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This niltice was pbsted on oV 30 2009“-' &?’ //30 "/

remain gosted ot a period of thirty deya

and wiil |

untl a‘nn'ing and Researcﬁ FROM: Sonoma County Permit and Resource

K/ G aramento, CA 95812 ;:55?3Rmttcap%r:r:;mm“:.:io:':s o
’a\ \P County Clerk, Countyrof Sonoma W

‘w SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21 108 or 21152 of the Public Resources
ﬁ Code.

Robert Rue UPEDB-0022
Project Title File #

N/A Sigrid Swedenborg (707) 565-1900
State Clearinghouse # Contact Person Telephone Number
1406 Wood Road, Fulton 034-030-032
Project Location APN

A new winery with a maximum annual production capacity of 5,000 cases in a 2,000 square foot building ona 10
acre parcel with tasting by appointment only and participation in 10 industry wide events annually.

Project Description

This is to advise that on March 28, 2007 the Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department
approved the above described project and has made the following determinations regarding the above described

project:
1. " The projéct will not have a significant effect on the environment.
2. A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration and record of project approval may be examined at the Sonoma
County Permit and Resource Management Department, 2550 Ventura Avenue Santa Rosa, California.

3. Mitigation Measures were incorporated into the project.
4, A statement of Overriding Considerations was not adopted for this project. -

NOY § 0 2009 o )
Date received for filing and Sonoma Couffty Permit and Resource
posting at County Clerk/OPR Management Department
Applicant:
Robert Rue , ___ $2,768.25EIR fee __ paid
1406 Wood Road _X_ $1,993.00 ND fee _X_ paid
Fulton CA 95439 _X_ $50 County Clerk filing fee _X_ paid

e W
e



State of California—The Resources Agency

taufokila

R

DEPARTMENT OF FISHAND GAME ~ECEPTH
2009 ENVIRONMENTAL FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT 377680

.‘% ey
E ) STATE CLEARING HOWSE # (i eppicabie)
SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE. TYPE QR PRINT CLEARLY A_)

PROJ E 4 Clpccs 'Va‘ M- /1130~

D&

PRGJECT ICANT NAME PHONE NUMBER

ue S¢S (07) 1900

PROJECTAPPLICA DRESS CITY ST&— Z%ﬂ?
it LoD LA FuLzzO 35
PROJECT APPLICANT ({Check appropriate box): r

[ Locat Public Agency (O school District O Other Special District O state Agency g Privata Entity
CHECK APPLICABLE FEES:

[, Envirenmental Impact Report $2,768.25 §
Negative Declaration $1,993.00 § ) I q ?3 32
Application Fee Water Diversion {State Water Rescurces Control Board Only) $850.00 $

[ Projects Subject to Cerlified Regulatory Programs $941.25 §

E\ County Administrative Fee $50.00 $ 5-0 » DD
Project that is exemnpt from fees

[ Notice of Exemption
[] DFG No. Efiect Determination (Form Attached)

O other - $
PAYMENT METHOD: / / y
O cash O credit  § check [ Other TOTALRECEIVED § o? L 043.00
SIGNATURE é z TITLE
; WHITE - PROJECT APPLICANT YELLOW - DFG/ASB PINK - LEAD AGENCY GOLDjN ROD -;OUNTY CLERK FG 753.5a (Rev. 7/08)
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This notice was sosdsd on NOV 3 02009

and wiil ramain pésted fgr a pariod of thirty days W__ //‘30 ,_/
untl 2 ing and Researc: FROM: Sonoma County Permit and Resource

' P.O. Box 3044 Management Department
020/0( Sacramento, CA 95812 2550 Ventura Avenue  VVICE AWON' gc" 9'9”‘
) ( or Santa Rosa, CA 95403gy. .
(\)X n County Clerk, County‘of Sonoma DEPUTY CLERK

\ :
Q\?\&UBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources

Code.

Robert Rue UPE0B8-0022
Project Title File #

N/A Sigrid Swedenborg (707) 565-1900
State Clearinghouse # Contact Person Telephone Number
1406 Wood Road, Fulton 034-030-032
Project Location APN

A new winery with a maximum annual production capacity of 5,000 cases in a 2,000 square foot building on a 10
acre parcel with tasting by appointment only and participation in 10 industry wide events annually.
Project Description

This is to advise that on March 28, 2007 the Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department
approved the above described project and has made the following determinations regarding the above described

project:
1. The project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
2. A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration and record of project approval may be examined at the Sonoma
County Permit and Resource Management Department, 2550 Ventura Avenue Santa Rosa, California.

3. Mitigation Measures were incorporated into the project.
4. A statement of Qverriding Consideraticns was not adopted for this project.

NOV 3 0 2009 ‘ /
Date received for filing and Sonoma Coufty Permit and Resource
posting at County Clerk/OPR Management Department
Applicant:
Robert Rue _ $2,768.25 EIR fee ___ paid
14086 Wood Reoad _X_ $1,993.00 ND fee _X_ paid
Fulton CA 95439 _X_ $50 County Clerk filing fee _X_ paid



T ‘State of Califomiz—The Resources Agency
T DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
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| TIY0E Lopop KD, Fuiren CA |759Y37
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(3. Environmental Impact Report $2,768.25 $ _ . i
"M, Negative Declaration $1o0300 § [, T7 U
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Mitigated Negative Declaration
Sarioma County Permit and Resource Management Department
- 2550 Ventura Avenis, Santa Rosa, CA S6403

{707) 568-1800 FAX (707) 565-1103

‘Publication Date:
o Adoption Date:
State Clearing House Number:.

*

This statement and attachments constitute the Mitigated ‘Negatwe Dactlarati¢n as proposed for or
;addpted by the Sonoma County decislon-making body for the project descrioed below. -

File No.: - :  UPE06-0022 ' Planner: Sigrid Swedenborg
Projoct Name: ~ Rue'Winery
Project Description: Request {or a Use Permit for a winery with & maximun annual production
o ‘capacity of 5,000 cases a year with lasting by appointmentanly and '
participation In industry wide events. The winery would be hqused in a g

new 2,000 square foot bullding. Crush will {ake placs insida the building.
Tasting during the industry wide events would take place outslde in a
tented ares. No.off-site parking will be allowed. Al process waslewater
wauld be dispogéd of In a septic system. o

b

Projact Lacation: ‘ 1406 Wood Rd., Fulton.
E‘ﬂ virosxmantal Finding: The proposed pfoject could not hiave a significant effect on the

enviranment and the adoplion of a Mitigated Negative Daclaration is
appropriate: Based upen the information contained in the (nitial Study - .
included in tha project filg, it has baen dstermined that there will be no-
significant environmental effect resulting from this project, provided that
mitigation measures are Incorporated into the preject. The Mitigated
Negative Daclaration has baén completed in compliance with CEQA
‘State and County guidelings and the information ¢ontalned therein has
been revie'wed and considered. o ' '

initial Study: Attached

Other Attachméntsz California Tigér Salamander .Smdy and other information contained In
' ' PRMD filef#UPEQS-0022 : '

Decision-making Body: Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department

Lead Agencyt | : Senama Gatinty Permit and Reso_urue Managemeni Department




- \COUNTY .F SONOMA
PERMIT AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

2550 Ventura Avenue, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
{707) 585-1200 _EAX (707) 585- 1103 . o

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORN'I

FILE#: = UPEDB-0022 ' o : PLANNER Sigrid Swedenbory

PROJECT: Robert Rue . . . . . - DATE: - Februarys 2007 o
LEAD AGENCY: . Sonoma.County Permit and Resource Management Department : ‘5) -
.'P.R'OJECT- LOCATION: . 1406 Wood Road, Fulton |

_ APPLICANTNAME: - Robert Rue |

: -ApPuc_AnT- ADDRESS: 1408 Wood Road, Fulton :
GENERAL PLAN N R -
DESIGNATION: ' Diverse -Agr’idulture 10 acre density, Sceni¢ Resource

| ZQNING: - | DA (Dlverse Agrlculture)BB -10 acre denslly SR (Scenic Resources)

VOH (Valley Oak Habitat) | | | : o
DESCRIPTION OF PROJEC'I

The request is fora Use Permit for a winery with 2 maximum annual-production capacﬂy of 5 000 cases'a
year with 1asting by appointment only and paricipation in industry wide events. The winery would be
‘housed in a new 2,000 square foot building. Crush will take place inside the building. Tasting during the
industry wide events wolild take place outside iri a tented area. NG off-site parking wuli be allowed, Ali
proce 3s wastewaler would be disposed of in a septic syslem

SURROUNDING LAND USES AND SETTING: Brieﬂy descrlbe the project's surroundlngs

This site is foceted on Wood Road, oﬂ‘ of Fu!ton Road north of the City of Sanla Rosa Land use in thls
-area |s agnf*ulture '

Othor Public Agencies whose approval is required (e.g. perfiits, ﬂnancing approVal, or
-partlclpatlon agreement): Reglional Water Quality Conlrol Board

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environméntal faclors checked below would be potentially affected by this projecl involving at least

one Impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less than Stgmﬂcantwuh Millgahon" as mdicaied
by the checkllsl on the follomng pages. :

X_ Aesthetics E Agricultural Resources X Alr Quality

_X_ Biological Resotiices © T Gultural Rosourns — . Gedlogy/Solls

- HaZards & Hazerdous Malerials . I-iy_droldgylWatér Quality . Land Useé and Plannlng
____: Mineral Resources . _X_ MNoise ____ Population/Housing
_ Public Services - ' __._ Recreation- _)(_Transportailonl'l' raff o

Mandatory Flndings of Slgnif ican

Utifitles/Service Systems
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Environmental Checklist

Page 2

File## UPEDS-0022

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation;

- The proposed prOJect ‘COULD NOT have a significant effect on the enwronment and a

NEGATIVE DECLARATION wm be- .Jrepared

Although the proposed prorect courd have 4 srgmfrcant eflect of the envrronment there will not be
a significant effect in this case because ihe revisions In the project have beeil made by or agreed

to by’ the project proponent A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared

The proposed project MAY have a srgn ificant effect on the envirohment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT RFPORT is required. _ _
The proposed project MAY have a “potentially S|gniﬂcant impact’ or “potentially srgnn'lcant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequalely analyzed in -
an earlier document piirsuant to applrcablo legal standards, and.2) has been addressed by

mitigation measures bascd on the earlier analysis as descnbed on attached sheets, An

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it miist analyze only the effects that remain
to be addressed

Although the oroposed project could have a srgnlf cant efféct on the enwronment all potentially
significant eifects were previously analyzed in an earlier EIR.or Negative Declaration pursuant to
appllcable standards and potential impricis have been avoided ur mitigated pursuant to that earlier
EIR or Negative Declaration, including revisions or mitigation measures that-are imposed upon the
prOposed project. There are no changes In the project, no new-irifformation related to polential
impacts, and no changes in circumstances that would requira further-analysis pursuant to Seclion
15162 of CEQA Guidelines, therefore no further environmenial review is required.

The environmental documents which constitute the [nitial Study and provide the basls and reastins for thiis
deiermmatron are attached or referenced herein, :and hereby made a part of this document.

' incorgor ated Source Documents

n preparation of the Initial Study checklist, the followrno documents were referenced!developed and are
- heréby incorporated as part of the Initial Study. All documents are available in the proreot file of for
referance at the Permit and Reésource Management Department.

'I*lxlxlxlx_lxl*ix"

PI’OJECt Application and Description
Initial Data Sheet -
Sonoma County General Plan and Assoclated EIR

Sonoma Counly Zonirig Ordinance
- Sonoma County Rare Piant Site [dentification Study

Project Referrals from Responsible Agencies

State and Local Environriental Quality Acts (CEQA)

Site Asséssmerit for lhe California Tlger Salamander, 1406 Fultan Rd, prepau.d by Kjeldsen .
Biological Consulting dated June 7, 2008

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAGCTS:

A brief explanation is required for all anawers excepl “No imipact” answers that are adequately supported by
the 1nformaiion sourcés a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each quesllon. A “No impact”
nswer is adequalely suppdrted if the: referenced infofmation sources show that the impact simply does not.



‘Environmenta! Checklist

Paged \ Sl
File# UPEQG-0022 .

apply to projects tike the one involved (e.g. the pro]ect falls outsida a fault rupture zone} A*“No impact”
~answer should be explainad,where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g.
the project will not expose sensmve retieptors to pollutants basad ona pl’D]Bcl-SpGCIf it screening analysis).

2) All answers inust {ake account of the whole action involved, rncludlng off-sile as well as on-site, cumulative
as wellas préject-level, indirect as-well as dire.sf, and constructron as well as operational impacts.

3} . Once theead agency has-determined thata partrcular physical Impact may oceur, thixi the cheoklrst
answars must indicate whether the: impact is potentially significan?, Jess than signifi icant with mitigatian, or
less than significant. “Potenlially Significant {mipuet” is appropnale if thers is substanlial evidence that an C
effect may be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Signifi icant lmpacl" entries when the - S
delermrnalron is made, an EiR i§ requrred ‘ oo

4} "'Negehve Declaratian: Less Than brgmf canl With Mitigatlon Incorporated“ applies where the Incorpofation . . .

= of mitigation measures has feduced an effect from “Potentially Signifi cant Impact” 10 a “Lesd than R

* Significant impact” The:lead agency miust describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they
raduce the effect 16 a less than significant level (mitigation moesures from Sacﬂon 17 at the end of the
checklist, “Earlier Analysis” may be: cross- referenced).

5) Earliar analyses may be used where. pursuant fo the tiering, program EIR or olher CEQA process, an
effact has baen adequataly analyzed in an earller EIR or negaljve declaration, Section 15063 (c)(3XD). In
this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: a) Earlier Analysls Ulsed. Identify and state where
they are a"ar!able for ieview, b) impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which efiects from the.above

- chacklist were within the scope of and adeguately analyzed In an earfiar documunt pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earliar analysis. ¢} Mitigation Measures. For affacts that.are “Loss than Signtﬁcant wilh Mitigation -
Measures Incorporeted”, desc-ibe the 1sitigation measures which 'were incorporatéd or refired from the
earlier dozument and the:extent 1o which they address site-specific conditions for the project. '

6) l.ead agencies are eéncouraged 1o incorporate into tha chacklist rererences to information sources for
‘potential impacts (e.y., general plans, zoning ordinences). Reference to a previously prepared or- oulside
document'should, where approprrale include a reference lu the'page or pages where the !alement is
subslant'ated.

) Supporting Information Sources: A soures fist: should be atlached, and otheér sources used or 1ndwrduals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8  Thisly oniy a squesled form,-and lead egencres are trde to use different formals; however, lead agencles
shiould normally address the auestions from {his clietklist that are relevant foa pro]ect s envirohmental
'eﬂecls in whatever format is selecled

g) The explanation of each issue should identify: a) the significance critéria ér thféshold, if any, used to
a;raluate pach question; and b) the millgation measure identified, If any, to reduce the impact {o less than
signlficanca.

1. AESTHETICS Would the project: Plugﬁmté%rm S?ﬁ' har, Eignr um .
o Impnct MiPLation,
(ncorporation

@) Have a substantial adverse effect on a : -
‘scenic viste? _ . X

Commeént: The site i designated as a CornmUmly Separalor by the Sonoma Cotinty General Plari, -
The intent of tha Community Separalor is fo provide an open space break along the Highway 101 arid
Old Redwood Highway corridors belween Santa Rosa, Larkfield-Wlkiup, and Windsor. The project

will not ¢reate an adverse effect in this scenic area because the site Is already developed with a large -
barn and a residence. The proposed 2,000 square foot building would be lncated between the two




iy

- b)

©)

- a state scenic highway? , | o e WX

 character or quality of the site and its” = oo :
surroundings? o S X

ijEn\ii'rbn'me'n'té]ﬁhe_ckli’st
Page 4. N
File# UPE0S-0022

 exisling structures, A-condition of approval will require that, prior fo issuance of building permits,

Design Review approval must be obtained to review the site pian, building elavations, signage, iighting

~plan, landscaping and irrigation plans to minimize any visual impact th:ough design and landscaping.

‘Substantially damage SCenic fesources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock

outcroppings, &nd historic buildings within

I
it

Comm'enl:‘ The project will 'not_ dafmage scenic resources. The sile is not sna state scenic h‘igfw‘i‘w_iay.ﬂ. e

Substantially degrade the e‘x’i_stiné visjicl.

i

ia

Cominent; The project will not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site

.and its surroundings. A conditioni will require that, prior to issuance of building permits, Design

2'.

In _determlning' whether-fn_l'pacts to agricultural

. downward casting and fully shielded to prevént glare, Light fixtures shall not be located at the

. Review approval must be obtained to review the sita plan, building elevations, signage, lighting plan,

landscaping and irrigation plans to minimize any visual impact through design and landscaping.

- Create a new source of substantial-light

or glare which would adversely affect day _ _ o
or righttime views in the area? S X

Comment! The propc')sal includes construction. of new buildings which could have...exleri_or'I_ighting.

-New exterior lighting could create a new source of lighi and glare in the area. To ensure new sources

of light do not adversely the area the following mitigation measure has been incorporated into the

.. project: -

Mitigation Measure: Prior to issuance of building permits, an exterior lighting plan shall be submitted
for design review by PRMD or the Design Raview Committee, Exterior lighting shall be fow mounted,

periphery of the property and shall not spill over onto adjacent properties or into the sky, Flood IigHis
are nol permitied.. All parking ot lights shall be full cul-off fixtures and shall not exceed 4 feet in height.
Lighting shail shul of automatically after closing and secirity lighting shall be motion-sensor-activated,

Mitigation Monitoring: The Peimit and Resource Management Department shall not isste the

- building permit-uritil an exterior night lighting plan has been reviewed, approved and found lo be

consistent with the approved plans and Gounty Design Standerds. The Permit'and Resource
Management Department shall not sign off the Building. Permit for cccupancy until a site inspection of
the properly has been conducted that Indicates all lighting improvements have beén iristalled
according fo the approved plans and conditions. If light and glare complaints are received, the Permit
and Resource Management Department shail conduct a sile inspection and require‘ihe property be
brought into compliance or-procedtires 1o revoke the permit and terminate the use shall be iniliated.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES

. Poteptially . Less lian Less than [Jn
Signlficant Slgnificasd Significanl - Impacl,
Impact wi Impaet - :

_Mitigalicn :
Incorporalion

rasources are significant environmental effects,

lead agencies may refer to the Galifornia
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En\.rlronmenlal C‘leckhst o o -
Page 5 | : ‘ : ;
File# UPEQE-OGZZ

- Agncullural Land Evaluatior; and Slte
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the- _ :
‘California Dept Of Conservation as an optional i ' Rt
‘ ‘madel to use in assessing impacts on agrlculture o '
« - and farmland. Would the project:

a) Convert Prite Farmland, Unigue Farm[and
“or Farmland of Statewide Importance
“(Farmtand), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant.lo the Farmland Mapping and
Momtonng Prograny of the Califarnia Resources : _
Agency, to non-agricultural use? . X

Comment' According to the Sonoma County Important Farmlands Map -2000 (database), the project
.siteIs not designated as “Prime” farmiand. A portion of the site is designated as farmland of'; _
“: statewide Importance. A portion of the site is. desugnated local farmland and a portion is demgnaled
urban. The proposed facility would bé used for processing of agncultural products. Ttie project would
not convert prime-fand to a non-agricultural use.

b) Conflict with éxisting Zoning for agric_ultural _
use, or & Williamson Act.'cohtr’a’_cl? : : ' . .5

Comment: The proposed project would not confiict with the zoning as agrlcultural processmg is an
allowed use in the DA zoning district with use permit approval. The project site is.not under a
Williamson Act contract.

L c) 'Invgi'\‘)e oth,erchang_és'in the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversir 1 -of ,
Farmland to non-agricultural use! ' T X

.Comment: The project is for an agricultural processing facility, The project does not involve any
-changes that could result in the site being converted to a non-agricultural use.

3. AIR QUALITY

Patanlially Leas than Léss than No
Shynificant Slﬁ{ﬂﬁcant 'Signincan! v Impagt
Impact Im, mpnct
Mmgahun
corporation
Where avaitable, the significaiice criteria established
by the applicable air quality nianageinant or alf poliution
. control district may be relied: upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the : _
applicable air quality p!an? _ y . %

‘Commsnt: The project ls within the jurisdiction of the Northern Sonoma County Air Poliutiori Controf
District (NSCAPCD). The NSCAPCD does not have an adopied air quality plan., The project WOUICI
* not create any confilcts.

b) Violate any air quallty standard or contribute
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- substantially to an existing or projected alr

L

quality vizlation? h o .

" Comment: Thé Sonoma County General Plan Resource Conservatton E]ement addresses poltutents
" from mobile sources (€.g. trarisporiation sources). The pro_Ject will create traffic, tharefore the '

foliowrng goal would be relevant to the proposed project.

Goal RC-13: Presr-rve and maintain good alr qualrty and provlde for an air quatlty standard that will

protect human health and preclude crop, plant, and property damaof, In accordance with requrrements o
of the federaI and State CAA's (Clean Arr Act). ‘ - a

: Stat and Federat standards have been establlshed for the “criteria pollutants™. ozone, carbon

mon.xide, nitrogen dioxide, sulphur dioxide, and particulate (PMm and PM, .}, To determrne whether
standards for any of these pollutants would be Vtolated the emissions from both stattonary and

‘mobile sources’must be consicered. : : Ny

_.;

:";"-:The prOJECt would not add any new equipment Or processes that Would have sigmfrcant emtssrons or

require permits from the alr distrist.

Mobile emissions are crltena pollutants that weuld resutt {rom additional traffic generated by the -
prOjeCl The project would cause mobile emissions because it would add traffic, however,. the-
increase over the existing traffic at the site would be very small. The Bay Area Air Pollution Contral
District developed simple screening methods fo determine whether project traffic would generate
sufficient emissions to warfant more detalled computer rnodeling (BAAQMD CEQA Guidelings, 1996).
These screening methods may also be used in the NSCAPCD. Based on these screemng methods.
the emission of cnterla pollutants would be less than significant.

The district’s.guidelines include a table (Table 8, Pro;ects with Potentially Significant Emrssrons) with
typlcal projécts and the size of thié project that is likelv to generate significant quantities of NOX; one

_of the ozone precursors. All'of the exampies in the tabiz generate at least 3000 trips a day, Further. :

the BAAQMD's guidelines recommends that no detailed air quality analysrs be done for projects
generating fewer than 2000 trips per day. This project wauld generate & * average of 20 new trips per
day which |s far smaller thaa the: examples given, and it s concluded: that the project traffic would not
emlt 51gn Jcant criteria potlutants

" Result in a cumulatively considerable riet

increase of any criteria pollutant for which

the project region is. non-attainment under

an appliciable federal or state amblent alr
quality standard (including réledsing

- _emissions which exceed quantitative

d

thrasholds for ozone: precursors)? _ ' _ — - X

Comrment: The NSCAPCD is a non-aftainment area for PM,q. Based on the relatl\tely fow, tl‘affl"
voluriies expected with this prdject and lower aii emissions factors for newer veh:c[es. the £ Jissions

of particulates would not be cumulatively considerable.

Expose sensitive rcce| fors to substantral
pollutarit concentrations?

et

Comment: The proj_eot_Wo!.rld not generete substantial pollutarit concentrations,

s
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e) Create objectionable cdors afchilng a .
substantial number of people?

Commgnt: The project includes crushing grapes, which can cause odors. The Alr Quality Control
Board has no resord of vomplaints gen.» ‘ated about grape pomace, except:when it'was burned. The
applicant proposes to spread the crush residue i in tha vineyard as a soil sinendment: <0 there is no
reason to believe that there wiil be {hjectionable cdars associated with the wmerv operallons
Mitigation Measure. To ensure that no nelghbors are affected by odors caUSed by the residues of the
grape crush, all reSIdues must be removed from the site or composted in temote areas of the property
faﬂhest away fiom nelghoorng prOpertles ' y _ 7

' Mitigation Monitorlng Iv the Permit and Resource Management Departmeni regeives complaints
regarding objectionable adars, PRMD staff would investigate the complaint and if the condition ic
violated the use permit may be subject to modificaticn.

v

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the promcti Poteatally gfs. than gm han, mﬁm

nificant

Mlllgat]on
. Incorporalion.

S gmﬁc;ml
lmpa

Have a sibstantial adverse effect, either directly
~or through habitat modifications, on any species
. Jentified as a cand:date. sensitive, or snhecizl
status species in local or regional plans, policies,
. or requlations, or by the Califernia Depariment of
Fish and C3me or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? ‘ X

Comment! The project site Is located within the potential range of the CTS (California Tiger
Salamander). A site assessinet for the Califonia Tiger Salamand: - was prepared by Kjeldsen
oiological Cansulling. The site was surveyed on foot by biologists on May 11 and 16 0f 2006, The

- habitat/plant community on the site cansists of ruderal vegetation that is associated with years of
zaricultural uss. Hydrotogy on the site has b&en altered for many years, The repol. states that there

* is no aquatic habitat thaf is sufficient for CTS breeding on the site. The study congludes that the site
vontdins limited potential for CTS upland habitat and no breeding hahitat. The biologists préparing the
study detérmined that building the winery on an ares already dlsturbad by anold building that has

-~ been demolished and the septic sysiem being placedin a hea\. iy Inipacted area will not likely impact
CTS populations in Sonoma County,

Have a substantial adverse effect on ary riparian
habitat or other sensitiy# patural community
ldentified in l6cal or regivnal plans, policies,
regulations or by the California Department -

of Fish and Game or U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service? _X

Comment “he project does nét include any disturbance along a riparian habitat or sens.\‘ive natural
community.

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, .
marsli, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydroloqmal lnterruplmn ot other
means?
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d} lnterlere substantially with the mavement of any
' native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or Impede the use of native _ _
wildlife nursery sites? X

- u
Commoernt: The progeri site is des eloped with existing structures vineyard, and fencmg The project " =
“development does not in~"de any work within a creek, The projict would not substantnally interfere,

with the movement of mlgratory f' sh or wildlife specxes. o a,= p;

‘e) Conflict w:“:ﬁny local pohcies or ordinances ' " - -
g protecting blological r«Sources; such as tree ' i
preservation policy or ordlnunce? ' X

Comment. The siteis in the VOH (Valley Ozk Habitat) area but development of the project would
not impact any valley oak trees.

fy Conflct with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Constrvation Pian, Natural Community __
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, - . _
regional, or siate Habitat conservation plan? i X

Comment: This site is located in the Santa Rosa Plains Coiiservation Slrategy See discussion

under 4.a.
5, CULTURAL RESOQURCES Would the project; g%mtéglm E? m}mm E?é'r?i jran Mo
Impact Mnl Jailon mpadt
. Incnrpomlloﬁ
@) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significece of a historical resource as der ned .
\|n§15064 5? : s - e A

Commené: The oroposed winery building wodld be Iocated or; the same site as n old | barn 1 that has

. ‘ween demolistied and in an area that is heavily disturbed. No existing bultdings that have the potential
to be ¢ onsic'ered 2 historical resource will be damaged or removed. Since constrliction won't be
océurring in & 'new” area, potentlal impacts are less than significant. There is always tha potential for
buried or otherwise obscured resources. Therefore, a standard condition would be placed on the
projeci to require that, if archaenlogical artifacts such as pottery, arrowheiads, midden are found, alt
earthwork in the vicinity of the find shall cease, and PRMD staff shall be notified so that the find can.
be evaluated by a qualified archaeologist (i.a., an-archaeologist registerad with the Society of
Profgsslonal Archaeologists), When contacted, a mamber of PRMD Project Review staff and the
archaeologist 3hall visit the site to determine lhe extent of the resourres and to develop proper
mitigation measuras required for the discovery. No earthwork in the vicinity ¢f the find shall
commence untif a mitigalien plan is approvd and completed subtect to the review and approval of the
archaeologist anci Froject Revitw steff. This coiidition shall be noted on all grading and construction
plans and provided to all contractors and supenntendents on the job site.

by Causea sttbstantial adverse change in the
s¥nificance of an archaeological resource
pursuant fo § 15064.57 ‘ X !

Commant. See 5.a.

¢} warectly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
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d)

a)

geclogic _feat_:.ire? . \,,\ . X

Cormmerit: The project site has been used for agricultural production. The site has been disturbed
and field areas have been disczd for vineyard cultivation, and the project witi not result in excavation
down to bedrock, therefore no paleontological resources will be impacted.

Disturb any human rémai:}s,‘ i_nélud:ing those :
interred outside of formal cemete;igs? 4 , X

Y

Comment: State law requires that, if durlng ground disturbing activities human remains are, found all

~» wark must be halted and the County Coroner Is notified.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project: Potertially Lessthan , Lessthan No
' : ‘Slgnificant Signikcanl ~ Signlficant lmpacl
Imp&at with Impact -
Mitigation

Incorporation

Expose people or structures to potential

substantial adverse effécts, including the

risk of loss, injury, or. death involving:’ ' .
i

l) Rupture of a kn’ '¥n earthquake fault, as

‘delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo

Earthquake Fault Zoning M~ issued by the

State Geologist for the area‘or based on other

substantlal evidence of a known fault? Refer

to Division of Mines and Gerology Special ‘
Publication.42, o . X _

] f

- Comment: The site is not located In an Algul¢t-Priolo feult zone or ori a knowni fault based on the

i} Strong seismic greund shaking? . . X

Safety Maps in the Sond:na County General Pian. Therefore the risk tc people and strictures from a

- fault rupture is less than significant, The Uniform Building Code has been developed to address
© tidismiic events in Califarnia and develoninent which complies with the Code will result in buildings

which 3hould withistand the most severe reasonably anticipated seismic event.

r f .

" Comymont: The site maybe subject to strong seismic ground shaking as is all of Sonoma County.

The Uniform Building Code and the codes and policies of Sonoma County have been developed to
address seismic hazards to the most reasonable extefit piz sssible. All ne- construction must comply
with the seismic design vequirements of the Bullding Code, -

lify Seismic-related ground failurg, including

- liquefaction? _ _X

Comment: The Sonoma County Seismic Shaking & Tsunami Speclal Report 120 map (CA Divisions
of Mines and Geology) Indicetes that the projer site is located in a potential liquefaction area. The
applicant must submit a building parmit appl:ca‘. Inciuding construction design plans for Sonoma
County's riview and approval. This review procéss ensures that structures would be adequately
designed t» UBC standards.

v} Landslides? ‘ X

Comment; The Sonoma Cotinty Selsmic Shaking & Tsunami Special Repc:t 120 map {CA Divisians
of Minas and Geology) indicates thei the projact site is not located in an area subject to lafdslides.
The cWplicant must submit a building permlt application including construetion design plans for
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"

Sonoma County's review and approval of any new structurei - This review process ensures the
structures would be adequately 'de-signer‘-«to UBC standards.

Result in substantial soil erosion or the l $L1 ‘
of lopsoi[? _ , X

uomment. The pro;ect lncludes constructivr of. a new buﬂdlng The development will require grading

d)

and coulc_ result in a Inss of lopson However there will not be a substantial loss. See item 8¢ for a
dlscussmn on sail erosion, . _

Be located on. a geologlc unii or SOI| that is

unstable, or that would become unstable as

a result of the project, and potentially result in

on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,

subsiderce, Ilquefaction or gollapse? - X

PRI, . . N

Comment° See response to 6.a. (:) thru (iv). The general geologlc and sml characlenshcs of the
project sité would not cauise an on or off-site landslide with projest development. Potential impacts
would‘oa addressed through appropriate structura! design and construction standf- “is. The project
has'ceen conditioned to sequire building permits to be approved in compliance wit*UBC and the
Reolonal Water Quality Control Board standards. This review process ensures the structures would
be adequately designed to UBC standards and would withstand potentlal imaacts related to -
hquefact[on hazard and ground shaking activity, tharefore potential impacts from these types of
hazards is consldered less than significant.

Be locatid on expansive sail, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantlal ricks to life or

property? B X

Comment: Any new construction must obtain approprlate permits under the UBC requirements,
therefore potential risks to life or property from expansive soil hazards are conslderud less than o
significant. . .

Have soils incapable of adéquaté'ly supporting

... the use of septic tanks or aiternative wasle

"l

water disposal systems where sewers are not _

available for the disposal of waste water? : _X .
Comment: Prior to building permit isstianice, the applicant niust obtaln a permit for the sewaga
disposal system for the winery, - The systém may require design by a Registered Civil Sngineer or
Registered Environmental Health Specialist and both soils analysis and percolation testing may be
required. Groundwater testing may also be required, The sewage system shall meet peak flow
discharge of the wastewater from all sources, The NCRWQCB must review and approve the
Wastewater System report. There is no evidence that soils would be incapable of supporting the
disposal of waste water. If a permit is not obtained, the winery cannot be constructed.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project: Potentielly Less than Less tsan No B
Signlficant, Significint ‘Slgnificant Impact g
Impacl vdth impact
Mitigation
Incarporatien
Crele a significant hazard to the public or
the snvironment through the routitie transport, ., <
T L Lhed o, N
usz, of disposal of Lhiazardous mélerials? ; T — . X .
A
o r ' -~ %
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Corr.ment' The processing and fermentation of the grapes to wine includes the'Use and maintenance
of machinery and equmem that require tha transfist, use, and disposal of hazardous materials {e.g.
olls, diesel, solvents, lubricates, etc.) A referral describing the pro;ecl was sert to the Department of
Emergency Servlce*.{ which requires that the project must comply with Fire Safe Standards for
comraercial development. The project itvelf would not produce or generate hazardous materials. A
referral describing the project was also sent o the Environmental Health Spemallst-Pro]ect Review
who required compliance with hazardous waste generator laws and submittal of copies of appropriate

. permits. _ ‘ ‘ oo

‘b)

c)

d)

g)

i)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the

enviranment through reasonably toresecable

upset and accident conditions.involving the

release of hazardous materials int7 the

anvironment? _ e e X
t‘[ ©

Comment: The use of any hazardous tnaterials by the winery will not be of sufficient volallhty or

quantity to cause a hazard to the publlc. These materials are commorly used in the wine industry and

will be handiad according to existing regulations and codes,

— -

Emit hazardous emissions or handle i °
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,

substances, or waste within one-quarter _ B L

mi'e of an existing or proposed school? . X

———

Commeont: The sibject property is not within a one-quarter mile of an existing or'pr_oposed school.

Be lo¢ated.nn a site which is inciuded on
a list of lazardous materials sites compiled

pursiant to Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, would it create a significant

hazard to tha.public or the envirnnment? . — X
Coimment: The site l= not identified as a hazardous materials sites under Government Coda Sectlon | '
65962 5, _ '

For a projecy located within an airport land .-
use plan or, where stich a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or

public use airpor, would the project result in

a safaty hazard for people residing or workir,, _

the project area? : . . : X

Comment: The project site is ot side the Comprzhensive Alrport Land Use referral area boundary of
ihe Charles Schulz - Sonoma Céunty Alrport, No special characteristics of distracting light and glara,
smoke and electronic intérference as petential safety issues ar2 apparent with the proposed use,

For a project located wllh_in the.vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project result in a
safety hazard for peaple residing or working in

the project area? , : A .
Comment: The project Is not located within the vicinity of a known private airstrip. "f
Impair implementation of or physically interfere ”—.‘

with an adopted ernergéncy response plan or 7
emergency evacuation plan? o . . X | -
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Commont: There wﬁ' be no impacts on emergency responses or evacuahon plans as a result of the
project. " - o
h} Expose people or structures to a significant’

risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland

fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to

urbanized areas or where residences are , : o SN

Intermixed with wnuiands? . ' o X ; s

Comment: Accordmg to the Safely Etement of the Ganaral Pian ‘he pre’s "sct site is not located inan

-a'ea with very high or high potential for Iarqe wildland fires. ‘The site and heighbdring propenies are

p.anted iin vines, o dry brush and other highly lammatile material is limited. Construction of the

winery oundmg must conform to Fire Safe Standard requirements for commercial uses related to fire &
. sprinklers, emergency vehlcle access, and water sunply This will bring the potential exposure to

[seople or structures to a less than significant impact. _ :

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

. W'OUICI the projeet: . Pomnitlany S?ﬂ'r.uﬁh.anl E?&r?ir'éiﬁc Fr?puct
o mac Mitigatlon
S lmorporallun
a) Vioiate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements? X

. Comment: The proposed facility would generate wustewaler ffom crushing, fermenting, bottling, and
barrel washing. A refeiral describing the project was sent to the North Coast Regional Water Quality
Control Board and the Environrmenial Health Specialist- Project Review, who havaset conditions for
the project’s domestic and Industrial wastewater disposal requirements To ensure itie winery facllity
would not violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirerients the foilowmg Mitigation
Measures and Mcnitoring have been incorperated mto the project:

Mit‘gatlon Measure: The applicant inust submit a letter of acceptance of wastawater discharge
regiiirements from the Notih Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board prior to obtaining building
permits for any new construction.

Mitigation Monitoring. The Permit and Resourcs Management Department shall not issue any
permits untlf the Project Review- Health Specialist has received a letter of acceptance of an
application for wastewater discharge requirement from the North Coast Regional Water Quality
Controt Boz-

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a nét
deficlt in aqulifer volume or a lowaring of
the local groundwater table lavel (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells.
would urop to a lavel which would not
support existing land uses or planned
‘uses for which permits have been granted? : X

e ——

Comment;: The Project Reviaw Heallh Specialist détermined that it is not likely that the project would
substantiaily deplete groundwater supplies. This Is a Zone 1 waler availabillly area and the project
should not cause a drop [n water [evels In fiear-by wells.

c) | Substantially alter the existing drainage
. ,pattern of the site or area, including through -

Y
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the alteration of the course of a stream or L o
river, in a manner which would resultin oo
substantial erosion or siitation on- or off-site? o X

Commant: Cunstruction of the project will not substantially alter the existing drainage patteérr:'on the
site, which is fairlj"flat. No waterways will be altered. Standard measures for erdsion control and
management of the storm waler runoff will bring the level of Impact ta a less than significant level.
Any new facilities will be designed to the required capacity. Existing facilities will be checked for
adequacy. The fol!owmg Mitigation will ensure that drainage 1mproverrents are reviewed:
ST
Mitigation Measure: Drainage review improvements shall be designed by a civil engineer in
accordance with the Water Agency Flood Control Design Criteria for appinval and shail be shown of .
- the improvement drawings. The developer's englneer shall include a site grading plan and an erosion
" contro! plan as gart of the required improvement drawings -~ ¥

Mitigation Monltorlng' The Permit and Rescurce Managemant Department shall not issue a
grading or building permit until evidence is submitted and approved by the Drainage Review section of
PRMD thz*the improvements have been designed by a civil engineer in accordance with the Water
Agency Flood Control Design Criteria iar approval and are shown on the improvement drawings. The
developer's engineer shall include a site grading plan, and an erosinn control plan as part of the .
required improvement drawings.

Substantiaily aiter the ekisting drainage

pattern of the site or area, Including through

the alteration of the course of a strewt or

rivar, or substantially increase the rate or

amount of surface.runoff in a manner _

which would fesultin flooding on- or off-site? e X

Commaent. The pro;ec{ does not include ¢ % alteration of # course of a stréam or river, The impact of
the project would be less than significant, See d:scusslon above. :

Create or contribute runoff water which

would éxceed the capacity of existing or

planned stormwater drainage systems or

provide substantial additional sources of _
potluted runoff? . . X

Comment: See response to'3.a. above In this iriitial study. The project would not create poiiuted
runoff water.

Otherwise substanlially degrade water quality? ' X

Comment: Refer to ftem 8.4, and 8., above in this initial study, The project development requires
permits.to be appraved by the North Coast Regional Water Quality Contro! Board and the Well and
Septic Sections of PRMD for all wastewater disposal. Compliance with State and County Standard
will insure that potential Impacts to water quality will be avoided.

Place housing within a 100-year hazard area

as mapped on a federal Floid Hazard Boundary
or Flood Irisurance Rate Map or other

flood hazard delineation map?

Comment: There is no housing associated wilh the project,

Flace within & 100-year fiood hazard area
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)

a)

b)

siructures which would impedé or rédirect ' o ’
floou fMlows? o X

Co_njment: No structures woul';‘b‘je placed within any flood hazard zones.

Expocse people or structures to a significant .
risk of loss, injury of death involving flooding, b

» including flooding as a restl of the failure of

a levee or dam? _ X

‘Comment: The site is not subject to fiooding.

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflcw? X.

A— ——

Comment: The site is not subject to seicha, tsunami or mudfiow. _

LnND USE AND PLANNING Would the project! ffg'e‘{}ﬂall L‘Tg'% than, E;gnu‘.cnm Mo ot
Impact F!itican‘on '
‘ ‘ ncarporation
Physically divide an established community? i ‘ X

Commant: Tl\e pioject Is Jocited within an established agriculturai area, The project would not alter
the parcel's ownership, ror reconfigure existing parcels or roadways. Therefors, the project would not
divide an established community,

Conflict with any applicable fand use plan, policy,

or reguiation of an agericy with jurisdiction over

the project (including, but not limited to the general

plan, specific plan, locai coastal program, or

zoning ordinance) adopteu for the purpose of

avoiding or mitigating an erwvironmental effect? — %

Comment: The request for d winery complres with the Diverse Agricuiture General Plan deslgnahon
and other goals and potlcies of the County's General Plan and it conforms with the DA zomng

Agricultural Processing is defined as, "Facilities for the processing of any agricultural prodUCt grown or
produced primarily on site or in the Iocal area, storage of agricultural products grown or procassed on
site, and boltling ot cznning of any agncultural product grown or processed on site."

The proposal is als6 consistent with the General Plan’s Agricultural Elemerit Goals, Objectives and
Policies which include the following:

Policy AR-da: "The primary use of aty parce) within the three agricultural land use categéries shall be
agricultural production and related processing, support services, anad visitor serving uses, Residential
uses In these areas shall recognize that the primary use of the land may create agricultural “nuisance”
situations; such as flies, noise, odors, and spraying of chemicals.” ‘

The project site is within an agriculiural land use category: and is an agrictiltural processing facility.
Goal AR 5! "Fz “llilate agricultural production by aliowing certain agricultural suppord services lo be

onveniently and accessibly located in agricultural production areas when related to the prnmary
agricultural activity in the area.” .

" The location Is related to and serves primarilv the agrlcultura! activity of vinayards. The proposed

winery site Is located in an area which has many acres planted in vines,
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Oblectlve AR 5 1: "Facmtate County agrlcultural productlon by allowing ag'icultural processing-
facilities and uses in all agricultural land use categories.”

£l

The request is for a winery, wl' f*h is defined as an agricu'tural processing facility.

Palley AR-5a: “Frovide for facilltn'-.'s that process agncul*ura! commaodities in all three agricultural land
use calegorles. Establish standards and procedures in the zoning ordinance for permltting ithose
facilities.”

The DA zoning aflows for agricuitural processing plaits with a Use Permit. In addition, the Zc‘mlng
Ordinance requires that agricuitural processlng facilities be subject to- General Plan poﬁcues AR-5¢
and AR-Sf which are as follows: : o
Policy AR-5¢_slates that “Local concentrations of any commercial or industrial uses, even if related
to surrounding agricultural activities, are detrimental to the pr imary use of the land for the production.

of food, fikier and plant materials and shall be avoided.” i

There are no other winarles in cluse proximity to the site. The proposal would not hinder or advers eiy
affect the use of the surrounding land for production of food, fiber and plant materials. :

Polley AR-51 states, "Parmit storage facilities for agrlcultural products either grown ar processed on
the site, Size (he .acmlies accordlng to the processing operation.”

The project v: III be condllloned on a requirement that storage on site be for tl‘e product created on-site
ORiy. .

Conflict with any applicable habital consarvation
plan or natural community conservation plan?

Comment: The project is not located within any habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan arsa. .

. MiNERAL RESOURCES Vould the project: Pooglaly  lgssbun  Lossiben

o
SIH?m.anl :gnl cant El‘lpat.t

Mullﬂation
Incorparation

‘Impac!

Result in the loss of availamhty of a known
mineral resource that would be of value 3 the
region and the residants of the state?

Comment: The projecl will not result in the loss of a mineral resource.

Result in the loss of avallabllity of a locally-.

important mingral resource recovery site

delineéated on a local general plan, specific _
plan or other land use plan? . X

Commeant: The Sonoma County GeneraiPlan daes not designate the project site as within a known
mineral resource deposit area.

NOISE Would the project result i Fatenlially gc,m Jhan gous an,

é
)
Smnmcanl nificant lgnl cant rmpact

Imgaci
dlllgnlmn
neorporation

Exposure of persons to or qeneration of noise
levels In excess of standards estzblished In the




<
Enwronmental Ci‘i"Ck[l'— !
Page 1€ ¥
File# UPEQG-0022

local general plan or-rioise ordinance, or : ’ ‘ S
applicable standards of other agencies? X

—

~ Comment: The Sorioma County Noise Element of the General Plan establishes objeciives, policies
and performance standards for noise producing land uses which may affect noise sensitive land uses
and vice versa. Winerles-are recoqmzed as a.source of comr anity nolse because they are lypically
located in-quirt rural areas.. Exterior nolse primarily occuts during the crush season and is usually-
less than 60 dBA at distances greater than 300 fest. The project has been conditioned on a
requirement that events are limiied to the hours of the Daytime Noisa Standara found in the Noise
Element of the Senoma County General Plan {currently 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.}. -Noise from crush is
one of the impacts wineries can have. In order to altenuate nolsé from crush operations, a condition
of appreval requires-that all grape crushing aclivities occur indoors, The huilding plans for the winery
must show a minimum of W/R-40 insulation or equivalent to insure adequate nolse attenuation. If
cooling compressors are required, they shall be located indoors or shall be enclosed in a shed for
noise control. Botlling is another noise source from wineries, This project has been conditioned on a
requirement that the-bottling-truck shall be loc.2d so that the bz k end faces south, away from the
adjoining residencés. Thr following mitigation will further insure that potenttai noise impacts-are less
than significant:

Mitlgatior Measure: Nu:se shall be controlled in accordance wllh the standards set In the Noise
Element of the-Sonoma Counly General Plan,

Mitigation Monitoring: Any noise co"mplaints will be investigated by PRMD siaff, If such
investigatior indicates.the appropriate noise standar¢ ‘avels have been or may be exceeded, the
permit holders shall be required to install, at their-ex;:.. ;se, additional professionally designed noise
¢onlrol measiire(s), Failure 1o install the additional nofée control meastre(s) will be considered a
violation of the use permit conditions. If noit= cemplaints centinue, PRMD shall investigate
complaints. If violations are found, PRMD sfill seek volunlary compliance from the permit holder and
thereafier may initiate an enforcement action and/or revocalion or modification proceedings, as
appropriate.

Exposure of perscas to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or ground
borne noise levels? . _ ' _ X

Comment: Consiruction of the new b_uilding may generate ground borne vibration and noise. These
fevels would not be excessive or slignificant as they would be limited to the construction period and
wod ¢eur during normal business hours. Otherwise there are no other activities or uses associated
with the project that would expose persons to or generate eny excessive ground borne vibration or
ground borne noise levels.

' A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels _
- existing without th& oroject? " . X

Lommont: The prepesed use will cause the potential for an-increase [n noise levels related to more
activity overall. The increaseé would ba recuced to less than significant with the mitigation established
in 11a,

)~ A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above.
levels existing without the project? X..

Comment: See Comment 11.b,
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12.

b)

" Comiment: The project site is oulsnde the 2010 CNEL noise contour for the Charles Schulz Sonoma

13.

- governmental facilities, need for new or

For a project located within an alrport land use
plan or, where such plan has not been adopled,
within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the pioject expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive

noise levels? X

Sy

o

County Airport. : R

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or worktng in the project ared to

excesslve noise levels? ' — . _ ) X
. . .
Comrent: The projectisnot located within the vicinity of a known private airstrip, yoo
POPULATION AND HGLUSING Would the project: Potentially goss fhan Loss than No
Sigalfieant ignificant Significant Impact
. . ‘ Impaci Impact .
I‘-'.sthatlun
Incorporation

induce substantial population growth iri an.

area, elther directly (for example, by proposing

new homes and businesses} of indirectly (for

example, through extension of roads or other

infrastructure)? ' ' _ X

—y

Comment: The project would not directly or indiractly induce substantial population growth in the aréa
because it would not add to local housing and would not provlde Infrastructure needed to.support the
development of new housing.

Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing necessitating the construction of
replacament hotsing elsewhére? X

—_— ————

Comment The project would not dlsplace existing housing or necessliate the construction of housing
elsevhera, _

Displace substantial numbers 6f people,
necessitating the construction of replarement
housing elsewhere? i _ X,

Comment: See Commnent 12.b

PUBLIC SERVICES

Potanlially 03s than. Ldsa than Ne .

SIgnlrcanl Iﬂ{'llr icant Significant irnpact

Impokct " atlon Impaci ’
rpomhon

Would the pioject result in substantial
adverse physisal impacis associated with the
nrovision of new or physically aftered

physically oltered governmental facifities, the
construction of which colild cause slgniﬁcant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
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acceptable service ratics, response times or
other performance ob,ectlves for any of the
public services:

Fire protection?
Polite protection?
Schools? ..

Parks?

Other public facilities?

Comment: The proposed improvements would st requlre additional public services or héew or
physically aitered governmental facilities. The pro;nm mupt comply with all applicable fire codes
including emergency azcess, water supply and appl.ances buiging snrinklers, alarm systems, and
extinguishers. The project would not have' a substanitial adverse effect on associated governmental
facilities, therefore potential impacts to these sgencies is considered less than significant. :

.-R:I?CREATION : Potenlralrﬁ ;3 3 thon, \gssthan Mo
- . ‘ rnpr.::t Impaci i

Mlugahon

Incorporeion

Would the project increase the use of

existing neighborhood and regional parks -

or nther recreational facilities such that

substantial physical deterioration of the _
facility would occur or be accelerated? X

Comment: The proposed project is considered ayricultural processing and not a residential or
recreational use. The propos:3d winery would not cause an increase in the use of parks in the area.
Does the project Include retreational
facililies or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical &ffect
on tne &nvironment? ‘

Commant: No recreation facilities are proposed.

. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Would the project: -~ poteatialy  Lessthan Leso than
Slgnificent Significant Significant
tmpact - with Impact

Mitigation

L incorporation
Cause an increase In traffic which is substantial
in relation to the existing trafiic load and capacity
of the street system (i.e., resull in a substantial
Increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the -
volume {o capacity ratio on roads, or congestion
at lntersections)? . : X

Comment: The site i3 served by Wood Road. The Coum,r Department of Transooriation and Publ;c
Works has reviewed the request and determined that roadways in the project area are adequate to
sarve the use. The project will be conditionad to Lnprove the existmg drweway access 10 County
standards and o pay the County-wide traffic impact fes, .

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level
tsf service standard establisihad by the county
congestion management agency for designated
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roads or highways?” | | L - : X

Comment: See C'_om_ment-‘-‘! 5.a.

c) Resultirachange in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase In traffic levels or a change in _ _
locatlon that results In substantial safety risks? \'f.-“f : X

— —— \'\

Comment: The prolect wotld not resultin a change in air traffic patterns, lnch..uing either an
incret2se in traffic levels or a change in location thal tesults in substantial safety risks.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature {e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) : ‘
or incompatible uses {e.g., farm equipment? ' ' X

ir————

Comment: The Department of Transportation and Public Works (DTPW) has conditioned lhe project
with specific reqmrements to Increase safety of adjace)it roadways.

- e) Resultin inadequats emergency access? - X

Commoent: Through the plan check process, emergency auCESS will be reviewed and all
requirements must be met with the development. .

f) Resultin inadequate parking capacity? _ X
Comment: The applicant states that they can accommodate 12 cars with oné iiandicap ar.cessible
spot. During special events, if the parking lot fills they will pul up a sign that they are tempraraniy
closed, .

Mitigation Measure: No parking ié permitted on Wood Road. If the parking lot fills-during_aﬁy event,
the applicant is required to place a movable sign along Wood Road stating that the winzary is
temporarily closed (or s'milar language) 1o prevent vehicle stacking and parking along {he roadway.

Mitigation Mon%toring If PRMD recelves and can valldate complaints that special events traffic has
caused parmng or queing on Wood Road, PRMD wm subject the Use Permit to modification or
revocation.

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or L ' _ ’
programs supporting alternative transportation
(E.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? ‘ , _ . X

P ! s et  — —ttinin

Comment: The proposed project does not conflict with alternative transportation plans or pélicies.

16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project: Potonlial} gg {har s thori o
Proj Slgnlfcan{ é? mﬁ..anl !‘:? Icunl mlpaf:t
Impact
Mdl ation
Incorporatlon

. a) Exceed wastewater ireaimeni requirements
) of the applicable Regional Water Quality _ _
Controi Board? _ , X

B ————

Comment: The wastewater disposal system must he approved by the North Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board (NCRWQB). Through this and the Well and Septic Section of PRMD permitting
process, the project must be dasigned not to exceed ihe wastewaler treatment requirements.
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. water lo serve the projact.
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_Rec,ulré or resi.llt_ in the tonstruction of new

water or wastewater treatriiant facilities or
expansivn of existing faciiifes, the constructior; _ A
of which could cause significent environmentaf effects? . . . X e

e

‘Comment: -See fesponse o 16.a, above in thia initel study. The proposed project’is not served by
' public sewer and all process waslewater wiil be ¢iswosed of In a suo:surface Septiit system...

Clearzinces must be obtaiiied frafm both the NCRWGCE and tha Well and Septic Section. 3f PRMD

* priorio-nermit igsuance.

Regiire of fesult in ike construction of new storm

‘water dralnage facities or expansion of existing

facilities, the constitiction of which could cause

‘significant eavirorimental effects? i o X_

Comment: Projact devatpment will réquiré thz' construction of storm_';Waier.ci:ain'agéfacilities for all

_new stiuctures, Conditionis. will regtilre that dr#'nage improvements be desigriad by a civil engineer in”

accordance with (he Water Agency Flead Conirol Design Criteria for approval by the Director of the
Permit and Rescurcé Management and be shown on the improvement drawings.

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project from existing entitlemants and resources, S
or are new or cXpanded entitlements ngeded? _ X

Commerit: Water for both domestic Use ‘and for winema!;:ing operations. will be provided by an

existing well on the property, Thisis a Zone 1 water avallabilily area and there shoutd be sufficient

L

Resull in 2 delermination by the wastewater
treatment provicer Which seives or may serve
the project that il has adsquate capacity to serve
the project’s 1.2jected demand in addition to the
prévider's exisiing commitments? : %

Commerit: The praject s not served by a wastewa'er treatment provider. A‘pﬁr‘ufcal must be obtaine:
- for the rroposad waste water system by the Well and Senfic Section of PRMD ana the NGRWQCB.

Be served by alandfill with sufiicient permitted
napacity to acgemmodate the project's solid
waste disposal needs? - . : X

—— e

Comment: Sondma Courity has a solid waste ménagemenl program if place that provides srd
waste coliection and disposal services for the entire County, The progrii cen accammodate the
permitted collection and dispusal of the waste that will result from the proposed project, Grape

- pomace from the processing of the grapes into wine will be-uamposttad--.and tilied into the vineyard.

Comuly with federal, state, and local statutes

i r—

arid regulations refated to solid wasteT L _ T {

Commait: A referral describing the project wiss sent o the Project Review-Health Soeclalist, who
required as a condition of approvat that prior ta issuance of any related building permit, the applicant
shalf submit & design for trash enclosures jor review and appraval to the Division of Environmental
Health. This will ensuire the winery facility comipiies with locat regulstion for solid waste.
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17, MANDATORY F|ND|NG!: OF SI-\:NIF!CANCE S Putc?lglri‘yt' E“ﬁlﬁ'égﬁl N g?;]ﬁl;gaal : {I“IEI,DBG!
Mnt!u adon - Impect
L R : _ Incarporal'on

a) Does the projest have the-poteniial to degrade
the quality of the environment, substantnall’y
reducd tie habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
‘causa fish or wildlife population‘to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the .number
or restrict the range of a rafti or. endangered
planf or animal or eliminute important el:amples v
of the:malor periods of Cslifornia history of prehistory? . X

COmrnu‘rit' No habitat modificatici: would ofscur with the project. Construction of the facllity would
- occurir an area that has’ been heawl,\' dlsturhed and in-an aréa th._! already had some construction on.
ik : .

Does the project have impacts ttat are
- ndividually limited, but cumnlative[y cuisiderable?
-("Cumu’altvely considerable” means that the
incrementai-effects of a‘project are considerable
‘when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable fu*: e projecis)? . ' . X

Comment: No curulativé or long-term impacis havo been identifi ed that wera not futiy mitigated.
Traffic mitigation fees are required to be pald to assnst with' ihe overall County roadways mdlntenance
COs, . . .

Does the prOJect have environmenta; =ffecLs
which will cause substaritial adverse effects . : .
on human bemqs either directly or Indirectiy? _ - X

Comment. The project will result in'only runimal changes to the existing environment. ‘All Impacl"
will be mitigated to less than significarit, Mitigalion Meastre 4,d.1 reqisires that all new exterior lights
be shielded, which wouid enstire that thé pioject would not intensify any enviroriment effect to the’
detriment of residenis or ernployeez in the-areéa. Mitigatioh Measures 11.,a will insure that potentlial
noise frapacts are controlied in cofpliarice with the slangards established in the General Plan,




