl or policy may be
1 addressed in different temms,

fhe action noled may have
been compleied since the
| fmst General FPlan Updale, or
the goal or policy may no

| longer be needed,

6. Advocate and support efforts by Board resolution for This  language is  not
Federal review of Infemal Revenue Service regulations to specifically included in the
limit ulilization of cocelerated depreciclion schedules, as Updated General Flan, The
they apply to substandard buildings. geal or policy may be

addressed in different terms,
the action nofed may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goaol or policy may no
-+ longer be needed.

7. Advocate legislalion providing for tax incentives on {This longuoge 5 nof

building improvements fo encourage the repair or specifically included in the
demolition of fire hazardous bulldings, Updated General Plan. The

| goal or policy may be
| addressed in different terms,
| the actfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy moy no
longer be needed.

8. Adopt a County Ordinance requiring the preparation of This  language is not
disaster response plans for buildings over 3 stories or 30 feet specifically included in fhe
tall, indoor public assembly facilifies. and facilities housing Updated General Pian. The
dependent populations to include: goal  or policy may be
{a) Resporse plans prepared by building management addressed in different termns,
personnel and submitted to county building officials and the action noted may have
emergency response agencios for review, been completed since the
Guide to Abbreviations
AgilU—Agrcullural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Crculation Element
CC—Community Character Blament CON—Conservation Element
E-Economic Development Eement ROS—Recrealion and Open Space Element
SAF=Safely Bement References to "culrent” are to the 1983 General Plan
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Buite

=]
response funclions designed fo support the efforts of

ing security personnel frained in disaster

pelice and fire agencies.

9. Direct County fire officials to expand fire educafion
| programs,

last General Pian Update, or
the goal or policy may no
fonger be needed.

Penal Code to impose criminal labilty on property owners
for flres resulling from identified and uncomected fire
hezards.

10. Advocate by Board resolution revisions in the State |

g

See Action ltem SAF-16.2 listed
previousty in this matrix.

See Droff General Pion poge
272

This language is
specifically included in
Updated General Plan,
goal or peolicy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Pian Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

Ri rch to Reduce fire Losses
T
1. Encourage continued research in the field of fire safety, | Policy SAF-19: The County supports the development and D&'éyorafr General Plan page | [152_227P
use of new technology In the suppression and prevention | 273 o=
| of fires.
2. Sirengthen exisling codes and ordinances pertaining fo This language s not
firer hozards. specifically included In the
Updated General Flan. The
goal or poiicy may be
addressed in different femns,
the acfion noied may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.
Gulde o Abbreviations
Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Blement CIR-Circulation Elemeant
CC—Community Character Blement CON—Conservation Element
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recrection ond Open Space Bement
SAF—Salely Bement References to “cument” are fo the 1983 General Plon
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| 3. Develop and support the use of new technology in the L~See Policy SAF-19
| suppression and prevention of fires, previously in this matrix.
See Droft General Plan poge
273
Geologlc Hozards
1. Proposed extensions of urban or rural land uses, including V/gae Policy SAF-3  listed
but not limited fo new residential developments, roads or previousty in this matrix.
highways and all structures proposed to be open to ihe
publiic and serving 50 persons or more, info areas See Droft General Plan page
characterized by (1) slopes over 15 percent, {2) identified 270
landslides, (3} former marshlands and {4) fault zones should
be evaiuated with regard to the safety hazard prior fo land
use decisions such as General Plan  amendmenis,
rezonings, or project opprovals,
2. No extensive grading shall be permitied on slopes over | Policy SAF-10: No extensive grading shall be permitted on | See Droft General Plan page
15 percent where landskdes or other geclogic hazards are | slopes over 15 percent where landsiides or other geclogic | 271 152-228P
present as identified on Napa County's Environmental hazards are present unless the hazard(s) are eliminated or
Sensitivity Maps or would exist following consfruction unless | reduced to a safe level.
the hazardis) are eliminated or reduced to a safe level as
evidenced by engineered pians submitted to and
approved by the County Public Works Department.
3. Lots on hilsides formed for resale as lofs, rather than as | Policy 3AF-11: Newly created hillside porcels should be | See General Pian poge | |1 55_229p
parf of a subdivision development, should be large enough | large enough fo provide flexibilty in finding a stable | 271 -
fo provide flexibility in finding a stable buildable site and | buildable site and driveway location. cw
driveway location at a future time.
4, The County should not accept dedication of roads {a) | Policy SAF-12: The Couniy shal not accept dedicatfion of | See Draft General Plan page 5
on or jecpardized by landslides, (b} In hilly areas or (¢} in | roads {a) on or jeopardized by landslides, (b) in hilly creas A pdff 152-230P
areos subject fo liquefaction, subsidence or selflement, | or {c) in areds subject to liquefaciion, subsidence or gﬂi
which, in the opinion of the Public Works Depariment, | setilement, which, in the opinicn of the Public Works
would require on excessive degree of maintenance ond | Depariment. would require an excessive degree of
repair costs, maintenance and repair cosfs.

AgfiU—Agricullural Preservation and Land Use
CC—Community Chorocter Element
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Safety Elernent

DRAFT—Subject o Revision
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o

5. The Building Inspection Division should analyze ils slope This languoge is not
follure records ond, bosed on s findings, should specifically included in the
recommend any needed improvements in the grading Updated General Plan. The
ordinance.

goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the ocfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

longer be needed,
4, Urban development in reclaomed wetionds should be This  longuage s not
discouraged. specifically included in the

Updated General Plan. The
goal or polcy may be
oddressed In different ferms,
the action nofed may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

longer be needed.
! 7. Rezone open space lands subject to exireme geologic Tris IangL{csge is . nof
hozards and geoclogically sensifive lands 1o fthe: GR specifically included in the
[Geologic Risk) Combination District, Updated General Plan. The

godl or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the oction noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

| Flood Hazards

1. A uniform set of flood damage prevention standards This  language ks not
should be established by the cooperalive efforts of all | . specifically included in the
County, State and Federal Agencies with responsibilifies for ‘ Updated General Plan. The
Guide to Abbreviations

Ag/U—Agrcultural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Cirewdaiion Element
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(N UPDATED GENERAL PLAN: - V3 Comu

flood control works and development in flood-prone arecs

i goal or policy may be
| in Napa County.

addressed in different temns,
the action noled may have
been compleied since the
last General Plan Update, or
the godl or peolicy may no
ionger be needed.

2. The unincorporated areas of the County which are § Policy SAF-23: New construction in flood plains shall be | See ft General Plan poge .
subject to the provisions of the Flood Insurance Program | placed above the 100-year flood elevation. 274 152-231P
{Ordinance #4627 - Flood Piain Management] provides that ;
new developments will be safe from o one-percent

flooding occurence. Tnis i done by reservation from
corstructing in designaied floodways and requirng new
construction in the flood plairs fo be above the 100-year

flood slevation, 1 j

I
3, Planning Department dnd Flood Contro! District review of | Policy SAF-24: The review of new propesed projects o0l | S8 Droft General Plan poge 9 =
any significant project proposed for areas in the County | inclucle an evaluation of the potential flood impacts that | 27 152-232P

which are not presenlly in Flocd Zones should inciude on | may result from the project.
evaluation of the polential downsrearn flood domages,
which may result from the project.

4. In order fo protect lives ond properfy, Intensive urban This
and suburban development should not be pemmitted in
wetland areas unless flood protection in such areas is
constiucted to the standards of fhe Flood Disaster

longuage Is not
specifically included n the
Updated General Plan. The
gool or policy may be

Frotection Act of 1973, addressed in different fems,
the aclion noted may have
been compleied since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be nesded.

5. The Counly Flood Control District should proceed with This  language 5 not

drainage improvements in areos subject to flcoding from speciiically included in the

inadequate facilities, and insure that additional new Updoted Gensral Plan, The
drainage faclifies, including road culverts and bricges, are goa! or policy may be
Guide to Abbreviations
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designed o pass the flow specified in the Napa County addressed different terms, j
Ordinance Code. the action noted may have
been completed since the
[ last General Plon Update, or
the godl or policy may no
longer be needed.
6. Development proposals should be reviewed with | Pollcy SAF-25: Development r).oho;o,sm be reviewed | See Draoff General Pign pi 152-
reference to the dom failure inundation maps in order to | with reference to the dam failure iny) wdation maps |n order | 274 [ 233P
determine evacuation routes. fo determine evacu"hof- muh—-s Aﬂi L4 -
. T R R Mw.-—r\.
7. The County will protect the public interest in drainage T)W'Hrm ? ? : This  language is not |
syﬂe-rr.s ond water impoundments from sedimentation, specilically inciuded in the |
sitafion and coniamination and ensure  that urban, | Updated General Plan. The
agricultural and resource development projecis uliize | goal or policy may be
sound short-term and long-term erosion control measures. addressed in different terms,
| the oction noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
| the goal or policy may no
| longer be needed.
! S e—
Elechromagnetic Field (EMF) Hazards
1. The County will adopt EMF exposure standards based on | Policy SAF-27: MNew residential development should be | See Droff General Plan page
the faderal, state, and scientific standards/guidelines thot | designed  fo  reduce exposure  of residents to | 274 ’ 152-
presently exist. These stondards shall be periodically | electromagnetic fields [EMFs) produced by high-voltage 234P
reviewed in Eght of the standards/guidelines nenceforth | power lines to ccceptable levels. Residential development
promulgated by these other organizafions and amended | [and other sensifive land uses such as scheols, hospitais,
s Necessary. child care sites) that would expose persons fo excessive
EMF should generally not be permitted
2. Construction of facilities that are capable of producing y"‘;ee Policy SAF-27 listed
EMF levels that exceed the County's adopted EMF previously in this matrix.
standards at any property line, in a structure designed fo
human occupancy, or in an outdoor area regularly utifzed See Draft General Fian poge
by people shall not be allowed. 274

Gulde to Abbreviations
CIR-Clrevlation Element
CON—Censervation Element
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
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3. Corstruction of new shuctures designed for human \See Policy SAF-27 fisted
cccupency and development of ouldoor facilifies used on previously in this malrix.
a regular basis by pacple should be discouraged In areas :
where expecied EMF exposures exceed the County's See Draft General Plan page
adopled EMF sfandards. 274
Transporfation Hozards
1. The following evacuation routes should be used in a This  language is not
state of disaster as che-way routes with stalled cors moved specifically included In the
aside to keep troffic moving [see dlse Figure 109); Updated General Plan. The
a. 3R 12, one way "West to Eosl,” Napa Sonoma County aoal or policy may be
line to junction of Old addressed in different terms,
Sonema Road. One way "West to East” on Oid Sonoma the action noted may have
Road to holding area {Ridgeview Jr. High School). been completed since the
b. SR 29, one way "South o North," Napa Solano County last Generdal Plon Update, or
ne to Calistoga then SR 128 Cdiistoga fo Sonoma the goal or policy may no
County. (Maximum capacity, 800 vehicies per hour). .. | longer be needed.
<. 5R 29, one way "South to North," Napa Solano County
line to Imola Traffic
Signals. Lanes N-1. N-2 north on SR 121 fo Junclion Trancas
| Rood ard Siverade Trail, north on Siiverado Trall 1o
| Junction of SR 2% at Cdiistoga north on SR 29 io Lake
County. [Maximum capacily 700 vehicles per hourj.
2. Stale ond federai agencies with responsibifities for This language s not
regulating the fransportation of hazardous materials should specifically included in ihe
be requested to review reguictions and procedures, in Updatéd General Plan. The
ceooperaiion with the County, to determine means of ;goczl or poiicy may be
mitigating the public safely hazard in Napa County. addressed in diferent terms,
the aclion noied may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Updaole, or
the gedl or policy may no
| Ibnger be needed.

3. When an emergency occurs in the transporfation of | This language is not
' hazardous rmaterials, the County Office of ﬂergencyl specifically included in the
Guide to Abbreviations
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Services should be nofified as soon as possible.

4. Industry snould be encouraged to ufilize underground
pipelines, rail, and woter fransporfation of hazardous
matedals to ihe greafest extent feasible to toke
advantage of the grealer separation from the general
public provided by these modes of fransporiation.

5. The County shall cooperate with other lecal jurisdictions

Paolicy SAF-5: The County shall cooperate with ofher local

longer be needed.

Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different termns, |
the action noted may have
been compleled since the
last General Plan Update, of
the goal or pelicy moy no

This languoge is not
specifically Included in the
Updated Genercl Plan. The
goal or poilcy may be
addressed in different terms,
ihe aclion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plon Updale, or
the goal or policy may no
lohger be needed,

See Draft General Plan page | |152.235P
to develop infra-county evacuation routes to be used In | jurisdictions fo develop infra-county evacuation routes to | 271
the event of a disaster within Napa County. | be used in the svent of a disaster within Napa County. f.l)wﬂ
T ! =
Emergency Water Supplies | 1
| 1. Update decumentation and evaluation of emergency This  language s not
water supplies in the Nepa Valley and In places such as specifically included in the
Gordon Valley, Wooden Valley and Loke Berryessa area, Updated General Plon. The
which might receive evacuees from other areas. goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have |
| been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy moy no
longer be needed.
2. Adopt fundamental principies that can assure d sanitary This langucge is not
Guide fo Abbrevialions
Ag/lu—Agriculiural Preservation ond Land Use Element CiIR-Circulation Slement
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conservation Elameant
E-Economic Development Elerment ROS—Recreation cnd Open Space Element
SAF—Sofety Element References to “cument” are lo the 1983 General Pian
DRAFT—Subject fo Revision Page 111 of 130 Apil2:2007
NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.
insiallation of a well af a reasonable cost. Alfhcugh if is specifically included in the
impraciical to establish fixed well specifications that fit Updated Generdl Plan. The
every local situalion, there are fundamental principles fo goal of policy may be
follow which largely follow those set forth by the Califomia addressed in different temms,
Department of Water Resources in 1981 and have the the action noted may have
agreatest polenfial as scurces of ernergency domeslic been completed since the
supply: last General Plan Update, or
a. Drilt well on ground higher than necarby sources of the goadl or policy may no
contaminants and terminate the well casing above the | longer be neaded.
ground. Where necessary, the ground surface af the |
well site should be built up with a gently sloping surface
| of several yords radius to faclliicie the drainage of
surface waler away from the well in all direclions. This
precaution would have porticutar importance during o
period of rain following a nuclear explosion for any
contaminants would then tend fo move away from the
wellhead before entering the sail, |
b. Seal the space between the well casing and the wall
of the dilled hole {annular space] fo a depth of about
50 feet to protect against contamination by the
downward movement of surface water, contaminated
ground water, or oiher undesirable fiuid through the
annular space fo the intake part of the well. As a
general rule, wells without surface or sanitary seals and
wells that obtain water from depths less fhan about 500
feet below land surfoce should not be used until the
water has been tested and declared safe for human
consumpfion. In Napa Valley, the fhicknes: of the seal
appedrs to be less crifical, for many domestic supply
wels of the area have been sealed only to depths of 20
to 30 feet below surface and apparently yield water
| safisfactory for drinking.
i c. Construct the well so that it denies entry to any
coniaminated or undesirable water contained in fhe
watar-beadring deposits. 1
d. Provide minimum distances from a well to possicle |
sources of contamination, which are long enough to i
provide reasonable assurance that subsurface seepage J
Gulde o Abbrevialions
Ag/LU—Agriculiural Preservalion ond Land Use Eement CiR-Circulation Hement
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| of contaminated water will not reach the well.
following minimum distances (recommended by the
California Department of Water Resources, 1981} are
typicol of good practice:

Sewer, watertight seplic tank, or private privy ——

The

-—50 feat
Subsurface sewage leaching field —100 feet
Cesspool or sewage pit 150 feat

Bamycirds, feediots and animal holding areas should be
down slope from the well and at least 100 fo 200 feet
away, depending upon drainage conditions.

3. Selecl wells as sources of emergency supply that are
accessible at all fimes of the year.

Some irgation wells along unpaved roads may be
relatively inaccessible, particularly following a prolonged
period of rain, but would otherwise be accepiable sources
of supply. Such wells should not necessarily be excluded
from consideration, for if high- pressure fire hoses, portable
imigafion pipe, or steel pipelines are available, water can
be fransmitted from these wells to more corwenient
locations.

This  languoge i not
speciically Included in the
Updafed General Pion. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different temns,
fhe action noted may have
been completed since the
lest General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

4, Select well water for emergency domeslic use that does
not contain bacteria or dissolved substances in sufficient
concentration, nor emit radiation at a sufficient rate fo be
harmful to the human bedy. in Napa Valley, water from
most deep wells seems to meet this requirement.

This  lenguaoge s not
specifically included in ihe
Updated General Pion. The
goal or policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

5. Equip wells for emergency usa with internal combustion

Policy SAF-38: Waler wels and all crifical infrastructure

See Droft General Flan poge

SI_.23A
engines as o source of altemate power. Electrical power | intended for emergency use shall be provided with a | 276 152-236P
will probably fail following some types of disasters. Those | source of altemate power. |

| wells pumped by electically operaied turbines may also /‘j‘:’ j

[

Gulde to Abbreviations
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be made serviceable by changing ine pump heads fo
permit operation of the turbine by elther beli-dive or
direct-drive internal combustion engines, such as those
that power traciors. Any pump powered by electricity may
be made operable by connecling a portable generating
plant of appropricte size and capacity fo the pump motor,

4. Make measwements of natural radioactivity of water
sompies coliected from wells fo be used in an emergency
to establish a standard of comparison for use after o
nuclear explosion. A significant increase in radioactivity
wolld indicate contamination of water from the wells,

This languoge is  not
specifically included in the
Updated General Pian. The
goadl or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
i the action noted may have
been compleied since the
Jast General Plan Update, or
the godl or policy may no
longer be needad.

7. Improve pedk load water supply by:
a. Adopling policies and legislation te insure that waler
systems meet the
American Insurance Assoclation (AlA) standards such as
gridiron water main loyouts and discouragement of
dead end mains.
b. Standardizing maximum distance between hydrants
throughout the area as follows: Residential - 500 feet;
high value and high hazard commerciol and indusirial
argas - 350 feet. .
¢. Requiring standardized hydrants, which conform o
the AlA standards in the area through mutual
agreement of the county and local govemments.
d. Develop standards for peak load wafer supplies and
a process for assuing compliance prior to issuing
building permit.

This onguage it not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the oction noted may have
been completed since the
lest General Fian Update, or
the godl or policy may no
longer be needed.

Disaster Preparedness

i A Improve Emergency Services Program

Guide to Abbreviatlons
CIR-Circulation Element
CON-—Conservalion Element
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
References to “curent” are to the 1983 General Flan
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I. improve the County's emergency services program with
cuthorization to review ond expedite impiementation of
appropriate federal, state, regional ond local disaster
recovery programs to include but not be fBmited fo
preparation of polenficl mass care focilties, hospital
reserve disaster inventory modules, packaged disaster
hospitals, disaster assistance centers, mulii-purpese staging
areas, emergency water, food and medical supplies,
instruction leafiets and emergency operating centers,
Objectives of the program should be part of the
"management philosophy” of the county. Inchuded in such
a program should be policies:

a. To coordinate a stuctural hozards inspection

program and establish for the counly's Beard of

Supervisors the necessary criteria for mitigation of

hazards.

b. To provide a basis for confrol and direction of

emergency operalions,

c. To release disaster information in concumence with

other counly Boards of Supervisors duing or

immediately after a disaster.

d. Te provide for the continuity of government in the

event of a geclogic disaster.

e. To coordinate, repalr and restore essential systems

and serviceas as required in an emergency.

f. To provide for the protection, use and distibution of

remaining resources as well os surpius property available

from the Federal Government for local government use.

Policy SAF-39: Thes County's emergency services program
shall be authorized to review and expedite implementafion
of appropriate federdl, state, regional and local disaster
recovery programs.. This may include but not be mited jo:
Preparation of poleniiel mass care faciities,

Hospital reserve disaster inventory moduiss,

Packaged disaster hospifals,

Disaster assistance centers,

Mulii-purpose staging areas,

Emergency water, food and medical supplies,
Instruction lecflefs, :

Emergency operaling centers

P

2. Improve Emergency Rescue Service by:
a. Reviewing aond if cppropriate, odopling the
recommendations of the Division of Medical Sclence -
afional  Academy of Sciences and fhe Nalional
Highwery Safety Bureau - Department of Transportation
to serve as guidelines for improving existing emergency

Agency.
b. Confinuing the central dispaich system o handle

rescue service through the Emergency Medical Services |

See Draft General Plan poge
276

152-
237P

W?&w

AgiLU—Agriculturci Preservation and Land Use Element

CC—Community Charaeter Elament
E-Economic Development Element
SAF—Scfely Hement

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision

This language s nof
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Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
lost General Plan Update, or
the goal of policy may no
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police and fire communications.

Tn fimes of emergency.

necessary,

c. Conlinuing public helsiops located neor hospital
areas for use, {a) by public and military emergency
rescue helicopters and [b) dispatch of medicai supplies |

d. Confinuing ceordinalion of a single disaster control
program with all phases of rescue treatment included
with fire and pollee departments and Civil Defense

volunteers
e. Conlinue fo coordinaote operafions with the
emergancy operafions of other jursdictions s

longer be needed.

B. Improve Countywide Fire Proteclion

manpower and equipment by:

monpower resources of the area.

one another along county lines,

1. Centinue to effectuate improved station diskilufion,

a. Considering feasibllity of establishing countywide fire
administration to coordinate the limited physical and

b. Estakiishing coordination between adjcining Counties
o ensure compalible stafion distribution without gaps in
service areas of stotions located unnecassarily close to

2. Improve organization and financing by:

approach fo financing fire protection
effectivaly cope with problems of Propesition 13.

present localized fire organizations
recommended areawide organization.

comment as to:

Agftl—Agrcuitural Preservation and Land Use Element

CC~Community Character Element
E-Economic Developrent Element
SAF—Safety Element

a. Encouraging feasibilty studies of on arec-wide
to more

b. Recommending Inifiation of program budgefing for
each cgency providing fire protection, either under the
of under a

c. Requiing mandatory referal to fire officlals for
proposed development sites and design plans for

{1} Adequacy of water supply In refation to stand

This longuage is rot |
specifically included in fthe
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms,
the action nofed may have
been completed since the
last General Flan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needsd.

This language is not
specifically included in ihe
Updated General Plan. The
goai or policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the action noted may have
been compieted since the
last General Plon Update, or
the goat or policy moy no
longer be needed.

Guide to Abbreviations
CIR-Cireulation Element
CON—Conservation Element

ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

pipes, pipe size, pressure and system laycut.

{2) Site design for abiity to move firemen and
equipment in and around buiidings.

| i3] Locaticn for cblliy fo safely and effaclively
move fire equipment and rescue vehicles to the

sife.
£..Continue Hospite! Safety Planning
1. Continue studies of existing hospital fociifies for the ,Aée Policy SAF-40 listed
adedquacy of their earthquake resistance not only in previoushy in this matrix.

relofion fo their structural design but ako the geological

stabifity or seismological vuinerability of the site. See Draff General Plan page

276

2. Prevent the construction of vital crtical facilities in areas This
of poteniicly hazardous ground movement, and
encourage eliminafion or rehabifitation of all existing
crifical hospital facllities which have not been designed.to
be earthquake resistant.

language is not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal of policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the action ncted moy have

been completed since the
I last General Plan Update, or
| the geal or policy may no
longer be needed.

3. Provide an extra measure of ecrthquake resistance and is not
| damage conirol of critical facilfies, which will allow such in the
facilities fo remain operative affer a catastrophe. Updated General Plan. The

geal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last Generol Plon Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

D. Improve Mental Health Componeni of Disaster Frogram

Gulde fo Abbreviations.
Ag/LU—Agricuitural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circulafion Hament
CC—Community Character Bemant CON—Conservation Bement
E-Economic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Cpen Space Element
SAF—safely Element References to “"cunent” are fo the 1983 General Plan
DRAFT—Subject lo Revision Page 117 of 130 April 2, 2007

Napa County GENERAL PLAN POUCY LOCATION MATRIX.

i 1. Conlinue active involvemnen! of menial health | Policy SAF-42: Mental heaith concepts and programs [ See Draft General Plan page | .
professicnals on fhe County's Emergency Medical Services | should be considered in any updates fo the County's | 277 152-238P
Commitiee. Emergency Services planning process, and the County

| shall seek to identify froil adults and ofher persons who may ;
require special assistance in emergency situations. To the
extent the County is aware of special needs populafiens
requiring special assistance following o disaster, responders

| shouid be aware of these populations and implement

| pregrams to reach out fo these persons.

|2, Incorporaie mental health concepts and progroms in V| See Policy SAF-42 listed
the County's Emergency Services planning process. previously in this matrix.

See Droft General Plun page
277
E Improve Emergency Housing Capabilities
1. Give first priority fo re-housing the victims of the disaster This ionguage is not
after mass care operations are underway. specifically included in the
| Updated General Plan. The
| goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the aclion noted may have
| been complefed since the
last General Plan Updafe, or
the gocl or policy may no
longer be needed.

2. Utilize Department of Housing and Urban Development This language Is not
funded leasing of vacant privately owned properties rather specificaly included in the
than mobile homes if feasible in event of disaster. This Updated Ger:lerul Plan. The
would maximize cccupancy of local real properties, Thus goal or poirc_x may be
lessening the export of disaster refled funds out of the addressed in different terms,
community. ine action noled may have

' beesn completed since the
st General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no 1
Guide fo Abbreviations
Agitl—Agricultural Preservafion and Land Use Bement CiR-Clreulation Blement
CC—Community Character Blement COMN—Censervailon Bement
E-Ecanamic Development Bement ROS—Recregfion and Open $pace Element
SAr—Safely Bement Relerences lo “cument” ore fo the 1983 General Plan
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Nara COuNTY GENERAL PLAN PoLicy LocATiON MATRIX.
.

longér be needed.

3. Support state and federal legisiation designed o omend
tax laws that cumently result in inequitable financial
Impacts on victims of disasters,

This  language Is not
specificaly included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the aclion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal eor polcy may ne
longer be needed.

ommupications _ond _Public _infornation
Regarding Disosters

1. Implement the 911 dial system by October, 1983, This language is not

specifically included in the
Updated Generdl Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different femms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plon Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

2. Consider the eveniual establishment of one central
communication headquarters and emergency operafing
center with a backup for disasters. This center would
recelve cll alarms by telephene, alarm box, private systems
and radio and would serve as fire dispalch and
communications headquarters fer the area. The backup
center would have ecrthquake proof emergency power
sources and construction.

This  longuage i not
specifically included in the
Updated General Flan. The
gool or poficy may be
addressed in different terms,
the actien noted may have
been completed since the
lost General Flan Update, or
the goal or policy may no

longer be needed.
Gulde to Abbrevialions
Ag/LlU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Bement CIR-Circulation Herment
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conservalion Element
E-Econcmic Development Element ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
SaF--Safety Eement Referances to “cument” are 1o the 1983 General Plan
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3. Develop adhesive backed tfogs to disseminale This language is‘ not
telephone numbers for emergency fire and pofice services specifically included in the
and radio frequencies in fime of disasters. Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different terms,
the aciion noted may have
besn completed since the
lost General Plan Update, or
the goal or pelicy may ne
longer be needed.
Iy i n i
1. Upan adeption of this elemeni, the counfy should This  language s not
reestablish o sofety review committee to oversee the specifically included in the
implementation of this element. This committee should be Updated General Plan. The
composed  of the Director of the Conservation, goal or pollcy may be
Development and Planning Department, the Building addressed in different ferms,
— | Codes Administrator, the Director of Public Works and the the action noted may have
Director of the Office of Emergency Services and at least been completed since the
ane representative from police and fire profection service last General Plan Update, or
agencies. the goal or policy may no
longer be needed. -
2. The Safely Element should be reviewed by the This . Iungn.:uge is not
Conservation Development and Planning Depariment specificaly included in the
annually and should be comprehensively revised every five Updated General Plan. The
years o whenever substantially new sclentific evidence or goal or Poigy may be
interpretations becomes available. addressed in different terms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plon Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.
3. The Napa Dffice of Emergency Services shall continue to This !cxngu_qge is not
update the Napo Emergency Plan of 1973 annually and specifically included in the
revise the Plan every four years. Updated General Plan. The
Gulde fo Abbreviations
AgfLU—Agriculiural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circulalion Element
CC—Community Character Element CON—Caonsarvation Bement
E-Economic Development Eiement ROS—Recreation and Open Space Bement
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NAPA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PouCY LOCATION MATRIX.

GoAL;

T

GATOR N UTOAEBG e

goal or policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the actfion noted may have |
been completed since the
last General Plan Updale, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

Bl
i

It shall be the goal of Mapa County to have a circulation
system and pattems of land use developed In @ manner
which minimizes the impacts of nolse poliution from
railroads, highways, Industry, agricultural uses, airports,
recreation areas and o eonduct its land use planning and
development in such a manner @s to minimize activifies
producing unacceptable noise polluiion.

Goal CC-7: Place compatible land uses where high noise
levels already exist and minimize noise impacts by placing
new noise-generating uses in appropriate areas.

See Draft General Pian page
160

POLICIES:

1. Eslablish noise standards for future transporiction
facilities that meet the minimum standards required for the
public health, welfare and safety.

Policy CC-40: Noise created by the construction of new
transportation nolse sources (such as new roadways or new
rall “service] shall be mifigated so as not fo exceed
maximnum accepfable outdoor or indoor noise levels for
existing noise-sensilive land uses. Miligation may Include
the refro-fitting of exisfing buildings with noise insulation ta
maintain inferior guiet.

See Draft General Plon poge
183

2. GSsfablsh land use policies that discourage the
construction of urban residential development and other
noise-sensitive activities where nolse levels are cleary
unacceptable, such os near raflroads, highways, industry,
ogricultural uses, airports and recreation areas.

Policy CC-33: Residential and other noise-sensitive
aclivities should generally not be located where noise
levels are completely unccceptable, based on the
standards contalned in this Eiement.

See Draft General Plan page
160

3, Minimize future noise impacts in currentiy quiet areas.

This longuage s not
specifically included in the

AgfLU—Agricultural Preservation and Lend Use Element

CC—Community Character Element
E-Economic Development Bement
SAF—Safely Bement

DRAFT—Subfect to Revision

Gulde fo Abbreviafions
CIR-Circulation Element
CON—Conservation Hement
ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element

References fo “curent” are to the 1983 General Flon
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Updafed General Plan. The

goal or policy may be
addressed in different ferms, .
the action noted may have
been completed since the
lost General Plan Update, or
the goal or pelicy may no
longer be needed.

4. Require nolse mitigafion measures to be included when
new residenfial developments are to be bulf in close
proximity fo significant noise sources and develop on
squitable system to allocate noise mitigation costs.

Policy CC-38: The County shall require that cppropriate
noise  mitigafion measures be included when new
residentiol developments are to be built in close proximity
to significant nolse sources,

See Droft General Plan page
163

5. Require that environmental assessment documents for
new projects include on onalysis of exdsfing and
anticipated noise impacts if such are likely to impact on or
be produced by the productis).

Poficy CC-41: Where proposed commercial or industrial
land uses are likely to produce nolse levels exceeding the
standards contained in this Element at existing or planned
noise-sensitive uses, an acoustical analysls shall be required
as part of the environmental review process so that noise
mitigation may be included in the project design.

See Draft General Flan poge
164

6. Cooperate with the County's cities o resolve mutual
noise problems, such as by developing a uniform noise
abafernent  ordinancé  and  wnified  enforcement
procedurs,

Policy CC-43: The County shall cocperate with the cities
and town o resolve mutual noise problems.

See Draft General Plan page
164

7. Keep the Noise Eement cumeni with changing
condifions and standards.

This  language s not
specifically included in the
Updated General Plan. The
goal or policy may be
addressed in different temms,
the action noted may have
been completed since the
- last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

8. Inform prospective residents-of agriculiurakrelated nolses

Policy CC-32: The noises associaled with agriculture,

See Draft General Plan page

Ag/LU—Agriculiural Preservation and Land Use Blement

CC—Community Character Bement
E-Economic Development Element

Guide to Abbrevlations
CIR-Circulation Elerment
CON—Conservafion Element
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and the County's "Right to Farm' policy in each parcel map
approved for locations in or adjacent to deslgnated
agricultural areas.

including ogriculturat  processing, are considered aon
acceptable and necessary port of the community
character of Napa County. and are not considered to be
undesiable provided that normal and  reasonable
measures are taken to aveid significantly impacting
adjacent uses. Nolse from these sources shall normally be
exempt from the standards contained in this Bement.

Acfion item CC-32.1: The Counly shall require that
prospeciive residents be nolified of agriculturalrelated
noises and the Counfy's "Right fo Farm" policy in each
parcel map approved for locations in or adjacent fo
designated agricultural areas.

9. Establish acceptable noise stondards consistent with
health and quadity of life goals ond employ effeclive
techriques of noise abatement Ihrough such means as
bullding code, noise, subdivision, and zoning standards.

Paolicy CC-35: The following are the County's standards for
acceptable outdoor noise levels for varcus types of land
uses. The standords in ihis Policy shall be used in
combination with the guidelines in Policy CC-37 to
determine the compatibiity of a propeosed land use with
exisling of prejected nolse levels, or to determine the
compatibility of a noise-generafing use with axisfing or
plonned land uses.

a) For the purposes of implementing this policy, standards
for residentfial uses shall be measured at the housing
unit in areas subject to noise levels in excess of the
desired levels shown above.

induskrial noise fimits are intfended primarily for use af
the boundary of industrial zones rather than for noise
reduction at the industriat use.

Where projecied noise levels for a given lecation are
nol included in this Element, sitespecific noise
modeling ‘may need fo be conducted in order fo
apply the Counly's Noise policies.

See Draff General Plan page
161

b)

[+

‘Policy CC-34: The following are the Counly's standiards for
acceptable Indoer noise levels for varous fypes of lond
uses. New uses shall incorporate design features fo ensure
that these standards are met, based on the compatibility

Guide fo Abbreviations

Ag/LU—Agricuitural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circulation Eisment
CC—Community Character Element CON-—Censervation Element
E-Economic Development Bement ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
SAF—safely Element References to "curent” are 1o the 1983 General Flan
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guidelines in Palicy CC-37.
For the purposes of implementing these standards, the
following shall apply:

a) Indoor nolse levels shall be measured in terms of
Community Noise Equivalent Level [CNEL).

Standiards for public scheools are set and enforced by
the State of Caiifomia and are not regulated by the
County.

Where projected nofse levels for a given location are
not included in this Element, site-specific noise
modeling may need to be conducted in order to
apply the County's Noise policies.

b

<)

10. Establish noise criteria in ihe specificafions for County

This  language is  not
purchase of machines, equipment ond vehicles.

specificaly Included in the
Updated General Pian. The
goal o policy may be
addressed In different terms,
the acfion noted may have
been completed since the
last General Plan Update, or
the goal or policy may no
longer be needed.

11. Support needed legislation to State and Federal
governments to reduce noise generated by mofor
wvehicles, boats and aircraft.

Policy CC-34: The County shall seek 1o limit excessive noise
impacis of recreafional uses—including motorboats,
shooting ranges, motorcycles, and other nolse-producing
equipment—through the enforcement of applicable laws
(such as requiremenis for mufflers) and fimits on the
location and/or extent of such uses,

See Draff General Fian page
161

Ag/lU—Agriculiural Preservation and Land Use EBement

CC—Community Character Element
E-Fconomic Development Element
SAF—Safety Hlement

DRAFT—Subject fo Revision

Guide o Abbreviations
CIR-Circulation Element
CON—Conservafion Biement
ROS—Recreation and Opan Space Hement
References to "curent” are to the 1983 General Flan

Page 124 of 130

April 2, 2007

Napa County General Plan Update
Final Environmental Impact Report

3.0-1482

County of Napa
December 2007



3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

___NarA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POLICY LOCATION MATRIX.

Policy Aa/LU-199: The following is the Growth Management System for Napa County:

1. Introduction
The Growth Managemeni System Elemeni of the Napa County General Flan waos adopted as required by Slow Growth Infiative Measure A, approved by
ihe voters in 1980. The Board of Supervisors made the implementation of Measure A a matter of high priorly, The Conservation, Development and Planning
Department was given primary responsibility 1o prepare a Growih Management System which sotisfied both the intent and letter of Measure A, while at the
same fime fimited govemment controls. Before expiration of Measure A in Decemiber 2000, the Board of Supervisors reaffirmed the pelicles of Measure A aond
fhe establishment of a housing allocation pragram, when it passed Ordinance No. 1178 on November 28, 2000,
Measure A and Ordincnce No. 1178 provide that the annual number of new housing units in the unincorperated crea of the County of Nopa shall be
allocated so as fo allow an annual population growth rate that shall not exceed the population growth rate of the Nine Bay Area Counfies {Alameda,
Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San Franclsce, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Sonoma and Soiane). provided that the annual population growth rate limit shail not
sxceed cne percent in the County of Nopa. The annual allocation of building permils relates to permils for the construction of new residential units on a site.
It does not affect permits related to rebuilding. remodeling, renovafing or enlarging existing unifs, maving an existing dwelling from one unincorporated site
o another unincorporated site, or unils exempted by 'grandfathering’ under Secfion 4.2 below.
When the Growth Management System was originally adopied, the annual allocation for building permils for new consfruction of residential units in Napa
County was set at 109 dwelling unifs. This figure wos derived by using the most recent United States Census ovailable of the time. However, since the
adoption of Measure A, there have been changes in population and a new United States Census was released in 2000. Based on these chonges, the new
annual permit allocation shall be 114 dwelling units.
The Growth Management System of the General Plan describes the derivafion of the 114 dwelling unit [D.U.} annual allocation, the division of the annual
alocafion inte housing fype categories, the fiming and methods used for issuing building permits, and the required provisions for affordable housing units.
While the Growih Management System of the General Plan is not a mandaiory component of the genaral plan [in the sense of Government Code Sec.
65302] it soriisfies the requirement (Government Code Sec. 65302.8) that the County Is accommodating its share of regional need for housing for the foliowing
raasons:
FHirst, the 1% population growth rafe opproximates the Bay Area populatien growth rate. "Population growth rate” means the change in the fotal popuiation
n one year's fime stated as a percentage either increasing or decreasing, based on the census and other relevant data (as provided by the Califoria
Depariment of Finance'’s Demographic Research Unit and supplemented by the United States Census whenever available) for the unincorporated area of
Mapa County adjusted for annexations and incorporations and the enfirety of the Nine Bay Area Counties.
Second, the total number of D.U.'s grandfathered will cugment the annual dilocation, in terms of the total number of uniis pemitted.
Third, plans for Napa County, it8 consfituent cifies and ABAG, all call for city-centered urban development, which reduces the unincorporated area's
proporfional share of the County’s fotal share of the regional housing needs.
2. Annual Growih Rate Cdilculation
The annwal allocation of bullding permits, until nexi updated, will be 114 DL, not counting exemplted/grandfathered units.
The 114 D.U. allocation was determined using data from the 2000 US: Census, in the following manner:
Mulfiply the number of housing unifs in the unincorporaied area (11,415 using the 2000 Census) by 0.01 to account for 1% annual growth,
Dwelling units permitted each year [114) may be converted to populafion by multiplying by the "average household size." In the 2000 Census, ihere were
2.62 persons per occuplted housing unit.

Review Following Census

3.
The Board of Supervisors shall modify the Growth Management System Element and related ordinances by July 1, 2008, again by December 31, 2007 and at
least every five years thereafter to reflect any changes In the annual population growth rate for the Nine Bay Area Counties. In setfing the annual number of
new housing unifs allocated, the Board of Supervisors shall use the most recent census and other relevant data provided by the California Department of

Gulde o Abbreviallons
Ag/LU—Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element CiR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Character Biement CON—Conservation Element
E-Economic Developmeni Element ROS—Recreatfion and Open Space Element
SAF—Salely Bement References to "curent” are to the 1983 Genaral Flan
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Finance's Demographic Resecrch Unit for defermining the persons per household and the vacancy rate of year round housing units. The United States
Census may be used as a supplementary resource whenever available.
4. Building Permit Allocation
1] Characler: “Character” is defined as “the aesthelfic and physical qualifies which may be ¢ontrolled, Including density, building type (e.g., single
family detached or attached, apariment, mobile home parks) selbacks, heighi limits, landscaping, building coverage, color, siding material, roof overhang
material, accessory buildings, parking, orieniation, style and signing”.
Regulated building fypes are divided into the following four categories:
A) Catagory 1 is a single dwelling built by or for a permit holder {owner-builder or his confractor) who is building only one dweling unit per year.
8) Category 2 Is any fype of dwelling which requires no discreticnary review, but the permit holder is bullding mere than one dweliing unit per year. A
good example would be the small scale bullder using existing lots.

Q) Calegory 3 is any type of residential project for 2 or more dwelling units which require discretionary review (e.g., subdivision, parcel map, use permit).
A lorge-scale housing project would be a good example.
D) Category 4 is housing which is affordable to persons with moderate or below moderate income. This categery would require an agreement signad

by the developer and the County: the agreement shall contain guarantess that the dwelling uniis would be affordable to persons of moderate or below
moderaie income for at least forly years.

Calegories 1 ond 2 permits would be lssued from those applications for residential building permits which do nol require discretionary review [i.e., a use
permit or subdivision approval). Category 3 [and some Cotegory 4) permits would be issued from those applications associaled with an approved project
that has undergone discretionary review [which according 1o state law, has included environmental review and a finding of consistency with the General
Planj.

2] Exempted Developmeni:

The following types of construction ore exempt from the provisions of the Growih Management System:

A) Industrial,

B Commercial.

C) Commercial Residential (rental for fess than a thirty-day perod). ... ..

D} Replacement housing (on the same site as a pre-exisiing unit which has been removed, demoelished or bumed within the past year) fbut not in
cenjunction with #5).

5] Relocation of existing units [already in the unincorporated areq, but not inside the Lake Bemyessa Take-Line}.

F] Additions, renovations, and refurbishments of existing dwelling units.

G) Dwelling units located inside fhe Lake Bemyessa Take-Line.
8) Accessary buildings of any type (except dwelling units).

H) Guest Coitages.
/] Dwelling units for which building permit applicafions were filed by July 28, 1981.
Jj Dwelling units covered by development agreements approved prior fo July 28, 1981.

Kl Dwelling units covered by both use permits and development plans opproved prior fo July 28, 1981 {i.e., Napa Meadows (434 D.U.), Silverado (280
D.U.}, Meadowood (7 D.U.), Brookfield/World Marine MHP (125 D.U.), Villa Berryessa MHP [96 D.U.}, and Napa Estates MHP (208 D.U.).

1] Second units exemptied pursuant to Gov. Code Sec. 65852.2.

3 Locotion of Growth: The Growth Management Syster defines "Location” as "Within the County, including sub-area, whether inside or outside the
cifies, or where on o specific site™. This General Plan expresses the County's poiicy of encouraging urban-centered growth focused in urbanized areas.
Higher density development wouid normally accur in the urbgn areas as a result of the availabifity of water and/or sewer facilifies. Preference is fo be given
to the urban areas identified in the County’s General Plarfsuch as Angwinand those County islonds surounded by the City of Napa end/or the City of

S

American Canyon. ’ TZ
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4) Timing: “Timing" is defined as “the relafiorship of the number of building permits issued in one year to the total number of permits issued over several
years." The annual dliocation of building permils shall be 114 D.U. per year.
When an annual allocation has not been used, the remainder may be camed over three years, except for Category 4, which may carry over indefinitely.
The remainder (X"} which is carded over Irom “year 1" is immediaiely and confinuously avallable in "year 2" and again in “year 3" [as described in Section 6
of the Growth Management System Eleient]. However, the remainder of the end of “year 3" must be reduced by “X" [but not made less than zero) on
December 31 of "year 3. Category 1, 2 and 3 permits which would otherwise cease to exist at fhe end of "year 3" may be applied foward Category 4.
A the discretion of the Board of Supervisors, the unused aliocation in Caotegories 1, 2 and 3 may be fransferred from one category to another (including
additions to, but not subfractions from Category 4) on an annual bosis. The Commission shall review the year's construction permit record and consider
transter of surplus allocations. Following their review the Commission shall forward to the Board of Supervisors their recommandations for such changes in the
allocation system, as they feel are wananted for the balance of the year, along with the supporting data for their recommendations.
5 “affordable” Housing: “At least 15% of those housing unifs permitted each year shall be for housing copable of purchase or rental by persons with
moderate or below moderale income.”
The 15% affordability housing requirermnent is described as follows:
“Income information provided annually by the Federal Depariment of Housing ond Urban Development (HUD) and the California Department of Housing
and Community Development {HCD) shall be used; moderale shal mean up o 120 percent of the County median income. Capable of purchase of rental
shall mean that net more than 30% of the (gross) household income shall be spent on housing costs such as rent payment, mortgage payment, insurance,
taxes, and condominium membership fees.”
Income figures are published annually by HUD and HCD. Depending on rental or sale, infiation, interest rates, down payment requirements, insurance, taxes,
utifity costs and miscellaneous fees, many housing developments might qualify as “affordable™.
Affordable housing can be of any type (single family, mulfiple, mobile home or other). It Is esfimated that mobile homes and farm labor housing will meet
the affordabiity criteria more readily than other fypes of dwellings. Development of affordable housing [pursuant to Category 4 in the Growih Management
System) requires a written agreement with ihe County and any designated agency prior fo issuance of the building permils. it is the developer's responsibility
to identify how the unit{s) will meet the "affordable” criteria, and this documentation will be included as part of the agreement. (See the Housing Element
regardling incentives for the consiruction of afferdable housing.)
Developers may count appreciation and tax write-off advantogss fo the owner inta ownership affordability calculations.
The most recent HUD/HCD information will be used in calculating affordabilify. The most recent HUD/HCD figures ot the fime the unit is marketed may be
used or on adjusiment using the Consumer Price Index will be allowed if one year has passed and HUD or HCD has not issued a new figure.
3 Process of Distribuling Building Pemmits: The Growih Management System assigns a share of the annual allocation fo -each of four categories of
regulated development as show below:
Table Ag/LU-C:
Residential Bullding Permit Cat hares Of Annval Allocation, Buitding Permit Avaliability Dales
Bililding Pé iabi
January 1
42 D.U.
2) Smalkscole Bullder 14 D.U. 14 D.U.
3] Large-scale Builder 14 D.U. 14 D.U.
4) “Affordable” Housing 17 D.U. 17 D\,
& Unused permils in Categories 1, 2 and 3 will be considered for redistribution once a year no later than November.
Gulde to Abbreviations
Ag/LU—Agriculiural Preservation and Land Use Element CIR-Circuiafion Bement
CC—Community Choracter Eement CON—Conservation Eement
E-Economic Development Eement ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
SAF—Safety Blement References to “curent” are fo the 1983 General Plan
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Table Ag/iU-D:
Measure A Growth gement System; Bullding Permit Disribufion System
: it m il ) - Bilding Perii butioh Process:
- _Category.of Regulated:- |-~ - -Annual = 7 -
.-'D%?t:;opmegm o -1 Allocition=s ;[ < When Supply. -7 :When Demand
= e o S <2 Excéeds - clZ o Exceeds
A DR T - Demand s Supply
Owner-Builder
1] {one building permit &9
per xsur)
Smailk-Scale Bulider .
(2 o more pemits) mn'_,s‘fi'g:\f‘;’;’d' Lottery (Arnually)
2 {no discrafionary 14
review required)
{finci map must be
recorded)
Large -Scale Builder Discretionary i
4| 12ormore pemits) i Review; First Rg:ﬁf‘fmw
(discrefionary review approved, First { Ann‘uu y)
requirsd) seved Y,
May require May require
Affordable Housing discrefionary discretionary
i@ (Written rent/sale 7 review; Housing review;
price limitafion Agreement; First Development
agresment requirsd)] approved, First Agresment;
Served Lottery [Annually] |
® Note that the following types of development are exempted from regulation of the Growih Management System: indusirial, commercial,
commercial-residential fless-than-monthly rental), replacement housing, additions fo and renovations of existing dwelling unils, certain house moving,
dwellings inside the Loke Bemyessa Take-Line, accessory buildings, guest cottages, units covered by development agreements approved prior fo July 28,
1981, and units covered by both development plans and use permits approved prior te July 28, 1981.
o Unused permifs in Categories 1. 2 and 3 will be considered for redisiribution once a yeor no later thon November:
In order to distibute the shares of the annual dllocation to ensure faimess to all applicants, the following two-step distibufion system is recommended:
In the first step, building permits would be issued on o firsi-approved, first-served basis until all the permils in that cllocation peried for that category have
been used. When the demand for permils In any calegory exceeds the supply availoble, the second step process, @ lottery, s Inffiated. for example, in
Cafegory 1 and 2, {in which 83 addifional building permits become avallable ecch year), each applicant whose plans have received all necessary
approvals can immediaiely receive a bullding permif, if one Is available. The fist day of each January, an additional 83 bullding permits is added 1o the
Category 1 and 2 supply. Category | and 2 applicants whose plans are fully approved, can be issued permils until there are no more permits available in
the Category 1 and 2 supply.
In the second step, permifs are issued on the bas’s of a lottery. Building permif applications enter a lottery when they:
Gulde to Abbreviations
Ag/fLU--Agricutiural Preservation and Land Use Bement CIR-Circulation Hermneni
s CC—Community Charecter Element CON—Conservalion Eiement
E-Economic Develop Eement ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
X SAF—Safely Element References to "cument” are to the 1983 General Plan
» .
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A) Are approved for Issuance of a building permit; but
B) Nane i available in their category, and
C) The backlog of approved applicalions exceeds the next available dllocation of permits in that category.

All applications approved in the first half-year in which the supply ran out are drawn from the lottery as long as the new supply of permils lasfs, unil none of
those opproved applications is left. After all of those applications are assigned permils, the next fime period of approved applications would be Included in
the lottery and those applications would be drawn from the loftery until they ait were assigned permits. The lettery would continue unfil there was o suplus of
permits available, which would allow a retum to the first step process {first approved, firstserved). .

For example, assume Calegory 1 experiences a surplus of applications during the last half of 2004, and ihe last available permit is issued October 19, 2004,
All Category | applicants wishing to recelve a permit between then and January 1, 2005 must walt untll January 1% for permits to becomne avdilable, at
which fime they could immediately be issued permils, if the backlog of fully approved applications Is no more than 9. If there was a backlog of ten (10)
approved applications as of January 1%, those applications would have permits reserved in their narmes which permits could be issued any fime in the nexf
180 days. {If these reserved permits were not issued in 180 days, they would revert to the Category 1 supply and be avallable fe other applicants) IF the
backlog on January 1% was 77, there would be a drawing at the first opporiunity, The first 69 applications drawn would have permits reserved as above, and
the remaining eight would have to walt until January 1, 2006, at which fime they would be guaranteed a reserved permit, as above. In this example, there
would be no Category 1 permils issued in 2005 except fo those applicants in whose name a permit was reserved

The advantages of this system are os follows:

1 Applicants for building permits would experience minimum frusiration since they would have some degree of certainty as to when they would get
their permits and could plan their construction accardingly.

2 Applicants would redlize it was fo thelr benefit to submit complete plans as soon as they could, especially when asked for necessary additional
information.

3) Adminisirative work would be kept to a minimum, since there would be no need for the County 16 select or grade applications by their relative merit
The choice of who gefs a permit would be random, except that there would be some regard for precedence.

4) The main advantage of this system of distribution of bullding permits is that it limits govemmentai control. 1f the supply of bullding permifs exceeds
ihe demand for permits, there is no growth management contral ct ol

Various details of the syslern are as follows:

1) Lotteries, when necessary, would be by category. Lotteries for Category 1, held annually unfil @ backlog is eliminated, would be for single permiis,
drawn one at a fime. Lofieries for Category 2, held in January (when necessary) would be for single permits; drawn one at-a time. Lotteries for Categories 3
and 4 would be held in January or later if necessary,

2) Fully approved applicafions would be listed by Assessor's parcel number In order of approval on a chronolegical master fist. That number would
correspond 1o o numbered, three-part card: one part Is malled to the applicant, cne part Is copied and entered in the lotery and one part is kept on file.

3) Only one entry per person {household, business, conporation) could be included in each lottery. {This would not keep a confracter from building
several homes, each under conlract to a separate owner nor would it keep an individual from perlicipating in a number of separate ventures.) .

4) Lettery cards would be dropped into a baliot box, cne at a time, by the lottery secrefary, mixed and drawn out one af a lime by The lottery judge
until all numbers have been drawn and listed in the order in which they were drawn,

5) A list of alf the cards in the lottery would be displayed prior to the drawing; during the drawing the sequenial order in which the cards were drawn

would be noted on the Xerox list. All cards would be drdwn and listed, even if the number of permits available was exceeded, so each applicant would be
assured he was not left out of the drawing.

é) The drawing cperation must be conducted so as to be beyond reproach; the person who draws the numbers must be somecne whose integrity and
involvernent bespaaks honesty and objectivity.

Guide fo Abbreviations
AgflU—agricutiural Preservation and Lond Use Bement CIR-Circulation Bement
CC—Community Character Hement CON—Conservalion Elerment
E-Economic Development Bemen! ROS—Recreation and Open Space Element
SAF—Safety Element Relerences to "curent” are fo the 1983 General Plan
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7 Once the underlying discrefionary County pemit is “used”, the permittee shall have one year {rather than 180 days} to make use of the reserved
permits, by obidining issued building permits. After one year passes the permittee will be issued building permils as they become available consistent with
ihe allocation procedures for new applicants,

8 All issued permits are subject fo the UBC non-use revocation provision; revoked, surrendered or refumed permits will be odded to the supply of
permits in the category in which they were issued, but will be made available only through lottery, in order fo aveid speculaiion.
%) Permiis are neifher fransferable upon sale of the parcel, nor transferable fo a different site or substitutabie for a different dweling. Minor design
changes are acceptable; major-structural changes, can be made-only in case of a) redesign for energy sfficiency or b) down-scaling due to economic
necessity.
Guide fo Abbreviations
Ag/LU—Agricullural Preservation and Land Use Bement CIR-Circulation Element
CC—Community Character Element CON—Conservafion Eement
5 E-Economic Development Eement ROS—Recreation and Cpen Space Bement
j SAF—Safety Hement References fo “current” are 1o the 1983 General Plan
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

LETTER 152:

Response 152-1 E/P:

Response 152-2 E/P:

Response 152-3 E/P:

Response 152-4 E:

PAULA J. PETERSON, JUNE 15, 2007

The commenter provides an infroduction fo her comment letter and
states that the number of significant and unavoidable impacts identified
in the EIR is unacceptable for all three of the primary alternatives. The
County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan and EIR process
and will consider the comment when considering approval of the General
Plan. It should be noted that the General Plan covers 479,000 acres of
unincorporafed land in Napa County and growth projections and long-
term visions into the year 2030; thus, a large number of significant and
unavoidable impacts can be expected.

The commenter states the documents that she reviewed and the
meetings she attended as part of the General Plan process. The
commenter states that there seems to be a “disconnect” between the
project vision and goals and various alternatives, but she does not
elaborate on the “disconnect.” The County will consider the comment
when reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of the
document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states support for Save Rural Angwin and their comments,
proposals, and map. The commenter suggests the Save Rural Angwin
map be used in the AG/LU Element and that the Existing and Alternate
maps shown in the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR all provide for building
intensities not consistent with the circulation and other elements of the
Plan. The commenter states support for the elimination of the urban
bubbles.

The County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process
and Angwin area maps. The County will consider the comment when
reviewing the General Plan policies prior fo adoption of the document
and certification of the EIR. The land use maps for the Angwin area have
not been altered as a consideration in any project development process.
Upon consideration of any project development process, the review
process will consider consistency with the circulation and ofther elements
of the General Plan.

The commenter states that proposed road widening mitigations under the
building intensities for Alternatives B, C, and E are infecasible. The
commenter does not support mitigating fo LOS D and suggests mitigating
to LOS C. The commenter also states the increased traffic in Deer Park
and Howell Mountain has increased toxic air contaminants (TACs) due fo
increased commuters and construction traffic.

The commenter misread Draft EIR Table 4.4-15. The projects listed in Table
4.4-15 would be necessary to reduce the level of significance to less than
significant. However, these improvements are not included as part of the
proposed land use alternatives or as mitigation measures in the Draft EIR
because implementation of these measures would widen roadways and
result in more severe environmental impacts associated with visual
resources, water quality, noise, air quality, and growth inducement.
Additionally, these improvements would be inconsistent with the vision set
forth in the General Plan Update. The following statement from the
Summary and Vision section of the proposed General Plan Update
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Response 152-5 E:

Response 152-6 E:

summarizes the County’s provisions: “This General Plan will preserve and
improve the quality of life and the rural character of the County by
proactively addressing land use, traffic, and safety concerns in addifion to
sustaining the agricultural industry.”

The Level of Service C or better on all County roadways was not adopted
by Napa County or added as a new policy in the Draft General Plan
Update because surrounding areas of unincorporated Napa County have
experienced large amounts of growth in recent years as have portions of
the City of Napa, American Canyon, and Solano County, and the
unincorporated portions of the County have experienced changes in
jobs/housing balance. This growth and change to the jobs/housing
balance has caused fraffic volumes in unincorporated portions of the
County, including SR 12 connecting between American Canyon and
Solano County, to more than triple over the last 20 years. The County has
no authority to control the increase in ftraffic traveling through
unincorporated portions of the County due to regional growth patterns.
Therefore, the adoption of a LOS C would not be an adequate level of
service standard for traffic volumes considering expected regional growth
patterns. Additionally, the vast majority of the LOS D or worse conditions
would occur regardless of whether or not the General Plan is updated,
since LOS D or worse conditions would occur due to the projected traffic
from Napa County cities as well as from regional traffic volume increases.

Additionally, the Draft EIR includes several mitigation measures in Section
4.8, Air Quality, that mitigate and minimize exposure to TACs in the Howell
Mountain and Deer Park area to a less than significant level. These
mitigation measures include buffering nearby residences or sensitive
receptors to TAC exposure.

The commenter states that the fisheries and water studies assumptions do
not include an evaluation of the Angwin Area. The commenter states
that groundwater data should be collected for the Angwin area to assess
impacts of increasing pumpage. The commenter states that groundwater
depletion can result in the decrease or elimination of stream flows which
contribute to poor fishery conditions and water quality problems. The
commenter suggests that protections should be put in place to preclude
the overdraft of the County’s groundwater resources. The commenter is
referred to Water Supply Master Response 3.4.1 for a response to water
supply and groundwater depletion concerns, and which includes data on
water supply sources for Angwin.

The commenter states the Draft EIR does not adequately address water
supply drainages due to proposed development in Alternatives A and C.
The commenter states that discharges from development may cause
increased storm water pollution and increases in impervious surfaces that
would result in increased peak discharges. The commenter states that
development could reduce the quality of creek corridors. Additionally,
the Angwin area has been idenfified as a location of special-status animal
species occurrences, and the accuracy of the occurrence data is low for
the Angwin area.

County of Napa
December 2007
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Response 152-7 E:

Response 152-8 E:

Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan. These protective
measures now include requirements for the County to comply with
applicable Water Quality Control/Basin Plans as amended through the
Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) process to improve water quality. In its
efforts to comply, the County will ensure continued enforcement of the
Napa County Conservation Regulafions related to earth disturbing
activities and ensure contfinued effectiveness on the NPDES program and
prevention of storm water pollution. Additionally, the County will require
that future projects and development activities comply with sediment
and erosion control measures recommended in technical reports that
demonstrate mitigation of soil erosion impacts and are protective to
municipal water supply watersheds prior to the commencement of
construction activities. These measures would ensure that development
projects would address water supply drainages, increases in storm water
and peak discharges, and impacts to surface water.

Additionally, the occurrence of special-status species in Angwin is located
in Section 4.5, Biological Resources, in Tables 4.5-1 and 4.5-2 of the Draft
EIR. The commenter has not provided any evidence to support her claim
that the species data in Section 4.5 of the Draft EIR has a low accuracy of
data for the Angwin area.

The commenter states that the Draft EIR does not adequately address the
potential purchase of the Angwin Airport by the County. The commenter
states that any potential changes in use to the Angwin Airport could result
in significant impacts.

The County is currently investigating the purchase of the Angwin Airport
from the Pacific Union College but no decision has been made and it
would be speculative to assume that any change in operatfions would
result. Thus, consideration of a future modification of the operation of the
airport is speculative and does not require consideration in the EIR (State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15145).

The commenter states that the Draft EIR does not adequately analyze
cumulative impacts from timber conversion and well driling and that
these impacts could result in significant irreversible environmental
changes and cumulatfive impacts. The commenter has not provided
adequate evidence that the analysis of timber conversion and well drilling
in the Draft EIR is inadequate. The commenter is referred to Impact 4.11.3
and mitigation measures MM 4.11.3a and b in Section 4.11, Hydrology and
Water Quality, of the Draft EIR which addresses water quality impacts
associated with timber harvesting and to Impact 4.14.1 and mitigation
measure MM 4.14.1b in Section 4.14, Visual Resources/Light and Glare, of
the Draft EIR for a discussion of fimber conversion and mitigation requiring
retention of trees along public roadways on forested lands proposed for
conversion fo vineyard or non-agricultural activity in order to retain the
existing landscape characteristics of the site (as viewed from public
roadways) and screen the proposed development. The commenter is
also referred to Section 4.15, Hydrology and Water Quality, and mitigation
measure MM 4.11.5d for a discussion of well drilling and mitigation
requiring the County to include a policy in the General Plan that would
prohibit the drilling or operation of any new wells in known areas of
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Response 152-9 P:

Response 152-10 P:

Response 152-11 P:

Response 152-12 E:

Response 152-13 E:

saltwater infrusion until such time as a program has been approved and
funded which will minimize or avoid expansion of salt water intrusion into
useable groundwater supplies. Additionally, cumulative impacts
associated with implementation of the General Plan are addressed in
Section 5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR, and significant and
ireversible environmental effects are addressed under subsection 7.2 in
Section 7.0, Long-Term Implications, of the Draft EIR.

The commenter suggests adding a goal or policy for encouraging
educational insfitutions to promote green technology programs and
address global warming. The commenter is referred to Climate Change
Master Response 3.4.4. Furthermore, climate change and greenhouse
gas emissions are addressed under the Climate Protection and
Sustainable Practices for Environmental Health section in the Conservation
Element.

The commenter states that the list of scenic roadways should be
incorporated into the General Plan. Comment noted. The requested
information has been added to the Community Character Element of the
General Plan.

The commenter wants the term “already developed area” to be further
explained and replaced with “existing incorporated and city centered
areas.” The County has revised the General Plan to incorporate this
comment.

The commenter states cumulative impacts are not adequately addressed
in the Draft EIR for various technical sections, specifically water supply. The
commenter has not provided adequate evidence that the analysis of
cumulative impacts in the Draft EIR is inadequate. The commenter is
referred to Water Supply Master Response 3.4.1 in this Final EIR and to
Section 5.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR.

The commenter states that the list of projects occurring within the County
only includes approved or pending projects and does not include
projects that are currently in the discussion stage or projects in adjacent
regions such as Lake County. The commenter states that projects
currently in the discussion stage will have significant impacts individually as
well as cumulatively. The commenter states that policies related to the
preservation of rural Napa County and natural resources are incomplete.

The Draft EIR evaluates the environmental effects of a range of
alternatives that incorporate potential additional development in Angwin
as well as re-designation of the Napa Pipe site for mixed use associated
with the Revised General Plan Update (see Draft EIR Appendix B for a
detailed description of the range of development considered in the Draft
EIR), as well as considers pending development requests for both areas
(as part of the cumulative impact analysis — see Draft EIR page 5.0-3). It
should be noted that these alternatives are not infended to reflect any
specific development proposal for Angwin or Napa Pipe. Specific
development proposals for these areas are not part of the proposed
General Plan Update and will require project-specific environmental
review pursuant to CEQA.

County of Napa
December 2007
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Response 152-14 E:

Response 152-15 E:

Response 152-16 E:

Response 152-17 P:

Response 152-18 P:

As idenftified in Draft EIR pages 4.0-1 and -2 and 5.0-2 through -6, the
cumulative impact analysis considers anticipated growth of the County
and region (including the cities and adjoining counties - including Lake
County) between 2005 and 2030 that encompasses residential growth in
the unincorporated portion of the County, vineyard (10,000 to 12,500
addifional acres) and winery (approximately 225 new wineries) growth,
nonresidential growth, flood confrol improvements, future timber
harvesting, and water quality improvement activities associated with the
TMDLs for the Napa River. While specific approved or pending
development projects are identified in the Draft EIR (see Draft EIR Table
5.0-2), Draft EIR 5.0-3 specifically notes that this list is not infended to be an
all-inclusive list of development activities in the County. This description
and approach to defining the cumulative setting in the Draft EIR meets
the requirements of CEQA (see State CEQA Guidelines Section 15130[b]).

The commenter states that the number of significant and unavoidable
impacts in the Draft EIR is not consistent with Napa County's Vision and
Goals regarding quality of life. As stated in Response 152-1 above, the
General Plan covers 479,000 acres of unincorporated land in Napa
County and growth projections and long-term visions into the year 2030;
thus, a large number of significant and unavoidable impacts can be
expected. The County will consider the comment when reviewing the
General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document and certification
of the EIR.

The commenter states that the CDC is listed twice and the CDPR
(California Department of Parks and Recreation) is not listed. The following
text on page 9.0-1 of the Draft EIR and will be changed as follows.

. CDBG Community Development Block Grant
CDC California-Departmentof Conservation
CbC California Department of Conservation
CDPR California Department of Parks and Recreation
CDE California Department of Education

The commenter states the resource protection alternative was not
evaluated in as much detail as other alternatives. The commenter
supports distiling the Draft EIR info one preferred alternative that
represents the 1% Measure A growth confrol and is proximate to the
environmentally superior alternative and placing fthe remaining
alternatives in an appendix. The commenter is referred to Alternatives
Master Response 3.4.2 for a discussion of the range of alternatives
considered.

The commenter suggests replacing the term “the Napa River” changed to
“the Napa River and its tributaries.” The County will consider the
comment when reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of
the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter requests that the statement “Napa County will become
known for its successful strategies aimed at reforming global warming
impacts” be incorporated into the Vision Statement of the General Plan.
The County has revised the vision statement to incorporate the above
comment.
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Response 152-19 P:

Response 152-20 P:

Response 152-21 P:

Response 152-22 P:

Response 152-23 P

Response 152-24 P:

Response 152-25 P:

Response 152-26 P:

Response 152-27 P

Response 152-28 P:

The commenter suggests changing text to state “Concentrate non-
agricultural land uses in existing city centered, urbanized areas” in Goal 3
of the Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element. See Response
152-11.

The commenter states that Policies Ag/LU-20 and -21 should be deleted or
modified due to their growth-inducing implications for Angwin and Pope
Valley. The commenter is unclear why these policies would induce
growth; however; the County will take this comment info account when
finalizing the General Plan Update.

The commenter suggests expanding the “Institutional” designation to
private and public in Policy Ag/LU-48. The County feels that expanding
this policy to private institutions is not appropriate.

The commenter states support for proposed General Plan Policy Ag/LU-49.
Because the commenter supports the proposed policy, no response is
necessary.

The commenter supports the elimination of “urban bubbles.” The
commenter supports Policy Ag/LU-50 but does not support Policy
Ag/LU-51. The policies have been revised to take info account this
comment and other comments.

The commenter requests the deletion of all proposed Angwin maps from
the General Plan and Draft EIR and supports the inclusion of the Save
Rural Angwin maps. Comment noted. The maps have been removed
from the General Plan.

The commenter suggests the sentence be changed on page 54 of the
Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element to “Drawn by the area’s
rural character, new Angwin residents share with longtime residents a
desire to retain the area’s natural beauty and sense of place.” The
Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element has been revised fo
incorporate this comment.

The commenter supports the document submittal by Save Rural Angwin.
For Policy Ag/LU-53, the commenter suggests adding *“...should contain
institutional uses (i.e., the college), residential uses allowed/approved in
the County’'s adopfed housing element, and limited neighborhood-
serving non-residential uses.” Commenter supports housing for the college
and parcel-specific single-family homes, but opposes growth-inducing
subdivisions. Policy Ag/LU-53 has been revised to incorporate portions of
this comment and is reflected in new Policy Ag/LU-58.

The commenter suggests changing text in Policy Ag/LU-58 to “...derived
from its wooded setting and the scenic agricultural and open space lands
viewed upon arrival info the Angwin basin from Napa Valley.” Policy
Ag/LU-58 has been revised to incorporate this comment and is reflected in
new Policy Ag/LU-64.

The commenter does not support Policy Ag/LU-62. The County
appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process. The County
will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan policies prior
to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.
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Response 152-29 P:

Response 152-30 P:

Response 152-31 E:

Response 152-32 E:

Response 152-33 E:

Response 152-34 E:

The commenter suggests re-defining the purpose of the Public-
Institutional (P-) land use designations as per the proposal submitted by
Save Rural Angwin. The County will consider the comment when
reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document
and certification of the EIR.

The commenter suggests delefing “such as Angwin” from sentence
“Preference is to be given to...” on page 98 of the Agriculture
Preservation and Land Use Element. The County will consider the
comment when reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of
the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter requests the insertion of text “and private” in mitigation
measure MM 4.1.1a of the Draft EIR to read as follows: “As part of
consideration of subsequent projects, the County shall evaluate individual
rezoning, development, and public projects and private projects to
determine the potential for impacts on farmlands of concern under
CEQA." The commenter states the statement of “where feasible” at the
end of the mitigation measure should discuss what is allowed. The
commenter states that private mulfi-family residential projects should be
held to the same standards.

The County deems that mitigation measure MM 4.1.1 is an adequate level
of mitigation for Impact 4.1.1, and the term development encompasses
private projects and mulfi-family projects. Therefore, private projects will
be subject to analysis of the projects’ potential to impact farmland of
concern under CEQA. The term “where feasible” refers to CEQA
Guidelines which states that if economic, social, or other conditions make
it infeasible to mitigate one or more significant effects on the environment
of a project, the project may nonetheless be carried out or approved at
the discretion of the lead agency if certain findings are made associated
with project approval (e.g., Statement of Overriding Considerations)
(CEQA Guidelines Section 151091 and 151093).

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.1.1b. The
County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process. The
County will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan
policies prior to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states that the implementation of mitigation measures
MM 4.1.1.a and b are not adequate for Impact 4.1.2; however, the
commenter does not offer alternate mitigation measures that would be
more effective than MM 4.1.1a and b. The County deems that MM 4.1.1a
and b would provide an adequate level of mitigation for both Impact
4.1.1 and Impact 4.1.2 to reduce the impacts associated with the loss of
agricultural land that would result from implementation of the General
Plan to a less than significant level for Alternatives A and B. Additionally,
these mitigation measures are consistent with case law related to the loss
of agricultural land.

The commenter disagrees with the conclusion that no mitigation is
required for Impact 4.1.3. The commenter suggests “green belt buffers” or
planning land uses in locations that are compatible with adjacent uses as
mitigation.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-35 E:

Response 152-36 E:

Alternatives A, B, and C include provisions and policies from the General
Plan to mitigate potential urban land uses adjacent to agricultural uses.
These provisions, locafed in the Agricultural and Land Use Element,
include the County’s Right fo Farm Ordinance, which helps to moderate
potential land use conflicts. This ordinance allows agricultural activities to
confinue because the County will not consider the inconveniences or
discomforts arising from agricultural operations to be a nuisance if such
operations are legal, consistent with accepted customs and standards,
and operated in a non-negligent manner. The Right to Farm Ordinance
protects the routine operational activities required to conduct agricultural
activities. In addition to the Right to Farm Ordinance, Section 18.104.340 of
the County Code specifically requires the provision of buffers and/or
fencing between new outdoor recreation uses and existing agricultural
uses. The County Code also requires setbacks between agricultural and
residential uses. These provisions are adequate to mitigate any potential
agricultural/land use conflicts

The commenter states that the significant and unavoidable level of
significance for Impact 4.1.4 is inadequate and further mitigation
measures should be identified or the scope of the project should be
reduced. In this case the impact would result under all three alternatives
but only in the areas designated on the General Plan Land Use Map as
non-agricultural uses (e.g., the urban bubbles) where some agriculturally
zoned parcels exist. As discussed on page 4.1-31 in Section 4.1,
Agriculture, of the Draft EIR, none of the alternatives would result in new
conflicts with Wiliamson Act confracts, but with zoning conflicts where
land that is currently zoned for agricultural uses within the urban bubbles
could be rezoned and developed as non-agricultural uses. Though CEQA
requires an EIR to describe feasible mitigation measures which could
minimize significant adverse effects, CEQA acknowledges that there are
times when significant impacts cannot be reduced to a level of
insignificance (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(b)) and CEQA also
specifies that if a mitigation measure cannot be legally imposed that the
measure need not be proposed or analyzed (CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(a)(5)). In this case there are no feasible and legal mitigation
measures that would reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.

CEQA Guidelines further state that if economic, social, or other conditions
make it infeasible to mitigate one or more significant effects on the
environment of a project, the project may nonetheless be carried out or
approved at the discretion of the lead agency if certain findings are
made associated with project approval (e.g., Statement of Overriding
Considerations) (CEQA Guidelines Section 151091 and 151093).

The commenter states that the Angwin “urban bubble” as currently drawn
does divide the Angwin community. The proposed alternatives vary in
land use and growth potential; however, none of these alternatives would
substantially alter the County land use patterns or result in the
development of a new physical feature (e.g., development of a new
highway through an existing community) that would result in the physical
division of established communities. The commenter has not provided
adequate data and/or analysis substantiating her claim that the
community of Angwin would be divided or that the analysis under Impact
4.2.1 isinadequate.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-37 E:  The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.2.2. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further response is
necessary.

Response 152-38 E:  The commenter states that to approve a project which would result in the
impacts addressed under Impact 4.3.1 would go against voter direction.
The comment states that mitigation measure MM 4.3.1 reads like it was
written for Triad developments all over the County. The County
appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process. The County
will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan policies prior
to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

Response 152-39 E:  The commenter states that development should not be constructed in
areas that would result in substantially increased commutes as discussed
under Impact 4.3.2. Mitigation measure MM 4.3.2, which would apply to
Alternative A, would help to ensure that job growth in the unincorporated
County does not substantially out-pace dwelling unit production by
requiring the County to adopt and implement a policy requiring new
employment-generating development either to produce on- or off-site
housing adequate to meet the demand for Napa County housing
associated with the new employment, or to pay an in-lieu housing fee to
assist the County with the development of subsidized housing for the
neediest segment of the workforce. This new policy would provide a
balance between jobs and housing in Napa County under Alternative A.
The commenter is also referred to mitigation measures 4.4.1d through j in
Section 4.4, Transportation, of the Draft EIR, which would also help to
reduce commuter traffic on County roadways through encouraging
carpooling, flex hours, and alternative modes of transportation.

Response 152-40 E:  The commenter states that the impacts identified in Impact 4.3.2 are
unacceptable and does not approve of growth that would result in
impacts that cannot be mitigated. The commenter states support for
MM 4.4.1a and notes that projects should not be approved if they would
lower the LOS below level C.

Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Circulation Element.
These protective measures now include level of service standards for
unincorporated portions of the County. The County shall seek to maintain
an arterial Level of Service D or befter on all county roadways. The
County will work with the Napa County Transportation Authority, adjacent
counties, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, and the State of
California to monitor traffic volumes and congestion on the roadway
system in Napa County to ensure the level of service standard.

The Level of Service C or better on all County roadways was not adopted
because surrounding areas to unincorporated Napa County have
experienced large amounts of growth in recent years in portions of the
City of Napa, American Canyon, and Solano County, and the
unincorporated portions of the County have experienced changes in
jobs/housing balance. This growth and change to the jobs/housing
balance has caused fraffic volumes in unincorporated portions of the
County, including SR 12 connecting between American Canyon and
Solano County, to more than triple over the last 20 years. The County has
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-41 E:

Response 152-42 E:

Response 152-43 E:

Response 152-44 E:

Response 152-45 E:

Response 152-46 E:

Response 152-47 E:

no authority to confrol the increase in fraffic fraveling through
unincorporated portions of the County due to regional growth patterns.
Therefore, the adoption of an LOS C would not be an adequate level of
service standard for traffic volumes considering expected regional growth
patterns. Additionally, the vast majority of the LOS D or worse conditions
would occur regardless of whether or not the General Plan is updated,
since fthe resulting LOS D or worse conditions would occur due to the
projected ftraffic from the cities in the County as well as regional tfraffic
volume increases.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.4.1b. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is required.

The commenter states that the reference to Table 4.4-20 in mitigation
measure MM 4.4.1c is incorrect and should be changed to Table 4.4-15.
The County appreciates the correction of MM 4.4.1c. This mitigation is
included in the Revised General Plan Update as Policy CIR-19, and the EIR
now correctly references Table 4.4-15.

The commenter suggests text changes to mitigation measure MM 4.4.1d
for the support of transit services and development. Subsequent to the
release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has
been made to the General Plan Circulation Element. These protective
measures include standards for all developments along fixed transit
routes. To ensure protective measures are implemented, the County
Zoning Code will be updated to include requirements and standards for
future development projects. Therefore, text changes to the mitigation
measure would no longer apply.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.4.1e. The
commenter suggests the insertion of “or improve ratio of” to MM 4.4.1e.
The County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process.
Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Circulation Element.
These protective measures include support for programs to reduce single-
occupant vehicle use and encourage alternative modes of
fransportation. To ensure measures are implemented, the County will
work with major employers and the Napa County Transportation and
Planning Agency to offer incentives for carpooling and other cost-efficient
ground transportation alternatives. These measures would help to reduce
single-occupant vehicle use or improve the ratio of use of alternative
fransportation.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.4.1f. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is required.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.4.1g. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is required.

The commenter suggests deletion of “as feasible” from mitigation
measure MM 4.4.1h. The County appreciates the input regarding the
General Plan process. Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan
and Draft EIR, further modification has been made to the General Plan
Circulation Element. These protective measures define where sufficient or
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-48 E:

Response 152-49 E:

Response 152-50 E:

Response 152-51 E:

Response 152-52 E:

Response 152-53 E:

Response 152-54 E:

Response 152-55 E:

feasible right-of-way is available, bicycle lanes should be added fo
county roadways when repaving or upgrading of the roadway occurs.
Addifional paving shall be provided only where the facility meets the
“Regional Assessment System” adopted by the Napa County
Transportation and Planning Agency. The County will encourage Caltrans
to follow these same guidelines on state highways in Napa County.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.4.1i. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure no response is required.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.4.1j. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is required.

The commenter states that projects with impacts identified in Impact 4.4.2
that would increase hazardous design features should not be approved.
The County deems that mitigation measures MM 4.9.4 and MM 4.13.1.1a
and 4.13.1.1b would provide an adequate level of mitigation for Impact
4.4.2 and reduce design hazards impacts to a less than significant level for
all three alternatives.

The commenter states for support for mitigation measures MM 4.4.1d
through g. Because the commenter supports these mitigation measures,
No response is required.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.4.4q.
Because the commenter supports this mitigafion measure, no response is
required.

The commenter suggests that text be inserted into mitigation measure
MM 4.5.1a that states the following: “If the proposed project area has not
been evaluated in the BDR or other current technical studies, such
evaluation will be required prior to project authorization.” The commenter
states that special-status species could occur in areas where surveys were
not done. Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft
EIR, further modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation
Element. These protective measures require that the County shall require
a biological resources evaluation for projects in areas identified to contain
or possibly contain listed plant and wildlife species based upon data
provided in the Baseline Data Report (BDR) or other technical materials.
The County shall also have programs to protect special-status species
which would disseminate updated information as the state and federal
governments’ lists of species change. The County deems that this policy
will provide adequate protection for special-status species; therefore, the
mitigation measure does not need to be revised.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.5.1b.
Because the commenter supports this mitigafion measure, no response is
required.

The comment notes that mitigation measure MM 4.5.1b should be clarified
to say that supplemental planting must be appropriate native plant
species. Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft
EIR, further modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation
Element. These protective measures require that supplemental planting
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-56 E:

Response 152-57 E:

Response 152-58 E:

and maintenance of grasses, shrubs, and trees be of like quality and
quantity to provide adequate vegetation cover. This policy would require
that supplemental planting be completed with appropriate species of like
quality and quantity of the surrounding area; therefore the mitigation
measure does not need to be revised.

The commenter would like to add language to mitigation measure
MM 4.5.1b indicating that no project shall disrupt any nesting birds
protected under CDFG Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, 3505, 3513, and 3800
and no take shall occur under CDFG Code sections 3511, 4700, or 4800.
Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation Element.
These protective measures would require temporary or permanent buffers
of adequate size (based on the requirements of the subject special-status
specie(s)) to avoid nest abandonment by nest birds, raptors, and bats
associated with construction and site development activities. These
policies are adequate to avoid any disruption to nesting birds or any
“take"” of bird species; therefore, the mitigation measure does not need to
be revised.

The commenter suggests that text be inserted info mitigaftion measure
MM 4.5.1c that states the following., “...including any riparian and/or
intermittent perennial stream or watercourse.” The commenter states that
the uncertainty of groundwater availability should be addressed. The
commenter is referred to Water Supply Master Response 3.4.1 for
discussion of water supply and groundwater availability. Subsequent to
the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification
has been made to the General Plan Conservation Element taking into
consideration the commenter's recommended text changes. These
protective measures would include a Noxious Weed Ordinance which
would include regulatory standards for construction activities that occur
adjacent to natural areas, including riparian and/or intermittent streams
or watercourses, to inhibit the establishment of noxious weeds through
accidental seed import. Therefore, the mitigation measure does not need
to be revised.

The commenter suggests that text be inserted into mitigation measure
MM 4.5.2a that states the following: “...that meet all federal and state
regulations as well as Napa County Conservation Regulation Chapter
18.108." The commenter states that the mitigation measure should list all
of the page numbers where the sensitive biotic communities are discussed
in the Draft EIR (e.g., pages 4.5-8 through 4.5-15 or pages 4.5-9, 4.5-13, and
4.5-14) and reference Table 4.5-2 of the Draft EIR in the mitigation
measure.

Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation Element.
These protective measures include language that mitigation meets
federal and state regulafions as well as Napa County Conservation
Regulation Chapter 18.108. The County appreciates the commenter’s
recommended correction to mitigation measure MM 4.5.2a. However, this
language is already included in mitigation measure MM 4.5.1b. The
provisions of mitigation measure MM 4.5.2a has been incorporated into
policies CON-17 and CON-24 and Action Item CON NR-7.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-59 E:

Response 152-60 E:

Response 152-61 E:

Response 152-62 E:

Response 152-63 E:

Response 152-64 E:

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.5.2a, the Oak
Woodlands Preservation Act (PCR Sectfion 21083.4). Because the
commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is required.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.5.2b. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is required.

The commenter suggests requiring a geotechnical report that assesses
impacts on domestic water supplies and specifies the depth and nature
of the soils and bedrock for projects under mitigation measure MM 4.5.2c.
A geotechnical report is already a requirement under Chapter 18.108.027
of the County Code. Therefore, development projects would already be
required to provide a geotechnical report, and the mitigation measure
does not need to be revised.

The commenter suggests that an impact discussion should be included in
the Biology section that would discuss the County’s domestic water supply
drainages, specific mitigation measures should be spelled out for ground
disturbing activities, and geotechnical reports regarding present soils and
bedrock should be identified and addressed. The commenter also notes
that mitigation measure MM 4.5.3a should address pedestrian circulation
patfterns and destinations that would impact wildlife use patterns,
particularly as potential development is adjacent to watercourses.

The commenter is referred to Water Supply Master Response 3.4.1.
Regarding ground disturbing activities, the commenter is referred to
Section 4.11, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR and fo
mitigation measures MM 4.11.2a, 4.11.2b, 4.11.3b, and 4.11.4. As stated in
Response 152-61, a geotechnical report is already a requirement under
Chapter 18.108.027 of the County Code. Additionally, mitigation measure
MM 4.5.3a addresses the retention of wildlife movement corridors for
individual projects, which would require that individual projects do not
interrupt  movement corridors by either pedestrian or vehicular
transportation.

The commenter states that mitigation measures for Impact 4.5.4 should
adhere to USFW Recovery Plans, such as the Northern Spotted Owl and
California Red Legged Frog Recovery Plans. Subsequent to the release of
the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has been made
to the General Plan Conservation Element. These protective measures
would require project applicants to demonstrate compliance with the
provisions and regulations with applicable recovery plans for federally
listed species, including the northern spotted owl and California red
legged frog. Therefore, this mitigation measure does not need to be
revised.

The commenter suggests that the text “...and enforce” should be inserted
into mitigation measure MM 4.6.1a. Subsequent to the release of the Draft
General Plan and Draft EIR, further modificafion has been made to the
General Plan Conservation Element. These protective measures would
require establishment of fishery monitoring program(s) in order to track the
current condition of special-status fisheries and associated habitats in the
County's watersheds. Additionally, protective measures would require
implementation of corrective actions for water quality issues that are
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Response 152-65 E:

Response 152-66 E:

Response 152-67 E:

Response 152-68 E:

identified as adversely impacting fisheries. These measures would ensure
that fish monitoring programs are enforced and implemented by the
County. The proposed text “and enforce” is not necessary because
development proposals will be reviewed for compliance with all General
Plan policies.

The commenter states that future projects should not result in an increase
in downstream sedimentation. The County deems that miftigation
measures MM 4.6.1a and MM 4.6.1b are an adequate level of mitigation
for Impact 4.6.1 and would avoid potfential impacts resulting from
increased sedimentation load. The commenter provides no data and/or
analysis that MM 4.6.1a and MM 4.6.1b are not adequate to avoid
impacts from increased sedimentation load.

The commenter states that future projects should not lower or impact
groundwater levels and should not result in any reduction in summer base
flow confributions to either groundwater aquifer or receiving water
(creeks, ponds, etc.) adjacent or downstream of the project site. The
County has determined that mitigation measures MM 4.11.5e and 4.11.4
would mitigate this potential impact to a level of less than significant for all
three alternatives. Additionally, the commenter is referred to Water
Supply Master Response 3.4.1 for a discussion of water supply and
groundwater availability.

The commenter suggests the insertion of “...and maintenance of cool
water temperature” into mitigation measure MM 4.6.5b. The commenter
also suggests requiring a Conservation Plan.

Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation Element
taking info consideration the commenter’'s recommended text changes.
These protective measures would require mitigation for discretionary
projects that results in no net adverse effects to stream temperature, bed
attributes, or habitat necessary for native fisheries health and may include
restoration and improvement of impacted habitat areas. Therefore, this
mitigation measure does not need to be revised.

The commenter states that “shall be” is repeated twice in MM 4.6.6. The
following corrections have been made to mitigation measure MM 4.6-6 on
pages 2.0-25 and 4.6-34 of the Draft EIR:

e MMA4..6 The County shall provide a policy in the General Plan
that requires that subsequent development activities
and roadway improvements not directly disturb the
bed and bank of any waterway known or suspected to
contain fishery resources to the maximum extent
feasible. If avoidance is determined to be infeasible by
the County, then BMPs and/or habitat restoration shall
be shallbe incorporated (in consultation with California
Department of Fish and Game, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration National Marine Fisheries Service) info
the project design that demonstrates no adverse
impacts to fishery resources and allows for fish passage.
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Response 152-69 E:

Response 152-70 E:

Response 152-71 E:

Response 152-72 E:

Response 152-73 E:

Response 152-74 E:

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.7.1a.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is
required.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.7.1b. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is required.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.7.1c.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no response is
required.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.7.2b.
Because the commenter supports this mitigafion measure, no response is
required.

The commenter states that the mitigation for Impact 4.7.3 is insufficient if
the result is sfill significant and unavoidable. The commenter also states
that the Draft EIR makes a false assumption that the traffic mixes will
remain the same under the Draft General Plan. The County does not
have the ability to require, improve, or construct fraffic noise attenuation
features outside of the unincorporated area, which would be the only
way to further reduce traffic-related noise along County roadways aside
from limiting ftraffic on County roadways, which is not feasible.
Additionally, placement of noise barriers (e.g., walls and berming) may be
considered inconsistent with the fundamental principles of the General
Plan Update of retaining the current character of the County and thus
considered infeasible. Therefore, the proposed mitigation measures are
feasible mitigations to assist in reducing traffic noise exposure impacts.
The reader is referred to pages 4.4-25 through -31 in Section 4.4,
Transportation, of the Draft EIR for the methodology used in the traffic
analysis.

Though CEQA requires an EIR to describe feasible mitigation measures
which could minimize significant adverse effects, CEQA does also allow
for instances in which no feasible mitigation is available, mitigation cannot
be legally imposed (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(5)) and
significant effects cannot be avoided if the proposed project is
implemented (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(b)).

CEQA Guidelines further state that if economic, social, or other conditions
make it infeasible to mitigate one or more significant effects on the
environment of a project, the project may nonetheless be carried out or
approved at the discretion of the lead agency if certain findings are
made associated with project approval (e.g., Statement of Overriding
Considerations) (CEQA Guidelines Section 151091 and 151093).

The comment suggests the insertion of the text “...or when traffic volumes
will increase as a development impact, or" and “...such roadway
improvements be completed prior to project construction.” Additionally,
the commenter suggests the removal of the “the extent feasible” from
mitigation measure MM 4.7 4.
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Response 152-75 E:

Response 152-76 E:

Response 152-77 E:

Response 152-78 E:

The County deems that the proposed mitigation measure MM 4.7.4
provides an appropriate level of mitigation for Impact 4.7.4 and mitigation
measure MM 4.7.4 is adequate as written to reduce the impact. The
reader is referred to Response 152-73 regarding the infeasibility of
implementing further measures to attenuate ftraffic-related noise.
Additionally, the issue of timing of when the improvements are
constructed will be determined through the CEQA review of individual
projects.

The commenter states the term “temporarily” in Impact 4.7.6 should be
further defined and comments that the temporary status in its current
context could be very significant. The draft General Plan and Draft EIR
provides land use designations for potential projects and does not provide
environmental clearance for specific projects. Subsequent development
within the County will be reviewed for a project’'s potential to cause
environmental impacts, including noise.

The term temporarily in this context refers to typical small residential,
commercial, or office construction projects that do not generate
significant noise impacts when standard construction noise control
measures are enforced at the construction site and when the duration of
the noise generating construction period is limited to one construction
season (typically one year) or less.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.7.7. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation, no response is necessary.

The commenter questions why the County is choosing to exceed regional
growth projections, particularly when it would result in increased emissions.
The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.8.1c, but
suggests addressing impacts from specific projects outside of existing
footprint (i.e., carry-over to access roads).

There is no requirement that the General Plan contain the same growth
projections as ABAG. The commenter is referred to Alternatives Master
Response 3.4.2 for ABAG projections. Impacts associated with increased
emissions are adequately addressed and mitigated in Section 4.8, Air
Quality, of the Draft EIR. Additionally, subsequent to the release of the
Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has been made to
the General Plan Conservation Element. These protective measures
include additional language in reference to project-specific project air
quality emissions impacts, including the participation in Bay Area Air
Quality Management District air quality improvement programs. This
additional language will also address the need to reduce project-specific
air quality emissions in the vicinity of a proposed project and in adjacent
areas.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.8.1d.
Because the commenter supports this mitigafion measure, no response is
necessary.
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Response 152-79 E:

Response 152-80 E:

Response 152-81 E:

Response 152-82 E:

Response 152-83 E:

The commenter suggests fext changes to mitigation measure MM 4.8.2
from “providing information regarding” to “requiring.” Subsequent to the
release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has
been made to the General Plan Conservation Element. These protective
measures include additional language that addresses requiring low
emitting fireplaces for future construction projects or home remodeling.

The commenter suggests that mitigation measure MM 4.8.3a should be
changed from application to “discretionary projects” to all projects.
Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation Element.
These protective measures include additional language that requires all
discretionary projects to follow dust control measures.

The commenter suggests changing hydroseed fo appropriate native
seeds for mitigation measure MM 4.8.3b. Subsequent to the release of the
Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has been made to
the General Plan Conservation Element. These protective measures
include additional language that requires the establishment of non-
invasive vegetative cover as soil stabilizers. The use of appropriate non-
invasive vegetative cover will ensure the protection of natfive plant
species fo Napa County.

The commenter suggests that the text “...and to any waterway” should
be inserted intfo mitigation measure MM 4.8.3b for erosion control
measures to prevent silt runoff. The commenter also suggests clarification
of stabilizihng vegetation to appropriate vegetation not resulting in non-
native or noxious weeds.

Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation Element.
These protective measures include additional language that requires the
appropriate erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public
roadways and any waterways. Additional language also requires that
stabilizing vegetation consist of non-invasive vegetative cover, which will
ensure existing vegetation will not be replaced with noxious weeds.

The commenter suggests that a mitigation measure which would require
monitoring or full mitigation should be required for Impact 4.9.1. This
impact was found to be less than significant in the EIR analysis.
Additionally, the routine transportation of hazardous materials on area
roadways is regulated by the California Highway Patrol, U.S. Department
of Transportation (Hazardous Materials Transportation Act), and Caltrans,
and use of hazardous materials is regulated by the DTSC (22 Cal. Code
Regs §§ 66001, et seq.). The use, storage, and transport of hazardous
materials by developers, contractors, business owners, and others are
required to be in compliance with local, state, and federal regulations
during project construction and operation. Facilities that use hazardous
materials are required to obtain permits and comply with appropriate
regulatory agency standards and regulations designed to avoid
hazardous material releases. All existing and future development in the
unincorporated County would be required to comply with federal, state,
and local regulations regarding the handling, fransportation, disposal,
and clean-up of hazardous materials. The County deems that these
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Response 152-84 E:

Response 152-85 E:

Response 152-86 E:

Response 152-87 E:

existing regulafions are adequate to mifigate for the fransport of
hazardous materials on area roadways. Therefore, no mitigation measure
is required for this impact.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.9.2. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further response is
necessary.

The commenter suggests that mitigation measure MM 4.2.2 for Impact
4.9.3 should reference the Angwin Airport. Mitigation measure MM 4.2.2
was designed to reduce any land use conflicts between the draft General
Plan and the Napa County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, not
specific airports or airstrips. Provisions in the County Code (County Code
Title 11 [Airport] and Chapter 18.80 [Airport Compatibility Combining
District]) provide land use restrictions associated with the Angwin-Parreft
Field Airport that mitigate hazards associated with locating land uses
within the vicinity of public use airports or private airstrips.

The commenter suggests clarification of adequate emergency access for
evacuation in mitigation measure MM 4.9.4 to include appropriate ingress
and egress for the entire population of the area not just subsequent
development projects.

Adequate emergency access for fufure development projects will be
evaluated under mitigation measures MM 4.13.1.1a and b and will be
evaluated for compliance with County Code (Chapters 15.32 and 18.84)
and Public Resources Code Sections 4290 and 4291 (e.g., provisions
associated with development standards and restrictions regarding
structure design, fuel modification zone design, adequacy of emergency
access). These additional mitigation measures would ensure that
adequate emergency access would be a requirement of subsequent
development. The EIR for the General Plan Update cannot legally impose
mitigation measures on existing development where ingress and egress
does not meet current emergency access standards. The County’s Public
Works Department as well as the Sheriffs Department, local fire
departments, and CDF regularly review existing and proposed
development projects for compliance with health and safety standards
and make modifications fo the County's circulation system, including
emergency access, as appropriate.

The commenter states “not convinced” next to the significance
determination for Impact 4.9.5. Additionally, the commenter
recommends deleting the word “result” and the letter “d” from the word
“increase” in the impact statement of Impact 4.9.5 to read as follows,
“...could increase exposure of...”. This statement has been modified as
recommended.

The Napa Firewise program is currently, and would continue to be,
implemented under Alternatives A, B ,and C in the proposed General Plan
Update as well as under County Code provisions associated with building
requirements (Chapter 15.32) and fire risk zones (Chapter 18.84) and
Public Resources Code Sections 4290 and 4291. Subsequent development
would be subject to these provisions to provide development standards
and restrictions regarding structure design, fuel modification zone design,
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Response 152-89 E:

Response 152-90 E:

Response 152-91 E:

Response 152-92 E:

adequacy of emergency access, water for fire fighting, and other
associated standards. The County has deemed that these provisions and
standards would provide adequate mitigation to reduce the hazards from
wildland fires.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.10.1. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further response is
necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.10.2. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further response is
necessary.

The commenter suggests changing the text in mitigation measure
MM 4.10.4a from "“considered” to “required.” The County deems that
mitigation measure MM 4.10.4a is an adequate level of mitigation for
Impact 4.10.4. Nafive planting should be considered for landscaping
when areas have conditions that would support native species. Since
release of the Draft EIR and the public draft of the proposed General Plan
Update, the Conservation Element has been further revised to include the
following additional policy provisions that further address biological
resources in the County and native plants. This also includes incorporation
of mitigation measures identified in Draft EIR Section 4.5, Biological
Resources, (MM 4.5.1a through ¢, MM 4.5.2a through ¢, and MM 4.5.3a
and b) into the Conservation Element. The Conservation Element now
includes a measure that the County will preserve habitat for fish, wildlife,
wildlife movement, and native vegetation to the maximum extent feasible
and provide replacement or preservation of oak woodlands and native
vegetation at a 2:1 ratio.

The commenter states that mitigation measure MM 4.10.4c¢ should include
wastewater disposal in the mitigation and “septic/wastewater tfreatment”
should be inserted. The term buildable site encompasses a large enough
area to accommodate associated infrastructure, including septic/
wastewater freatment, with a subdivision development. Additionally, Title
13, Division Il of the County Code contains provisions for addressing
wastewater and septic systems, and it regulates individual, private, and
public sewage systems within the unincorporated portions of the County.

The commenter states that Impact 4.10.7 should require soils analysis for
mitigation and only approve projects that include wastewater disposal
systems. The commenter states that these measures should preclude
impacts to groundwater.

The impacts associated with the soils suitability for septic tanks can be
reduced or avoided through proper site inspection and project
monitoring and maintenance on a project-by-project basis. Site
inspection should include percolation testing to determine the soll
suitability. When soil suitability is identified, septic systems should be
designed accordingly. Title 13, Division Il of the County Code establishes
specific design, location, capacity, and testing standards for the
installation of septic systems that ensure proper operation and avoidance
of impacts to groundwater resources. Compliance with the provisions of
Title 13, Division Il of the County Code would ensure that septic systems as
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Response 152-97 E:

Response 152-98 E:

Response 152-99 E:

a result of subsequent development are designed and operated
adequately to avoid system failures and impact to groundwater
resources.

The commenter states that Impact 4.10.7 should require mitigation for
projects that have the potential to impact surface water through non-
point source pollutants. Impact 4.10.7 was found to be less than
significant for all three alternatives. The commenter is referred to Impact
4.11.4 and mitigation measure MM 4.11.4, which address non-point source
pollutants to downstream surface waters. Additionally, subsequent to the
release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has
been made to the General Plan Conservation Element. These protective
measures include additional language to protect surface water from non-
point source pollutants. Therefore, no additional mitigation is required.

The commenter states that mitigation measure MM 4.11.2a should require
implementation of TMDL reports for all water sources. In addition to MM
4.11.2a, mitigation measures MM 4.11.2b and 4.11.3b address TMDL.
Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation Element.
Additional language has been added to policies that reflects the then-
current status of the TMDL process. The County shall also comply with
applicable Water Quality Control/Basin Plans as amended through the
Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) process to improve water quality. The
County deems that these measures to implement the TDML process are
adequate.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.3a.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states that mitigation measure MM 4.11.3b should require
implementation of TMDL reports for all water sources. The commenter is
referred to Response 152-94.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4. Because
the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further response is
necessary.

The commenter questions the timeframe for implementation for mitigation
measure MM 4.11.4. The measure would be implemented through a
sfreamlined permitting process which requires an application to be
reviewed for completeness. The application requirement and reports that
demonstrate compliance with described conditions under MM 4.11.4 must
be provided in completeness before project approval of vineyard
expansion projects.

The commenter states that the project conditions under mitigation
measure MM 4.11.4 should be applied to any development within the
County.

Projects that come before the County for consideration are required to
be evaluated for compliance with County policies, and if they meet the
definition of a “project” under CEQA Guidelines Section 15378 they are
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also required to go through a project-specific environmental evaluation
that provides a comprehensive analysis of environmental impacts and
mitigation measures. It should also be noted that subsequent to the
release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has
been made to the General Plan Conservation Element. Additional
language has been added fo policies to offer incenfives such as a
streamlined review process for new vineyard development and other
projects that incorporate environmentally sustainable practices that avoid
or mitigate significant environmental impacts. Therefore, MM 4.11.4 does
not need to be expanded to apply to all projects in the County.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4E.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4E.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM  4.11.4F.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter staftes support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4G.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4G.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states that the project conditions under mitigation
measure MM 4.11.4 should be applied to any development within the
County. The commenter is referred to Response 152-99.

The commenter states that the project conditions under mitigation
measure MM 4.11.4 should be applied to any development within the
County. The commenter is referred to Response 152-99.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4H.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4H.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4H.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mifigation measure MM 4.11.4J.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.
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The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4M.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4M.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11.4N.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states stronger policies and actions that protect
groundwarter should be implemented for Impact 4.11.5. The commenter
also states that well pumping that would accelerate overdraft should not
be approved. The draft General Plan Update includes several policies
including Policy CON-35 to protect water resources and groundwater
recharges. The commenter is also referred to Water Supply Master
Response 3.4.1 for a discussion of water supply and groundwater
resources.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11. 5a.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11. 5c.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11. 5c.c.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.11. 5d.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mifigation measure MM 4.11. 5e.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states that mitigation measure MM4.11.3b should address
all watercourses in the County. The commenter is referred to Response
152-94.

The commenter states that mitigation measure MM4.11.2a should address
all watercourses in the County. The commenter is referred to Response
152-94.

The commenter states projects should not be allowed within 100-year
flood hazard areas. The County appreciates the input regarding the
General Plan process. The County will consider the comment when
reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document
and certification of the EIR.
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The County will allow subsequent development within the100-year flood
hazard areas consistent with the County Floodplain Management
Ordinances and the Code of Federal Regulations for the National Flood
Insurance Program. The current County Code does not allow
development within a defined floodway (unless within the footprint of the
existing structure or certified by a registered engineer or architect to not
result in any increase in base flood elevation) and does not allow
development in the floodplain if the project would increase the base
flood elevation by more than one foot, except in special cases. The
current County code requires residential structures built within a FEMA-
designated special flood hazard area to be elevated at least one foot
above the elevation of the 100-year flood level to protect these structures
from flood damage. The County deems that these provisions are
adequate to reduce hazards associated with development in 100-year
flood hazard areas.

The commenter states that the Cultural Resources section was done well.
The County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process.
Because the commenter does not recommend any changes, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter suggests the insertion of “...or disapproval of permit” at
the end of mitigation measure MM 4.12.2. The County deems that MM
4.12.2.is an adequate level of mitigation for Impact 4.12.2 as written.

Commenter states mitigation measure MM 4.13.1.1a for the construction
of facilities in caves does not address Impact 4.13.1.1. This mifigation
measure specifically requires that cave facilities be designed to meet fire
suppression requirements, which would improve fire service provider's
ability to respond and fight cave fires.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.13.1.Ib.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states mitigation measure MM 4.13.2.1a should include
the requirement to identify the funding source prior to project approval in
addifion to consultation with law enforcement agencies.

All law enforcement services in the County are funded through the
County's General Fund, individual city general funds, mutual aid
agreements, and other sources (e.g., grants), which are generally
anticipated to be an adequate funding mechanism to meet the NCSD
and local police department's projected staffing and service needs.
However, it should be noted that funding levels of law enforcement
services are ultimately decided by the Napa County Board of Supervisors
and the local city and town councils for each incorporated city. The
County has deemed that these funding mechanisms are adequate to
provide funding for law enforcement agencies.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.13.3.1b.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.
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The commenter suggests that a greater percentage of costs should be
provided by project developers for Impacts 4.13.5.1, 4.13.6.1, and 4.13.7.1.
The County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process.
The County will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan
policies prior to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The Draft EIR is required to evaluate the impacts resulting from the
production of quantities of solid waste that would exceed the capacity of
the landfill(s) that will serve the project’s solid waste disposal needs or
result in non-compliance with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste for Impact 4.13.5.1. The provision of cost
for increased solid waste will be determined on a case-by-case basis for
specific projects.

For impact 4.13.6.1, the California Government Code Sections 65995(h)
and 659%96(b) provide full and complete school facilities mitigation.
Section 65995(h) states that the payment or satisfaction of a fee, charge,
or other requirement levied or imposed pursuant to Section 17620 of the
Education Code is deemed to be full and complete mitigation of the
impacts for the planning, use, development, or provision of adequate
school facilities, and Section 65996(b) states that the provisions of the
Government Code provide full and complete school facilities mitigation.
In Napa County, project applicants proposing new building square
footage are directed to the applicable school district to pay required fees
prior to permit issuance.

The Draft EIR is required to evaluate the impacts resulting in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered facilities for Impact 4.13.7.1. The provision of cost for
increased facilities will be determined on a case-by-case basis for specific
projects.

The commenter suggests that a greater percentage of costs should be
provided by project developers for Impacts 4.13.8.1 and 4.13.9.1. The
County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process. The
County will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan
policies prior to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The Draft EIR is required to evaluate the impacts resulting in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts associated with Impacts 4.13.8.1 and
4.13.9.1. The provision of costs for increased facilities will be determined on
a case-by-case basis for specific projects.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.13.9.1qa.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.13.9.1b.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.
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The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.13.9.1e.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter suggests the insertion of “...and private multi-residential or
commercial development” info mitigation measure MM 4.14.1a. All
development activity (e.g., wineries, residences) are subject fo the
applicable provisions of the Viewshed Protection Ordinance that are
intended to protect the visual landscape characteristics of ridgelines and
views from designated scenic corridors. Therefore, the Napa County
Viewshed Protection Program currently applies to all development
activities including multi-family residential and commercial. No change to
this mitigation measure is required.

The commenter suggests that text should be inserfed into mitigation
measure MM 4.14.1b that states “...and most significantly along Viewshed
Designated Scenic Routes.” Mitigation measure MM 4.14.1b provides for
the same level of retention of trees along all public roadways in Napa
County, including roads along Viewshed Designated Scenic Routes. No
change to this mitigation measure is required.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.14. The
commenter also suggests that the General Plan and the Draft EIR should
identify County-designated scenic roadways throughout the County.
Comment noted. The Community Character Element in the Revised
General Plan Update has been revised to include information on scenic
roadways in the county.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.14.1d.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.14.1e.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.14.2q.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.14.2b.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter suggests that the General Plan and the Draft EIR should
identify County-designated scenic roadways throughout the County. The
commenter is referred to Response 152-136 for a discussion of identifying
County-designated scenic roadways.

The commenter states support for mitigation measure MM 4.14.2d.
Because the commenter supports this mitigation measure, no further
response is necessary.
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The comment suggests inserting *“...therefore development will be
concentrated in the County’s existing cities and urbanized areas” into
Policy Ag/LU-1. The County will consider the comment when reviewing
the General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document and
certification of the EIR.

The commenter states Goal 2 from the current General Plan should be
retained in the updated General Plan. The County appreciates the input
regarding the General Plan process. The County will consider the
comment when reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of
the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states support for the use of active verbs in the General
Plan. Because the commenter states support for the policy and actions,
no further response is necessary.

The commenter suggests that a Designated Public (Scenic) Roads Map
should be made part of the General Plan. The Community Character
Element of the Revised General Plan Update includes a map of the scenic
roadways subject to viewshed protection.

The commenter suggests inserfion of “...support of agriculture” into Policy
CON-30. Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft
EIR, further modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation
Element. These protective measures include language for the protection
of watersheds for the support of agriculture.

The commenter states support for ROS Goal 1T and Policy ROS-1. Because
the commenter states support for the goal and policy, no further response
is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy ROS-3. Because the commenter
states support for the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states that portions of Goal 2.5 from the current General
Plan are not retained in the updated General Plan. Policy ROS-23 contains
measures for a system of scenic roads, bicycle routes, and hiking trails to
connect existing cities with recreation and open space resources.
Therefore, Policy ROS-23 in the updated General Plan retains the same
measures as Goal 2.5 from the current General Plan.

The commenter states support for Policy CIR-3.6. Because the commenter
states support for the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy Ag/LU-7. Because the
commenter states support for the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy Ag/LU-3. Because the
commenter states support for the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy Ag/LU-14 and the disclosure of
the right to farm. The commenter also notes that the right-to-farm policy
should be disclosed to buyers adjacent to planned subdivisions in rural
areas. The requested information has been added to the Revised
General Plan Update (now Policy Ag/LU-15).
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The commenter states support for the current General Plan Policy 3.14
Water Supply and stated that it should be retained in the General Plan
update. Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft
EIR, further modification has been made to the General Plan Conservation
Element. These protective measures include language to perform surface
and groundwater resources studies within the County.

The commenter requests clarification as to the definition of sub-areas. The
County will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan
policies prior to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states Policy Ag/LU-32 assumes that "bubbles” are
appropriately designated; the commenter believes they are not
appropriately designated. The County appreciates the input regarding
the General Plan process. The County will consider the comment when
reviewing the General Plan policies prior fo adoption of the document
and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states support for Policy Ag/LU-55 and notes that the
policy is mislabeled as Policy Ag/LU-53. The commenter suggests that
Policy Ag/LU-55 include "and wells.” The commenter also concurs with the
current General Plan policy 4.9 for the Angwin Urban Area. The County
appreciates the input regarding the General Plan process. The County will
consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan policies prior fo
adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The following text on page 14 of the Draft General Plan Policy Location
Matrix will be changed as follows:

e Policy Ag/LU-8355: The existing density of development in the Angwin
Areaq...

The commenter states that the text should be changed from Figure
Ag/LU-1 to Figure 2. The commenter also notes support for Policy
Ag/LU-125. The County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan
process.

The following text in the General Plan Policy Location Matrix will be
changed as follows:

e Policy Ag/LU-111: Figure Ag/LU-+3 3depicts the land use policy of the
County of Napa.

The commenter suggests further defining "already developed areas” in
Policy Ag/LU-23. The commenter also suggests defining how many
residences are required to extend urban services and what urban services
consist of in Policy Ag/LU-24. The County feels that the “already
developed areas” terminology contains the correct level of detail for a
General Plan policy.

The commenter suggests further defining "already developed areas” in
Policy Ag/LU-20. See Response 152-160 above.
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The commenter states zoning for Hess Vineyards is inconsistent with Ag/LU
goals. The County will consider the comment when reviewing the
General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document and certification
of the EIR.

The commenter states zoning for Hess Vineyards is inconsistent with Ag/LU
goals. The County will consider the comment when reviewing the
General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document and certification
of the EIR.

The commenter states support for Policy Ag/LU-39. Because the
commenter states support for the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states that Policy Ag/LU-121 and -123 have the same
language and content.

The following text on page 86 of the General Plan will be changed as
follows to reflect the correct policy numbering in the General Plan
Update.

Policy Ag/LU-120: Work with the school districts serving students in the
County to coordinate the provision of school
facilities in conjunction with demographic changes
and student populations. Also _encourage
incorporated areas to reserve school sites within
their jurisdictions.

The commenter states support for Policy Ag/LU-122. Because the
commenter states support for the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy Ag/LU-124. Because the
commenter states support for the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Circulation Goal 1. Because the
commenter states support for the goal, no further response is necessary.

The commenter suggests further defining "already developed areas” to
“existing incorporated areas and urbanized areas” in Policy CIR-1.1.
Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Circulation Element.
These profective measures include addifional language to further
describe already developed areas as existing cities, fowns, and urbanized
areas.

The commenter suggests language be inserted in Action Item CIR-2.1.1:
“...driveway spacing.” The commenter also suggests inserting “Proposed
multi-residential developments shall address impacts to County connector
roads prior to project approval for construction” into Action Item CIR-2.1.1.

In the text of this action item (Action Item CIR-11.1 in the Revised General
Plan Update) “ofther design details” would encompass driveway spacing.
Additionally, Action Item CIR-11.1 addresses road and street design
standards and does not assess the impacts from fraffic on nearby
roadways.
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The commenter suggests further defining "already developed areas” to
existing incorporated areas and urbanized areas in Policy CIR-1.1. The
commenter also suggests that the term “should” be replaced with “shall.”
Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to the General Plan Circulation Element.
These profective measures include addifional language to further
describe already developed areas as existing cifies, towns, and urbanized
areas. Addifionally, the County deems that the term “should” is adequate
for this policy (now Policy CIR-1).

Commenter suggests including intersection improvements to SR 29 and
Deer Park Road. The commenter suggests inserting “...separate left turn
lanes when justified.” The commenter also questions whether there is an
infersection at SR 29 and Rutherford Cross Road and if the Yountville Cross
Road and SR 29 intersection is infended to reference Yountville Cross
Road and Silverado Trail. The County has reviewed the Circulation
Element and did not recommend including these recommendations at
this fime. However, Circulation Element Policy CIR-13 specifically notes the
following:

“Intersection improvements to improve safety and traffic flow at the
intersections of State Route 29 and Silverado Trail with Oakville Grade,
Oakville Cross Road, Rutherford Cross Road, Yountville Cross Road, and
Deer Park Road.”

The commenter states that a portion of the current General Plan policy
2.e State Highway Routfes and County Roads should be retained in the
General Plan Update under Policy Ag/LU-105. The County will consider
the comment when reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption
of the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states support for Circulation Goal 3. The commenter
suggests that text be added: “The County shall encourage residents’ use
of public transportation.” The Circulation Element includes several policies
throughout the Element that encourage the use of regional and local
public transportation, including several policies under Goal 3. Therefore,
Circulation Goal 3 does not heed to be modified.

The commenter states support for Action Item CIR-2.7.1 and Policy CIR-3.7.
Because the commenter supports the action and policy, no further
response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CIR-3.11. Because the

commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter suggests inserting “...and zoning” into Policy SAF-31. The
commenter suggests that Angwin Airport should be specifically included
in Policy SAF-31 policy. The County has made this suggested text change;
the policy is now renumbered as SAF-33 in the revised Safety Element.

The commenter states support for Circulation Goal 3. The commenter is
referred to Response 152-174.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-179 P:

Response 152-180 P:

Response 152-181 P:

Response 152-182 P:

Response 152-183 P:

Response 152-184 P:

Response 152-185 P:

The commenter states support for Policy CIR-3.9. The commenter also
suggests inserting “...and are compatible with adjacent areas” and “Such
alternate uses should be appropriately buffered.” Subsequent to the
release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has
been made to the General Plan Circulation Element. These protective
measures include additionally language to convert abandoned rail right-
of-way to bicycle routes, provided they are compatible with adjacent
uses.

The commenter suggests further defining “Increase the attractiveness” in
CIR-3.2. Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR,
further modification has been made to General Plan Policy CIR-3.2 Now
CIR-26) that further defines increased attractiveness as achieved through
a variety of means, including promoting transit-oriented development in
appropriate locations and use of transit by visitors o Napa County.

The commenter suggests including an increase percentage number info
Policy ROS-12 and inserting the text “to meet both transportation and
recreation needs.” The County will consider the comment when
reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document
and certification of the EIR.

The commenter suggests portions of the current General Plan policy 79g
should be retained in the General Plan Update. The commenter states
support for Policy CIR-3.5. The County appreciates the input regarding the
General Plan process. The County will consider the comment when
reviewing the General Plan policies prior fo adoption of the document
and certification of the EIR. The updated General Plan includes language
under Goal 3 of the Circulation Element that would require that
development proposals and public projects provide for bicycle access.
These policies retain the intent of the current policy 7g.

The commenter suggests that Policy CIR-3.8 should be changed to say
“shall be required as a component” to replace “considered in the
evaluation.” Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and
Draft EIR, further modification has been made to the policy (now Policy
CIR-33) in the Revised General Plan Update Policy requiring that
pedestrian and bicycle access be integrated into all parking lots where
feasible and appropriate.

The commenter suggests that the term “enhance the attractiveness” be
further defined. The County will consider the comment when reviewing
the General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document and
certification of the EIR.

The commenter states that Policy CC-12 [Policy CC-14 in the Revised
General Plan Update] only addresses telecommunication facilities and
fransmission lines and suggests refaining language from the current
General Plan Policy 3. The County will consider the comment when
reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document
and certification of the EIR.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-186 P:

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

152-187 P:

152-188 P:

152-189 P:

152-190 P:

152-191 P:

152-192 P:

152-193 P:

152-194 P:

152-195 P:

152-196 P:

152-197 P:

The commenter suggests replacing “should” with “shall” in Policy CC-9.
The County will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan
policies prior to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-8. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-11. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-6. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-31. The commenter
suggests that the current conservation regulations be listed and
referenced. The conservation regulations to which Policy CON-31d is
referring are those regulations that pertain to municipal water supply. The
County will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan
policies prior to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-31g. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter suggests that the current General Plan policies d and e
related to encouraging programs to protect wildlife species should be
retained in the General Plan update. The General Plan update contains
language in the current General Plan policies d and e under protection
measures related to special-status species including but not limited to
CON-9, -11, and -13. The County will consider the comment when
reviewing the General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document
and certification of the EIR.

The commenter suggests that “Napa County” be inserted in Policy
CON-14. The commenter also notes support for CON-14. Additionally,
subsequent to the releases of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further
modification has been made to General Plan Policy CON-14 to include
the term Napa County. Because the commenter supports the policy, no
further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-16. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-17. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter does not support construction on levees discussed under
Policy CON-21d. Subsequent to the releases of the Draft General Plan and
Draft EIR, the Conservation Element of the Revised General Plan Update
has been further modified to restrict construction on levees (see Policy
CON-31d).

The commenter suggests that Policy CON-22¢ should redefine “adaptive
vegetation” to be conscious of exotic/invasive species. Subsequent to the
release of the Draft General Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

152-198 P:

152-199 P:

152-200 P:

152-201 P:

152-202 P:

152-203 P:

152-204 P:

152-205 P:

152-206 P:

152-207 P:

152-208 P:

152-209 P:

been made to the Conservation Element of the Revised General Plan
Update to define replacement vegetation as native vegetation (see
Policy CON-24c).

The commenter states support for Policy CON-23. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-25e. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-27. The commenter also
suggests inserting “...careful review for ecological impacts of proposed
developments.” Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and
Draft EIR, further modification has been made to the Conservation
Element in Policy CON-18, which includes additional language
requirement for reviewing ecological impact from various developments.

The commenter states that Policy CON-16 addresses wetlands and not
forested lands.

The commenter is referred to the revisions to the update matrix released in
December 2007.

The commenter states that monitoring conversions of riparian lands is very
important in Policy CON-24 and the text "Napa County” should be
inserted intfo the policy. Subsequent to the release of the Draft General
Plan and Draft EIR, further modification has been made fo Revised
General Plan Update Policy CON-28 (policy has been renumbered) to
include the term “Napa County.”

The commenter suggests that “adapted vegetation” be further defined in
Policy CON-2c. Subsequent to the release of the Draft General Plan and
Draft EIR, further modification has been made to the General Plan to
further define adaptive vegetation as non-invasive vegetation in Policy
CON-2c.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-7. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-34. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter requests that the term “resources” be further defined in
Policy CON-68. The term resources is defined in Goal CON-6, and -7 as
forests, woodlands, commercial timberlands, and mineral deposits.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-72. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-71. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CON-73. Because the
commenter supports the policy, no further response is necessary.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

Response

152-210 P:

152-211 P:

152-212 P:

152-213 P:

152-214 P:

152-215 P:

152-216 P:

152-217 P:

152-218 P:

152-219 P:

152-220 P:

152-221 P:

152-222 P:

152-223 P:

The commenter states support for ROS Goal 1 and Goal 2. Because the
commenter supports the goals, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CC-17 and Action Item CC-17.1
and CC-17.2. Because the commenter supports the policy and action
items, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy CC-3. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-8. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-23. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states that language from the current General Plan policy
Conservation Policy (a) should be retained in the General Plan update
Action Item SAF-16.1 for safe ingress and egress. Safe ingress/egress is
addressed in Policies SAF-13 and SAF-20 of the revised Safety Element.

The commenter suggests text changes to Policy CON-38 to strengthen the
policy. The County appreciates the input regarding the General Plan
process. The County will consider the comment when reviewing the
General Plan policies prior to adoption of the document and certification
of the EIR. The County deems that the language in Policy CON-38 (now
Policy CON-44) is adequate for maintaining reliable water supply. The
County will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan
policies prior to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states support for Goal CON-12. Because the commenter
supports the goal, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states that the language in Conservation Policy (b) was
forward thinking for the 1983 General Plan. Because the commenter does
not provide a comment about the General Plan Update or proposed
policies, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Safety Element Goal 2. Because the
commenter supports the goal, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Safety Element Goals 3, 4, and 5.
Because the commenter supports the goals, no further response is
necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-9. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter suggests changing the language of “should” to “shall be”
in Policy SAF-13. The suggested change has been made to the revised
Safety Element (see Action Item SAF-8.1).

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-20. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-224 P:

Response 152-225 P:

Response 152-226 P:

Response 152-227 P:

Response 152-228 P:

Response 152-229 P:

Response 152-230 P:

Response 152-231 P:

Response 152-232 P:

Response 152-233 P:

Response 152-234 P:

Response 152-235 P:

Response 152-236 P:

Response 152-237 P:

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-16. The commenter suggests
changing the language of “should” to “shall be"” in Policy SAF-16. The
commenter also suggests inserting “...and adequate ingress and egress
for the population of the area” into Action Item SAF-16.1. The commenter
also notes support for Action Item SAF-16.2. The requested change has
been made to Policy SAF-16 in the Safety Element.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-17. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter suggests implementing with changes she noted under
Policy SAF-16. The commenter is referred to Response 152-224.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-19. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-10. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-11. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-12. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-23. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

Commenter suggests changing the language of “should” to “shall be” in
Policy SAF-24. Comment noted. The requested change has been made
to the Safety Element of the Revised General Plan Update (see Policy
SAF-25).

The commenter suggests inserting the language “...and feasibility of
development for the location proposed” into Policy SAF-25 and also
suggests changing the word “should” to “shall be” in the policy. The
County will consider the comment when reviewing the General Plan
policies prior to adoption of the document and certification of the EIR.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-27. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-5. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter states support for Policy SAF-38. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.

The commenter suggests inserting the language *...emergency
broadcast systems” into Policy SAF-39. The requested change has been
made and is now shown in revised Policy SAF-41 of the revised Safety
Element.
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3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response 152-238 P: The commenter states support for Policy SAF-42. Because the commenter
supports the policy, no further response is necessary.
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