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VORK DESCRIPTION:

PHRONE -
ToF2S2-0YDS

ling

7000) of Divislan J of tha Business and Profgssion Gade, andd my ficensa ia Infull force and effact.

“aé‘w .
“OWNER BUILDER DECLARATION.

OF PERJURY that ) am exempt from the Contractors' Stala License Lavw for the following reason
, demeliah, or f2palr

plicant for a permil 6
gase check one of the

D |, AS OWNER OF THE PROPERTY, OR MY EMPLOYEES WITH WAGES AS THEIR SOLE COMPENSATON, WiILL PO THE
WORK, AND THE STRUCTURE 1S NOT INTERDED OR OFFERED FOR SALE. (Sec. 7044 Business and Professions Coda: ‘Tha
Contraciors' State License Law does nol apply 1o an twner of the properly, who bulids or fmproves themsan, nd who does such work
himsall or herself or hrough fus or her emaloyees, providad that such improvements ase not Intendad of ofared kor sele, If, htnvaver, the
butiding or improvements Is sold within one year of complstion, the bubder wid have the burdan of proving thet ha or she did not buiid or
Improve for the purpose of sale.)

D I, AS OWNER OF THE PROPERTY, AM EXCLUSIVELY GONTR}\CTFNG WHTH LICENSED CONTRACTORS TO CONSTRUCT
THE PROJECT (Sze, 7004, Businass and Prafassions Code, The Contraclor’s License Law does nol apidy 1o 2n oungr of property who

bikds or improves thereon, and whe coniracia for such projacis with a contrecior(s} Ecenzed pursvant o the Contracless® Slata License Law.

{ AM EXEMPT under Saction

| HEREBY AFFIRM UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY thatl am licensed undar pravisions of Chapler 3 (commencing with Seation

7o

THEREBY AFFIRM UNDER PENALTY

{Sec. 7031.6), Business and Professiona Coda. Any city of county wiich requires a permll Lo construed, alfer, Improve,

any strrehiea priov lo s Issuance, elso requires tha appicant for such permit o Me a signed statement that he orsho (5 Ecenatd pursuant

I the provisiona of tha Conlraciors’ Stale Lcense Law [Chapiar 8 (commensng with Seckon 7000) of Division 30f the Business and

Frofessions' Code} or thet b o $he s exempt therefrom and basis for the

muw applcant (o a v panaly of not more than five hundred dotiars [3 800).
ng:

od exemplion. Any Viclation of Seclon 7031.5 by eny

£.&P. C.for this ressen

sformantce of the work for which tnis penmit bs issusd, My

" \WORKERS COMPENSATION DECLARATION - -
DER PENALTY OF PERJURY ona of

[:] | HAVE AND WiLL MAINTAIH A CERTIFICATE OFCONSENT TO SELF-HSURE FOR WORKERS COMPENSATION, as provided
forby Section 3700 of  the Labot Code, for the performance of tha work for which Wils permll Is 1ssued.

[ﬂ THAVE AND WILL MAINTAIN A GERTIFICATE OF WORKERS' COMPNESATION INSURANCE, as requied by Section 3700 of the
} woikers' compensalion insursncg canler and palicy No. are:

NOV?/»&; O -2

the Tolcwing dectarations:

ﬁg Sonlice. ~[00 P
E'H’Pl '

DM'E:

TESTIMATED SUBMITTAL FEES PAID

0101 - PLAN REVIEW
0112« LNVESTIGATION

0113 - DEMOLITION

0116 - FIRE DEPARTMENT

0119 -~ EROSION CONTROL

0121 - PLANNING REVIEW

Exp. Dala?"""'——""'

o nalnst sald County

Policy
{This seclion need nol be compleled if tha valuabon is for ons hundred doBars {3100) of less.

| CERTIFY THAT N THE PERFORMANCE OF THE WORK FOR WHICH THIS PERMIT IS ISSUED, | shall nol employ eny pemson n
Bnymanner §0 a3 Lo becoms subfec! lo ihe wokers' compenaation faws of Califernia, and egres thal if | shoutd becoma sublect lo tha
workers' compensetion provisiens of Seclion 3700 of the Labor Cade, | ehatl harewdth comply with thoao provisiens.

WARNING: Folluse lo sscure workers' compensation covarage Is unlawiul, and subjsdl an smployer (o criminal panatities and civil fnea up
lo ona hundred lhousand dellars (§100,000), In adddlon Lo tha cost of cum:

nay's tees,
gﬁﬂ—\_ 4

¥ certify thal 1 huva read this application and state thet the ebove Informal
and stete laws relating to buliding construction and F rake Ihis siatlement under penatty of law, end hareby suthorizo
ropraseninlives of thls county to enter upon the nkove-mantloned propariy for inspection purposes.

NOTICE: This permit will expire by limltation if work Is not started In ona year or ifwork Is
shandoned for more than 180 days, A requast for an extansion of ime must be submitted In

writing to the Bullding Godes Administrator within one year of issuance or 180 days from last

pensaton, domeges as provided for in Section 3700 of the Labor

ton is cor.

| {(We) egree to save, indemnty and kaep harmiess tha County of Nepa against, Judgements, cost, and oxpenses which may In any,
onsequence of the granting of this permit.

yor & IhLNiry | ~7-0F

rect,

LT A DA

Print Name
1 Agent for Owner

=1 Ageal for Conliaclor
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inspection Worksheet

Inspection Area: Insp District 2 Flood Zone: No
Site Address: 1711 ATLAS PEAK, CA

Additional Location:

Cross Street:

Permit Number: B419.01134 Filed On: 7M6/2019

Application Type: Buillding / Residential / EMP / Electrical / New issued On: 71612019

Parcel Number: 039-210-004-000 Expires On:  7/15/2020

Status: Expired Permit Bin #: Discarded

Work Description: SEPTIC ELECTRICAL-INSTALL CONDUIT AND CONTROL PANEL FOR HOUSE AND
GRANNY UNIT.

Construction Cost:  $3,000.00 Balance: $0.00

Owner: BROWN SUSAN A TR ETAL Phone: (000) 000-0000

Contractor: MARK PHILLIPS Phone: (707) 252-6866

Business Name: P & R SEPTIC SYSTEMS LLC

Primary Contact: Mark Phillips Phone: (707) 252-6866

Requestor's Phone Associated Plansets:

Pending and Scheduled Inspections
Scheduled Date |inspection Type 'Result !Request Comment

Historical Inspections
Inspection Date %Inspection Type [Result %Inspector 'Result Comment

Parcel Number: 039-210-004-000

Permit Number EApplication Type %Appfication Status
B04-00803 §Bui|ding { Electrical Plumbing Mechanical / Agriculture Electric / New EFinaIed
B19-01134 jfBuiIding { Residential / EMP / Electrical / New Expired Permit

inspection Worksheet created on Thursday, Sepiember 24, 2028 _ Page 10of 1
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NAPA COUNTY

AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR

BUILDING DIVISION

BILL L, HALL
BUILDING CODES ADMINISTRATOR

CERTIFICAYE OF EXEMPTION FROM WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE
Fh;§ secticn naed not be completed if the permit 53 for three hundred dodars (300) o
048},

§ ¢ertity that In the performance of the work lor which this parmit I3 ssued, | shal nol
Toey manner 50 &5 o becoma.abiect lo the Workers' Compensatien

NOTICE TO APPLICANT: H, afer making the Cerblicals of Exempton, you should becoma
sublect Lo tha Workers' Compendation provisiona of the Labor Code, you must forthwith
comply wih such provisions or Bils permil shail be desmed ravoked,

WORKERS' COMPENSATION DECLARATION
| hereby alfirm that | have a cerlificate of consent to sell-lnsire, or a cerbficata of Workers'
Compansation Insurance, or a certified copy theteof,

Fohey No.
Expiration Dale Company
{ ) Certified copy I hereby furnished

() Certified cogy 15 ffed weh the counly budding mspecton dspariman
or county. depariment

Appticant:

LICENSED CONTRACTORS DECLARATION

| herelyy offm that | am Fcenced under the prowsions of Chapler 9 {commancing with
Section 728?) of Division 3 of the Busmess and Professions Code, end my hcense i i fult
larcd and effect,

CONSERVATION - DEVELOPMENT _ JAMES H. HICKEY

CONSTRUCTION OFFICE GOPY

APPLICATION AND PERMIT

OWNER-BUILDER DECLARATION
| hereby aférm that | am exempl from the Contrack’s Licenso Law for the fotiowing
rgason;

(O]
miended for sale.

|, a3 cwner of the properdy, witt do the work mysel! end | witl not employ any

{}
parson manngr 50 as 10 becoms sublect 1o tha Workers' Compensation

‘/laws of Caornia,
{ 1, a3 owner of the properly, am exchusively contracting with eensed cenlraclors
1o construct the project.

CONSTRUCTION LENDING AGENCY *

| herliy affirm that thera 13 & construtton lending agency for tha pedormance of tha work
for wirioh this permt Is ssued,

Lender's Nama
Lender's Address.

1 cerlity that | hava read this appication and slale thal tha abova Informabon Is comect. |
ngree o comply with afl cily end county wénances and state laws relating lo buiding
construclion, and hereby authorlze representativas of s counly lo enler Lpon the
abova-mentionad proparty for Inspection puipages, | {Wa) agree lo save, indemaify and
keep harmiess the County of Napa againgt HabTdas, hdgments, costs and axpenses
v;:}hﬁch ma;‘y In eny way acorue poanst said County in consequence of tha granting of
thsg permit,

I, 25 owner of tha properdy, Witl construct the dwelling and the dvefing Is not

Lisense Class License Humber v
Contractor E—— _— Signalyes of Apphedny
Bordrg Addest 1711 ATLAS PEAN ROAD N o s DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
Cvirzr ' BOROON _BROUN . Phone  PO7-224~2448 PERMIT NO. 0048522
Maing _ {797 HARDMAN AVEMUE PARCEL NO. 039-210-0400
Addess MADa DA §4558 oagssuEo_ {0/18/%0
st i VALUATION § [i]
VALIDATED 8Y
CONTRACTOHS LIC. NO / PHONE RECEIPT HO, vV okb3j
SELF
Qeneral . DESCRIPTION OF WORK
Address - WORK: LW
Eleclical - pernat.  AGRICOCTORE ELRCTRIT POLE™
[ Pambirg - careaory: ELECTRICAL - .
| Mecharicat L , 100 AP &% HLELAG
Architect . _ _SERVITE :
Address .
Enginger -
Address w
PROCEDURE ayY DATE 18SUE CLEARANCE i
Pians Nol Required ;
FRE 1071879 X
Pilans Recelved
Site Ghecked i onnG:  RE éfgz%_;
prorosepuse M15C, PFERRITS
Plans Revigwed CCCUPANGY TYPE:
TYPE OF CONSTRUGTION: 008 o
FRE 10715797 VARIANCE NO. $1ZE OF ELECTRICAL SERVICE" ,
Appiratan Approved USE PERMIT NO
NOTE: When property vahdated, tre Tarm constiages a bulldiog parmil Thus perml expias ang becomes nutl and veid shold work mol be commenced witkin 180
days from valdation daty or s}nﬁdm.ﬂﬂﬁzedmuucﬁmbemperdedqr:hanmdofqﬂr%&w en mspoction for o period of 180 duys aker work B
o A request for en extansion ol tima sl ba requested m weitng from Ihe Buiking Codas Admmnstrator wihm tha et 160 days of i Permil
REGUIRED INSPECTION CODES FeEs FEES
{Sea Reverse Sla for o T
Ingpeciion Descrplion)
Electrical 28.00
210 450 519
I
!
; roTAL FEES 28..00
TOTAL




INSPECTIONS

DATE

INSPECTOR

INSPECTORS NOTES

c=u1 Uw SETE CHEGH

‘.}O" 0 Q TEMP POWER POLE
'JNDEH SLAB PLUMBING

004 U~u0 UNDER SLAB MECHANIGAL

00'3 0 0 UNDER SLAB ELECTRICITY

Uﬂb 0"1 7LAB INSULATION

i}Uf UH] TEJ-"CKS FORMS

| Topg GM _SLAB POUR
L 009 UffJ UFER GROUND  YES  NO

010 "ﬂ’n WALL REINFORCEMENTS

| 011050 BLOCK GROUT — FOUNDATION
L 015 63y FIRST POUR L s Z

013 100 SECOND POUR .

014 HD UNDER FLOOR PLUMBING

UL T2u UNDER FLODR MECHANICAL

—om 130 UNDER FLODR FRAMING

017 140 UNDER FLOOR INSULATION

| 015 150 FIREPLAGE FOOTING

019 16¢ HEARTH
| 020'170 | DAMPER — THROAT

021 F’LATE TIES — STEEL — GROUT

| 02z iRY _WOOD STOVE

0"3 182 ‘0" CLR_FIREPLACE

0z4 120 ROOF NAILING

s 131 JECK NAILING
L Qpp 19n SIGID IHSUL,

07 2un _HCOFING OR REROOF

Tor3atn | {OUGH ELECTRICAL

“02¢ 220 | SECOND ROUGH PLUMBING
AS LINE TEST

. ¥)RE SPRINKLEA TESY

i ,b;_g‘z_m ‘“ECOND ROUGH MEGHANICAL

‘033 740 YRUCTURAL FRAMING & EGRESS

SHEARWALL / BRACING

HANDICAP ACCESS

THAPS & OVERLOWS

m' ISULATION WALLS

.03
03[1 271 HISULATION CEILINGS

|0z LEC WhLLBOARD NAILING

[ 046 7a0” S10iNG — WOOD, BAICK, ETC.

| 041 300 EXTERIOR LATH NAILING

R 12 310" 3TUCCO — SGRATCH ()

043 30 3TUCCO ~ BROWN (2)
G‘-né?vi A -.nJ'CCO — FINISH (3)

| 045 340 " SOLAR — FRAME, PLUMBING, ELEGTRICAL

096 350 30LAR — C.E.C. SPECIFICATIONS

047 351 - 144l SOLAR

L 048 G 000 1 SPA STEEL BONDING . .
Cgap 0 ALY SRA PLUMBING . -~ -~

| =
i 050 am AAE LINE HEAT POOL™ Y * ¢
[ bl 872 f %.PLASTER

_MaT o TEaln 4 8P4 ELECTRICAL

DE3 39 +GDG/ SPA PRE-DECK

Tusa agy FCr f SPA EQUIPMENT

Tass 101 Fit, POOL / SPA INSPECTION

| 58 a1 OO0 PLAINT INVESTIGATION

| 057420 ¢ Gl SULTATION

QB8 440 FINAL BUiLUING

_DES A0 P LEL:bTRICAL

G660 FIN#L PLUNMBING

061 #70 #iAL MECHANIGAL

082 430 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

043 a9 FIAL PUBLIC WORKS Clearance

| 064 U0 Filal GAS TAG
065 510 MLy ELECTRICAL TAG

o g8g Rl FI l al. HAMNDICAP

067 570 1 QPR INSULATiON CERTIFICATE

| o6t *s_o noq llh- PLANNING DEPARTMENT

089 550 T i1 OCCUPANGY GERTIFICATE

_on FLU Firlil NON-METALLIC WATER

bure s H-J.fl P!GTURES
o 07*5!") i‘i £, YOUNTWLLE

}_ 013 34 ribeL AMERICAN CANYON FIRE

| 074803 Fiiip” AMERICAN CANYON WATER
075510 14l At OEPARTMENT FORESTRY

0¥ Biu_Flisne 1inPA RECLAM D8

it

L7




NAPA COUNTY

AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT DIIECGTOR
BUILDING DIVISION

BaL L HALL

BUILDING CODES ADMINISTRATOR

CERTIFICATE OF EXEMPTIOH FROM WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE

ggg gection need nol ba complated If the permit is for threa hundred dofars (300) or

| cerlity thal In the perlormance of the work for which (his permut Is lssued, | shall not

employ any persca-n’ay manmer 3¢ a3 o becol ¢l lo the Wotkers' Compadsation
Laws of Califor
Apgiicant s {/ 7 pos s Y 2 P

NOTK}E TO APPLIGANT: I, aller raking tha Cerlificata of Exemption, you ghould bebomeé
subjact (o tha Workers' Compensation provisions of Ihe Labor Code, you must forfhwith
comply with such provistons of This permit ghall be deemad revoked.

WORKERS COMPENSATION DECLARATION

I mereby alfirm thal  hava a certitata of consen! 10 seifInsure, or & cortiicale of Vixkess'
Compenaation instirance, of & serihed copy thereol

Folicy No.
Expiralicn Date Company
[} Certibed copy s hergby furnished, Ve \
eno !
() Cerfified copy B fag with e counly buidng inspaction depariaent
of county department,
Applicant: .

LIGENSED CONTRAGTORS DECLARATION

[ hereby alfirm fat 1 am Feansed under the provistons of Chapker 8 {commoncing with
29‘:\50;1“;0&30} ?r Division 3 of [he Business ond Profassions Code, sndtiy rcqgﬁs_‘a Is In fudl
e feck

LsenseClass
Gontracior

o e e ————

S e e s
censg Munber S

bt

"

CONSERVATION — DEVELOPMENT _ JAMES H. HICKEY

INSPECTORS COPY

CONSTRUCTION
APPLICATION AND PERMIT

OWNER-BUILDER RECLARATION

1 hereby aflvm thal | em exampl fom tha Conlraclors Llcense Lew for the olloving
twason;

[ ) |, &5 owner of the properly, wil construct the dweding and the dwdling is not

Indended lor sale.

|, 8% owrer of the properly, wil do (e work myself and | wil not empiy ary

persen [n any enanner 80 88 1o becoma eublect to the Workers' Compensalion
ws of Calfornia

{ |, a& owner of the prosserty, e exclusively contracting with licensed contractors
to construct tha project.

()

" Wpl under Sec. 3800 of the Califoraln Labor Code, Minor Work Under
Yo U N y ' v ont ¥
O'im._j' . g /5'7/49:/; el 2 M )
s e v e i £

7

GONSTRUCTHON LENDING AGENCY

I hafeby allrm that there ks 8 construction lending agency fot Tha padormance of the wark
for wrich this parmit is rssued. !

"Lefers Hama .
Lender's Addr

| coridy that | hava read Ih's appdeation and glale that the above information 1s correct, |
sirea to comely with Bl clly and county ordinances and stale taws relaling to buiding
consiruction, and hershy puthorize repesentalvas of ihis counly to enter upon e
sbava-mentioned properly for lapechon puiposes. |{e) egree lo save, indemnify and
keep harmiess tha County of Napa against Fabiltias, fdgments, cosls and expenses
which may in iy way scetue eaainst sard Counly In ‘consequeace of tha granting of

g permi. .!

Signatare of Amlq‘l;:[ 7

Buiig Adess 1711 ATLAS PEAK RDAD DEPARTHENT USE ONLY
owner___ GORDON._BROYN . Prone  707-224-2648 | pemwiTno.___ 0048520
Maittg 1732 HARDHAN AVENUE . PARCEL RO, (39-210~0400
Addryss NARA, DA QLR DATE ISSUED 10/18/90
VALUATION $ 0
VALONEDEY i [
CONTRAGTORS UG NO. / PHONE RECET NO, MY EY
(SELF , ' .
Gonerst ' DESCRIPTION OF WORK
Addeass WORK, HEW
Elactrical T T e ABRICOLTURETECECTRIT PULE™
Fiumbing T T GATEGORY: EEETETR 1CAL
CHeenaney T I {00 AR 374 H.F. RS
Architect i LNV .IC
Address
B O e ——— e e e | ety R — - —
Adidress ) e
PROCEDUAE. . By DATE ISSUE CLEARANGE B
Flans Noi Required )
FRE . 10/1879 “e , :
Ptans Received
Sita Chacked y ZONING : RE By
proroseo use fITBC. PERAITE
Flans Renlovied . DCCUPANGY TYPE:
, TYPEOF CORSIRUCTION. ____ Rgdee
f i FR[ _10,' 18[ VARIANCE NO e I I - <) OF ELECTRICAL SERVICE;
Applioation Approved USE PERMIT MO,
' NOTE  Wreen properly valdaled, this form constiules a Luiding pecmst This permd expirg8 prd D2comies nuil énd voud Ehould work nol be oo-m;ercead wathiny 150 ’
‘.' days bom vakdabon dals o shoukd el ‘u:icoaﬁlnxt‘mbampwdzdwn&ndwdormtmwmmk}s lbnfaapubddlﬂﬁdawanay\m
gm;ed A requast for a0 endenson of $mz must ba requesied m witg dom Lhe Buitding Codes Adminialralor wika tha Ty 1!50 ditys o the
'QEQUIRED INSPECTION CCDES feEs Fees
. {San Ryerse Sida lot ' ' ) ’ . | ' ' '
' % Inspeclion Dastripton) '
' Electrlcal 25.00
Yi0 450 510
' [0TAL.FEES 28,00
TOTAL

A




INSPEC‘F oNs

DATE INSPEGTOR

INSPEGTORS NOTES .~

001 010

SITE CHECK'

602 020

TEMP POWER POLE

003 030

UNDER SLAB. PLUMBING

034 040

UNDER §LAB MECHANIGAL

005 0560

(JNDER-SLAB ELECTRIGITY"

006 061

SLAB INSULATION -~ .

Q07 060

SETBACKS FORMS !

008 061

SLAB POUR !

009 070

UFER GROUND .~ V&3 O

010 071

WALL REINFORCEMENTS .

P o

011 060

BLOCK: ehdnu‘r FOUNDA‘FIOH

012 080

FIRST PQUA .

_-..n 1_}." p e

13 100

“SECUND.POUR 7

014 110

UNDER FLOOR PLUMBING

015 128G,

UNDER ELOOR: MﬁcHANIQAL

016 130

UNDER FLODT FRAMING ; + T

017 140

UNDER ELODAINSULATION, o o e

018 160

(¢ -

019 160

FIREPLACE ~O§>mﬁz T
HEARTH - -. © L :

020 170

DAMPER - THRQAT o

021 180

022 181

PLATE TIES -~ STEEL ~ G'RCJUT- - -
WOOD STOVE | :

023 182

‘0" CLR. FIREPLACE. ., -

024 180

ROOF NAILING

025 191

DECK MALING =

28 192

RIGID INSUL, - R

027 200

ROOFING OR! HEROOF‘

028 210

ROUGH ELECTRICAL

029 220

SECOND ROUGH pLUMBiNd‘

12X Ep) —

030 221

GASLINGTEST . ' L

031 222

FIRE SPRINKLER TEST- -1~ —~

032 230

SECOND ROUGH MESHANIOAL:

033 240

STRUCTURAL FRAMING & I";"GRES_S :

034 241

SHEARWALL / BRACING

035 250

HANDICAP AGGESS @ & - v..

038 260

TRAPS & _QVEFILQWS -i

037 270

INSULATION WALLS * = - -

(38 271

INSULATION cé;uues

439 280

WALLBOARD NAILING -

040 220

SIDING -— WOOD, SRICK, EI"G

041 300

EXTERIOR LATH NAILING

042 310

STUCCO — SGRATCH1).- ;

043 320

044 330

STUCCO — BRAOWN (2) i.'_ -
STUGCO —FINIBH (3). i1 .-

045 340

GOLAR — FRANE, PLUMBING; EL&GTHICAL

048 350

047 351

SOLAHwC$Q.i$PE¢IFJGAT!ON AP —

FINAL SOLAR™T " -

048 960

POOL | SPA STEE ,.L‘BONDING

049 370

POOL. SPA PLY @Na

050 371

GAZ LINE HEAT FQGL

051 372

PREPLASTER, . rir 10

R

052 380

POOL [ SPA g_}gd‘mléAL R

053 390

POOL / SPA PRE-DECK', A

084 400

POOL [ SPA EQUlPMENT —

056 401

FINAL POOL | SPA INSPECTION -

056 410

057 420

COMPLAINT INVE$TIGATION e
CONSULTATION B

0508 440

FINALBUILDING b o o0 ey 0

059 480

FINAL ELEGTR[CAL o

080 480

FINAL PLUMBING '

P61 470

FINAL MECHANICAL © . ., ..

082 480

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

043 490

FINAL PUBLIC WORKS Clearancei .
Hoarar i

084 500

FINAL GAS TAG

068 510

FINAL ELEGTRICALITAG 727 i

066 520

FINAL HANDICAR, ¢

067 B3¢

FINAL INSULATION cERnFtdATH

068 540

FINAL PLANNING DEPARTMENT

069 B50

FINAL QCCUPANGY:CERTIF FICATE

070 680

FINAL NON-METALLIC. WA‘rEn

© 071 670

FINAL PICTURES .« -~ .

072 550

HAr T

FINAL YOUNTVILLB | 1o o e

' | 073 690

074 800

FINAL AMERICAN CANYON: FIBE L
PINAL AMERICAN CANYOR WATER™

075 810°

FINAL DEPARTMENT: FORESTRY, "~ vi- -+

| 076 620

FlN_AL I\APA RE_LAM D8, . itw. 1l

L w\.!l
'Dlnw‘!.. ,"

"_.' i~ )
My




Page_1 of 4

SITE EVALUATION REPORT

Please sltach an 8.5" x 117 plot map showing the focatlons of aif test pils
triangulaled from permanent landntarks or known properly comers. The
map must ba drawn lo scale and Include a North arrow, surrounding
geographic and topographic fealures, diraction and % slope, distance {o
drainages, waler bodies, potential areas for flooding, unsiable landforms,
exisling or proposed roads, structuras, ulllities, domestic water supplies,
wells, ponds, exisling wastawaler treatment systams and facHlilles,

PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ALL INFORMATION

Permit #:E15-00929 Receipt # 111218

APN 039-210-0-004

Reviewed by:

{County Use Only) (@

Date: %{%ﬁﬁif

T
i

Properdy Owner

Susan Kiken

X New Construclion [0 Additloi  {J Remoda! [ Relocatlon

Otlhar:

Proparly Owner Malllng Address

1869 East Valley Rd % Resldentlal - # of Bedrooms: 5 Design Flow :600

gpd
City Slate Zip
Santa Barbara, Ca. 93108 {1 Commerslal - Type:
Site Address/Lacation Sanitary Waste: gpd Procass Waste: apd
1711 Allas Peak Rd. 0 Other:
Napa, Ca/

Sanilary Waste; apd Procass Wasle; apd

Evaluation Conducted By:

Company Name Evaluators Name Slgna (CivitE , REM.S,, Goclogist, So Briantist)
Ted Walker, REHS Ted Walkr ﬂ ZE 519@_/

Malling Address: TulephopeNumber

2280 Pleasant Hill Rd 707-488-1405

Chy Slate Zip Date Evalualion Conducted

Sabaslopo), Ca 95472

11-19-15

Primary Area

Acceptable Soil Depth 'is 24 inches, Tastplt #B, C, D, and £
Soll Application Rate (.80 gals, fsq. R. /day):

System Typa(s) Recornmended Diip Ssylem
2-3 %,

Slope: Distance Lo nearest walar source: Greater than 100 R,

Hydromeler lest performed? Nox Yes & {allach results)
Butk Density test pedformed? No x Yes O (sllach resulis)
Percolation test performed? Ne x Yes O (altach results)

Groundwaler Monitaring Performed? No x  Yes O (aftach results)

Expansion Area

Accaplabla Soll Dapth Is 60 inches in Tasi pit A:
Suil Applicalion Rale (60 gais/sa, L. fday):
System Type(s) Drip System

Slope 2-3%.  Dislance to nearest water source: Greater that 100 ft.

Hydromater test parformed? No x Yes [ (attach resulls)

Bulk Densily tast performed? Nox Yes 0 (altach resulis)

Parcolation test performed? Nox YesO (altach results)

Groundwater Moniloring Performed? Nox Yes O {altach resuils)

Large parcel of land. Profile holes were reviewed on the upper reaches of the parcel and showed acceptable soils for a
potential Drip Dispersal System. Soll Survey book identlfies the Soll Serles as Forward Serles In the upper reaches.

Locatlon of sofls close to barn, power pole, and a fence. Solls
excessive rock (gravelly loam) In Haoles B, C, D, and E. Hole

to a depth of 24 to 27 Inches, overlaying a layer of
A had acceptable soll to 60 inches.  Suggest Drip System

sized with flll Installed above native solls as cover over the drip system, . County requests a interceptor drain uphill with
the proposed seplic system, Drip Systems are Alternative System that require pre-treatment. In addition - an
Operational Permit is required yearly, along with Service Provider to inspect, monitor, and report to county how system s
performing. An annual fee Is required, along with Easement Agreement for monitoring access, and agreament to monitor
annually. Application rate is estimated to be .60 gals/sqfftiday, Peter Ex from Napa County was present for profile hole

raview,
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TestPit# A PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ALL INFORMATION
Conslstence
Hgg’"&" Boundary | %Rock | Texture | Structure Side Pod Wet Pores Roots | Mottling
inches) Wall
0" to 60° Gradual <16% sCL SISAB SH FRB NS FIF FIF NA
Graduel [ >80% [ CiiGrav | SiSAB H F NS FIF FIF NA
>60°
Forward Gravelly Loam below 80 inches In this hole. And below 24/26 inches In other hoies
TestPit# B
Conslistence
“6’;;?;'“ Boundary | %Rock | Texture | Structure —gigg Pod Wet | Pores | Roots | Mottling
{inchos) Wall
0°to 26" Gradual <16% SCL SISAB SH FRB NS FIF FIF NA
Gradual >60% 8CL S/SAB H F NS FIF FIF NA
»28"
TestPit # C
' Conslstance
“g;:;%" Boundary | %Rock | Texture | Structtro 8o T Ped | Wer | FOre® | Roots | Mottling
{Inches) Wall
0" to 24 Gradual <16% SCL SISAB SH FRB NS FIF FiF NA
lto L]
Gradual | >50% SCL S/SAB H F NS FIF FiF NA
>24"
TestPit # D
Conslstence
Hg‘mﬂ Boundary | %Rock | Texture | Structure [gigs Pod Wet | Pores | Roots | Motiling
{inches) Wall
ot Gradual <16% SCL SISAB SH FRB NS FiF FiF NA
" {o 25"
) Gradual >60% SCL S/SAB H F NS FiF FIF NA
>25" :
TestPit # E
Consistonce
Hg;'p’;" Boundary | %Rock | Texture | Structure [—gjge Pod Wet | Pores | Roots | Motiling
{tnches) _ Watl _
0 t027 Gradugl <16% SCL S/SAB 8H FRB NS F/F FIF NA
» 0 L]
R Gradual >60% SCL SISAB H F NS FIF FiF NA
>27°
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E15-00929

Allas Peak Rd is out hare,
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Alquist Prialo Faults:

Archaaology:

Potential Archaeolaglen! sitas may occur In thls general area, please contact the
Planning, Building, & Environmental Servicas Deapl. for delails*

Callforn)a Planar Coordinate:

DF256

CalVeg: No CalVeq data found

CalWater Watershed: HR: San Francisco Bay

Hydrologlc Reglon (HR) HU; San Pablo

Hydrologic Unit {HU) HA: Napa River

Hydrologle Area {HA) A

Hydrologlc Sub Area (HSA) HSA: Napa River

Super Planning Watarshed (SPW) SPW: Lower Napa River '
Planrdng Watershod (PW) PW: Milliken Reservoir

Faulls; No Faulls found

FEMA Flood Zone: Parcel not in FEMA Flood Zone

Fire Hazard Severity:

Moderate Fire Hazard Severity (SRA). Compliance with Chapler 7 A of the California
Building Code Is required for new construction.

Parcel Report Created 12/23/2015 12:02:55 PM
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Legend

- Waterlines - City of Calistoga
[0 Greund Water Defident Area
[ Parcels
1 county Boundary

789.8 Fest

No liabllity Is assumed for the accuracy of the data delineated hereon.

This map was printed on

41472016

039-210-004
E15-00929
Disdalmer: This map was prepared for informatlenal purposes only. | [Notes
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94,04 188.1 Fest Nao llability is sssumed for the accuracy of the data delineated hereon.
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A NEW4" AB8 8CH a8 GEVER LN
€ MOTAL NORWECO ATL - KGLEL
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R

SECOND REVISION

©. DIFLER LOGATIIN VYMTH kiF 3 al

KIKEN RESIDENCE

¥ IHTERCEPTOR BRAN 4 SHLID Pya. DRIF DISPERSAL SLWADLE DISPOSAL SYSTEM

5 200 KPANDON ORIP BYAITEY, o

TTE% ATLASD PEAK ROAD, NAPA, CA.

3 TORUGRAPHIC AR FRCVIZCD By

. MGNTORING WELLE: 133 UpMis,
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EAiCa 13 (0020 - GED. ASA
GRADING PERMIT APPLICATION

Planning, Building & Environmental Services
1195 Third Street, Suite 210
Napa, CA 94559-3082

(707) 253-4351
A Traastivn of $leeertntp
Alermiimen] 19 Sevin
. ENEVT - t0020
Applicant Information (if different from property owner): Property Owner Information:
1. Name (Flrst and Last or Company Name) 2. Name (First and Last or Company Name)
I Susarn Lilens I | Somte e [y plecn s |
Street Address Street Address 7
[ /867 Ensr patty fosd | | | J
City Statle © Zip City State Zip
(win Bpetocnl 1 CA) | 98r08 | | N l
Phone Number Applicant Title Phone Numnbet
[gos-gysrede | | | |
E-mall Address N E-mail Address
Lgﬁé’ékflkhd@j,-9’”*21'/-('::.'4 I | J
Project Information:
3. Site Address; Assessor's Parcel No.:
|t711 Attas peak Ro ! L 039210000 |

4, Project Description {Attach drawings to application):

Accepting fill from The Napa Conunly Roads Deparlmient for restoralton of eartl ciaused by agricul tiral cattle grazing
and previvsly excavaled area from a 1970°s approved grading permit with saleriol compatible with the nateral
fendures of ihe site, Re-vegetation of disturbed soll area with nalfve plant species.

5 Approximate Area of Disturbance: 6. Will natural drainage be affected? {7 Yes No
7 Cut Information: 7a. Estimated Quantity (CY) 7b. Estimated Depth (FT)
8.  FillInformation: 8a. Estimated Quantity (CY) A0 3600033 8b, Estimated Depth {FT) 5%
9 If creating a reservolr: Estimated Storage (AC-FT) |

Application Fees:

Application fee for processing a grading permit is based ot an hourly fee of $162 per hour in accordance with the Napa County Policy Manual
Section 140.025(a)as revised by the Board of Supervisoss on April 27, 2010, Resolution 2030-43. All grading permit applications require a $1,600.00
deposit 1o Nle, There will be a 1.7% surcharge added per Section 140.015, Any portion of a deposit not used for Issuance of a grading permit
{including Inspections} shall be refunded to applicant ,

THE APPLICANT IS RESPONSIBLE FOR OBTAINING ANY PERMITS
REQUIRED BY OTHER AGENCIES.

ORMATION SUPPLIED BY MYSELT OR MY REPRESENTATIVE IN CONNECTION

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ]
WITH THIS PERMIT APPLICA

N IS%U“.
P . 4&’4 - /%/ Date: é _/M/,{%éﬁw

Signature of Applicant: Date:

Signature of Owner: ,

https:/#countyofnapa.nextrequest.com/documents/70818333%?taken=14dadbedc377df236 15c32dec772b2f8
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INSTALLATON (OF ST FINGE SEDUENT. BARR

L LAY QUT A SWIASLE FENCE LNE ANG SET POSTS ALOVE
IEON ROPLEE AN THE FINGE ALONG THE CONTOUR
AS QLOWEL Y AS POSSIOLE N SMALL SAnLES, CORVE
THE FENGE LINE UPSTREAM AT THE SDES T2 DIRECT IHE
FLOW TOWARD THE MDOLE OF 7HE AWCE. THE SPES
SHOHD B MIGHER THAN THE CENTER A5 LLUSTRATID
W INE BERIRE AT RIGHT.

SPACE FOSTS ON 6 CENTERS AND DRIVE THCM A SN

BF T FENCES CAN BE EITHER T 1437 (38 O3} st DnA, HARD
BOAD OF 11T LEBAT (1.97 KG/A) STET WTH A Mvsins
LENGT OF 3 T (15 M) STEZ POSIS MUST HAVE PRO—
LCTONS FOR FASTENNG WIRE T Jiad

2 TASTEN THE FCIER FABRIC 7O THE UFHIEE RDE OF THE
FENEE POSTS, ANT EXTENG 70 6 73 & w1 15 70 29 o}
IO THE TRENGH,  THE HEIGHT OF THE FENGE SMULD NOT

EXCEED JE WV (QF M) 00 NOT STARLE FATRIC GNTG
TREES LUl THE FILTER FABRIC FRON A COVINUEUS RO
TO AVRD THE USE OF OIS BHEN JNES ARE NEEESS-
ARY: SPUCK [HE FLTER GLOTH AT A SUFPORT POST WH/
A AU & NV (15 LM} OUERLAR, AND SECURILY FASTEN
BOIH 8005 T THE POST

S BAXELL TRE TRENGH QNER THE FOE OF FiE FASRIC
ANG COUMPACT THE S0,

o PREFAGRCANED ST FENGE WITH POSTS WA~ B USED
A5 AN ALTERNAVE 70 SETING STEE OF ROOD POSIS

ROCK LINED SWALE

\l?.@ ST BASH BETONG
|

SHT BASIN 72N

w6 souE I/

I SET STEIL OF KOO0 FOSTS
(SEF WOTE 1] AND EXCAVATE
A 4 BY 4 i (15 BY 17 Ci)
TRENGH (PZLOPE FROM
ALONE THE UNE” OF POSTS.

STARE STRAW BALES 00
FX 2 STARES 1.5 ~ 2 FY

T BAGKFILL & COMPACT
FHE EXCAVATED SO0

o (10 o)

2 WETALL MIRAFT FILTER FAGRIC
SET FENCE RITH POCKETS (OR X BAKFUL ANG COMEACT
APPROYED Y THE STEEL THE EXCAYATID S0
POSTS ANG ST Io IHE

pewg V
(tar BE USED B BLAGE OF SULT FENGING;

STRAW BALL SEDIMENT BARRIER

NZ SCALE

@)
CONSTRUCTION. OF A ST FENGE. (A} INSTALLATION
SEQUENCE.  (5) EXTENSION OF FABRIC INTO THE TRENCH,
ST FENCE SEDMENT BARRIER
NG SCUE

NOTE: SET FENCE SEDIENT BARRICR M3Y BE LS50 AS AN
ALTERNATE JO THE STRAW BALE SEDIMENT BARRER.

VRRIES:

TN OUT-SLOPED TERRACE
I/ NS

—— _ Il Randal E Bryant, P.E., PLS.[=~ | \iieaen e ==

w m DD W &, B-15-03] ADDCD AT GATIN i R.C.E. 45115 & LS. 85:M PN O e f1-2u-
A W fr=r2-03] NG CHANGT: THih SHETT : CMIL & STRUCTURAL it o o a0 — ﬁrlw o

m CORRTYT B w06y Ny CHANEES THIS ST f=f CNGINEERING, PLANNING, & SURVEYING Mailing Address: 1808 HARDMAN AVE > u

T AL T4 7RG A T 3 0 " e | [y CEN IS £.0. Box 20, Rutherford, CA 04573 {707) 963—8638 NAPA, CA 94558 . -

httpsz//countyofnapa.nextrequest.com/documents/70918327 2token=39fde0f5778753792b031162cedec527
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LEROSIGY CONTROL PLAN NOTES H
£ LRUDNG EN DL ST ML BT ARIED 10 WD AREAS SO O BT PeAr ‘W W
z h\\bﬁ.ﬁh@!ﬁﬁﬁg\g! B DSTALLED PO D ANY

CRAGNG QN [ S AND WXL 2 CFINADLL DOWE D RAsiY SEASTN DETROER
7S 7D AFRE 15 UNTE WIXTADDN 15 ALY RIS

i ETTREEN OCRUER 15 ANG APFR | AL PASD AREAS WL BE KEPT GUEAR OF SARTY

IERIAL AND DPRYS P SHIT WL B ALLTANED S0 TRAT 4 Ml O -
St CADEN RioMer LA L SIE =y {7o% VEGETATION COVER REBUIRED.)  FUTLRT PROPOSED RESDENCE.
£ I COMIRACION NIt NFURN AL ST MORRIERS, ABOUT I iR L™ il ,.ul..w./.n.w.ﬂw// 7 i BT Vet e FOQAN UN.OH R
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x D S0t I COMPOSED OF X0 YRY JE2T (DOOMSS CFAWLLY LGAd P-5T SLOFE) kY { A J NDER 30X SLOPT = ACREY
INSTALL SILT FENCING ona 2y
AND SOE TYPE 130 FORMARD DRAVELL K LOAK. $-J2T SUOPCH s o Ao RN ,C707% VIGETATION SOVER RECUTRED)

F-4
.
.

& CORXR IR FOR THE ST PLAN A5 B FEOT.
2 ALL ST NSPECITONS SHALL L MADE WIN 48 HOURS NODGL  Dis QOVIEALT RSO FOR / A

;s iy
R
Q~\,f%
&

REQBRRTS, = s M IR BRI i W ==tk ittt iordey i 4 AREA
S D DL D & A L8 { - ; / et BLBCR B (517 ACRES

HAND FARM HOTES LEST HAN 5% SLOPC w Qe AGRES
11y R PR Sk BE T L

2} BTZ COVIRGL SHALL LT BY SPOT SPRATNG OF WIT
FATIR WO FENDYAL OF W IAION Y CONERRULS

X AL AREMIT OF CARDY SHALL GOUPL ¥ N NAPA COUNTY SPEEICA DOV AND .
T RN, CENIREL PLAN SHAL B STROCTLY ADHERED 1t SCALE: 17 = 100
4 NS D DS DRITON AN SEDOENT COVIRIE PLAN TG MTT FELE CONDITONS SUB AREA 1 SOIL TYPE PER NAPA
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e g LEST TN X < Tu03 AGHES
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N
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5 MR AND RAACL & WK v:. L Z R y H
gy
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FAE 5 a
12 I MCAREST GO LNE SIREAM 5 LOCKIED DN T WCSTIRY ¥ S0C O Do PRAUCT ST RN L3 oy & ; e S oSt s w_mﬂﬂ._. uﬁ#ﬂdmzo
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ETORM WATER
SITE PLAN #
SCALE: 17 = 100"
e Randal E W-.e—m:.nu v.m.u P.L.S. | KW VINEYARD ST, HAML o 2001 -24
R S
E E o7 T T : RCE 45175 & LS. 6581 P 4 i
w o W 1 /N PAG/GS e Pak o CivVIL & STRUCTURAL » APN, 029-210—004 m—«._lm ﬁ—lbz .
w1350 (5710007 | SE_Pran e ENGINEERING, PLANNING, & SURVEYING Mailing Address: 1808 HARDMAN AVE N
% b 341 7O e T § WG A i N T P.0, D% 20. Rutharford, A D4ETY (707) 963-8638 NAPA, CA 94558 3 wem
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NARRATIVE *

1. This devslopment lckes place on APN D38—210—004 which contelns approximotely
2358 gorax, The vineyord will ba approdmotely 1520 oorex.  The vineyard wiil be
planted with rows running generdlly across the slope, perpendloulor to the contour of
the iond, Ground slopas within the project bounddrion ronge frorm 1 to S0R Lesa thon
0.1 acres of this aew vinayard wil be on fand grecter than 30 Thera ore 3,73 acren
In the proposed vineyard areo with a slops of less thon 5K Ne <ui and flf wiil be
constructad 1n thia alte.

2 tion to be removed conalstx of primary natve groases ond planto. Ne
gg&ﬁaoi Tor the propumed new wvinayord. All orgonic materials ahofl be
dlspoasd of in a manner o meot Napa County and CDF requirsments. Any open,
digturbad ground ohall be seeded ond mulched on deseribed hereln,

3. No ndturel ond mar—mods footured onwglte will bo affocted by the proposed actlvity.
“Tha neareat blue line glrecm Io focoted lscs than 50 fest weslerly of the projest aite
and ls unncmed. The Mlliken Creak, gnother biye {ine atteam, i= locoted approximataly
1000 feot aonterly of the projact cite,

4, Tho zturce of water irrigetion i3 the cxisting well on the property located on the oast
aida of the project site

5, The solls within the projact erean are clozifisd an Coomba grawly feam. 2 to 5%
alopes (SCSA23); Forwerd grovelly leom, 0 to 30X aloprg (SCSP39) In the U.SD.A
Soll Consarvation Servicw's Nepa County Sof Survey.

Tne eolla ercaion hazords for ach =oll ore o foliows:

#1235 Coombs grovelly Loam, 2 to 5X aopes = alight
#1380 Forward gravelly Loam. @ to 30X — moderots

6. No critical areas of eroelon ond slope Instobllty whi be affected by the work to be
underfaken within the development aite.

b

No erosion ¢slculetionz hos bean preparad gt this time.,

w

Temporery erosion contral measures shall conalat of Instellation of ulit fenclng, atrow
bale dikan ond otraw muich. A of Whe thres previously lsted moasures shail be
Instalied In oocordance with the Datels shown on dheet 3 Almo, o3 o tamporory
oronlon contel meuwrd. a4 atraw mulch cover shall bo gpplied ta all sesdod or
dizturbed soll.

Porrnonant erosion control mecsunts shall conaist of parncnent cover crop. A
permanant no—till covor crop shall be plontsd within the entirs vineyord crea. The
Gowver orop ahall be mowed and atrip mproyed only. ond ro diacing, ripplng or other
tiloge shall take plade withln thase aroan after the vineyord Ia plonted. Optimaily, o
ground cover of TOX & grecter {80X or greater for Sub Arec 1. Biook B} will be
obtained mach winter.

B. Storm waler flow wll not be Increcsed due to this prolect bacouse oo conceniration
of runoff »il be croated.

10, Apel 1, 2004 — Dctober 15, 2004
Sub Arecz 1 and 2= Vegetotion ond reck remowal plle organic material for

buming; Rip 8 M. depth o to refusal; remove rocks; oicking: Instalietion of lrigetion
aystem; other cultural procticlen; pianting; arcsion conirol measures: malhtesdncn.

Rainy mscmon 2004 ~ 2005
Burn orgonlc matericlss malntoln sroaicn contral mapsures

11. The totsl cost of off sroslon mecsures [n estimaotec to be $5,000.00 Mefuding
materials and jobor. Englnesring and ogency feaz are nct Included In the estimate.

EROSION CONTROL PLAI

FOR

THE KW VINEYARD

1711 ATLAS PEAK ROAD, NAPA, CA
A.P.N. 039-210-004

PROJECT NOTES*®

Seading Reoulroments;
Al groded or dlsturted arecs shall be zesded oo Toliows:

Intarim measures: spresd atrew mulch over sxpoased sorth aurfoces
when chongs of reln is over 70%, gz detammined by the Notionol
Weather Burecu, per applicotion schedula.

Wintorizing meosures: pioto atraw bole dikes, it Tances and droln awalan, o3 shown on
the slle pion. prior Lo winter roina & no Jater than Ocl 15th. Hydroseed or hond
brogdcast per acheduls on off expoaed sarth zlopes. Coll for inapection ta conflern
winterizing of clte. Finish work ot completion of project.

The schedule for meed, fertlilzer and muich mixture applied hydrautioally ¢r by hond zhall
be &t the rotan specified below:

Materigt Pounds/Acre
Nepa Voiloy Ag Supply
Napa Erasion Mix {ar squof} 7
Fortlizer {16-20—0} 250
Strow Mulch 3000—4000

Saed shali not remadln in the zlumy longar than 30 minuten. Fertizerz gholl et ramain
n the slury longar thon 2 hours. Areas %o be fydroseedad shall be scarlfied 5 a
depth of 4% to B” ond dretsed 1o provide o recscnably smooth, firm zurioss. Tha
slurry shall be opplled In o umiform manner at ¢ rots thot Is non—arosive ond
minimizes runoff.

SHt fencing shali be Instelled whors shown on the plon In docordonce with gheet 3.
Strrw bole diken whail ba instolled aa per the Implementotion schedule and oholl remaln
in pioge through April T, 2008 after which they may be remowved,

biniatanaoeg:

A parmanent no—Ult cover crop ahall be and gl the yeor.
The cover trop moy bo mawsd gfter the roiry meason oooh year and opltimally a cover
of u.oa_.. ritlmum (80% minfmum for Sub Area 1. Block H; no wtrip spraylng) shell be
axtabilahed.

The owner shail be P for ding and

q in order to reach the
dasired degres of cowar. The cover crops zhall be Ingpacted roguicry ond repalred
ond/or msseded an Rocessary.

All orodlon camtrol meaaures ond faclibes shali be Inmpacted after ecch storm avent,
ond repoirs shall be promply performad.

DESIGNED BY:

[+
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o COUNTYof NAPA

CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING

HILLARY GITELMAN
Director

TO: Erosion Control Plan File # 01245-ECPA
FROM: Donald 'Barrella, Planner Hlﬁ}

DATE: May 10, 2006
RE:  Wolf Vineyard Conversion (ECPA # 01245; APN: 039-210-004)

The above-referenced project haSrbaen WITHDRAWN pursuant to a lefter dated May 3, 2006 from
Kevin Teague of Dickenson, Peatman & Fogarty.

As requested in that letter, a copy of alt the application materials submitted including extra sets of the
Erosion Control Plan will be sent to Kevin Teague on the date of this memo.

If the applicant should wish to proceed with this project, a new application and associated filing fees wil
be required.

oo Hillary Gitelman, Director |
R. Patrick Lowe, Deputy Planning Director- Conservation Division
Laura Anderson, Deputy County Gounsel
Dave Steiner, District Conservationist-Napa Co RCD
Kevin Teague, Dickenson Peatman & Fogerty (including application materials and plans)
Helén and Dean Wolf, Property owners




ig1902/003

802 Coombs Strect
Naps, CA 94559-2977
Tel: 707 2527122
Fax: 707 255 6§76
www.dpfhapa.com

David W, Mayers
Pranois ). Collin, Ir.
Charles H. Dickenson
Paul G. Caray
Richerd P. Mendelson
Caihy A, Rooha
Jumes W. Terry

Sten D, Biyth

Thomag F. Corey
Mauhsw ). Bisenberg
Kevin W, Teague
Michaul J. Holman
David A. Birmond

1. Seot Gerjen

Sudith Kamming Alblets
David Balter

Miahact P. Maher
Megan Ferrigan Hexly
J. Robert Anglin, Jr.

Of Counsel
C. Richard Lemon

Retired

Howard G. Dickenson

Joseph G, Pentman
Walter J, Fogarly, Jr. .

F /apy;-sxzoae 15:36 FAX 707 255 8249 DP&F o
l" * ‘.
i : L

Dickenson, PeaTMAN & FOOARTY

A Profusstonal iaw Corporasion KBVIN W. TRBAGUR

kteague@dpfhapa.com
R SRR TR HER T HE b e b it et H I B B e L I i etiss
May 3| 2006 ".---'.

Via Facsimile and U,S, Mail
Laura J, Anderson, Bsq,,
Deputy County Counsel
Office of County Counsel
1195 Third Street, Suite 301
Napa, CA 94559

KW Vineyard, APN 039-210-004

Dear Lmira:

Re:

Thank you for your letter dated April 19, 2006. Lapologize for any conflision and
want to take this opportunity to clatify the Wolfes” position. First, we agree that an
appropriate baseline condition needs to be established for CEQA review. However, Ido
not agree with the County’s flawed analysis of the information related to the baseline, its
position on the information needed to support a “no net increase” conclusion, nor its
assertion the application shall be deemed withdrawn if we cannot show a no net increase
in water use (from a baseline we are unable to agree upon). Notwithstanding our
disagresment with the County, the Wolfes hereby agree to withdraw their application,
consistent with our ptevious communications, effective upon the County’s retum of all
application materials related to the above-referenced proposed vineyard development,

The Wolfes plan to reapply for vingyard development in the future and to reuse
the plans now being withdrawn, and they will meter the property, take photographs and
maintain records so that they can provide the County with mere precise data to establish
the baseline as outlined in your letter, In fact, they already have installed the meter and
they will maintain the same watering practices as outlined in our previous

communications.

In response te your letter, please note that what we were trying to convey to the
County was that its analysis of the baseline is flawed. ! In rosponse to the Wolfe’s
statemnents and documentation, the County eited four photographs that showed a lack of
green grasses on the property. Thoss photos were used by the County to assert that it
could not concur with our evidence of previous water use. However, those photos did not
refute the information provided by the Wolfes because the dates of those photos

' My comment regarding denial of the application was based upon several conversations wlth the
Department in whioh they were concerned that an BIR would be required because of the County’s difficulty
% finding detailed baselins information (which is not required by CEQA and worry a neighbor could
appeal, The Department also cormented that if an EIR were required thoy could not recommend approval
or recommend in favor of overriding considerations. In cffect, that would anjount to the Deparmnent's

recommended denial of the project
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Laura J. Anderson, Deputy.
May 3, 2006
Page 2

coineided with those dates and times of year that the Wolfe’s do not irrigate the property.
This was explained to the County in our previous two communjcations and application
materials,

Accordingly, my point was the County’s photographs are jrrelovant for
determining the baseline condition for annual water uge because the Wolfe’s do not
always water at thoge timds, We favtored such non-watering periods into the previous
information we provided to the Cotnty. Had we sserted use of water duzing the full
season, the claimed annual water use at the gite would have been nearly twice as much as
we deseribed, The information provided by the Walfes and the County’s photographs
support the baseline conditions as we previously described and docurhented. Bassd on
that information, the Wolfes' project would have no net increase in water demand, and
thus, no impacts on watet supply.

While we upderstand the County’s desire for more detailed information so that its
raview can be complete as possible, the problem Is thal no specific data exists. This is
because there was no requirement fot proporty owners to maintain records for pemmitted

* uses and Jawfial uses that are unragulated. The beat current available itformation remalns
the statements and information glven to the Cownty by Wolfes, 1hope the Cotnty will
take a close ook at its policles and pragtices and how it processes and interprets
information and regulations, especially when such policles and pravtices have repeatedly
changed on a projest like the Wolfes’, which has been in process for several yeprs, This
level of scrutiny that is not called for under the law and the flawed analysés can
wonecessarily cost family property owners incredible sums of money and impact their
lawi] econonite wse of their property.

Please let e know if there are any probleris in rétuming the application
materials or if any additional filings are needed to make the withdrawal of the application

effective, ‘

Sincerely,
DICKENSON, PEATMAN & FOGARTY

KWT:nnl

cc:  Hillary Gitslman
Patrick Lowe
Brian.Botrdona
Don Barella
Helen and Dean Wolfe
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FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

BLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING PAGES TO!

NAME AND COMPANY FAX NUMBER ORIGINALS VA

Laura J, Anderson, Esq. 259-8220 U.S. Mail,
Deputy County Coynsel

Hillary Gitelman, 299.4266 Will Not Follow
Napa County Planning Director

Ratrick Lowe 259-4266 Will Not Follow
Deputy Planning Directoy

Don Barella 299-4266 Will Not Follow
Planner, Napa County Conservation,
Development & Planning Dept. '

From; Robin for Kevin Teague

We are transmitting a total of 3 page(s) Ineluding this cover letter.

Date: May 3, 2006; 4:25 PM
Re: KW Vineyard, APN 039-210-004
Cammenis: Please see the following letter

If you do not recelve alt the pages, please call back s soon es possible: (707) 252-7122.

For iuture reference our facsimile numberts: (707) 255-6876.

This fax s Intendad only for tha use of the sddresses and may Sontaln legally privileged and confidentlal Information. If
you are not the lnended reciplent of this fax, you are notified that any dlssemination, distribution or copying of this fax is
sirloily pronibited. i you have recelved thls fax In ermor, please nollfy us Immadiately by tzlephone and rsturn the fax to us
at fhe above addrass via the Unlted States Pastal Service, We will relmbures you any cosls you incu! In natitying L and
ratuiming the fax to vg, Thank you, ~ .
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NAPA COUNTY OFFICE OF COUNTY COUNSEL

1195 THIRD STREET, SUITE 301, NAPA, CALIFORNIA 94559
AREA CODE 707/253-4521 FAX 107/259-8220
ROBERT WESTMBYER, County Counsel § E c E, g W E B

MARGARET L. WOODBURY, Chief Deputy APR ' y U 2{](]8 PATRICIA L. TYRRELL, Deputy
LAURA J, ANDERSON, Deputy ROBERT W. PAUL, Deputy
JACQUELINE M. GONG, Deputy NARA CO. CONSERVATION JENNIFER YASUMOTO, Deputy
SILVA DARBINIAN, Depaty DEVELOPMENT & PLANNING DEPT. KRISHAN CHOPRA, Deputy
CARRIE R, GALLAGHER, Depuly

STEPHEN G. STANTON, Deputy
ROBERT C. MARTIN, Deputy

April 19, 2006

Kevin Teague, Esq.

Dickenson, Peatman & Fogarty
809 Coombs Street

Napa, CA 94559

Re: KW Vineyard, APN 039-210-004, 01245- ECPA

Dear Kevin:

This letter is in response to your letter dated April 13, 2006, to County Planner Don Barella.

It appears that you misunderstand the County’s position regarding the Wolfes’ erosion control plan.
Your letter erroncously states that the County has insufficient data to support a denial of the project. At no
time during its discussions with the Wolfes or with you has the County indicated that the project would be
denied. The issue has been one of ensuring that the project complies with the County’s Groundwater
Ordinance and policies which require a no net increase in water usage for projects such as the Wolfes’
which are-located in the MST basin, Because any water used by the project in excess of the baseline would
constitute a significant adverse impact, it is clear that the baseline figure will dictate the amount of
development on the property, The County’s goal is to make sure the County’s Groundwater regulations are
adhered to while concomitantly assisting the Wolfes with their desire to develop the property. To achieve
that goal, County staff has offered the Wolfes several options for consideration such as revising the scope of
the project, modifying farming practices to reduce water usage or seeking an alternative water source.
Clearly, if the County intended to deny the project it would not have provided the Wolfes with a range of

alternatives.

As you are no doubt well aware, CEQA requires that preparers of an environmental document
conduct the investigation and obtain documentation to support a determination of preexjstin% conditions.
(San Joaquin Raptor/Wildlife Rescue Center v. County of Stanislaus (1994) 27 Cal. App. 4" 713.) The
impacts of the project must be measured against the “real conditions on the ground.” (City of Carmel-by-
the-Sea v. Board of Supervisors (1986) 183 Cal. App. 3d 229.) In this case, historic photographic evidence
prepared by independent third parties (the City of Napa and Globexplorer.com) demonstrates that since at
least the year 2000, the 2.38 acres in question does not appear to have been regularly irrigated.
Photographs taken over the last five years during various seasons including months when irrigation is




Kevin Teague, Esq.
April 19, 2006
Page 2

alleged to have occurred show the Wolfe property dry and devoid of green, pasture grass, Thus far, the
only evidence submitted to support the assertion that the area has been irrigated comes from the Wolfes
themselves, with no documentation, Unsubstantiated opinion or narrative does not constitute substantial
evidence. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15384 (a).) Furthermore, at least one court has admonished a lead
agency for relying primarily on applicant representations and discounting other credible evidence in the
context of determining water baseline. In rejecting Monterey county’s water baseline determination, the
Court in Save Our Peninsula Committee v. Montérey Board of Supervisors, noted that “the only evidence
that the terrace on September Ranch property was irrigated pasture was the representations of the
applicants themselves, who clearly had a vested interest in establishing a water use baseline high enough to
allow the project to go forward.” (Save Our Peninsula Committee v. Monterey Board of Supervisors
(2001) 87 Cal. App. 4™ 99, 123,) Given the independent substantial evidence in the record and the
sensitive nature of the MST basin, the historical photographs cannot be ignored by the County and must be
considered in determining appropriate baseline conditions for the project. Not only would the County be
remiss in its legal obligations under CEQA, it would expose itself and the Wolfes to liability if it failed to
consider such evidence.

The County remains willing to assist the Wolfes with their development plans but needs to know
how they wish to proceed. The County has provided several options for the Wolfes’ consideration. Unless
the Wolfes advise the County in writing by May 3, 2006, as to how they intend to achieve a no net increase
in water consumption for the vineyard project, the County will consider the application to have been
abandoned, No further notice will be provided to the Wolfes and a new application and submittal fees will
be required in the event the Wolfes elect to pursue this project in the future. In the event the Wolfes elect
to voluntarily withdraw their application and resubmit at a later date, the County would again need
substantial evidence such as meter readings that are consistent with the Department of Environmental
Management’s requirements for other groundwater monitoring in the MST area, photographs, and other
documentation to substantiate the historic water use on the property to determine the appropriate water
usage baseline.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or would like to discuss this matter further.

Very truly yours,

Laura J. Anderson
Deputy County Counsel

cc:  Hillary Gitelman, Conservation, Development & Planning Director
" Patrick Lowe, Deputy Director — Conservation Division
Brian Bordona, Supervising Planner — Conservation Division
Don Barrella, Planner III - Conservation Division
Helen & Dean Woife, Property owners

Docs/planning/ecps/LTeague-Wolfe ECP2
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RECEIVED

VIA EMAIL

Mr. Don Barella

Napa County Conservation, Development and Planning
1195 Third Street

Napa, CA 94559

KW Vineyard; APN 039-210-004, File Number 01245ECPA

Dear Don:

Re:

This letter is in response to your March 27, 2006 letter regarding Mr. and Mrs,
Wolfe’s proposal for vineyard development on the above-referenced property off of
Hardman Avenue. In this letter we outline the Wolfe’s intended actions based on your
letter. In addition to explaining how we plan to move forward, there are assertions and
conclusion in the County’s letter which we dispute. We further believe the County’s
position is beyond its legal authority and exposes the County to significant liability.
Notwithstanding these issues, we would like to cooperate with the County to find a
reasonable approach to this vineyard development. The Wolfe’s cooperation and actions
outlined herein shall not be considered a waiver of any legal rights they may assert now

or in the fiture.

A. Background

The Wolfe’s application for the vineyard ECP has been pending for over four
years and predates all of the regulations that now complicate the County’s completion of
the project. This project could have been approved munerous times prior to the adoption
of many on these regulations or changes in policy related to the MST. The Wolfes have
enjoyed the right to irrigate their pasture and graze catile on the land dating back to a
time that likely predates any County regulation on the use of the property. In addition,
their use of the property is consistent with the Land Use Code and no permits have ever
been required for their use. Their pending request is quite simple — to convert one
agricultural use to another. The County also should recognize the benefit of the Wolfe’s
proposed change in use from grazing and pasture is that this change will lead to less
water being used on the site, even less than the standard water allocations permitted in the
MST. This is on a site that produces high volumes of water and that arguably is not
within the affected areas under the USGS study.

B. Wolfe’s Intentions

In your letter, you provided four bullet points regarding options that the Wolfes
should consider. Based on your letter, the Wolfes may withdraw their application
consistent with the explanation below. However, prior to formally withdrawing, the

DICKENSON, PEATMAN & FOOARTY
RACRENPON RO, f APR 1 4 2006 KEVIN W. TEAGUE
A Professional Law Corporation Kt dofi
NAPA GO, CONSERVATION eague@dpfnapa.com
DEVELGPMENT & PLANNING DEPT.
April 13, 2006




Mr. Don Barella
April 13, 2006
Page 2

Wolfes would like to pursue the option in the third bullet point in your letter, which
suggested that the Wolfes modify their water supply or farming practices for the project,
We anticipate it will take another 30 to 90 days to analyze whether or not we have those
options available, If it becomes clear that those options are not available, the Wolfes plan

to withdraw the application,

B. Buasis for Application Withdrawal

If the Wolfes withdraw the application, their intent is to re-file another vineyard
application in the future. Such re-filing would be based on the same Erosion Control .
Plan and vineyard project that is presently pending review and has been pending for
several years, However, the re-filling would include additional water information that the
Wolfes will document over the next two or more years, after withdrawal,

While we disagree that the County does nol have sufficient evidence of water
usage to approve the project, in the spirit of cooperation and in order to better clarify
water usage along the lines requested by the County, the Wolfe’s have voluntarity
instatled a meter on their existing well that serves the pasture and grazing land, Thus, at
the time of a future application, we will provide the County with precise information on
how much water has been used annually at the site so that a clear baseline can be
documented. We would wait at least two years before re-filling so that we can provide
you with more than one year of water withdrawal data. We request the County to
acknowledge now that this approach and level of documentation will be acceptable.

C. The County’s Claim of Insufficient Fvidence is Flawed

As mentioned above, we disagree with the County’s assertion that there is not
sufficient evidence of water usage for several reasons:

1. Bvidence Cited by County is Not Dispositive

First, we do not believe the County has provided sufficient evidence to effectively
deny a permit based on the County’s belief that there is insufficient data supporting the
level of water usage on the site.  The County’s response that it does not support the
application because of its review of aerial photographs is inconsistent with and not
sufficient to rebut the information we have provided to the County.

As we described in our leiter, the Wolfes have not kept detailed records of their
water use on the property. They did not keep records becanse no such record keeping
requirement exists or should be expected. We have provided the County with as much
information that we think is available and have offered to allow the County to view the
property including the old pipes that date back decades, which were recently replaced.

Despite the information and background provided, the County claims there is no
support that the property has been regularly irrigated over the past five years. (The
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County initially asked for information regarding the most recent two years because the
County informed us information predating that time was not relevant for its CEQA
analysis.) The County asserts that the change in use can not be supported based on
review of four aerial photographs. However, those photographs do not contradict the
information provided by the Wolfes., Our response to the County’s claims on the
photographs are as follows:

¢ The first photograph is dated December 1, 2003, As our letter to the County
indicated, the Wolfes do not water during December and typically end their watering
sometime in November, Again, this.depends, year to year, when exactly they start
and complete their watering based on weather patterns, number of cattle as well as
other factors. Thus, a December photograph neither proves nor disproves the Wolfes
assertion since no watering occurs in the winter.

¢ Next, the second photograph is dated August 1, 2002, Again, we explained to the
County that due to the Wolfe’s own water conservation efforts, they do not water
during the peak summer months, This is based on the type of grass that they use and
their own efforts to conserve water as well as the weather, caftle type and size of
heard, A photograph from August when no watering ocours is irrelevant to the issue

at hand,

s Next, the third photograph is dated June 15, 2002. We explained that the Wolfes
experience is that they irrigate in the months of April through June, typically. Once
again there is no exact science for when they start and end their watering, As we all
know, the climates in Napa County can be very hot during the summer months and a
lay person’s experience will tell you if you do not water a lawn for a petiod of 2 week
to ten days, the grasses will go dry very quickly. Again, we made no assertion that
the Wolfe's had watered on or just prior to June 15, 2002, Instead, we provided
information regarding our typical watering patters to demonsirate a reasonable CEQA

baseline hased on typical water use.

» Next, the fourth photograph is dated June 27, 2000. As stated above, June months
may be irrelevant based on the information we provided to the County. More
importantly, there are some years that may not have been watered or not watered
regularly, and five years was outside of the time period for which the County asked

for information.

2, The County has Inappropriately Shifted the Burden of Proof

Discussion of the County’s view of the evidence presented raises serious legal
issues, The County, through its process on the MST basin, is in effect an unlawful shift
in the burden of proof to the applicant. While it may seem logical to ask the applicant for
evidence regarding their prior use, basing the County’s determination and denying a
change in use that contemplates less water usage than enjoyed and allowed because of the
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applicant’s lack of information on a matter under which there is no requirement for
information is unlawful and violates the burden of proof principals for zoning and
regulatory matters impacting property rights articulated in Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512
U.S. 374 (1994).

The County’s request for proof is analogous to the County asking us to prove that
we drank tap water rather than bottled water out of our home last night, and without
being able to prove it we no longer can have tap water for a shower. This sort of absurd
requirement would be almost impossible for anyone to prove without being on notice that
maintaining records of proof of such activity was mandatory. Here, the Wolfes continue
to lawfully vse their water, a right that has been enjoyed for decades and is consistent
with uses allowed under the Zoning Code. They have never needed to prove their use nor
has there been a requirement to maintain proof of use. Now, the County is attempting to
use CEQA to unlawfully shift the burden of proof onto the Wolfes, preventing them from
using the same or less water for another allowed agricultural use permitted by zoning.
This results in a loss of property rights.

3, Denial of the ECP Interferes with the Wolfe's Property Rights

By effectively denying a change in land use under the guise of a significant
impact where substantial evidence supports the conclusion that there is either no change
in the environment or thexe is an environmenial benefit by reducing water use, the
County is interfering with a property right enjoyed by the Wolfes. This may constitute a
taking of property under the protections of the 5™ Amendment fo the US Constitution,
For example, the County’s actions appear to interfere with the Wolfe’s reasonable
investment-backed expectations, See Palazzolo v. Road Island, 121 S.CL. 2448 (2001)
(recognizing the continued viability of the reasonable investment-backed expectation test
on regulatory takings under the Penn Central Transportation Co. v. Cily of New York,

438 U.S. 104 (1978), rational).

D. Conclusion

Notwithstanding these actions which we believe are unlawfl, but without
waiving any legal right to make any claim, the Wolfes would rather work with the
County to find a solution working toward completion of this vineyard project. Because
there is no immediate need to plant the vineyard, we propose to examine the third option
in your letter. If that option does not appear viable, the Wolfes will accept the County’s
suggestion to withdraw the application. However, such withdrawal is under the premise
that the Wolfes will meter the water and provide that information in a future application
to substantiate their water use (consistent with our description of their limited water use),
and that the County will accept and review such data to establish the appropriate CEQA

baseline.




Mr. Don Barella
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Thank you for taking the time to work on this application, Ilook forward to your
response and to completing this project.

Sincerely,

DICKENSON, PEATM OGARTY

KWT:ml

ce: Dean and Helen Wolfe
Hillary Gitelman, Director — Conservation, Development and Planning Dept.

Patrick Lowe, Deputy Director —- Conservation Division
Brian Bordona, Supervising Planner-Conservation Division
Laura Anderson, Deputy County Counsel
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JOHN WOODBURY RE: KW VINEYARD Vineyard.conV@l’Sion
Parks & Open Space File #01245-ECPA, APN: 039-210-004-000
JEFF SHARP
Plaaner Dear Mr. and Ms. Wolf:
CARLY AUBREY
Planner t would like to thank you for taking the time to provide additional information (submitted on
DONPFerELLA November 1, 2005) on water use for the above referenced parcel and associated erosion
control plan. As you recall from our Saptember 28, 2005, meeting, the property lies within
DAE';«; MZA;]Q?R the Milliken-Sarco-Tulocay (MST)} Groundwater Deficlent Area; therefore, the water
supply for this project is a critical issue.
Pursuant to Section 15125 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), baseline
o ovamst | water use conditions need to be established so that an adequate analysis of the proposed
agricultural use can be conducted: the water use demands of the project will be measured
against the pre-project or baseline water use condition. Baseline conditions are typically
established at the commencement of CEQA review for a project: in this case, sometime
between June 2002 and March 2003,
While the water use assumption provided for irrigated pasture appears reasonable,
substantial evidence that establishes a practice of irrigation on the site to characterize a
portion of it as irrigated pastureland has not been provided. Furthermore, in a review of
aerial photos at Globexplorer.com (Photo dates: 12/1/03, 8/1/02, 6/15/02, 6/27/00) and
the City of Napa's 2002 aerial photo, the area in question does not appear to have been
regularly irrigated over the past five years. Therefore, at this time, the County is not able
to support or substantiate a baseline condition of 7.35 acre feet of water use per year on
the property.
In a follow up conversation on January 20, 2008, with Kevin Teague of DP&F, it was
1195 Thmo Syreer | indicated that additional research was being conducting on historic water use of the
SurE 210 parcel, As of this date we have not received any additional Information on this matter.
+
NA"%&@;’;""“"‘ It is the County's desire to assist you in developing your property within the context of the
+ County Code and CEQA; however, considering its location within a known groundwater
TELEPHONE! deficient area, the antlcipated water use to support the proposed project would result in a
707-253-4417 substantial negative affect on the environment and an Environmental impact Report (EIR)
F+ _ would be required.
AKX .
707-263-4336 .
+ As such we would like to outline the following options that can be considered:
WWW.CQ.NAPA.CA.US
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To proceed with the application as proposed, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will need to
be prepared that assesses the potential impacts of the project, in particular the proposed water
use within the MST groundwater basin.

Revise the scope of the project fo achieve no net increase in water use relative to baseline
conditions. Based on grazing land the baseline condition of the property would yield
approximately 1 acre foot of water use per year, which would equate to approximately 3-acres
of vineyard or 1-acre of vineyard and a single-family residence.

Modify the water supply and/or farming practices of the project, which could include dry farming,
trucking water in, utilizing a water source on an adjacent parcel, utilizing the City of Napa as a
water supplier, or a combination thereof (including baseline water use) to achieve no net
increase in water use. This may necessitate revising the scope of the project. Additionally,
annexing to the City of Napa water supply requires approval by the Napa City Council.

Withdraw the application.

Again, we would like to thank you for your time and patlence regarding the processing of this
application. Due to the nature of this matter we anticipate that you may wish to discuss in greater detail
the options outlined above or the baseline determination. it would be greatly appreciated if you could
inform us of how you intend to proceed with this application by April 10, 2006. if you should have any
questions or would like to set up a meeting, please feel free to contact me at (707) 299-1338, Brian
Bordona at (707) 259-5935, or Hillary Gitelman at (707)-253-4417.

Sincerely,

g

Donald Barrella
Planner ill

e

Hiliary Gitelman, Director — Conservation, Development and Planning Department
Patrick Lows, Deputy Director-Conservation Division

Brian Bordena, Supervising Planner-Conservation Division

Laura Anderson, Deputy County Counsel

Kevin Teague, DP&F, 890 Coombs St. Napa, CA 94559
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DEC - 1 2005

NAPA CO. CONSERVATION
DEVELOPMENT & PLANNING DEPT,

Don Barrella, Planner

Napa County Conservation,
Development and Planning Dept,
1195 Third Street

Napa, CA 94559

Re: KW Vineyard - Vineyard Conversion

Dear Don:

This letter provides additional information related to existing water uses for the
proposed vineyard located on the above referenced property. As you will read, we
believe that the proposed vineyard will lead to a net decrease in water usage. This is due
to the conversion of the site from livestock and irrigated pastureland, a heavy user of
water, to vineyard, which uses less water, Although the Wolfes’ are entitled to maintain
their current water usage for their livestock and irrigated pastureland, they are willing to
give up their historic and existing rights to use that water and accept the new water usage
amount for their vineyard. Accompanying this letter to provide you with additional
information, please find:

e Statement of Helen Wolfe
¢ Aecrial photographs
o Revised water calculations

1. Permit Application Background.

As we have previously discussed, my clients, the Wolfes, filed their application prior
to the MST Groundwater Deficient Area Regulations, Thus, at the time of the
application the information provided by the Wolfes to the County was not detailed
because there was no limitation on water usage nor was it considered a significant
impact to drain water for vineyard. At that time, the Wolfes listed the existing use of the
property solely as livestock. Since the time of the original application (over three years
ago), the regulations have changed which limit water usage in the MST area, Because of
this, your Department held the application and analyzed it for compliance with the new
regulations. We met and discussed this, and agreed we would take a very detailed look
at the property, specifically, the historic and recent water use to make assumptions for
CEQA and the no net increase requirement as to what the actual water usage has been.




Don Barrella, Planner
December 1, 2005
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We agreed that once we have established an appropriate recent water usage as a
baseline, the County can then determine whether or not the proposed vineyard
conversion would result in a net increase in water use on the site. Ifthere is a net
increase of water use, the Wolfes would have to reduce the scope of their proposed
project to achieve a “no net increase”. Alfernatively, they would have to truck water to

the site.

2, CEOQA Baseline,

In detenmining whether or not there is no net impact or no net increase to the water
usage, we agree with the County that CEQA requires an examination of the proposed
project as compared to the existing environment. See e.g. CEQA guidelines §15125; see
also Christward Ministry vs. Superior Court 184 Cal. App.3™ 180 (4™ Dist, 1986).
Regarding the Wolfe property, although we believe the past usage equates to
significantly more water use than the present use, we are focusing on the most recent
year to provide you with the description of the existing environment relative to water
usage, We believe this provides a conservative approach rather than assuming water
usage based on historical usage that did not use water conservation practices, We
believe that this last season, which is now coming to an end, may provide the most
relevant background information to establish an appropriate existing environmental
condition for the County’s CEQA., Additionally we have chiosen to not use the County’s
assumed water use for irrigated pasture because the County’s assumption predicts more

water use than actually occurs on the site.

Upon a detailed examination of the property and the County Regulations we have
found that from both a historic and recent use standpoint and applying the County’s
regulatory assumptions, the proposed project achieves the County’s water policy of the
County’s no net increase when compared to the existing environment, In fact, the
proposed plan will decrease the water usage on the site,

3. Existing Water Usage.

The most significant water use that was not previously disclosed in the Wolfes’
application (submitted prior to the regulatory constraints) is irrigated pasture land.
Additional information about water use is in the attached letter from the Helen Wolfe,
who has years of experience on the property. The Wolfe parcel subject to this vineyard
conversion proposal has been used in agriculture, particularly cattle, for several
generations. For more than the past fifteen years the Wolfes have had breeding stock as
their primary livestock on the property. This is relevant because breeding stock need
more live healthy grasses than other livestock., To feed the breeding stock, the Wolfes
maintain a small area of irrigated pasture land in the northwesterly corner of the
property. While the Wolfes generally have not kept records about the water use, as they
were not required to do so in order to maintain their existing agriculture use, we have
attempted to recalculate the amount of water used to maintain the arca of the pasture

land.
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First, the Wolfes measured the size of the pasture land. Conservatively, the size
of the pasture land is presently 346 feet by 300 feet. This amounts to 2.38 acres. Some
years the area may be larger and in some years it may be smaller, depending upon the
needs in any given year,

a) Water Calculations Using County Assumptions.

Using the County’s own assumptions for water usage on irrigated pasture lands,
which is 4.0 acre feet per acre per year, the water usage would be 9.52 acre feet per year.
In addition, the rest of the property remains in livestock, Applying the County’s
calculation for water use for Iivestock, there is an additional .21 acte feet per acre per
year use on the property. This would amount of 9.73 acre feet per year, using the
County’s assumptions. We believe this gver estimates actual usage and the County
should use a more conservative assumption in its baseline.

b) Water Calculation Based On Owners’ Actual Use.

The Wolfes watering patterns and types of grasses used on fhe site in practice use
far less water than is assumed by the County’s assumptions. The Wolfes grow annual
grasses which extend the grazing seasons in spring and early fall months. However, use
of annual grasses also limits the amount of peak summer water needed to irrigate the site.
The Wolfes’ experience is that they irrigate the pasture land in the months of April
through June, then limit watering during July, August and the beginning of September,
and then irrigate again from September through the end of November. Based on this
reduced season and the Wolfes’ experience with the length of time that they water, the
amount of water the Wolfes use on the site appears to be closer fo 3.0 acre feet per acre
per year for the irvigated lpast‘ure land rather than the 4.0 acre feet per acre per year
assumed by the County. © This amounts to 7.14 acre feet per year for the 2.38 acres,
Adding in the 21 acre feet for livestock, we believe that the amount of water put to use
on the property has been approximately 7.35 acre feet per year.

This amount of water used for this size property used in livestock for breeding
cattle likely is lower than what the County would find in similar irrigated pasture land in
breeding livestock situations.

4. Proposed Vineyvard Conversion Created Net Decrease In Water Use,

Regarding the proposed vineyard use, the Wolfes’ pending application proposes to
plant 15.98 acres of vineyard. This would amount to a total need of 5.59 acre feet per
year of water for the vineyard. Adding back in the possibility for future residential
development that would include a main residence and a second residence as allowed by

! Given that the Wolfes water for only about 3/4ths of the regular season, rather than the whole season, 3.0
acre feet per year is a more reasonable assumption,
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zoning, additional 1.05 acre feet per year would be needed. This totals 6.64 acre feet per
year for the entire property.

The current water use for the site is 7.35 acre feet, as described above. This is
greater than the proposed use with 6.64 acre feet per year. Thus, the proposed use creates
a net decrease in water usage on the site. This resulfs in an environmental benefit rather
than environmental impact. In addition to decreasing the water usage and being below
the allowed water allotment for the MST, the Wolfes are open to any additional
suggestions by the County to reduce water usage on the proposed vineyard, We also
assume the county will impose other standard mitigation on the project.

Because current use exceeds proposed use, the Wolfes’ application should be
approved. We do not see any reason to modify the other components of the application at
this time as we understand that water use is the only remaining issue. If the County
would like to discuss any additional changes or conditions it believes are necessary, we
are happy to discuss those with you. We hope you can complete your analysis and notice
the project for approval before the end of this year.

Again, thank you for the time to work with us on this project and to walk through
the details of all uses on the site. By taking a detailed look, I believe we were all able to
work through the remaining issues. If you have any questions please do not hesitate to

call me.

Sincerely,

DICKENSON, PEATMAN & FOGARTY

KWT:rm}

Enclosures

cc: Dean & Helen Wolfe




Helen Wolfe
1808 Hardman
Napa, CA 94558

November 21, 2005

Don Barrella, Planner

Napa County Conservation
Development and Planning Dept.
1195 Third Street

Napa, CA 94559

Re:  Vineyard Conversion on Wolfe Property at 1808 Hardman Avenue
Dear Mr. Barrella:

Our counsel has asked us to provide you with facts and background regarding the
historic and recent water usage on the site to assist you in analyzing whether or not our
proposal creates an increase in water withdrawal,

I am very familiar with this property, I have personally been involved in the
operations on the property for over the past 25 years. The property has been in my family
for the past 60 years,

The property has been continually used for cattle since 1945, Over the past 30
years, the property has been used primarily for breeding stock. Breeding stock typically
require a healthier and greater food source,

Because of the needs for of the breeding stock, we water a small corner of the
propexty to maintain green grass lands for their feed, This irrigation has occurred off and
on over the past 15 years, and we have regularly watered the corner property for the
irrigated grass lands for the cattle over the last few years, including this past season,

Up until the last several years, we typically just open the valve and allow water to
run over the pasture land to irrigate it as needed, This is because of our antiquated piping
and irrigation lines. However, in most recent years, we improved the irrigation system on
the site. We have gone from simple open watering to a sprinkler system for the site.

We also have become more conscious of the type of grasses and water usage, For
this reason, we are using annual grasses on the corner of the site. These grasses require
less watering during the peak summer months than perennial grasses. We now water
from April well into June, then minimize watering between June and the beginning of
September, and then water heavily once again from September through the end of
November. This practice extends the season of the grass lands for our breeding stock,
which provides them with a healthy diet for breeding purposes for most of the year.




Regarding the irrigated pasture, I personally measured the size of the pasture land
we use for the breeding stock, It measured 346 feet by 300 feet. This is the area shown
from the aerial photographs shown in the northwesterly corner of the site.

We do not maintain a strict watering schiedule. Instead we water as needed to
maintain the grasses in a condition necessary for the livestock at any given time. This
often results in continued watering for several days and then no watering for an extended
amount of time, up to a week or two. Our watering patterns also depend upon weather
and weather forecasts. '

I also own vineyard land with my husband in Napa County near this property. I
am famjliar with water practices in the area. Based on my experience with the vineyard
and my experience on this property with cattle, I believe that we will be using less water
for the vineyard than presently used to maintain the breeding stock.

We hope you find this information helpful. Please let us know if you have any

additional ¢uestions.
q{}inaerely,m

Helen Wolfe
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Parcel Location Facotrs

The allowable aHotment of water is based on thie location of your parcel. There 3 different
location ¢lassifications. Valley floor areas include all locations that are within the Napa Valley,
Pope Valley and Carneros Region, except for areas specified as groundwater deficient areas,
Groundwater deficient areas are areas that have been determined by the public works department
as-having a history of problems with groundwater.. All other areas are classified as Mountain
Areas. Please circle your location classification below (Public Works can assist you in
determining your classification if necessary):

Valley Floor - " 1.0 acre feet per acre per year
Mountain Areas . _ .0.5 acre feet per acre per year
Groundwater Deficient AT 0.3 acre feet per acre per year

h“ } TRTE T 5:;»'. 'i?-‘-' §§ Ty _:J‘-. 1 s} q,\u.-ﬁ-a iu‘r ‘a }l\tﬁ,f‘mj @hz;% wﬁt Y
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039 210-004 - 2358 ' A 7.1

Step #3: -

Using the guidelines in Attachment A, tabulate the existing and projected future water usage on
the parcel(s) in acre-feet per year (af/yr). Transfer the information from the guidelines to the’

table below.,

EXISTING USE: ' PROPOSED USE:

Residential affyr Residential 1.05 affyr
Farm Labor Dwelling affyr Farm Labor Dwelling af/yr
Winery affyr * Winery affyr
Commercial affyr Commercial affyr
Vineyard* affyr Vineyard* 5.59 affyr
Other Agriculture 7.14- 9.52 aflyr (varies) Other Agriculture affyr
Landscaping . aflyr Landscaping affyr
Other Usage (List Separately): Other Usage (List Separately):

' o affyr affyr
affyr } : af/yr
affyr . affyr

TOTAL: 7.14-9.52 _aflyr TOTAL: _ 664 affyr
TOTAL: 2.3 m-3.1m__gallons** TOTAL: '2.16 m gallons**

*Water use for vineyards should be no lower thian 0.2 AF-unless irrigation records are available

that show otherwise.
** To determine your existing and ploposed water use in gallons, multiply the totals (in acre-

feet) by 325,821 gal/AF.




_

i[% | isti | f_!)) Equal

Is the proposed use less thah the existing usage (X) Yes () No "y

Step' #4:

Provide any other information that may be significant to this analysis. For example, any
calculations supporting your estimates, well test information including draw down over time,
historical water data, visual observations of water levéls, well drilling information, changes in-
neighboring land uses, the usage of other water sources such as city water or reservoirs, the
timing of the development, etc. Use additional sheets if necessary,

Existing agricultural use: 2.38 iirigated pasture x 3.0- 4,0 acre/feet/acre = 7.14-9.52

Proposed 15.98 acre vineyard x 0,335 acre/feet/acre = 5.59

Proposed main residence = 0.75 acre feet

Proposed second residence = 0.30 dcre feet

Conclusion: Congtatulations! Just sign the form and you are done! Public works staff will now
compate your projected future water usage with a threshold of use as determined for your
parcel(s)size, location, topography, rainfall, seil types, historical water data for your areas, and
other hydrogeologic information, They will use the above information to evaluate if your
proposed project will have a detrimental effect on groundwater levels and/or neighboring well
levels. Should that evaluation result in a determination that your project may adversely impact
neighboring water levels, a phase two water analysis may be required. You will be advised of

such a de

C1810
Signatnr@/«% W é’/%‘ Date: //~R/ -5 Phone: 7@/’2»26 ~ o>
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September 30, 2005

Helen and Dean Wolf
1808 Hardman Avenue
Napa, CA 94558

RE: KW VINEYARD - Vineyard Conversion
File #01245-ECPA
APN; 039-210-004-000

Dear Mr, and Ms. Wolf:

I would to thank you and Kevin Teague for taking the time to meet with Planning
Department staff on September 28, 2005 regarding the above referenced Erosion Control
Plan (ECP) application for the conversion of grassland to vineyard. As a follow up, |
would like to summarize our discussion and briefly address the status and processing of

the application.

As you are aware, the property is within the Miiliken-Sarco-Tulocay (MST) Groundwater
Deflcient Area and subject to the provisions of Section 13.15 (Groundwater Conservation)
of the Napa County Municipal Code, which has a direct affect on your ECP application
and its processing, primarily that there is no net increase of water use on the property
when considering a new use. The provisions of Sectlon 13.15 also require the issuance
of a groundwater permit by the Department of Environmental Management in conjunction

with the ECP. -

it is our understanding that you will be exchanging an existing use (irrigated pasture) to
accommodate a new use (vineyard). As such, you will be providing documentation and
evidence of existing water use on the property over the past two to three years for review
by the Conservation Division, Department of Public Works and Environmental
Management to verify existing water use. Once yearly water use Is established the ECP
can be modified to achieve no net increase In water use,

Furthermore, {o asseass the vineyard conversion project in this sensitive groundwater area
we will need detailed information on propdsed farming practices and projected water use.
Therefore, the information In-the application will ultimately need to be updated and/ar

supplemented based on the revised ECP.

Once the ECP application Is revised, a Californfa Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
document, most likely in the form of an Initial Study and Negative Declaration, will be
prepared and circulated for comment, provided the Initial Study does not identify any
potentially significant impacts due to the project.
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Staff will also be researching the cumulative water use implications of establishing a vineyard on the
site and probable future projects, in particular a single-family residence. Once that information is
avallable, it will be forwarded to you,

Enclosed for your reference is a general Information sheet for projects within the MST area that
provides additional information on groundwater permits and expands on the discussion above.

Again, we would like to thank you for your time and patience regarding this application. If you have any
questions regarding this matter or need additional information or assistance, please feel free to contact
me at your convenlence, at (707) 298-1338,

Sincerely,

il

Donald Barrella
Planner ll|

Enclosure

ce! Hillary Gitelman, Director — Conservation, Development and Planning Department (w/o attachment)
Patrick Lowe, Deputy Director-Conservation Division (w/o attachment)
Brian Bordona, Supervising Planner-Conservation Divislon (w/o attachment)
Laura Anderson, Deputy County Counsel (w/o attachment)
Kevin Teague, DP&F, 890 Coombs St. Napa, CA 94559 (w/o attachment)




NAPA COUNTY CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT and
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Charlle Wilson 1185 Third Streét. RRoom 210 < Napa, CA 94569-3092
Diractor Telephone 707/253-4416 FAX 707/253-4336
FIRST CLASS & CERTIFIED April 1, 2002
Helena Wolf
1808 Hardman Avenue
Napa Ca 94558
RE: REQUEST FOR ABDITIONAL INFORMATION- VINEYARD CONVERSION (ECPA 01245)
Assessor's Parcel(s) 039-210-004-000
Dear Mrs. Wolf
The Napa County Conservation, Development, @nd Planning Department (CDPD) has completed a preliminary
review of the above-referenced project. The plan submitted has been reviewed, the speclal studies and other
background Information you provided have been examined, and the Napa County Environmental Resource,
Drainage Basin, and CALVEG-based Vegatation maps have been checked., Based on this review it has been found
that the following additional information CHECKED below Is needed to determine whether your project may have a
significant effect on the environment and thus whether under the provisions of the Californfa Environmental Quality
Act a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental Impact report (EIR) must be prepared.
12\ 02" X Complete Project Description (fully and completely fillout Attachment A)
,} ‘ﬂm’ X Copy of ECPA with the following information shown
‘ X all areas with slopes greater than or eqgial to 30%,
X allClass 1, 2 & 3 streams within 150 feet of the area to be disturbed,
__ correctstream setbacks,
X_ tree locations, DBHs (le, diameter breast height) & species,
__access to vineyard Blocks A .
X_vineyard turn-arounds & avenues
X existingand proposed deer fencing
«/, o1, vX_ Biological Resources Reconnaissance prepared by a qualified- biologist (see Aftachment B for report
: requirements)
. f | {b'b VX Springtime Special Status Plant Survey prepared by a qualified botanist (see Attachment C for report
JAE requirements) -
: / 13/07/ VX  Phase I Water Availability Analysis (fully and completely fill-outAttachment D)
___ Cultural Resource Study prepared by a qualified SOPA-listed archaeologlst (see Attachment E for report
requirements)
___ Landslide Hazard Evaluation prepared by a registered geologlst or certified engineering geologlst (see
Attachment F for report requirements)
/13[& ?X. Drainage-Wide Runoff Impact Analysis prepared by a qualified hydrologlst using standard County
methodoiogy

Drainage-Wide Erosion/Sedimentation Impact Analysls prepared by a quallfied hydrologist using standard

County methodology
Basin-Wide Gronmdwater Impact Analysis prepared by a qualified hydrogeologist using standard County

methodology




It should be noted that the Springtime Speclal Status Piant‘Suwev listad above needs to be commenced Iminedlateiv
and completed by early June. Fallure to do so will result In your Inabillty to obtaln the required season-specific study

thls vear. Without this study the County may hot be able to complete the processing of your application_until the
Al be ad he Biologloal R R i M Tkely Indlcate that

oiogical Resource mheconnhaissance wi

Spring of 2003, Also please be advised that the
protocol-level surveys are needed for any speclal status plants or animals having sultable hablitat present on-site. A

final determination as to the typs of environmental document that must be produced would then have to wait until
these studles are provided. Similarly, the Phase | Water Study needed may indlcate that a Basin-Wide Groundwater

Analysis must be submitted before a final determination as to the type of envirenmental document needed can be
made.

In order for the County to continue with the processing of your project you will need to submit the above requested
information by MAY 1, 2002, If you fall to provide the required information by this date or to obtain a written
extension of this deddline from the Department, your project will, without further notice, be considered abandoned.
Once abandoned all processing of your project and assoclated application will stop. To re-Initiate work thereafter a
new application meeting curfent standards will have to be submitted aleng with new processing and environmental

raview fees.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or neéd additional information please call the Conservation,
Development and Planning Department at (707) 253-4417 to arange an appolntment to meet with the staff handling
your project. it Is my hope that you will accept this Invitation to discuss in detall your project and the rather
complicated matter of providing the environmental documentation required by state law. We look forward to meeting

with you soon,

Regpgctfully Yours,

st

CHARLES WILSON
Director

ce: Patrick Lynch, Assistant Director
Steve Lederer, Deputy Director-Planning Division
Rone Patrick Lowe, Deputy Director-Conservation Division
Willlam Selleck, Supervising Planner-Conservation Divislon
Robert Westmayer, County Counsel
Laura Anderson, Deputy County Counssl
Phil Blake, US Resource Conservation Service
Dave Stelner, Napa Co RCD District Conservationist
Randy Bryant, REB Engineering (Project Engineer)
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Complete Project Descripfion Information

[

i B e ) VIeYard DeVBIOPMeHY AGR SReaIIcS T i dy oyt ane B ol E
1. Size of Area Disturbed: . ’ ‘ ' acres
2. Size of Vineyard: l acres
3. Acres of Vines: acres
4, Slopes of Area Disturbed: % 1o %
5. Amount of Total Acreage Equal to or Above 30% Slope: acres
8. Total Number of Trees Removed . . frees
a) natives trees
b) non-natives trees
I T R A R SR F U LA RN e S 54 n\llneyhrd DBVl DIt SENBALIG b St At hae Lo a7 b e S L

1. Pre-Planting Stage:
{i.@, land clearing, ripping, Instailation of drainage system., vineyard staking, installation of irrigation system., Installation and malntenance of
permanent and lemporary erosion controf imeasures, planting of cover crop, straw mulching)

Start Date; End Date; . DPuration: days

Temporary Cover Crop Planted . Yes No

2. Planting Stage:
{..a planting of vines, seeding permanent cover crop, apply straw muich, malntenance of erosion control measures)

Start Date: . End Daie: Duration: days

3, Operational Stage:
‘malntenance and adjustment as needed of permanent eroston control practices, Implementation of annual vineyard and eroslon control

measures, commencement of annual harvasts)
Start Date:

T R a&f‘%:“”
1, Farming Equipment:

-*“"i”"t ..

S ViRgy AR OpeTationS oA

___Track-laying Percenfof Use ____ %
_____Rubbertired Percentof Use %
ATV PercentofUsa %
—____Hand/Manual PercentofUse ___ %

Other {describe) Percent of Use %
. Annual Pruning:

Time of Year: Number of days: Number of Workers:
3, Annual Suifuring: '
Months: Estimated applicationsfyear: _ Number of Workers:
. Weed and Vegetation Confrol Method (between and undar vine-rows):
Under Vines Betwean Vine-Rows

Type of control proposed

Method of application i
Months: Estimatad applications/year: Number of Workers:

i, Harvesting/Crush Perjod:
Length (tolal days) days
Farmworkers (per day) people

i» Frost Protection Method{(s) (check appropriate methods with explanation of estimated duration and frequency):
Hours Frequency (timag/year)

- Return-stack heaters
—_ Sprinklers
—__ Misters Page 1 of 5 ComplProjDescript.xis
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Late Pruning a
None :

e Other 4

7. Rodent Protection Method(s) (rodentlclde used, amount administered and frequency of appliéation):
____Rodenlicidss ___~ Fences

— Raptor Parches . Other
_ Traps

8. Bird Protection Method(s) {netting, visusl distraction, sounding, time of application and duration of use);
. Nets . __Raptor Parches

. Bird Canyons Other

9. Proposed Nighttime Activities (harvesting, pesticide/herbicide applicalion, vineyard malntenance, ect.):
Hours Duration {days)

Harvest

Sulphur Application
Olher

10, Irrigation Methods
Sprinklers Drip System Other

11. Other Proposed Activities:

R e A 1 O s L L e N e ey
1. Estimated size of grape trucksitruck & trallers to be ussd: ‘ tons

2, Estimated Numi:er of fruck Trips Per Day During Crush: Annually:

3. Number of Farmworker/Vehicla: ; Crush Pruning

4, Lunch Provided On-site: ———Yos — -No

5. Proposed Primary Access:

§. Proposed Secondary Access, If any: ;
R R e s

B d

Application

Method Application Total Annual
(broadoast, spray,  Amount (per Number of Annual Amount Used Amount Used
drip system, sle. acre) Applications per Year {per acre) Qverall

1. Fertilizers

Page 2 of 5 " ComplProjDescript.xls




2, Mildeweides - . , ‘

3. Herblcldes

4. Rodenticldes

4, Other Chemlecal Use

5, Proposed Storage, Mixing/Handling and Safety Measures;
Type of onsite chemlcal storage facllily in use or proposed:

Description and location of current or potentlal area(s) used for the mixing agricuitural éhemicals:

Surrent or proposed area deslgnated for the cleaning and washing of chemical application equipment:

Page 30f5
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" a%l}se ‘sHachii

- YVater Sogrce afid'Usage. lnform%tion

shtE 1o Sajoulats inforfiallon] requesfed* '

1, Gurrent andlor Proposed Water S upply Source(s):

Agricultural supply source(s);

Well
Spring

Stream or Creek
Reservoir(s)

Other

Residentlal and non-agricultural supply source(s):

Well
Spring

Stream or Creak

Other

2. Current and Future/Proposed Water Usage (acre foot per year, affyr):

e

3
Iff-wm fé.._};‘g‘i;:ﬁ&%s-\,

Vineyard & other Agricultural. Uses:
Resldentlal/Domestic Uses:
Cther

[olal Usage:

P

ey

Bl iSPollsID

el

r:‘v-\ W:- e

Current/Existing
. afyr

affyr

affyr

Future/Proposed;
aflyr
e BTHYT
affyr

affyr

Allowable Groundwater Allotment:
Sposaknformiations st ar i i

§7 D

affyr

Percent of {atal
agricultural use;

100%

Percent of tolal resld

& non-ag use:

100%

Total Future Usage:

affyr

-
e
b 7&_&“{;&:5,:;__ S

1. DisposgalfUse of Rock (brought to the surface during the vineyard preparation ripping and raking process):

2roposed Use
Road Base

Dacaratlve Rock
Return to Fields as "Rock Mulch"

Other

L. Will any rock/cut material disposed of off-si'te?
i, If rock/eut material is to be disposed of off-site, where, what for and how much:

.acation of Disposal Sile

Use of Material

t. Estimated Total A_mount of Cut & Fill:

i Spoils Disposal {Location):

i» Debrls Disposal (Locatlon & Method] On-site

On-site

Page 4 of &

Percentage of Total
%
%
%
%
Yes No
Quantity (cubic yards)
cuble yards
yd® (cut) yd® (fill
Off-site
Off-site
ComplProjDescript.xis
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1, Please indicate any other related or required permits associated with the proposed converslon plan: .

County:

Grading: Yes__ No__ . Groundwater/Well Permit: Yes ____ No__

Buliding: Yes_____ No Use Permit: Yes __ No______

Structural ECP; Yes ___ No " Varlance: Yes______No___
Sewage Disposal: Yes____ No___ Other Not Listed:

StatelFederal
Appropriate Water Rights Permlt, Division of Water Rights: Yes No
Streambed Alteration Permit, Depariment of Fish and Game: Yes___ No_ |
Timber Harvest Plan, Department of Forestry: Yes__~ No___
Thmber Converston Permit, Department of Forestry Yes No acras
Timber Conversion Exemption, Depariment of Forestry Yes No acres
Chemical Applicationt Permit{s), California Envitonmental Protection Agency: Yes No

Others Not Listed:
2. Gonsultation with, or letter of agresment from:

Regional Water Quality Control Board: Yes No
National Marine Fisheries Service/NOAA: Yes No
Army Corps of Engineers: Yes No

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: Yes No

Page 5 of 5 ComplProjDescript.xis




Attachment B

GUIDELINES FOR PREPARING
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES RECONNAISSANCE SURVEYS

The following guidelines for preparing Biological Resources Reconnalssance Surveys are
intended to help applicants and/or their representatives determine (a) who should be considered
qualified to conduct such studies, (b) how the fieldwork should be conducted, and (¢) what
information should be contained in the survey report, Napa County will not accept
reconnalssance surveys that are not conducted according to these quidelines.

BACKGROUND: Biological resource reconnaissance surveys are conducted in order to identify the
habitat types present on and adjacent to a site, delineate wildlife movement corridors within and
across the subject property, and determine what additional protocol-level wildlife and botanical
surveys, If any, are needed to determine the. presence or speclal-status animals and plants and

the effects of a proposed project on biclogical resources. .
PERSONS QUALIFIED TO PREPARE: The consuitant team used must possess the following
gualifications: ,
a. expetlence in conducting wildlife and floristic field surveys;
b. knowledge of terrestrial and aquatic wildlife, plant taxonomy, and plant community ecology;
¢. familiarity with the plants and wildlife of the area, Including all speclal-status plant and
animal specles that may be found there;
d. familiarity with the various habitats within which these special-status plants and animals are
likely to be found; _ .
e, famillarity with the appropriate state and federal statutes and procedures related to animal
and plant surveys and collection; AND
f. experience in analyzing the impacts of development on native plants and wildlife.

FIELD SURVEY PROTOcOL:. Field surveys must be conducted in a manner that will locate the
habitats of any special-status plant or animal specles that may be present. Specifically, a
biologlcal reconnalissance shall be

a. Conducted in the field.

b. Floristic in nature. Every plant observed shall be identified to the extent necessary to
determine its rarity and listing status. [n order to properly characterize the site and
document the completeness of the survey, a complete list of plants observed: on the site
should be included in every botanical survey report.

¢. Conducted in « manner that is consistent with conservation ethics. Collections (voucher
specimens) of rare, threatenaed, or endangered specles, or suspected rare, threatened, or
endangered specles should be made only when such actions 'would not jecpardize the
continued existence of the population and in accordance with applicable state and federal
permit requirements. A collecting permit from the Habitat Conservation Planning Branch of
the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) is required for collection of state-listed
plant spacles. Voucher specimens should be deposited at recognized public herbaria for
future reference. Photography should be used to document plant identification and habitats
whenever possible, but especlally when the population cannot withstand collection of

voucher specimens. .
d. Conducted using systematic field technigues in all habitats of the site to ensure a thorough
coverage of potential Impact areas.




e. Well documented. When a rare, threatened, or endangered plant or animal, an other special-

status plant or animal, or rare plant community Is located, a California Native Species (or
Community) Field Survey Form or equivalent wrltten form, accompanied by a copy of the
appropriate portion of a 7.5 minute topographlc map with the occurrence mapped, shall be
completed and submitted to the Californla Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB). Locations
may be best documented using global positioning systems (GPS) and presented In map and
digital forms as these tools become more accessible. -

REPORT CONTENTS: Blologlcal Resource Reconnalssance Survey reports submitted to Napa
County shall at a minimum contain the following Information:

a.

Project description, Including a detailed map of the project location and study area;

b. A written description of the bislogical setting of the site and the Blologleal Resources

d.

Evaluation Area (an area that Includes all lands within 1 mile of the boundarles of the
parcei(s} Involved plus the entire Napa County defined dralnage within which the subject
parcel(s) lies upstream of the project site) utilizing a standard community classification
scheme for [dentifying natural communities from species data. The description should be
complete in a regional context with proportionality based both within the given drainage and
relative to other areas within the County. A discussion of the natural community(ies) that
encompasses the project area shall be Included as shall the larger reglonal habitat of which
this community Is just one part. Any habitats that do not fit into the classification scheme or
are unigue to the area must be noted, A vegetation map showing the vegetation (including
wetland) types found on and around the project area and In the Blological Resources
Evaluation Area shall be provided;

Detalled description of survey methodology utilized Including a map clearly showing the
boundaries of the area 'surveyed and survey routes. Dates of fleld survey, total person-
hours spent thereon, and the name of the field investigator(s) shall be Indicated;

Results including detalled maps,showing the likely location of the wildlife corridors present in

relation to the proposed activities, any raptor nests, wildlife dens or burrows observed, any

unique specles discovered to be exclusive, rare, or not typlcal to this pait of the County, any
unigue or fimited habltats found within the vicilly, unique plants with limited populations
such as redwood trees, and the expected disiributions of each special-status plant found or
likely to be present. A table complied from the standard sources (ls, CNDDB, California
Native Plant Soclety, local floras, etc and the preparer's knowledge of the area and the
speclal-stafus specles likely present shall be developed. The table shall include (1) a list of
all the special-status animals and plants that are known to eccur or may ufilize or be found
in or around the project area, (2) a list of the habltat(s) each utilizes or are found In, (3) an
indication as to whether or not this(ese) habitat type(s) is(are) present, (4) a statement as to
whether or not the species Involved was observed; (5) a conclusion as to whether or not the
animal/plant is likely to be present or utilize the slte and {6} a justification for any negative

occurrence conclusions reached;
An assessment of potential impacts, Including a map clearly showing the distribution of each

- speclal-status animal or plant specles found in relation to proposed activities. For each

special-status animal and plant specles that is likely to utllize the site/be present, the ilkely
effect of the proposed project shall be indicated along with a determination of the
significance of sald effect on an Individual project and, more importantly, cumulative basls.
The expected cumulative effect on wildlife populations in general shall also be Indicated, In
evaluating the effects on wildiife, the blological consequences assoclated with habitat
fragmentafion including specles exciuslon, Isolation, extinction edge sffects and changes In

species composition shall be discussed;

Discussion of the significance of special-status animal and plant populations In the project
area considering nearby populations and total specles distribution. Factors such as threats




to known populations, whether or not the discovered species distribution Is endemic to Napa
County, and If it s a disjunct or relic distribution shall be discussed;

. Recommended additional focused species-specific surveps needed to determine the presences
and/or the impacts to those special-status plant and animal species that are likely to be

effected by the proposed project;

. Recommended mitigation measures to avoid, minimize, or offset expected project-refated
impacts to special-status plant and animal species.

A list of all plants and animals observed on and within 800 fest of the project site. Plants
should be identiffed to the taxonomic level hacessary to determine whether or not they are

of speclal-status; .
Description of flovistic reference site(s) visited and phenological development of special-

status plant(s);
Coples of all Californin Native Specles Fleld Survey Forms or Natural Community Field

Survey Forms, AND .
References clted, persons contacted, herbaria visited, and the location of voucher

specimens,

BiOSTDY.SPECS




Attachment C

GUIDELINES FOR PREPARING
SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT.STUDIES

The following guidelines for preparing Special-Status Plant Studies are intended to help applicants
and/or their representatives determine (a) who should be considered qualified to conduct such
studies, (b) how the field work needed should be conducted, and (¢) what information should be

contalned In the survey report. Napa County will not accept Special-Status Plant Studies that

are not conducted according to these guldelines.

BACKGROUND: Special-status plant surveys are conducted in order to determine the environmental
effects of proposed projacts on spacial-status plants and rare plant communities,

Special-status plants are not limited to those specles which have been "listed" by state and federal

agencles as rare, threatened, or endangered but include any species that, based on all avallable

data, can be shown to be rare, threatened, and/or endangered under the following definitions:
A species, subspecies, or varlety of plant Is "endangered” when the prospects of its survival and
reproduction are compromised by exploitation, predation, compstition, or disease. A plant Is
"“threatened” when it Is likely to become endangered In the foreseeable future in the absence of
protection measures. A plant is "rare" when, aithough not presently threatened with extinction,
the specles, subspecies, or variety Is found in such small numbers throughout Its range that it
may be endangered if it énvironment worsens.,

included are Callfornia Native Plant Soclety List 1B, 2, and 3 plants as well as planis that are rare In

Napa County.

Rare nafural communities are those communities that are of highly IImited distribution in the State,

the County or the local area. These communities may or may not contain rare, threatened, or

endangered specles. The most current version of the California Natural Diversity Database's List of

California Terrestrial Natural Communities may be used as a gulde to the names and status of

communities. :
PERSONS QUALIFIED To PREPARE: The botanical consultant used must possess the following
qualifications: '

a. experience in conducting floristic field surveys;
b. knowledge of plant taxonomy and plant community ecology;
c. familiarity with the plants of the area, including alf special-status plant speciés found thers;
d. familiarity with the appropriate state and federal statutes related to plants and plant collecting;

AND
experisnce with analyzing impacts of development on native plant species and communities,

e.
FIELD SURVEY PROTOCOL: Field surveys must be conducted In a manner that will locate any
special-status plants that may be present. Specifically, special-status plant surveys shall be
a. Conducted in the field at the proper time of year when special-status species are both evident
and identifiable. Usually, this Is when the plants are flowering. When special-status plants are
known to ocour In the type(s) of habitat present In the project area, nearby accessible
ocourrences of the plants (referenceé sites) should be observed to determine that the species
are ldentifiable at the time of the survey. )
b. Floristic In nature, A floristlc survey requires that every plant observed be identified o the
extent necessary to determine its rarity and fisting status. In addition, a sufficlent number of
visits spaced throughout the growing season are necessary to accurately determine what




plants exist on the site, In order to properly characterize the site and document the
completeness of the survey, a complete list of plants observed on the site should b¢ Included
in every botanical survey report.

Conducted in a manner that Is consistent with conservation ethics. Collections (voucher
speclmens) of rare, threatened, or endangered spscies, or suspected rare, threatensd, or
endangered specles should be made only when such actions would not jeopardize the
continued existence of the population and In accordance with applicable state and federal
permit requirements. A collecting permit from the Habitat Conservation Planning Branch of
DFG Is required for collection of state-listed plant species. Voucher specimens should be
deposlted at recognized public herbarla for future reference. Photography should be used to
document plant identification and habltat whenever possible, but especially when the
population cannot withstand collection of voucher spacimens.

Conducted using systematic field techniques in all habitats of the site to ensure a thorough
coverage of potential impact areas,

Well documented. When a rare, threatened, or endangered plant (or rare plant community) is
located, a California Native Specles {or Community) Fleld Survey Form or equlivalent written
form, accompanied by a copy of the appropriate portion of a 7.6 minute topographic map with
the occurrence mapped, shall be completed and submitted to the Natural Diversity Database.
Locations may be best documented using global positioning systems (GPS) and presented in
map and digltal forms as these tools become more accessible.

REPORT CONTENTS: Botanical reports submitted to Napa County shall at a minimum contain the
following Information:

a.
b.

Projfect description, Including a detalled map of the project location and study area;
A written description of the biolegical setting referencing the community nomenclature used
and a vegetation map;

Detalled description of survey methodology tilized intluding a map clearly showing the
boundarles of the area surveyed, Dates.of field survey, total person-hours spent therson, and

the name of the fleld investigator(s) shall be indicated; '

Results Including detailsd maps showing the distribution of each speclal-status plant found
(investigators are encouraged to provide GPS data and maps documenting population
boundaries). Information on plant numbers and densities shall be provided and core

populations shall, if present, be Identified;

An assessment of potential impacts. This should include a map clearly showing the distribution
of each special-status plants found In relation to proposed activitles;

Discussion of the significance of special-status plant populations In the project area
considering nearby populations and total species distribution;

Recommended measures to avoid impacts;

A list of all plants observed on the project area. Plants should be identified to the taxonomic
level necessary to determine whether or not they are speclal-status; '

Description of reference site(s) visited and phenological development of special-status plant(s);
Coples of all California Native Species Field Survey Forms or Natural Community Field Survey

Forms;, AND
References cited, persons contacted, herbaria visited, and the location of voucher specimens.

PLANTSTDY.SPECS




Attachment D
PHAsE | WATER AVAILABILITY ANALYSIS

Fila #: - Owner: — P_arcel N W SR

i e — a L

This form is intended to help those who must prepare a Phase | Water Availability Analysis. The
Department will not accept an analysis that is not on this form.,

BACKGROUND: A Phase | Water Avallability Analysis [s done In order to determine what changes in
water use will aoccur on a property as a resuit of the a converslon. Staff uses this information to
dstermine whether the project may have a detrimental effect on groundwater levels. If it may, additional
information will be required. You will be advised if additional information is needed.

PERSONS QUALIFIED To PREPARE: Any person that can provide the needed information

PROCEDURE:
Ster 1: Prepare and aftach to this form an 8-1/2"x11" site plan of your parcel(s) with the locations of all

structures, gardens, vineyards, efc in which well water will be used shown
Stee 2: Determine the allowable groundwater use allotment for your parcel(s).

Total size of parcel(s} _ acre(s)
Multiply by parcel location factor X acre-foot per acre per year (see back)
Allowable groundwater allotment = acre-foot per year

step 3: Detormine the estimated water use for aff vineyards on your parcel(s) currently and after the
planned conversion; actual water usage figures may be substituted for the current usage estimate
(please Indicate If this is done). Estimate future use for both the vineyard establishment perfod and

thereafter .
Current Usage: .
Numnber of planted acres acres

Multiply by number of vines/acre X vines per acre

Multiply by gallons/vine/year X gallons of water per vine per year

Divide by 325,821 gallons/af = af of water per yr used for vineyard irrigation
Future Usage:

Number of planfed acres acres

Multiply by number of vines/acre X vines per acre

Muttiply by gallonsfvinefyear X ___gallons of water per vine per year (long-term)

gallons of water per vine per year (establish)
af of water per yr used (vineyard long-term)

af of water per yr used (vineyard establish)
ster 4: Using the guldelines on the next pags, actual water usage figures, and/or detailed water use
projections, tabulate the existing and projected future water usage on the parcel(s) in acre-foot per
year (affyr) {1 af = 325,621 gallons}.

Divide by 325,821 galions/af

Exlsting Usage: . Future Usage:

Residential _affyr Residential . affyr
Farm Labor Dwelling affyr Farm Labor Dwelling affyr
Winery affyr Winery : affyr
Commercial affyr Commercial affyr

Vineyard(long-term) | affyr Vineyard(long-term) afiyr




B (establishy _______ affyr “  (establish) afiyr

Other Agriculture affyr Other Agriculture affyr
Landscaping . affyr Landscaping affyr
Other Usage affyr Other Usage affyr

TOTAL affyr TOTAL affyr

Step 51 Attach all supporting information that may be significant to this analysls including but not
limited to aff water use calculatlons.for the varlous uses listed

Parcel Location Factors

The allowable allotment of water Is based on the location of your parcel. Valley floor areas Include all
locations on the floor of the Napa Valley and Carneros Basin except for groundwater deflclent areas.
Groundwater deflclent areas are areas that have been determinad by the Department of Pubiic Works as
having a history of problems with groundwater. All other areas are classifled as Mountain Areas. Public

Works can assist you in determining your classlflcation.

Parcel Location Faclors
Valley Floor 1.0 acre foot per acre per year

Mountain Areas 0.6 acre foot per acre per year
Groundwater Deficlent Araa (MST) 0.3 acre foot per acre per year

Guidelines For Estimating Water Usage:

Residential:

Single Family Resldence 0.5 acre-foot per year
Farm Labor Dwelling 1.0 acre-foot per year (6 people)
Second Unlt 0.4 acre-foot per year
Guest Cotlage 0.1 acre-foot per year
Winery:
Process Water 2.15 acre-foot per 100,000 gal, of wine
Domestic and Landscaping 0.50 acre-foot per 100,000 gal. of wine
Commerolal:
Office Space . 0.01 acre-foot per employee per year
Warehouse 0.05 acre-foot per employee per year
Agricultural:
Vineyards
Irrigation only 0.2 to 0.5 acre-foot per acre per year
Heat Protection 0.25 acre foot per acre per year
Frost Protection 0.25 acre foot per acre per year
Irrigated Pasturs , 4.0 acre-foot per acre per year
Orchards 4.0 acre-foot per acre per ysar
Livestock (sheep or cows) 0.01 acre-foot per acre per year
Landscaping:
Landscaping 1.5 acre-foot per acre peryear

WATERANYLS.SPECS




"W NAPA COUNTY CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT and

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Charles Wilson 1196 Third Strest, Room 210 « Napa, CA 84550-3002
Director Telephone 707/263-4416 FAX 707/263-4336

August 15, 2002

ITelen Wolf & Susan Clague
1808 Hardman Avenue
Napa Ca 94538

RE: XKW Vineyard Conversion EI'DSiDil Control Plan #01245
Assessor’s Parcel Number 039-210-004-000

Dear Applicant,

You previously recoived a written notice regarding the status of the above-referenced erosion control plan betweon late
March and mid-April, 2002, which requested additional information and/or provided notice that an environmental impact
report appeared to be necessary for the project. The Board of Supervisors extended the originat 30-day deadline for

recelpt of additional information until August 1, 2002 (Resolution No. 02-80),

This August 1, 2002 deadline was recently extended by the Board of Supervisors at their July 24, 2002 meeting with the
adoption of Resolution No.02-147. This Resolution grants an extension of time until AUGUST 1, 2003, for you to submit
the additional studies and information requested, PROVIDED that you advise the Planning Department in writing within 60

days from the date of this letter of your intent to proceed with your project,

If you do not respond in writing within the 60 days, your project shall, without further notice, bo deemed abandoned.
Theteafter if you wish to proceed with this project you will have to file a new application and pay new fees.

Should you have any questions, pleasé call the Conservation, Development and Planning Department at (707) 253-4417.

Respectfolly,

?@

Py
wm
Patrick Lynch
Assistant Director for

Charles Wilson
Director

Cc/list: Patrick Lynch, Assistant Director
R. Patrick Lowe, Deputy Planning Director-Conservation

Laura Anderson, Deputy County Counsel




REB Engineering, Inc.

Civil & Structural Engineering - Land Surveying & Planning

R

May 10, 2002

Ms. Mary Doyle (Planner !l
Conservation, Development and Planning Department

Napa County
11986 Third Strest, Rm 210
Napa, CA 84559-3082

Subject: Additional Information for.the KW Vineyard (ECPA 01245)
Assessor's Parcel 039-210-004

Dear Mary:

Per our previous conversation we are sending you, attached, the additional information that was
requested In the Napa County Planning letter dated 4-1-02. Pleass call if you have any

questions.

Sincerely,

andal E. Bryant, President
REB Engineering, Inc,

cc: Helen A. Wolf

Phone: 707.963.8638 Fax: 707.963.2346 E-mail: randy@REBengineering.com
P.O. Box 113, St. Helena CA 94574
241-KW-vineyard-PLANNING-letter1
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Napa County Resource Conservation District
1303 Jefferson Street, Suite S00B

Napa, CA 94559
Interoffice Memorandum T
Date: November 20, 2003
To: Carly Hare, Napa County CDPD
From: Dave Steiner, Soil Conservationist
Re: Erosion Control Plan for Wolfe, new vineyard development, file #01’245-,“

ECPA, AP #039-210-004

ce: Randy Bryant, REB Engineering

At your request I have taken the time to look over Randy Bryant’s “Drainage
Study for the KW Vineyard”, with his cover letter to Mary Doyle, dated May 10, 2002, -~
The prediction that there will be no increase in peak flows in the site’s post project
condition is predicated in this case upon the “C” factor (the runoff coefficient in the
rational method analysis) remaining the same. Given the site’s history of moderate-to-
heavy grazing (which would tend to increase runoff) and assuming maintenance of the
level of non-tilled vegetative cover specified in the ECP, the prediction describes a
plausible ontcome. In the short run the runoff may actually be reduced due to the
proposed subsoiling, though I would expect that reduction to diminish over time. Please
let me know if you have any questions or if I may otherwise be of assistance. -
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Napa County Resource Conservation District
1303 Jefferson Street, Suite S00B

Napa, CA 94559
Interoffice Memorandum
Date: October 13, 2003
To: Napa County CDPD .
From: Dave Steiner, Soil Conservationist
Re: Erosion Control Plan for Wolfe/Brown, new vineyard development, file

#01245-ECPA, AP #039-210-004

ce: Randy Bryant, REB Engineering
Helen Wolfe

RCD recommends approval of the referenced Plan. Please let me know if you
have any questions or if I may otherwise be of assistance.

Note: this recommendation does not constitute Plan approval, authority for
which rests with the Napa County Conservation, Development and Planning Department.
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Co 1195 Third Street, Room 210, Napa, Californis 94559 \'
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BASIC APPLICATION FOR EROSION CONTROL PLAN REVIEW

/ / P
— __FOR OFFICE USE ONL SusmTraLoaTE. [/ [ =2 /Y (
. OlAYS >7 - 2./0-om/ " o‘\/
FILE#: AeN #. A UsGs QUAD. )
[ ] STRUCTURAL '?@SR[CULTURAL TOWNSHIP/RANGE! \‘\C W ‘ﬁ{p
reauest: _Qlent /W alireS d)l;) Mew U/ﬂﬂ:jfﬂ/@g ‘ M\’ ‘\\O,
i L T
A AW A WK \f
= et T g
PROJECT TYPE: New _?Q‘Viqeyard Replgdl(ﬁfdces:;!: il:__) Other . é
Non-Agricd{Ufe? ~  Struclure ___ Driveway Road ____ Reservolr_____ Other
PERCENTSLOPE:  Cropland: " Structuce: Pad: Dedveway: Road:

OTHER PERMITS.  GradingPermit ___ UsePermit:___ Vadance:___ Seplic System Peemit:___ GroundwaterPermit:__
REVIEWAGENCIES. CDPD:_X = County Consultant: _ OR RCD:
FINAL APPROVAL:  CDPD: _X  Dale:

TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT

(Please type o print fegibly)
Applicant'sName: _Helen A. Wolfe Telephone#: (70 226-9107
Address: 1808 Hardman Ave., Napa, CA 94558 :
No Stree " Cay Stale ZiP

Status of Applicant's lnterest in Property: SO OWner

Property Owner's Name: Helen A. Wolfe, Susan A. Clague  Telephone#:{70d 226-9107
Address: 1808 Hardman Ave,, Napa, CA 94558 .o

No Street City State ZIP
Site AddressfLocation; 1711 Atlas Peak Road, Napa, CA
No Street City

Assessor's Parcel #: 039-210-004 Existing Parcel Size: 23.6 actes DevelopmentAcea Sizel 1.6 acres

Slope Range: 0 o fo 30 % Total Acreage > 30"/.:0 0 7acres Estimated Total Amount of Cut & Flll: 0 cubicyards
\ . Engineering
tand, or Aerial Survey Prepared By CArtwright Aerial Surveys, Inc. & REB

‘Oate:g 12 & 11/15/01

{NOTE: Contour map/survey is required lor ail development areas wih an estamatea sk of 16% of greater and foc all (padradveway projects, Lontout
magp must include alt areas within 100'of the cul and fill edges. Percenl stope shall be calcutaled and presented as whole rumbers.)

Source(s)of Water:Existing Well

Related Permits Filed: WaterRights __ Groundwater___ Well X SewageDisposal __ Use PermitiVadance?
TimberHarvest _ Stream Alteration___ ~ OfRers:

| hereby certify that all the information contained in this application, including but not limited to, this application form, the supplemen
information sheets, site plan, plot plan, cross sections/elevations,is complete and accurate to the bestol my knowledge. | hercby ifulhm W
such invegtigations including access to County Assessor's Records as are deemed necessary by the County Planning Division 1

of this application ghd prepacation of reports related thereto, includingt 'W the property involved
’ % é”,«‘é 77@0;?%)?2&"‘: /
are

ignalure of Applicant Date 7T Signalure of Propedy Owner

TO BE COMPLETED BY CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT

fea Receoipt Number Received By {1t
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1. Project Description; APN: 039-210-004
Establish vines on pasture land
Parcel size: 53 g5  acres Total land area disturbed:. 516  acres
Agriculture:  NEW plant acres: 16 Replant acres:
Structures:  residence building driveway road other
2. Project Phases: [ 1one [ )two or [ ]
3.  Aaticipated date to start construction {month/year): 4/02/, 2002
4.  Estimated date of completion of each phase: Phase 1:
Phase 2:
Phase _ :
6. Total construction time estimated: October, 15, 2002
6.  Work scheduled between Qct. 1 and Apr. 1? __ Yes _"}_{__No OR :
between Sept. 1 and Apr. 17 __Yes __ No {municipal watershed)
7. Winterization measures In the Erosion Control Plan Silt Fence if needed
8. Is a grading permit, a welt permit, or'a sewage disposal permit required? __Yes ¥ No
If yes has the Napa Co ___ Public Works and/or ___ Environmental Management Departments
been notified? __Yes X No

10. Total acreage with slopes greater than or equal to 30%: 0.07 _ acres
11. Contour mapping source: Cartwright Berial Surveys, Inc.

o ——

13. Sub-Watershed Name: Mi11iken & Hardman Creek
Municlpal Reservoir Watershed: X Yes __ No
If yes: Bell Canyon Kimball 3 Milliken Lake Hennessey __ Rector

14, Have any other erosion control plans effecting this parcel been approved stnce 19917

__Yes _ No
15. Coverage Information (required for projects In any watershed):
{a) Existing acres of tree canopy cover per parcel: . 942330068
Proposed acres of canopy cover to be removed: ! acres
Percent of canopy cover to be retained per parcel: 100 %
(b} Existing acres of shrub, brush, grass without tree canopy per parcel: 23 acres
Proposed acres of shrub, brush, grass cover to be removed: 0 acres
Percent of shrubs, brush, grass to be retained per parcel: 100 %
16. s there a Water Rights permit associated with the project or parcel? ___Yes X No
’ acreffeet .
a) Copy of permit from the State Dept of Water Resources attached? __YesOR
b) Date application for necessary permit submitted to this board: "
¢} Copy of associated CEQA document attached? ) __Yes __No
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17. AII streams and watercourses in vncmlty of project areals) shown and the required setback(s!

indicated with the distance and slope? X Yes ___ No
18. Is there a State Dept of Fish & Game Streambed Alteration (1603] Permit assoclated with the

project or parcel? __Yes _X No

{a) Copy of State Dept of Fish & Game Permit allached? ___Yes OR

(b} Date application for necessary permit submitted to this agency: _

{c} Copy of CEQA document prepared attached? Yes No

B i 4 e T ronmental Setling BRI Lo

19. s any portion of the prolect located on or within 500" of a landslide?

Yes % No
Cite source:

20. s any portion of the project located in the vicinity of rarefendangered specles, species of special

concern {plant, animal), watland (type), riparian habitat, critical habitat, etc.?

Yes x WNo
if yes, list:
Cite sourcelreference(s):
Specific study prepared: by date!
21, Is any portion of the projeét located on or within 500° of an archeological or historic site?
Yes X No
Cite source/reference:
Site specific report prepared: by date:
22, Are any new madsldrlveways assocuated with the project? X Yes __ No
23. Are any new vineyard avenues assoclated with the project? iYes __No
24, Will the project Involve any recontouring of the fand? __Yes X No
28, Will there be any excavation or fill deeper than 12 inches? __Yes XNo
26. Total cubic yards of cut & fill:
Cubic yards of cut! fill:
Spoils location: on-site off-site
27. Has a grading permit been filed with the Co Public Works Dept? __Yes X No
28, Will the project involve repair of a landslide? __Yes ¥ No
Location . Size Report

&%ﬁ"‘*’“&:“lﬁ;,v.,:z&fw«ﬁmnmbﬁ‘uﬂé!’\ceslt Imber ConveraIon Bot s M e el o
29,

Is there a Timber Harvest or Conversion permit associated with the project/parcel? __ Yes _X__No
Number of Acres:

al Copy of State Dept ol Forestry Permit attached? _Yes OR
b} Date application for necassary permit submitted to this agency:
¢} Copy of associated CEQA document attached? Yes ___No

d} Date other County erosion control plan{s) submitted if different than the applica?i—on date for
this plan:

s

I

30. Is there a Timberland Conversion Exception associaled with the project or parcel? _Yes X No
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.| SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION (ECP) , . « '

To be provided by Properly Owner:

Attach response sheets to this page,

S AN —

=2

9.

10,
11
12,
13.
14,

A. GENERAL INFORMATION
Name, address telephone aumber of property owner.
Address of project,
APN,

Name, address, and telephone number of person to be contacted conceming this project, if different than owner
Indicate type or number of the permit application for the project to which this form pertains.

List and describe any other refated permits and/or other public approvals required for this project or parcel, including
those required by city, regional, state and federal agencies.

Existing zoning district.

Proposed use of entire site &/or parcel. List & describe any other projects or improvements with site locations
anticipated within the next several years (1-3-5 years).

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Parcel(s) size(s}, acres per parcel.
Project(s) size(s), acres per project.
Attach plans,
Proposed scheduting.
Aunticipated incremental or phased development.

If the project involves Napa County grading permit, use pennit, varlance or rezoning application, state this and
Indicate clearly why the application is required,

Disciss and check yes the following items which are applicable to your project or its effects (attach additional sheets)

, 22

YES NO

Change in existing features of any watercourses, wettands, tidelands, beaches, hills, or alteration of
ground contouts.

Change in the pattern, scale or character of general area of project,

Change In bay, lake, stream or ground water quality or quantity, or alteration of existing drainage
patterus,

.Y

¢ K. Change In scenic views or vistas from existing residential areas or public lands or roads.
X,
9

X Site on filled land or on slopes of 5% or more,

. E{: Substantial change in demand for Napa County services (police, fire, waler, sewage, etc.).
. _X_ Relationship to a larger project or series of projects.

C. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Describe the project site as it exists before the project, including information on topography, soil stability, plants and
animals, wetlands (types), riparian habitat and any cultural, historical or scenic aspects. Describe any/all existing
structures on the site, and the use of the structures, Attach photographs of the site, could include current acrial photo,

. Describe the surrounding properties (approximately % mile radius from parcel boundary), including infonmation on

plants and animals and any cultural, historical or scenic aspects. fndicate the type of land use (agriculture,
residential, commercial, etc.), intensity of land use (vineyards, winery, one-family, muli-family, industry, etc.), and

scale of development (acres, height, setback, yard, ete.). Attach photographs of the vicinity, could include current
aerial photo.

D. CERTIFICATION

[ hereby certify that the statements furnished responding to the above and in the attached sheets prescat 1hc_: data anfl
information required for this initial evaluation 10 the best of my abillty, and that the facts, statements, and information
presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief,

F

November 20, 2001 %/{W

Date  Sipnature of Property Owner
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. NAPA COUNTY  * o
CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING COMMISSION

1121 First St,  Napa, California 94558, 707, 253-4416

( .
TOPOGRAPHIC
SITE LOCATION INFORMATION

INSTRUCTIONS :

Every appllcation for a rezoning, .General Plan amendment, use permit, temporary
tratler permlt, timber harvest permlt, geothermal permit, variance, parcel map,
or subdivision shall be accompanied by a 7 by Ti" portion of the 7% Minute U.S.
Geologlcal Survey Topographlc Map that covers the projJect vicinlty. This map
shall be affixed to the back of this information sheet. The foflowlng informa-
tton shall be presented on said map:

1) the tocatlon of 'the boundary, lines of all existing parcels
involved and any new parcels to be formad, :

; 2) the location of aitl existlng improvemants to be employed
including but not [Imited to existing sccess roads.

3} +ha location of all new improvements proposad tncluding
but not 1imited to:

[ ]
a) buildings
b) septic systems
c) wells or developed springs
d) reservolrs :
e) access roads, and/or driveway
f} parking lots and outdoor storags areass

For the purpose of this section proposed buflding sites on parcel maps
with all the assgclated improvements necessary to put a hame at the fo-
cation selected shall be considered as proposed improvemants.

Atl tocatlion designations reanired sbove must ba accurate to within 50 feet.

The symbols to be used In preparing this location map are speclfled on the reverse
side of this sheet. .

L

(OVER)
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NAPA COUNTY |

CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT & PLANNING Conm:ssmm

L1295 Third Stree, Room 210, Napa, Cafifornia 94559
707) 2534416

BASIC APPLICATION FOR EROSION CONTROL PLAN REVIEW

"FOR OFFICE USE ONLY SUBMITTALOATE: | Uw/gf

Fice #: () DL L pens 054210 O0Y Usas Quao._APGha

[ ] STRUCTURAL [7[1 AGRICULTURAL TOWNSHIPIRANGE:
REQUEST: < Ying o4 :
: P = A Ol 0% _\jNed.
PrRoOJECT TYPE: Agiiculluce: New ,,?g_ Vineyard Replan! {(Process I: It; __) Other:
Non-Agriculture; Slwuclure __ Driveway Road Resenvoir Other
PERCENT SLOPE:  Cropland; Struclure: Pad; Driveway: Road:

OTHER PERMITS:  GradingPermit ___ Use Pemnil ___ Varance:__ Septic System Permit: ___ GroundwalerPermit; &
ReEVIEWAGENCIES. CDPD: X = County Consultant: OR  RCOD:

FINAL APPROVAL:  CDPD:_X_ Date:

TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT

. (Please typa oc printiegitly)
Applicant'sName: _Helen A, Wolfe Telephone#: {70y 226-9107
Address; 1808 Hardman Ave., Napa, CA 94558 -

No Sireet City Stlale ZiP

Status of Applicant's Interest In Property: COOWner

Property Owner's Name: Helen A, Wolfe, Susap A. Clague  Telephone #:£073 226-9107
Address: 1808 Hardman Ave., Napa, CA 94558 C

No Street City State ZIP
Site Addresleocauon 1711 Atlas Peak Road, Napa, CA
No Streat City

Assessor's Parcel #; 039~210-004 Existing Parcel Size: 23.6 acres DevelopmentArea Size: 16 acres

Slope Range: 0 o« to 30 % Total Acreage 30%:0 M 07acres Estimated Total AmountofCut& Eill 0 2 cubicyards

: ngering
Land, or Aeral Survey Prepared By Cartwright Aerial Surveys, Inc. & REB Dategg]g & 11/15/01]

(NOTE: Contour mapfsurvey is required for ait development areas wilh an esumaiea swope of 15% or greater and for all roadiadvaway projects, Lontow
map must Include ali areas within 100%f lhe cut and (Il edges, Percent stope shall be calculated and presented as whole numbers )

Source(s)of Water: Exlsting Well

Related Permits Filed; WaterRights _ Groundwaler _ Weil X  SewageDisposal___  Use PermitVariance?
Timber Harvest __ Stream Altecation___  OlRers:

1 hereby certify that alf the information contained in this appltcauon including but not limited to, this application form, the supplemen:
information sheets, site plan, plot plan, cross sections/elevations, is complete and aceurate to the best of my knowledge. Ehereby authun
such investigations including access to County Asscssor's Recards as are deemed necessary by the County Planning Division b

cvalugtighof tlyis application ghd preparationof reports related thereto, including/ihd gh(oﬁﬂhcpromﬁymvolvcd

)-(2%‘1 {n

TO BE COMPLETED BY CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING DFPARTMENT

ignalure of Applicant Signalture of Property Owner

lee Recept Number Roaceived By ) e
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- APA COUNW ©
CONSERVA‘HON. DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING COMMISS%ON
1121 First St.  Napa, California 94558, 707, 2563-4416

( .
. TOPOGRAPHIC
SITE LOCATION INFORMATION

INSTRUCTIONS:

Every appllca+!on for a rezoning, .General Plan smendment, use permlt, temporary
traller permit, fimber harvest permlt, geothermal perml+, variance, parcel map,
or subdlvision shall be accompanied by a 7 by 71" portlon of the 7; Minute U.S.
Geological Survay prographlc tap that covers the project vicinlty, This map
shall be affixed to the back of this Informetion sheet. The following informa-
tion shall be presented on sald map:

1) the tocation of the boundary, fnes of all existing parcels
tnvolved and any new parcels Yo be formd,

: 2) the locatlon of ail ex!sting Improvements fo be employed
including but not [imlted to existing access roads.

3) the tocation of all new improvemsnts proposed including
but not Timited to:

)
a) buildings
b) septic systems
c} wells or developed springs
d)} reservoirs
e) access roads, and/or driveways
f) parking tots and outdoor sforaga areas

For the purpose of this sectlon proposed bullding sites on parcei maps
with all the associated tmprovemants necessary to put a home at the lo-
cation selected shall be considered as proposed improvements.

All locatlion desiqgnations reauired above must ba accurate to withtn 50 feet.

The symbols to be used in preparing thls location map are specified on the reverse
slde of this sheet,

b’r

{OVER}
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18.

21,

22

Are any new roadsldruveways assoclated with the project? X _Yes __ No

23,y Are any new vineyard avenues associated with the project? X Yes __No
24. Will the project involve any recontouring of the land? __Yes X No
26. Will there be any excavation or fill deeper than 12 inches? __Yes X7No
28, Total cubic yards of cut & fill:

Cubic yards of cut: fill:

Spoils location: on-site off-site
27. Has a grading permit been flled with the Co Public Works Dept? __Yes X No
28.  WIll the project involve repair of a landslide? i __Yes ¥ No

Location Siza Report

S S NS N T Bl oS Bra treambed KITeA R

‘All streams and watercourses in vicinity of project areals) shown and the required setback(s)

indicated with the distance and slope? X Yes __ No
Is there a State Dept of Fish & Game Streambed Alteration {1603} Permit associated with the
project or parcel? —_Yes _X No
(2} Copy of State Dept of Fish & Game Permit auached? __Yes OR

{b) Date application for necessary permit submitted to this agency:

{c} Copy of CEQA document prepared attached? Yas No

WU 4 A AERVirhmental Sotling BRR R R L -
Is any portion of the project located on or within 500" of a landslide? Yes x No

Cite source:

[s any portion of the project located in the vicinity of rarefendangered species, specles ot special
concern (ptant, animall, wetland (type), riparian habitat, critical habltat, etc.?

Yes y No

If yes, list:
Cite sourcefreference(s):
Specific study prepared: by date:
Is any portion of the projeét located on or within 500’ of an archeological or historic site?

. Yes X No
Cite sourcefreference:
Site specific report prepared: by date:

AR R e Timber HatY st Tinher ConvVeralon B akatm

29. s there a Timber Harvest or Conversion permit associated with the project/parcel? __ Yes X No
Number of Acres:

a} Copy of State Dept of Forestry Permit attached? : _Yes OR

b) Date application for necessary permit submitted to this agency:

¢} Copy of associated CEQA document attached? _Yes _ No

dl Date other County erosion control plan{s) submitied if different than the apphcanon date for
this plan: »
30. s there a Timberland Conversion Exception associated with the project or parcel? _Yes PS_MNO

LR R

P YALS s deeiL

28]
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1.  Project Description;
Establish vines on pasture land

Parcel size:_53 g5  acres Total land area disturbed’, 516 acres
Agricutture:  NEW plant acres: 16 Replant acres:
Structures:  residence building ___ driveway road other
2.  Project Phases: | 1one [ §two or [
3. Anticlpated date to start construction {month/year}: 4/02/, 2002
4, Estimated date of completion of each phase: Phase 1;
Phase 2:
Phase _
6. Total construction time estimated; October, 15, 2002
6. Work scheduled between Oct. 1 and Apr, 17 _ Yes E"No OR
between Sept. 1 and Apr. 1? __Yes __ No (municlpal watarshed)
7. Winterization measures In the Erosion Control Plan Silt Fence if needed
8. 1Is a grading permit, a well permit, or'a sewage disposal parmllt required? . Yos x No
If yos has the Napa Co ___ Public Works and/ar ___ Environmantal Management Departments
been naotified? _Yeos L No

_ SRR R e e
9. Earth mov!ng, grading or land clearing on slopa(s) of. 0 %t 30 %
10, Total acreage with slopes greater than or equal to 30%: 0.07 . acres

11, Contour mapping source: Cartwright Aerial Surveys, Inc,

R R e B b R e T BN S e B L R A et
12, Water«deftcient aren: __Yes (applicant must contact Co Env Mgmt Dept) ,_Xm No
13. Sub-Watershed Name: Mi11iken & Hardman Creek

Municipal Reservoic Watarshed: X Yes __ No

If yes: Bell Canyon __ Kimball X Milliken Lake Hennessey Rector
14. Have any other eroslon control plans effecting this parcel been approved slhce 19917

_Yes __x_ No
16. Coverage information (required for projects in any watershed):
(a) Existing acres of tree canopy cover per parcel: 52550008
Proposed acres of canopy cover to be removed: ‘ 8 acres
Percent of canopy cover to be retained per parcel: 100 %
{b} Existing acres of shrub, brush, grass without tree canopy per parcel: 23 acres
Proposed acras of shrub, brush, grass cover to be removed: 0 acres
Percent of shrubs, brush, grass to be retained per parcel: 100 %
16, s there a Water Rights permit associated with the project ot patcel? ____Yes X No
acrafteet -
a} Copy of permit from the State Dept of Water Resources attached? ___Yes OR
bl Date application for necessary permil submitied to this board: ”
c) Copy of associated CEQA document attached? Yes No

——




SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION (ECP}

To be provided by Property Owner:

Attach response sheels to this page,

A. GENERAL INFORMATION
Name, address tefephone number of property owner.
Address of praject.
APN,

Name, address, and telephone number of person to be contacted conceming this project, if different than owner
Indicate type or number of the permit application for the project to which this form pertains.

List and describe any other related permits and/or other public approvals required for this project or parcel, including
those required by city, regional, state and federal agencies.

Existing zoning district,

Proposed use of entire site &/or parcel. List & describe any other projects or improvements with site locations
anticipated within the next several years (1-3-5 years).

S AL -

oo~

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
9. Parcel(s) size(s), acres per parcel.

10. Project(s) size(s), acres per project.

1. Attach plans,

12, Proposed scheduling.

13. Anticipated incremental or phased development.

14. If the project involves Napa County grading permit, use perinil, variance or rezoning application, state this and
indicate clearly why the application Is required. '

Discuss and check yes the following items which are applicable to your project or its effects (attach additional sheets)
YES NO .

15. __ _X Change in existing features of any watercourses, wetlands, tidelands, beaches, hills, or alteration of
ground contours.

16. ___ _X Change in scenic views or vistas from existing residential areas or public lands or roads.

17. _X_Change in the pattern, scale or character of general area of project.

18. _X Change in bay, lake, stream or ground water quality or quantity, or alteration of existing drainage
patterns,

19. X _ __ Site on filled land or on slopes of 5% or more,

20. _ _X Substantial change in demand for Napa County services (police, fire, water, sewage, etc.).

21, ___ _X Relationship to a larger project or series of projects.

C. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

. 22, Describe the project site as it exists before the project, tncluding information on topography, S('Jil stability, plants and
animals, wetlands (types), ripatian habitat and any cultural, historical or scenic aspects. Describe any/all existing
structures on the site, and the use of the structures. Attach photographs of the site, could include current aerial photo.

. Describe the surrounding properties (approximately % mile radius from parcel boundary), including information on
plants and animals and any cultural, historical or scenic aspects, Indicate the type of land use (agflcutlure,
residential, commercial, etc.), intensity of land use (vineyards, winery, one-family, multi-family, industry, etc.), and

scale of development (acres, height, setback, yard, etc.). Attach photographs of the vicinity, could include current
aerial pholo.

D. CERTIFICATION
{ hereby certify that the statements fumished responding to the above and in the attached sheets present th? dala an§l
information required for this initial evaluation to the best of my ability, and that the facts, statements, and information
prescnted are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, g

November 20, 2001 WM

Date ~ Signature of Property Owner

»

..........
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES RECONNAISSANCE REPORT
SPECIAL STATUS PLANT REPORT
K. W, (WOLFE) VINEYARD CONVERSION (ECP #01«-245)

INTRODUCTION

Biological Reconnaissance and Special Status Plant surveys were conducted on
the proposed K. W. (Wolfe) Vineyard Conversion project (Erosion Control Plan
#01-245) property at 1711 Atlas Peak Road near the Silverado Country Club
(Assassor's Parcel Number 039-210-004) northeast of Napa on 23 April 2002 by
Glenn Clifton and 16 and 23 April 2002 by Stephen P. Rae of MUSCIE. The
purpose of the survey was to determine the occurrence of significant biological
resources, including special status plants. The field survey covered 100% of the
vineyard block comprising approximately 16 acres (see Map 1 below). The
southwast corner of the surveyed area is UTM 105/0543181/4264815 (elevation
77 m); the northeast corner is UTM 10S/0563964/4245393 (elevation 35m).

The project BT
areais a cow : '
pasture,
proposed for
conversion to
vineyard. The
existing annual
grassland is
composed of
annual and
perennial native
and invasive
species (se8
Table 1).
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES RECONNAISSANCE
The survey covered the entire project area with direct fleld examinations (see

Map 1).

The project area Is composed of Valley Grassland. There is considerable plant
species diversity throughout the project site with two small areas of impeded
drainage. Obligate and facultative wetland plant spacies are found within the two
drainages. However, both areas appear to be contained within or adjacent to the
site with no abvious connection to receiving watercourses,

One blue oak stands at the highest point of the site. The site lacks additional
tree cover or brush,

A review of available records (California Natural Diversity Data Base and Napa
County Sensitivity maps) reveals that there aré no special status animals
reported on the project parcel or contiguous parcels, Special status animals
outside of the project area could be red-legged frog, bald eagle, or other raptors.

Habitat for amphibians ocours within the wet areas, however, none were
observed,

During the field survey, no special status animals were observed, nor were there
potential habitats encountered.

Bird species observed flying over the site includedted-tailed hawk, turkey vulturs,
mourning dove, American robin, violet-green swallow, starling, and common
crow. Nests for songbirds, raptors, squirrels, etc. were not observed. There
were no significant concentrations of birds observed.

Habitat for raptor nesting does not occur within the project area.

SPECIAL STATUS PLANTS

A review of avaliable records (California Natural Diversity Data Base and Napa
County Senslivity maps) reveals several listed plants that ocour within several
miles of this site. The species are listed in Table 2, together with their observed
habitats. Material within Table 2 and the foliowing discussion is based upon
Callizo (2001), Hickman (1993), Napa County (2000), and CNPS (2001).

The field survey failed to record any of the sensitive species within Table 2. In
addition, any spacimens within genera including sensitive species found within
the project area were determined to be non-sensitive species (see Table 3),
Justification for not expecting to find some sensitive species is also disclosed in

Table 3.
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CONCLUSIONS

The grassland within the project area supports significant plant species diversity,
but low animal specles diversity. The habitat structure Is simple with little vertical
and horizontal diversity. There are no unigue or significant habitats or areas of
habitat complexity that could support unusual or significant animal species.

There is little connectivity to upland habitats, or evidence of animal migration
across the site,

The known sensitive plant species recorded within four miles of the project area
ware not found within the project area. For most of the plant specles, suitable
habltat was not observed within the project area. For those plant species whose
known habitat is similar to that occurring within the project area, the spscies in
question were not encountered. However, the habitat within the project area,
although superiicially similar to habitat for known sensitive plants, may provide
poor potential for the ocourrence of the sensitive species. Therefore, the
conversion of the project areas should not have an effect on sensitive plant

resources,

The likelihood of observing special status plants or animats if additional survey
work were to be scheduled (at other seasons or times or over additional years) is

low.,

The project has no recognized Impact on sensitive animal and plant resources.
in addition, there are no unusual habltat features within the project area.
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!

TABLE 1
PARTIAL LIST OF PLANT SPECIES OBSERVED

Amsinckia menziesii (Lehm.) Nelson & J.F. Macbr, var. menziesii _
yellow fiddleneck

Amsinckia menziesii var. intermedia (Fischer & Meyer) Ganders

orange fiddlenack

Avena fatua L., wild oat
Alllum amplectans Torey (w) onion
Anagallis arvensis L. . scarlet pimpernet
Briza minor L. (w) queaking grass
Bromus diandrug Roth ripgut grass
Bromus hordaceus L. brome
Callitriche marginata Torrey (w) _ star wort
Callitriche verna L. (w) water star wort
Carduus gycnocegnalu
Castilleja attenuata (A. Gray) Chuang & Heckard ( ) valley tasseis
Centaureq solstitialis L. yellow star thistle
Cerastium glomeratum Thuill. mouse ear

chickweed
Chamomilla suaveolens (Pursh) Rydb. pineapple weed
Chenopodium sp. pigweed
Chiorogalum pomeridianum (DC.) Kunth, var.pomeridianum soap plant
Convoalvulus arvensis L. morning glory
Cotula coranopifolia L. (w) brass-button
Crassula aquatica (L.} Schonl.) (w)
Crassula connata (Ruiz Lopez & Pavon) A. Berger
Crassula tillea Lester-Garl.
Cyperus eragrostis Lam, nut sedge
Deschampsia danthonioides (Trin.)} Benth. annual hairgrass
Dichelostemma capitatum Alph. Wood blue dicks
Eleocharis macrostachya Britton (w) spikerush
Epiloblum brachycarpum C. Presi willow herb
Eremocarpus setigerus (Hook.) Benth. turkey mullein
Erodium botrys (Cav.) Bertol. ’ storkshill
Erodium moschatum (L..) L'Her. storksbill
Eschscholzia californica Cham. California poppy
Fliago gallica L. (w) herba impia
Geranjum dissectum L. -cranesbill
Glyceria disticha (not in Jepson) common weedy

manna grass
Hirschfeldia incana (Hook.) Lagr.-Fossat small mustard
Holozonia filipes (Hook. & Arn.) E. Greene
Hordeum brachyantherum Nevski ssp brachyantherum (w) V*%ﬁw‘/ W‘“’(

Hordeum marinum var. gnsanum {Parl.) Thuill. Mediterranean
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Hordeum murinum L.

Hypochaerls glabra L.

Hypochaerls radicola L. (w)
Juncus bufonius L. var. bufonius (w)

Kickxia spuria (L.) Durort.)

Lagtuca serriola L.

Lepidium atifolium L.

Lepidium oblongum Small

Lilaea gcilloides (Poiret) Hauman (w)

{ olium multifiorum Lam.

Lupinus nanus Benth,

Lythrum hyssopifolium L. {(w)
Marrubium vuloare L.

Medicago lupulina L.

Mimulus guttatus DC. (w)

Montia fontana L.

Nassella pulchra (A. Hitche.) Barkworth
Montig lineris (Hook.) E. Greene (w)
Navarretia pubescens (Benth.) Hook, & Arn. (w)

Nicotiana acuminata var. multiflora (Philippl) Reiche (7)

Plagiobotrys nothofulvus ((A. Gray) A. Gray
Plantago lanceolafa L.

annua L. (w)

Polygonum aranastrum Boreau
Psilacarpos tenellus Nutt. Var. tenellus
Quercus douglasii Hook. & Arn.
Ranuncuius californicus Benth.

Ranunculus muricatus L.

Page 6 of 11
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barley

smooth cat's ear
rough cat's ear
toad rush

fluellin

prickly lettuce
pepper grass
pepper grass
flowering quiliwort
italian ryegrass
lupine

loosestrife
horehound

yellow trefoll
monkey flower
water chickweed
purple needlegrass

tobacco plant
popeorn flower
English plantain
annual bluegrass
common knotweed
wooly-heads

blue oak

buttercup
buttercup

Ranunculus orthorhynehus var. blogmeri (8. Watson) L. Benson (w)

Raphanus sativus L.

Rarippa palustric var. occidentalis (S. Watson) Rollins (w)

Rumex acetoselia L.

Rumex conglomeratus Murray (w)
Rumex crispus L.

Senecio vulgaris L.

Sagina apetala Ard.

Silene gallica L.

Silvbum marlanum (L.} Gaeriner
Sisymbrium officinale L.
Sisyrinchium bellum S. Watson
Soliva sessills Ruiz Lopez & Pavon
Sonchus oleraceus L.

Spergularia rubra (L.) J. S. Pres| & C. Presl

Spergularia villosa (Pers.) Cambess.

buttercup

wild turnip
yellow cress
sheep sorrel
dock

curly dook
common groundsel
dwarf peariwort
campion

milk thistle
hedge mustard
blue-eyed grass

common sow thistle
sand spurrey
sand spurrey
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Torrevochloa pallida var. paucifiora (J. Presl.) Church (w)  weak manna grass
Trifolium depauperatum var. amplectans (Torrey & A. Gray) L. F. McDermott

clover
Trifolium depauperatiim var. truncatum (E. Greene) Isely (w) clover
Trifolium hirtum All. rose clover
Trifolium subterranean L. subterranean clover
Trifolium varlegatum Nutt, (w) clover ‘
Triphysaria pusilla (Benth.) Chuang & Heckard
Tritelia hyacinthine (Lindiey) E. Greene white brodizea
Vicia sativa L. var. gativa common vetch
Vicia sativa var. rugra (L..) Erhart narrow-leaved

vetch

Vicia sativa var. villosa Roth, Hairy vetch

Vulpia bromoides (L..) A. Gray

Vulpia microstachys (Nutt.) Benth. var. microstachys

Vulpia microstachys var, myuros (L.} Leonard & Gould Zo VD
Xanthium spinosum L. spiny cockleburr

(w) — occurs in wet area

Taxonomy and nomenclature generally follows:

Hickman, J. C. {ed) 1993. The Jepson Manual: Higher Plants of California.

University of California Press, Berkeley.
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TABLE 2: SENSITIVE SPECIES WITHIN THE ASSESSMENT AREA

Common Scientific Vegetation | Habitat Category | Population
Name Name Status
Crater onion Allium cratericola | Chaparral Voleanic LR S
Easiw, slopes & flats
Talf Antirhinum_ virga | Chaparral Rocky, CNPS4 S
snapdragon ‘Hook. & Arn, brushy
places
Holly Leaf Ceanothus Chaparral, Brushy or CNPSE D
ceanothus purpureus Jeps. { Foothlil wooded
(Napa Woodtand voloanic
buckbrush) slopes &
ridges
Dwarf Downlngla pusilla | Valley Vernal pools | CNPS2 D
downingia (D. Don.) Torr. Grassland, & seasonal
Foothill drainages
Woodland
Nodding Harmonla nutang | Chaparral, Open rocky | CNPS4 8
madia = Madia nutans | Foothill voloanic
(E. Greene) Keck | Woodland outcrops
Brewer's wild | Hesperolinon Chaparral, Open, sunny, | CNPSE 8
flax breweri (Gray) Foothill brushy areas
Small Woodland
Northern Jugians Old native Streamsldes | CNPSE D
Callfornla californica ssp. American and canyons
black walnut hindsli Jepson campsites
Contra Costa | La ia Valley Around CNPSE D
goldfields conjugens Grasstand vemnal pools
Greene
Mason's Lilaeops Intertidal River banks [ CNPSE D
quiliwort masonii Math. & | Riparian & slough
Const. sides
Redwood lity | LHitim rubescens | Chaparral, Brushy rocky | CNPS4 8
Wats. Mixed slopes and
Evergreen ridgetops
Forest
Bristly Linanthus Foothill Grassy CNPS4 S
linanthus acliculards Greene | Woodland slopes
Napa wild Lomatium Chaparral, Brushy rocky { CNPS4 8
parsnip repostum Mixed slopes and
{(Jepson) Mathias | Evergreen ridgetops
Forest, Close- -
Coned Forest
Green coyote | Monardella viridis | Chaparral, Volcanic CNPS4 s
mint Jeps. ssp. virdis | Foothll areas
Woodland,
Mixed
Evergreen
Forest
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Few-flowered | Navarretia Chaparral Dry beds of | CNPSE D
navarrefla leucocephala vema} pools
Benth. ssp. & meadows
pauciflora
(Mason) Day
Galrdner's Perideridia Chaparral, Volcanic CNPSE 8
yampah gairdned (H. & Conifer Forest | swales
A} Math, ssp.
gairdneri
Lobb's aquatic | Ranungulus lobbii | Vailey Vernal pools, | CNPS4 D
buttercup Gray Grasstand, ditches,
Foothill ponds
Woodland
Marin Sidalcea Chaparral Rocky, CNPSE SiD
checkerbloom | hickmanii Greene disturbed
ssp. viddis C. L., slope
Hitehe.
Hemandez Trichostema Chaparral, Volcanic, CNP&4 S
bluecurls fubisepalum Foothill grassy flats
Elmer Woodiand,
Yellow Plne
Forest
Qak-leaved Viburnum Foothlll Wooded CNPS2 8
viburnum ellipticum Greene | Woodtand canyons on
volcanic
slopes

Table 1 Legend: FE (federally endangered). ST (state threatened), CNPSE.{CNPS endangered), CNFP33
(needs more Information), CNPS4 (watch llst, of limited distribution, but not now rare or endangered), 8
(stable), D (declining), I {Increasing), LR (locally rare according to CNPE Napa Vallay Chapter).
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TABLE 3: DISPOSITION OF SENSITIVE SPECIES

Common
Name

Scientific Name

Justification for Rejection from
Consideration

Crater onion

Allium cratericola Eastw.

No Allium species encountered; habitat not
present; not rare outside of Napa Counly

No Anfirthinum specles encountered;

Tall Antlrchinum  virga

snapdragon Hook, & Am. habitat not present

Holly Leaf Ceanothus purpureus Jeps, No Ceanothus species encountered; habitat

ceanothus nof present

(Napa

buekbrush)

Dwarf Downinala pusliia (D. Don.) Torr. No Downlingia species encountered

downingia

Nedding Harmonla nutans = Madia nutans (E. | No Harmnonia or Madia species

madia Greene) Keck encountered; habitat not present

Brewer's witd | Hesperolinon breweri (Gray) Small No Hesperolinon species encountered;

flax habitat not present

Northem Juglans californica ssp. hindsli No native hlack walnut encountered; habitat

Callfornia Jepson not present

black walnut

Contra Costa | Lasthenia coniudens Greene No Lasthenia species encountered; habitat

goldflelds . not present

Mason's: Lilaeopsis masonii Math. & Const. Habitat not present

quillwort

Redwood lily | Lilium rubescens Wats. No Lillum specles encountered; habitat not
resent

Bristly Linanthus aclcularis Greene No Linanthus specles encountered; habitat

linanthus not present

Napa wild Lomatitim repostum (Jepson) No Lomatium species encountered; habitat

parsnip Mathias not present

(Green coyote
mint

Monardella viridis Jeps, ssp. viridis

No Monardella species encountered; habitat
not present

Few-flowered | Navarrelia leucocephala Benth. ssp. | Navarrelia leucocephala ssp. paugliflora
navarretia paucifiora (Mason) Day encountered

Galrdner's Perideridia gairdneri (M. & A.) Math, | No Perideridia species encountered; habftat
yampah $sp, galrdneri not present

Lobb's Ranunculus lobbil Gray Ranunculus [obbii not encountered

aquatic

buttercup

Marin Sidalcea hickmanil Greene ssp. No Sidalcea spacies encountered; habitat
checkerbloom | viridis C. L. Hitche. _ not present

Hemandez Trichostema rublsepalum Elmer No Trichostema specles encountered;
bluecurls ) habitat not present

Oak-leaved Vibumum ellipticum Greene No Viburnum species encountered; habitat

vibumum

not present
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" ' Complete Project Description Information
Vineyard Development Area Speclfics _]
Size of Area Disturbed: 17,00 acres
Size of Vineyard: 17,00 5¢00s
Acres of Vines: . _ 15.97 405 Estimate
Slopes of Area Disturbed: 0 % to 60 %
Amount of Total Acreage Equal to or Above 30% Slope' 1.0 acres » Ol
Total Number of Trees Removed none {rges
a) natives __ftrees
b} non-natives frees
' Vineyard Development Schedule . N |

Pre-Planting Stage:

». land clearing, fipping, installation of drainage system., vineyard staking, instaltation of irigation system., installation and malntenance of
rmanen! and lemporary erosion conlrol measures, planting of cover ¢rop, slraw mulching)

Block A Start Date:  4-15-03 End Date: 10-15-03 Duration: 1 80 days
Temporaty Covar Crop Planted X Yos No
Planting Stage!
» planting of vines, seeding permanent cover crop, apply stcaw mulch, mainlenance of eroston contro! measures)
Start Date:  4-1-04 EndDate:  11-1-04 Duration: 210 days
Operational Stage: ' '

aintenance and adjustment as needed of permanant eroslon control practices, Implementation of annual vineyard and arosion control
zasures, commensement of annual harvests)

StartDate: 11-1-04 2007 First Harvest

TR R U g ai- Vingyatd Operationg ARfeTiiation RrE e ol S o aa -
Farming Equipment:
. Track-laying Percent of Use Y
_X _Rubber-lired Percent of Use 20 %
X ATV Percent of Use _5Q%
—__ Hand/Manual PercentofUse ____ %
_____Other {describg) Percenlof Use ____ %
Annual Pruning:
Time of Year:NOV Number of days: _3 Number of Workers: 8
Annual Sulfuring:
Months: When needed Estimated applicationsfyear; 4 Number of Workers: 1
Weed and Vegetation Controf Method (between and under vine-rows):

Under Vines Betweean Vine-Rows
Type of conlrol proposed Round Up Mow
Method of application Spray ' Mow
Months: .2 Estimated applicationsfyear: Apr-Jun Number of Workers; 1 -
Rarvesting/Crush Perlod:
Length (lolal days) 2 days  potimated
Farmworkers {per day} 10 people
Frost Protection Method(s) {check appropriale methods with explanalion of eslimated duralion and frequency):
Haurs Frequency {limes/year)

«%_ Relurn-slack healers Early AM 4 hour (0-15) times per year

_ Sprnklers

_ Misters

Page 10l 5 —- ComplProjDescapt ¥l




. Wind Machines
Leate Prining

4

— None
Cither ) .
Rodent Protection Method(s) (rodenticide used, amount administered and frequency of application):
_.. Rodenticides . Fences
x. RaptorPerches ag needed Other
___Traps
Bird Protection Method(s) (netting, visual distraction, sounding, time of application and duration of use):
__Nets _x.. Raptor Perches
__ Bird Canyons as needed Other
Proposed Nighttime Activities (harvesling, pesticidesherbicide applicalion, vineyard malntenance, ecl.):
Hours Duration (days)
__ Harvest 0
— Sulphur Application 3-4 6 davs
__Other _Maintenance 6PM~10PM 5 days
1. lrrlgation Methods
__ Sprinklers X Drip System ___ Other
t. Other Proposed Activities:
et T e o TRAHIS CHATAOteTiStiCS InfOTMAtIon A e ek g L b LT
Estimated size of grape trucksitruck & trallers to be used: - 10 tons
Estimated Number of Truck Trips Per Day During Crush: 7 Annually: 10
Number of Farmworker/Vehicle: 10 Crush 10 Pruning
Lunch Provided On-site: —_Yes X No

PmPOSed Primary Access: 1 7 1 1 Atlas Peak Road

Proposed Secondary Access, if any: none
o T e e eTZed EertliZer and Pesticlde INOPHAtON Tk N e SR i |
Application
Method Application Total Annual
(broadcast, spray,  Amount (per Number of Annual Amount Used Amount Usad
drip system, ete. acre) Applications per Year {per acre) Overall
Fertilizers
Nitrogen drip 3
?hosphorus drip 3

Pane 20l 5 ComniPryDescnl .




» 2. Mifldewcides

» 1

Herbicides
Round-up Spray 2

Rodenticides

None

QOther Chemicat Use

Proposed Storage, Mixing/Handling and Safefy Measures:

pe of onsite chemical storage facility In use or proposed:;__ EX isting shed
Contracted application

2scription and location of current or polentlal area{s} used for the mixing agricultural chemicals:

Contracted - area adjacent to existing shed

srent or proposed area designated for the ¢leaning and washing of chemical application equipment:

Proposed site near mixing area

Page 3oih
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e Water Source and Usage information
- ' *Use Attachment E lo calculale information requested*

F-3

' 1, Current andfor Proposed Water Supply Source(s):

Agricultural supply source(s):
X_Well
__. Spring
____8tream or Creek
__Reservoir(s)
. Dther

Residenlial and non-agricullural supply source(s):
y_ Well
___Spring
___ Stream or Creek
____Other

Current and Future/Proposed Water Usage (acre-foot per year, affyr):
Currenl/Existing Future/Proposed:

Percent of total
agricultural use:

100 %

100%
Percent of lolal resid
& non-ag use:
100 o
%
i)

%
100%

|

Total Future Usage:

Vineyard & olher Agricultural. Uses: _+ 01 afiyr 2.8 agiyr 4.81 apyr
Residential/Domeslic Uses: 0 affyr -4 affyr ______‘_1___ affyr
*Other * Other _ 0 afiyr .9 afyr .9 r
Guest Res. .10 TotalUsage: __ O  affyr 6.1 afnyr 6.11 agyr
2nd Dwelling .4 ,
Landscape -4 (5 ac) Allowable Groundwaler Allofment: . 495 affyr
sr's T MRt e Ry E R A S poilsIDebris Disposal nformiation s MR RRSERE TS Tt s
. Disposalftise of Rock {brought to the surface during the vineyard preparation ripping and raking process);
roposed Use Percentage of Tofal
xRoad Base 50 %
x__Decorative Rock 10 %
¥ Retum to Fields as "Rock Mulch” 30 o
___OCther %
- Will any rockicut matetial disposed of off-si.te? Yes__Nox
. If rockleut materal Is to be disposed of off-site, where, what for and how much:
acation of Disposal Site Use of Matedal Quanlity {cubic yards)
. Estimated Total Amount of Cut & Fill: @__ cubic yards
I 100_yd® (cut) 100 yd® (il
. Spolls Disposal {Location): On-site X Off-sile
Debris Disposat {Location & Method) On-site X Off-site

Paged ol b
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-

¥

- } Related Permits

1, Ple‘a_sa indicate any other related or required permits associated with the proposed conversion plan:
'County!

Grading: Yes No._x._. Groundwater/Weli Permit: Yes _X__ No
Bullding: Yes No X Use Permit: Yes No_w .
Structural ECP: Yas No X Varlance: Yes No X _

Sewage Disposal: Yes No X

tate/Federal;
pproptiate Water Rights Permit, Division of Waler Rights: Yes  No_x
ireambed Alteration Permit, Depariment of Fish and Game: Yes ___ No_x.__
mber Harvest Plan, Dapartment of Forestry: Yes ____No_X
mber Conversion Permit, Depariment of Forestry Yes No_X
mber Conversfon Exemption, Depariment of Forestry ' Yes No _x
nemlcal Application Permit(s), California Environmental Protection Agency: Yes __ No X
thers Not Listed:
Consultation with, or letter of agreement from:
Reglonal Water Quality Contral Board: Yes ______ No _ X
Natlonal Marine Fisherles Service/NOAA: Yes____ No_ X
Army Corps of Englneers: Yes ____ No X
U.8. Fish and Wildlife Servicet Yes _____ No :K__:

Page 50l 6 ComglPipDo st o

Other Not Listed: Encroachment needed
for entrance at Block A
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Attachment D
PHASE | WATER AVAILABILITY ANALYSIS
Fle#.() | -2 Y 5 Owner;_Helen A. Wolfe Parcel#: 0. 3 9-2 1. 0-0.0 4

This form s intended to help those who must prepare a Phase | Water Avallability Analysis. The
Department will not accept an analysis that is not on this form.

BACKGROUND: A Phase [ Water Availability Analysis Is done in order to determine what changes in
waler use will occur on a property as a result of the a conversion, Staff uses this information to
determine whether the project may have a detrimental effect on groundwater levels. [f it may, additional
information will be required. You will be advised if additional information is needed.

PERSONS QUALIFIED TO PREPARE: Any person that can provide the needed information

PROCEDURE:
Step1: Prepare and attach to this form an 8-1/2'x11" site plan of your parcel(s} with the locations of alf
sfructures, gardens, vineyards, efc In which well water will be used shown

step 2: Determine the alfowable groundwater tise allotment for your parcel(s).

Total size of parcel(s) 21 7as_acre(s)
Multiply by parcel location factor X z___acre-foot per acre per year (see back)
Allowable graundwater allotment = . acre -foot per year

Ster 3; Detormine the estimated water use for all v7neyards on your parcel(s) currently and after the
planned conversfon; actual water usage figurés may be substituted for the current usage estimate
(nlease Indicate if this is done). Estimate future use for both the vineyard establishment period and
thereafter

Current Usage:

Number of planted acres none.. acres
Multiply by number of vines/acre X __vines per acre
Multiply by gallons/vine/year X gallons of water per vine per year

Divide by 325,821 galions/af
Future Usage:

af of water per yr used for vineyard Irrigation

Number of planted acres 16 acres

Multiply by number of vines/acre X_1,250vinesperacre = 20,000

Multiply by gallons/vine/year X_ 75 gallons of water per vine per year (long-tenm)
1 1_.53@;@@@ gallons of water per vine per year (establish)

Divide by 326,821 gallons/af T 4 g af of water per yr used (vineyard long-term)

4.71_ af of water per yr used (vineyard establish)

Step 4: Using the guidelines on the next page, actual water usage figures, and/or detalfed water use
profections, tabulate the existing and projected future water usage on the parcel(s} in acre-foot per
year (affyr) {1 af = 325,821 gallons}.

Existing Usage: Future Usage:

Resldential aflyr Residential -5 affyr
Farm Labor Dwelling o affyr Farm Labor Dwelling - affyr
Winery 0 affyr Winery .- aftyr
Commerclal 0 affyr Commercial - affyr

Vineyard({long-term) ) affyr Vineyard{long-term) q. Y8 afiyr




“ (establish) 0 affyr " (establish) 4.71  affyr
Other Agriculture affyr Other Agricuiture - affyr
Landscaping affyr Landscaping 14 affyr
Other Usage aflyr Other Usage <5 affyr
TOTAL aflyr TOTAL 5,69 _ aflyr

-/.
Steer 5. Aftach all supporiing Information that may be significant to this-analysls Including but not
limited to alf walter use calculations for the various uses listed

Parcel Location Factors

The allowable allotment of water is based on the location of your parcel. Valley floor areas include all
locations on the floor of the Napa Valley and Carneros Basin except for groundwater deficient areas,
Groundwater deficlent areas are areas that have been determined by the Department of Public Works as
having a history of problems with groundwater, All other areas are classified as Mountain Areas. Public
Works can assist you in determining your classification,

Parcel Location Factors

Valley Floor 1.0 acre foot per acre per year
Mountaln Areas 0.5 acre foot per acre per year
Groundwater Deficlent Area (MST) 0.3 acre foot per acre per year

Guidelines For Estimating Water Usade;

Residential: .
Single Family Residence 0.5 acre-foot per ysar
Farm Labor Dwelling 1.0 acrefoot per year (6 people)
Second Unlt 0.4 acre-foot par year
Guest Cottage 0.1 acre-foot per year
Winery:
Process Water 2.15 acre-foot per 100,000 gal. of wine
Domestic and Landscaping 0.50 acre-foot per 100,000 gal, of wine
Commercial;
Office Space 0.01 acre-foot per employee per year
Warehouse 0.05 acre-foot per employee per year
Agricultural:
Vineyards
Irrigation only 0.2 to 0.6 acre-foot per acre per year
Heat Protection 0.25 acre foot per acre per year
Frost Protection 0.25 acre foot per acre per year
Irigated Pasture ~ 4,0 acre-foot per acre per year-
Orchards . 4.0 acre-foot per acre per year
Livestock (sheep or cows) ' 0.01 acre-foot per acre per year
Landscaping:

Landscaping 1.6 acre-foot per acre per year

WATERANYLS. SPECS




