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This niitice wés pbstod on, WOV 30 2009‘-‘ &q’ //30 “/

and wiil rempain gostedor a ariod of thirty deya

2

until a‘nnoing and Research FROM: Sonoma County Permit and Resource
P.O. Box 3044 Management Departme
fb/‘i’ Sacramento, CA 95812 2550 Ventura Avenue FAMGE ATKINSON, Co. Clerk
or: Santa Rosa, CA 95403 C.FA
fa@l@ County Cierk, County_of Sonoma B DEPUTY CTéIA-'\'%

\Q SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources
ﬁ Code.

Robert Rue UPEDG-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 foliowing 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 Scnoma
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. -

NV § 0 2003 pd )
Date received for filing and Sonoma Couffty Permit and Resource
posting at County Clerk/OPR Management Department
Applicant:
Robert Rue _ ____ 32,768.25 EIR fee __ pad
1406 Wood Road _X_ $1,993.00 ND fee _X_ paid
Fulton CA 95439 _X_ $50 County Clerk filing fee _X_ paid
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Stale of California—The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF FISHAND GAME ———
2009 ENVIRONMENTAL FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT 377680
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STATE CLEARING HOWSE # (i appiicabis)

/A

PROJECT ICANT NAME PHONENUMBER

rue sZ< (107) 1900

PROJECTAPPLICA DRESS CITY STA Z%ﬂ?
' : FuLron A 37
PROJECT APPLICANT (Check appropriate box):

[ Local Public Agency O School District O Other Special District O state Agency \q Private Entity
CHECK APPLICABLE FEES: 4

[, Environmental Impact Repart $2,768.25 § _
Negative Declaration $1,993.00 $ I i 773 'Da
Application Fee Water Diversion {State Water Rescurces Control Board Only) $850.00 $

[ Projects Subject to Certified Regulatory Programs $941.25 %

g\ County Administrative Fee $50.00 % 50 L 00‘
Project that is exempt from fees

[ Notice of Exernption
[d DFG No. Effect Determination (Form Attached)

O Other - $
PAYMENT METHOD: ] / 2 Y3.0
[ cash 3 Credit Mcr»eck Q other TOTALRECEIVED § s 0 3 0
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This notice wes odtsd on NOV 3 02009

and wiil ramain pésted fgr a period ot thirty days M_, //‘30 ._./
until } tng and Research:: FROM: Sonoma County Permit and Resource

. P.Q. Box 3044 Management Departrment
’))60( Sacramento, CA 95812 2550 Ventura Avenue JANICE ATKINSON, Go. E'Ierk
y ( or Santa Rosa, CA 95403gy. .
D\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 UPE06-0022
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 appeintment 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 Rescurce 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 Overriding Considerations 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 —__ pad
1406 Weood Road X_ $1,993.00 ND fee _X_ paid
Fulton CA 95439 _X_ 350 County Clerk filing fee _X_ paid
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Mitigated Negaﬁ've Declaration

Sancoma County Permit and Resource Management Departmant

- 2560 Ventura Avenue, Santa Rosa, CA 85403 -

{707) 565-1900 __ FAX (707) 565-1103

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

*

This statement and attachments constitute the Mitigated Negative Daclaraticn és proposed for ar
@dopted by the Sonoma Counly déecision-making body for the project descrioed below.

File No.: - UPE06-0023 o . " Planner: Sigrid Swedenborg

Project Nama: Rue Winery
Project Descriptian:. - Requast for a Use Permit for a winery with a maximum annual production
. .capacity af 5,000 cases a year with lasting by appointment.only and '

participation in industry wide events. The winery would be haused in a
new 2,000 square foot building. Crush will {ake placs, Insida the building.
Tasting during the industry wide events would take place outslde in a
tented ares, Ne off-site parking will be allowed, Al process wastewater
would be disposed of in a septic system. ' C

ProjoctLacation: . 1406 Wood Rd,, Fulton

Enviroymantal Finding: The proposéd project couid not hiave a significant effect onthe

S shvironment and the adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration js
appropriate. Based upon the Infofmation contained in the Initial Study -
included in the project fite, It has baen determined that there will be no-
significant environmental efféct resutting from this project, provided that
mitigation measures are incorporated into the pruject. The Mitigated
Nagative Declaration has begn completed ingamplance with CEQA
State and Counly guidelines and the information contained therein has
been revicwed and considered. ' '

Initial Study: . Altached

Gther Attachments: California Tigér_ Salamander Study and other infofmation contained in
PRMD file#UPE06-0022 - ‘

Declsion-making Body: Sanoma County Permilt and _Reédtjrca Managerment Ue‘partmen't

Lead Agency: ~ Sonarma Gaunty Permit and Resource Management Department




“COUNTY OF SONOMA
PERMIT AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

2550 Ventura Avenus, Sdn.a Rosa, CA 85403
(707) 565-‘%000 E-AX (707) 585:1103 i . _ . T

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM \ )

FILE #: UPEOB'-0.022 C : PLANNER Sigrid Swedenbor.g
PROJECT: _Robert_ Rue ‘ 1 : DATE: Febrgary 6._ 2007 ‘
LEAD AG ENCY-:‘ S'nnoma,County_PErmit and Resource Management Dle.partment_ 4
PRGJECT LOCATION: 1406 Wood Road, Fulton | |

_ APPLICANT NAME: - Robert Rue

APPLICANT ADDRESS: 1406 Wood Road, Fullen \_

GENERAL PLAN | ’ F"'
DESIGNATION: Di'verse Agriculture 10 ﬂ(:re density, Scenic Resource

| ZONING: | - DA (Dwerse Agrlcullure ) B6-10 acre density SR {Scenic Resources),

VOH (Valiey Oak Habitat) oy
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

The request is for a Use Permit for a wlnery with a maximum annual praduction capamty of 5 000 cases i
year with tasting by appointment only and participation 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 wollld take place outsideé ir a lented area. No off-site parking will be allowed, All
proce 3s wastewater would be disposed of in a septic system.

SURROUNDING LAND USES AND SETTING: Bﬁefly describe the project's surroundings .

This site is located on Wood Road, off of Fulton Road north of the City of Santa Rosa. Land use in thls
-érea is agn"ullure

Othor Public Agencies whose approval is roqulred {6.9. periiits, ﬁnancing approVal or
participation agreemerit): Reglonal Water Qudlity Control Board

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS F‘OT‘ENTIALLY AFFECTED'
The environméntal factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, Involving at [east

one Impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less than Significant with Miligation” as indicated
by the checkllst on the followiiig pages.

_X_ Aesthetics ' ___ Agricultural Resources X Alr Qualify

_X_ Biological Resources . Culitiral Resourmns — . Gealogy/Salls

. Hazards & Hazerdous Materials =X Hydroldgymfatér Quality o Land Use and Planning
___ Mineral Resources _X_ Noise ___ Population/Housing
__. Public Services _.__ Recreation iTransporta'lloan raa‘t~ e
. Utllittes/Service.Systems —_ Mandatory Findings of Significan
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Environmental Checklist

‘Page 2

File# UPE0B-0022

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluatlon:'

The prOposed project COULD NO‘I have a 5|gn1f cant effect on the envrronment and a ‘
NEGATIVE DECLARATION wrll b .Jrepared _ _ B

AIthou;;h the proposed prorect COUId have a srgmfrcant effect oft the envrronment there wiii not be

a significant effact in this case because the revisions in the project have beerl made by or agreed

to by the prorect proponent A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

The proposed projéct MAY have a srgn'trc it &ffact on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT RFPORT is requlred
The proposed project MAY have a “potentially sigrificant Impact” or “potentially srgnltlcant unless
mitigated” Impact on the environment, Lut al least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in
an earlier document pursuant to applicable’ legal standards, and.2) has been addressed by -

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

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it mist analyze on[y the effects that remain

" tobe addressed

Although the. oroposed project could have a srgnlt‘ cant efféct on the enwronrnent aI.I pdtentrally
significant effects were prevrously 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 nr mitigation measures that-are imposed upon the

proposed project. There are no changes In the: project, no new information related to potential

impacts, and no changes in circumstanées that would requirs further analysis’ pursuant to Section
15162 of CEQA Guidelines, therefore no further environmental review is required.

* The environmental documents which constitute the Initial Study and provide the basis and reastns for this
- determination are attachedor referenced herein, iind hereby made a part of this document.

' tncorgoraled Solirce Document '

In preparation of the Iriitial Study checkilist, the following documents were reterencedldeveloped and aré
heréby incoiporated as part of the Initial Study. All documents are available in the project fife or for
ri:ferance at. the Permit and Resource Management Depa'tment

e

|

_|x|x|><]x,|x[x'|x

1)’

Project Applrcatlon and Descrrptlon

Initial Data Sheet -~

Sonoma County General Plan and Associated EIR
Sonoma Counly Zonirig Ordinarice

- _-Sohoma County Rare Plant Site Identification Study
. Project Refefrals from Responsible Agéncies

State and Local Environriental Quality Acls (CEQA) :
Site Assessment for the California Tiger Salamander, 1406 Fultan Rd, prepaled by Kjeldsen E
Brological Consulting dated June 7, 2006

. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL 1MPA|"‘TS

A hrtef axplanation is requrred for afl anawers excepl “No impact”™ shswers \hat are adequotely sunported by
the intormation sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each quastronr A “No Impact’
nswer is adequntely supporteri if thé ‘raferencad information sourées show thal the impact simply dogs nol
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'Environmental C‘tecklist : o ' PR
Page 3 o . B T
Flo UPE0S-0022 . _ -

apply to projects like the one involved (e.g. the pro]ect falls outside a fault ruptura zone) A*No tmpact”
answer should ba explained $where it is based on project-speclfic factors as well as general standards (e.g.
the project will not expose sznsitive retieptors to potlutants hased ona prolect-specuf‘ i¢c screening analysis).

2) All answers inust ake account of the whole action involved, mctudlng off-site as well as on-site, cumulative
as wellas preject-level; indirect as-weil as dirs.st, and constructian a's well as‘operational impacts.

3) . Once the Jead agency has determlned thata partlcular physical Impact may occur, thix} the checklist
“answars must indicate whether the impact is potentially significan?, less than sugmﬁcanl with-mitigation, or
~ less than significant. “Potentially Significant {mpuct” is appraprlate if there is substantial evidence that an R G
- effect may.be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Signifi cant Impact’r entrigs when the : RER
deterrnination is made, an EIR is required. _ L A

4) "'Negetwe Declaration: Less Than’ blgmr icant With’ Mittgatlon Incorporated" appttas where the Incorporation
.+ of mitigation meastures has feduced an sffect from “Polentiall/ Significarit Impaci™ {0 a *Lesd than : K e
Significant Impact,” The:lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly exptaln how they ' '
raduce the effect 16 a less than significant level (mitigation measures rrom Sactton 17 at the end of tha
checkhst “Earller Analysis” may be coss- referenced),

5) Earliar anglyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR or other CEQA process, an
effect Ras been adequataly analyzed In an-earller EIR or negalive declaration. Section 15063 {c)(3}{D). In
this case, a brief discuss{on should identify the following: a) Earlier Analysls Used. |dentify and state where
they are available for ieview, b) impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which et{ects from the above
checklist were Within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earliar documivint pursuant o applicable
legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis..-c) Mitigalion Measures, For effacts that are “Less than Signlficant with Mitigation B
Measures |ncorporeted”, desc:ibe the 1iitigation measures which ‘were incorporated or refired from the
earlier doaument and the-extent 1o which they address site- spacmc conditions for the project.

6) Lead agencies are éncouraged {o incorporate into the checklist referencas to information sources for
potential impacts (e.y., general plans, zoning ordinences). Referenca to a previously prepared or oulside
document shiould, where appropnate iliclude ateferance o the page or pages where the- ..tatement is
'substant~atad. : .

R Supporiing Information Sources. A source fisl: shou[d be attachad and other sources t.Ised or 1ndtwduals
: .contactcd should be ciled in the discussion,

8) ~ Thisis only a st.lggested form, and lexd agencies are trée to Use different formats; however, lead agencles:.
should normally address the yuestions from 1his clieuklist that aré relevant to a project's environmental.
affacts in whatavar format is sateclad

8)  The explanation of each issue shoiild identify; -a) the siguificance crtleria or threshold, if any, used to

evaluata each questlon; and b) the mlllgatlon méasure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than'
significanca, .

1. AESTHETICS Wouid the project: | Eolopialy Ly han eds [hi

} . a .

mtu cant ignl ncant mpaci

mpnc Impaz .
Mlt' :ation :
Incorporatien

- a) Have asubstantial adverse effectona -- _ : )
_scenic vista? _ : . SR X

Commant; The site is designaled as a CommUnlty Separator by the Sonoma County General Plan.
The intent of tha Community Separator is o provide an open space break along the Highway 101 and
Old Redwood Highway corfidors between Santa Rosa, Larkfield-Wikiup, and Windsor. The project -
will not create an adverse efféct in this scenic area because the site s already developed with a large -
barn and a residence. The: proposed 2, 000 square foot building WOuId be Incated between tha two




“Environmental Checklist - o : : R
Page 4 N . . : R
File# UPEQG-0022
existing structurés, A condition of approval will require that, prior to issuance of building permits, .
Design Review approval must be obtained o review the site ptan, building elevations, signage, iighting
‘plan, landscaping and irrigation plans to minimize any visual impact thzough design and landscaping.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources,

including, but not llmited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within : _
a state scenic highway? : e ﬂ . s X

b

Comment: The project will not dzfnage scenic resources. The sile is not v a state scenic highway. .-

.Substantially degrade the existiné_-visf)c; _
character or gualily of the slite and its™ 0

surroundings? _ —_— - X

2o

Comment; The project will not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site -
.and its surroundings. ‘A condition will require that, prior to issuariceé of building permits, Design

. Review approval must be obtained to réview the site plan, building elevations, signage, lighting plan,
landscaping and irrigation plans to minimize any visual impact through design and fandscaping.

- Create a néw source of substantial light
or glare which would adversely affect day
or righttime views in the area? P . X

Comment! The proposal includes construction of new buildings which could have..‘exteﬁor-lighting.
New exterior lighting could create a new source of lighi and glare in the area. To ensure new sources
of light tlo not adversely the area the followirg mitigation measure has been incorporated into the

“. project: : o

Mitigation Measura: Prior to ISsuanice of building permits, an exterior lighting plan shall be submitted
for design review by PRMD or the Design Raview Committee, Exterior iighting shall be low mounted,

- downward casting and fully shielded to prevént glare. Light fixtures shall not be located atthe .
periphery.of the property and shall hot spill over onto adjacent properties or into the sky. Flood lights - .
are nol permitied, All parking lot lights shall be full cul-off fixtures and shall not exceed 4 feat in height.

- Lighting shall shul of automatically after closing and security lighting shall be' motion-sensor-activated.

Mitigation Monitoring: The Permit and Resource Management Department shall not isstie the
building permit until an exterlor night lighting plan has been reviewed, approved and found lo be
‘consistent with the approved plans and County Desiygn Standards. The Permit'and Resolirce
Management Department shall not sign off the Building Permit for cccupancy until a site inspection of
the property has been conducted that indicates all lighting improvements have beén installed
accordirig o the:approved plans and conditions. If light and glare complaints are received, the Permit
and Resourcé Managerment Department shall condiict a site inspection and require the properly be
brought into compliance or-procedtires 16 tevoke the permit and terminate the use shall be iniliated.

2. AGRIGULTURE RESOURCES

. Poteptially Lags lian Less than rln_
Signlficant S[ﬂrlnmn‘-t - Significanl - . [mpacl,
Impact wi - [mpact

Nitigalién
Incorporalion

In determining whether impacts t6 agricuftural
rasources are significant environmental effects,
lead agernicles may refer to the California




w3

Environmernital Checklrst . o . o -,
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Ft[e# UPEQE—OL‘ZZ

Agrrcuilural Land Evaluatior; and Slte
Assessiment Model (1997) prepared by the : : :
Callifornia Dept. Of Conservation as an optional i ) : b
. madel to use in assessing impacts on agnculture ' B
and farmland. Would the project:

’ a) Convert Prime Farmland Umque Farm[and
~of Farmland of Statewide Importance
“(Farmtand), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant:o the Farmland Mappingand .
Moanitoring Prograny of the California Resources e R
Agency. to non-agrlcultural use? , . X

Comment' Accordmg to the Sonoma County lmportant Farmlands Map -2000 (database), the project
site Is not designated as “Prime” farmland. ‘A portion of the site is designated as farmland of .

“ statewide Im poftarice, A poriion of the site is. desrgnaled local farmland and a-portion is desrgnated
urban. The proposed facitity would be used for processing of agrrculturaI products. Thie pi‘Oject would
not convert:prime-fand to a non-agricultural use.

" b) Confiict with éxisting zoning for agricultural -
use, or 2 Williamson Act contract? - : : X

Comment: The proposeo project would not conflict wrth the zonlng 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.

c) Invr*.Ve other changes.in the existing

' " environment which, due to heir location
or nature, could resuilt in convers'r a10f : _
‘Farmland to non- agrrcuitural use S .y _ X

| Comment The project is for an agricultural processing faclhty, The project does not involve any
‘shanges that could result In the site belng converted toa non-agrrcultural use.

3. AIR QUALITY

'Pe‘-mtrany Lass Uian Léaa than

N
m(‘\i’r:ci:ant Slﬁ'hlﬁcant . ﬂﬂ]rgligicanl ! lrnopa:\ -

Mitigation
lncorpomtlon

Whére available, the significance crileria established

by the appllcab!e air quality rianageruiznt or air poliution

~. control district may be reliedupon to make the following
determinations. Would the project: _
a) Conflictwith or obstruct im_p’[em'ehtéticjn of the _ o
applicable air quality ptan? _ R X

Commant: The project. ls within the jurlsdiction of the Northern Sonoma Counly Air Pollutlon Confrof
- District (NSCAPCD). The NSCAP"‘D does not have an adopied air quality plan. The project W’OLlld '
not creale any confllcts _

b) Viotate any arr-quallty-sland'ard or contribute




_ Environmental Checklist T ST
“-Page 6 ' '
File# UPEDG-0022 _
substantially to an existing or prOJected ar '
quallty v'olatlon‘? _ : X

Commenf The Sonomia Counly General Plan Resource Conservaﬂon Element addreeses pollutants
from mobile sources (e.g. trarisgortation sources). The project will create traffic, tharefore the
- following goal would be relevant to the proposed project: .

Goal RC-13: Presr-rve and maintain good air qualily and provlde for an air quality standard that will
protect human health and preclude crop, plant, and property damaof. In zccordance with requarements
of the federal and State CAA’s (Clean Air Act).

Stat and Federal standards have been established for the “criteria pollutants”: ozone,.carbon -
mon-ixide, nitrogen dioxide, sulphur dioxide, and particulate (PM,,J and PM,,). To delermlne whether
standards for any of these pallutants would be \nolated the emissions from both stationary and .
mobile source° must be. consuiered \_‘,

require permits from the air district.

Mobile efissions are cnteria pollufant's that weuld result-from additional traffic generated by 'the
project The project would ¢ause mobile eniissions 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 to determine whether project traffic would generate
sufficient emiscions o warfant more detalled. computer rnodeling (BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines, 1996).
These screening methods may also be used in the NSCAPCD. Based on these screening methods,
the emission of criteria pollutants would be less than significant.

Tiie district’s guidelines include a table (Table 6, Projects with Potentially Significant Emissions) with
typicat projects and the size of the project that is likely to generate significant quantities of NOX, one
of the ozone precursors. All'6f the exampies in the tabiz generate al least 3000 trips a day, Further.
the BAAQMD's guidelines recommends that no detailed air quality analy51s be déne for projects
generating fewer than 2000 trips per day. This project walld generate & * average | of 20 new trips per
day which_js far smallef tha the examples gwen anditls concluded that the projéct traffuc would not
emlt sugr\ JCant orltena pollutants _

c) Result in _a.cumuietlvely considerable net
increase of any criteria poliutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient alr
quality staridard (including releasing
emissions which exceed guantitative .
thrasholds for ozorie: precursors)? o X

—

Comrment: The NSGAPCD is a non- -attainment area for PM,,. Based on the relatively low traffic
voluries expected with this project and lower aii emissions factors for newer vehicles, the £ issions
of particulates would not be cumulatively considerable.

d) | Expose sensitive rcce| fors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

PR

Comment: The project would not generate substant!al po[lutant congantrations,

e

“The prOJect would not add any new equipment or processes that would have significant emissiors or 7
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e) Create objectionable.odors affectinga
substantial number of people?

Comment: The project includes crushing grapes, which can cause odors. The Air Quality Control
Board has no record of womplaints gen.;’ated about grape pomace; except:when it'was burned, The
appltcant proposes to spread the crush residue in the vineyard as a soil pinendment: 50 there is no
reason to believe that there will be { 'Djed[onable Gdors assoclated with the wmerv operahons

l
Mitigation Measure. To ensura that no nelghbors are affected by odors caused by the residues of the
grape crush, all residues must be removed from the site or composled in 1emote areas of the property
faﬂhest away fiom nelghoorng propenties. : 1

Mitigation Monitoring. i1 the Permlt and Resourca Management Department receives complaints
regarding objectionable odars, PRMD staif wolild investigate the complaint and if the condmon iz
violated the use permit may be subject to modificaticn.

R

BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES Would the pro;r,:ct. g?&ﬁ%@ﬁ gw;,,%t;g:. §?gn1 han m‘opm
: : impact 'M.ugauon
Incotporalion
Have a silbstantial adverse effect, either directly
or through habitat modifications, on any species
~..Jentified as a candidate, sensilive, or snecial
status species in local ar régional plans, policies,
. or regulations, or by the Califurnia Department of :
Fisti-and Csme 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 assessifiént for the California Tiger Salamanc:- was prepared by Kjeldsen
siological Consulling. The site was surveyed on foot by biciogists on May 11 and 16 of 2006. The
habitat/plani community on the site cansis*s of ruderal vegetation that is assoclated with years of
zgricultural use, Hydrology on the site has been alteréd for rnany years. The repoiy states that theré
is n6 aquatic habitat that is sufficient for CTS breeding on the site. The study concludes that the site
vontains limited potential for CTS upland habitat and no breeding hahitat. The biologists preparing the
study determined that building the winery on an arés already dnsturbad by an'old building that has

-~ been demolished and the septic system being placed in a hea\,'ly inipacled area will nol likely impact
CTS populations in Soioma County,

Have a substantial adverse effect on ary riparian

habitat or other sensiliya natural community

tdentified in local or régivival plans, golicies,

regulations or by the California Department

of Fish and Game or U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service?  ___. | X _

Comment “he project does niitinclude any disturbance atong a riparian habitat or sensidive natural
community.

Have a substantial adverse affect on federally
prolected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marsii, vernal pool, coastal, etc.} through direct
reroval, filling, ‘nydmloqmal mterruplion or other
méans?
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d) lnterfere substantrai[y with the mavement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native.resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or Imp:ede the use of native ,
wildlife nursery sites? . X

. u . A,
Commoent: The projest site is developed '.mth existing structuresyvineyard, and fencmg The project - =
“development does not in~ de any work within a creek, The pru]r'ct would not substantially lnterfere

with the movement of mlgratory fish or wildlife species; o 5 i

VU

"e) Confllct w:‘ +.any local pohcies or ordinances
R - protecting biological resources; such as iree i
preservation policy or ordinance‘? . .S

—— e—

Comment. The site is'in_t'he VOH (Valley Oak 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, Natura! Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, - »
regional, or state Habitat conservation plan? - ; . X

Comment: This site is located in the Santa Rosa Plains Coi: servaﬂon Strategy. See discussion

under 4.a,
5. CULTURAL RESQURCES Would the project_:_ Polentally | E? n"‘mm ﬁ?é'r?i ;'Egﬁ LN
mpact Mnﬂgallun
» _ Incorposalloﬁ
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
5|gmﬁc 7ce of a historical resource as defined .
Hin § 15064 5? : _ o ' . X

Comment: T-\e proposed winery building wodld be Iocated or; the same slte as an old barn lhal has

. ‘teen demolistied and in an area that is heavily disturbéd. No existing bultdings that have the potential
to be conaic'ered a historical resource will be damaged or removed. Sincé construction won't be
occurring In & ‘new” area, potential impacts are Jess than significant, There Is always the 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, all
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 archaaologist (i.e., an-archacologist registerey with the Society of
Professlonal Archaeologists). When contacted, a mamber of PRMD Project Review staff and the
archaeologist shall visit the site to determine lhe extent of the resourres and to devejop proper
mitigation measures required for the discovery. No earthwork in the vicinity of the find shall
commence until a mitigatien plan is approved and completed subtect to the feview and approval of the
archaeologist andl Froject Review stzff. This coiidition shal! be noted on all grading and construction
plans and provided to all contractors and supernntenidents on the job site,

b) Causea substantial adverse change i the
slsnificance of an archaeological resource '
pursuant to § 15064.57 . ‘ X _ o

Commaiit: See 5.q.

c) tirectly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
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d)

a)

I} Strong seismic ground shaking? ' _ X

geolagic feature? . L X

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

Disturb any human remains;, includ:ing those :
interred outside of formal cemeteies? S : X

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

“ wark must be halted and the County Coroner [s notified, :

GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project: _ Potentially Lessthan Less than No
' “Skynificant Significant Significant. Impacl
Imp&t with Impact v
Mitigation

Incorporation

Expose people.or structures to potential

substantial adverse effects, including the

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

Iy Rupture of a kn’ ‘¥n earthqtiake 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 Mtnes and Geology Special

Publication 42. ‘ , . X

] !

_iComment: The slite is not located in an Alqut*‘t—Pno!o foul zone or ori a known fault based on the

Safety Maps in the Sond:na County Géneral Pran. Therefore the risk tc people and slrictures froni a

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

which should withstana the most severe reasonably anticipated seismic event.

— ——

o

) Comymont: The site may be subject to strong seismic ground shaking as is all of Sonoma County.

The Uniform Building Code and the codes and policies of Sonoma Gounty have been devéloped to
address seismic hazards to the most reéasonable exterit pussible, All ne- construction must zomply
with the seismic design tequirements of the Bullding Code, -

lify Seismic-related ground faijluré, including
liquefaction? X

Comment: The Sonoma County Seismic Shaking & Tsunami Speclal Report 120 map (CA Divisions
of Mines and Geology) Indicates that the projer sijte is located in a potential liquefaction area, The
applicant must submit a building permit appl:cas. Including construction deslign ptans for Sonoma
County's risview and approval. This review procéss ensures that structures would be adequately
designed ty UBC standards.

v} Landslides? | : X

et

Comment: The Sonoma Colnty Selsmic Shaking & Tsunami Speciil .Repc.‘t 120 map {CA Divisians
of Mines and Geology) indicatas that the project sité is not located in an aréa subject to lindslidles.
The «Jplicant must submtt a buildinig permit application including construction design plans for




Environmental:Checkiist . o B : : oo
Page 10 . - = :':“ ‘ . ' . g R e

.f i . S

File# UPEDS-0(22 ; 3 i

"

d)

e)

v
W

v no . L
Sonoma County's review and approval of any new structuret - This review process ensures the
structures wouid be adequately "de-signer*-to UBC standards. '

Result in substantial soil erosion or the \ ySS ‘ :
of topsolf'? - X

uomment The project lncludes constructivn of a new building. The development will require grading

and coult. result in a lnss of topson However, there will not be a substantia) loss. See item 8¢ fora
dsscussmn on 5vil erosion, .
Be located o7 a geologic unit or scil that is

unstable, or that weould becoms unstabls as

aresult of the project; and potentially result in

on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,

subsiderice, Ilquefachon or.collapse? ' X

————— ————— N Wy

Comment‘ See response to 6.a.(i) thru (iv). The general geologlc and sml characlerlshcs of the
project site would not cause an on or off-site landslide with project development. Potential impacts
WOuld_“oa addressed through appropriate stnictural design and construction slandf- “is. The project
hzs ceen conditioned to require building permits to be approvad in compliance wiv;*UBC and the
Reglonal Water Quality Control Board standards. This review process ensures the structures would
be adequately designed to UBC standards and would withstand potential imoacts related to
hquefachon hazard and ground shaking activity, therefore potential impacts from these types of

hazards is r..onsldered less than significant.

Be locatisd on ex;:ans!ve sail, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substanhal rlsks to life or

property? X

Comment: Any new construction must obtain approprlate permits undér the UBC requirements,
therefore potentlal risks to life or properly from expansive soil hazards are considerud less than )
significant. ] '

Have soils incapable of adequaté’ly supporting

-, the use of septic tanks or aiternative waste

b

a)

~ water disposal systems where sewers are not

avallable for the disposal of waste water? . : X _
Comment; Prior to building permit Issttance, the applicait must obtaln a permit for the sewaga
disposial system for the winery. ‘The system 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 bé required, The sewage system shall meet peak flow
discharge of the wastewater from all sources, The NCRWQCB must review and approve the
Wastewater Systemn 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 bé constructed,

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project: Potentielly Less than Legs than Na ) i
Signlficant. Significant Signliflcant Impatt R
Imiphcl vdth fmpact
Mitipation
{ncarpotation
Crele a significant hazard to the public or
the. snvironmient through the routine transport, ., e s T
uss, of disposal of liazardous méterials? P LT, o X

¢

lonn e - 7 T
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Comment' The processlng and fermentation of the grapes to wine includes the-Use and maintenance
of machinery and eqmpmem that require tha transfpi, use, and disposal of hazardous materials {e.g.
olls, diesel, solvents, lubricates, etc) A referral describing the prOJect was seprt to the Department of
Emergency Servlce'. which requires that the project must comply with Fire Safe Standards for
comriercial development The project iivelfweuld not produce or generate hazardous materials, A
referral deccribing the project was also sent o the-Environmental Health SpeC|aI|sl-Pro]ect Review
who requifed compliance with hazardous waste generator laws and submittal of copxes of appropriate

. permits. ‘ e

b)

d)

g

D

Create a signlficant hazard to the public or the

enviraonment through reasonably toresecable

upset and accident conditions.involving the

release of hazardous materials int7 the

environment? . X
([ ®

cOmment' The use of any hazardous materlals by the winery wiill not be of sufficient volamlty or

quantity to cause a hazard to the public. These materials are commonrly used in the wine industry and

will be handiad according to existing regulations and codes.

Emit hazardous emissions or handle

hazardous or acutely hazardous malerials,

substances, or waste within one-quarter g

mi'e of an existing or proposed school? X

Comment: The sibject property is not within a one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school.

Be'located nn a site which is inciuded ¢n

a list of Lazatdous materials sites compiled:
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to tha public or the envirnnment? X

nsnemm—— —— —— r——r—

Comment: The site is not identified as a hazardous materials sites under Government Coda Secl:on

'65962 5,

For a projec: 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 airporl, would the project result in

a safety 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
the Charles Schulz - Sonoma County Airport. No special characterstics of distracting light and glars,
smoke and electronic interference as pctential safety issues aré apparent with the proposed use.

For a project located within the vicipity of a

privale airstrip, would the project result In a
safety hazard for pesple residing or worklng in : :
the project area? . . : X

Comment: The project Is not ‘ocated within the vicinity of a known private airstrip.

impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or . _
emergency evacuation pfan? . . X

=
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Commont: There wﬂ' be no impacts on emergency responses ar evacuahon plans as a result of the
project. ‘ — iy
h) Expose people or structures to a significant .
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, lnc!ud[ng where wildlands.are ad}acent fo _ :
urbanized areas or where residences are . , o : & e
Intermixed with wnulands? . ' wo X ) '

—_— it it

Comment: Accordlng to.the Safely Element of the Genaral Pian, the pr¢act site is not located Inan

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

p.antec in vines, 5o dry brush and other highly flammatle material is limited. Construction of the _

winery nulidlng must conform to Fire Szfe Standard requirements for comrercial uses related to fire “
. sprinklers, emergency vehlicle access, and water supply, This will hring the pctential exposure to

[eople or slructurea to a'less than slgnlf icant impact. :

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project: .:’oie[ht'la"y S?ﬂ_l;uﬁh.unl h?gnir cant mPnct
' ' mpac Mitigation
Incurporalion
a) Violate any water quality standards or '
waste discharge requirements? X

" Comment: The proposed facility would generate wastewaler from crushing, fermenting, bottting, and
barrel washing. A refetral describing the praject was sent to the North Coast Reglonal Water Quality
Control Board and the Environmenlal Health Specialist- Project Review, who havs set conditions for
the project's domastic and industrial wastewater disposal requirements To ensure itie winery facllity
would not violate waler quality standards or wasle discharge requiremients the following Mitigation
Measures and Mcnitoring have béen incorperated into the project:

Mit‘gatlon Measure: The applicant must submit a letter of acceptance of wastewater discharge
requirements from the Notth Coast Regional Water Quality Contral Board prior to obtaining building
permits for any new construction.

Mitigation Monlitoring. The Permit and Resourcs Management Department shall not issue any
permits untll the Proéject Review- Health Specialist has received a letter of acceplance of an
application for wastewater discharge reguirement from the North Coast Regional Water Quality
Control Boz-

‘b) Substantially deplete greundwater supplies
or interfere sutstantially with groundwater
racharge such that there would be a nat
deficlf in agulfer volume or a lowearing of
the local groundwater table lavel {e.g., the
produut:on rate of pre-existing ne:arby wells
would urop to a lavel which would not
support exisling land uses of planned
‘uses for which permits have been granted? _ _ X

i o —

Commaent: The Project Reviow Heallh Specialist determined that it is not likely that the project would
substantially deplete groundwater supplies. This Is 4 Zone 1 water availabillty area and the praject
should not cause a drop in water [evels in near-by wells.

¢) Substantially alter the existing dratnage
- pattern of the site or area, including through

A
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the alteration of the course of a stream or o
river, in a manner which would result in- ' _
substantial efosion or siitation on- or off-site? X

Commant: Cunstruction of the project will not substantially alter the existing draina__ge patterr: on the
site, which is fairlyflat. No waterways will be altered. Standard measures for erosion control and
management of the storm water runoff will bring the leve! of impact ta a less than significant level,
Any new facilities will be designsd to the required capacity. Existing facilities will be checked for
adequacy. The followmg Mlllgatlon will ensure that drainage improvements are reviewed:
AT
Mitigation Measure: Drainagé review improvements shall be designed by a civll engineer In
accordance with the \Vater Agency Flood Control Design Crlteria for approval and shall 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 Monitorlng The Permil and Rescurce Management Department shail not isste a
grading or building permit until evidenice is submitted and approved by the Drainage Review section of -
PRMD tha'the improvements have been designed by a civil engineer in accordance with the Water
Agency Flood Control Design Criteria far approval and are shown on the Improvement drawings, The
developer's engineer shall include a site grading plan, and an erosian control plan as parl of the .
required improvement drawings.

Substantiaily aiter the existing drainags
paitern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a strea/t or
rivar, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface. runoff in.a manner :
which would resultin floading on- or ofi-site? L X

—_—— —

Comment. The project does not inblude t- 4 alteration of 4 course of a stream or river, The Impact of
the project would be less than significant, See discussion above.

Create or contribute runoff water which

would exceed the capacity of existing or

planned stormwater drainage systems or

provide substantial additional sources of _
po!lu_ted runoff? . X

Ay e

Comment: See responss to 8.a, above In this mltlal study. The project would not create poiiuted
runoff water.

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? . X

Comment: Refer to flem 8.4, and 8.c, above in thig initial study, The project dévelopment requires
pérmits.to be approved by the Narth Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board and the Well and
Septac Séctions of PRMD for all wastewater disposal. Compliance with State and County Standard
will insure that polentiui impacts to water quality will be avoided.

Place housing within a 100-year hazard area

as mapped on a federal Floxud Hazard Boundary
or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other

flood hazard defineation map?

..

Comment: Thaie is no housing aseociated wilh the project,

Place within & 100-year flood hazard area
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)

a)

b)

siructures which would impedé or rédirect ' C .
floou flows? o X

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

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

» including flooding as a rest of the failure of

g levee or dam? _ X

‘Comment: The site is not subject to flooding.

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflcw? X

A— ——

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

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

Comment: Tl\e pioject Is jocited within an established agriculturai area, The project would not alter
the parcel's ownership, por reconfigure existing parcels or roadways. Therefore, the project would not
divide an established community,

Conflict with any applicable land 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 foi the purpose of

avoiding or mitigating an erwvironmentat effect? — b

Comment: The reguest for 4 winery compltes with the Diverse Agricuiture General Plan deslgnatlon
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 sile or In ihe local area, storage of agricultural products grown or processed on
site, and boltling ot cznning of any agricultural product grown or processed on site."

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

Policy AR-da: "The primary use of any parcel within the three agrlcultural land use categories shall be
agricultural production and related processing, suppori services, and visitor serving uses, Residential
uses In these areas shall recognize that the primary use of the land may create agricultural “nuisance”
situations; such as flles, noise, odars, and spraying of chemicals.” ‘

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

sonvenlently and accessibly Iocated in agricultural production areas when related to the prlmary
agricultural activity in the area.” ‘

* The location is refaied to and serves primarilv the agricultural activity of vinayards. The proposed

winery site Is located in an area which has many acres planted in vines,
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Objactive AR 5 1: "Facmtate County agricultural productlon by allowing ag-lcultural processmg -
facilities and uses in all agricultural land use categories."

£l

The request is for a winery, "Wl_f‘.fr;h is defined as an agricu'tural processing facility.

 Policy AR-Sa: “Frovide for faclliities that process agrlcu‘l?urai commodities in all three agricultural tand
use calegorles. Establish standards and procedures in the zoning ordinance for permlttmg those
facilities.” )

The DA zoning allows for agri¢uitural processing plants with a Use Permit. In addition, the 'deng
Ordinance requires that agricultural process[ng facilities be subject to General Plan policues AR-50
and AR-Sf which are as follows: . .

. i

Policy AR-50_slates that “Local concentrations of any commercial or industrial uses, even If related

to surrounding agricultural activities, are det;imental to the primary uee of the land for the produchon

of food, fibier and plant materials and shall be avolded.”

There ere no other wineries in cluse proximity to the site. The proposal would not hinder or adversely
affect {he use of the sinrounding land for production of foed, fiber and plant materials, :

Pollcy AR-5f states, “Permit storage facilities for agrlcultural products ellher grown ar processed an
the site, Size lhe ‘acmties accordlng to the processing operation.”

The project vl be condltloned on a requirement that storage on sita be for the product created on-site
oniy.

Conflict with any applicable habitat cohservalion
plan or natural community conservation plan?

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

. MiNERAL RESOURCES Would the project: e
. ‘ SIH_?m...enl lqnl scam mpact

Mitlgation
Incorporation

Result in the loss of avaiiebllrty of a known
mineral resource that would be of value ' the
region and the rasidents of the state?

Comment; The project will not result in the loss of a mineral resource.

Resuli ity the loss of avallabllity of a locally-

important mineral resource recovery site

delineated on a local general plan, specific _
plan or othér land use plan? _ X

Coritment: The Sonoma County Generai Plan does not designate the project site as within a known
mineral resource deposit area.

NOISE Would the project result in: :’Icg%r;légl.!‘y g 35 frony E?é’ﬁl um -
mF dnuuuhon
ncorporation

Exposure of parsons to or genaration of noise
levels in excess of standards estzblished in the
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local general plan or noise ordinance, or ’ R ‘ ot
applicable standards of other agencies? X - : '

. Comment: The Sonoma County Noisé Element of the General Plan establishes objectives, poficies

" and perfarmance standards for noise producing land uses which may affect noise sensitive land uses
and vice versa, Winerles-are recoqnlzed as a.source of comr anity nolse because they are typically
located in-guist rural areas.. Exterior nolse primarily occuts during the crush season and is usually
less than 60 dBA at distances greater than 300 feel. The project has been conditioned on a
requirement that events are limlied to the hours of the Daytime Noisa Standare found in the Noise i
Element of the Scnoma 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 attenuate nolse from crush operations, a condition
of appreval requites that all grape crushing activities occur indoors. The building plans for the winery
must show a minimum of W/R-40 insulation or equivalent to insure adequate noise attenuation, If
coollng compressors are required, they’ shall be located indooi's 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 thé bottling truck shall be loc.i-3d 50 that the bz *k end faces south, away from the
adjoining residencas. Thz following mitigation will further insure that potentiat noise impacts-are less
than significant;

Mitlgation Measure: Noise shall be controlied in accordance with the standards set In the Noise
Element of the Sonoma County General Plan.

Mitigation Monitoring: Any noise complanta will be investigated by PRMD siaff. If such
investigatior indicates the appropriate noise standars *avels have besn or may be exceeded, the
permit holders shall ba required to install, at theirex;:: sse, additional professionally designed noise
‘control measure(s). Failure lo install the additional nofse control measure(s) will be considereda
violation of the use permit conditions. If no.:'cI ccmplaints centinue, PRMD shall investigate
complaints, If violations aré found, PRMD skl seek voluntary compliance from the permit holder and
thereafter may initiate an enforcement action andfor revocalion or modification proceedings, as
appropriate.

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

Comment: Conslruction of the new building may generate ground borne vibration and nolse. These
levels would not be excessive or significant as they would be limited to the construction period and
wou''d 6ccur during normal business hours. Otherwise there are no other activities or uses associated
wilh the project that would expose persons (o or generate eny excessive ground borne vibration or
ground borne noise levels.

2} A siibstantial permanent increase in ambient
noise lavels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the:- orOJect? . _ . X

Comment: The prepeséd use will cause the potential for an-increase In noise levels related to more
?ctlvity overall, The Increase would ba reduced to less than significant with the mitigation established
n1ia

" A substantial tempotary 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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< ' E)

12,

b)

~ Comiment: The project site.i is outside the 2010 CNEL noise contour for the Charles Schulz Sonoma

13.

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

naise levels? X

ki

o

County Airport, 2 X

For a project within the vicinity of a private

airstrip, would the project expose people

residing or working in the project area to . ‘ :
excesslve noise Ipvels‘? ' ,. . ‘ X

B - 7.
c:or_nr;sant: The project is'not located within the vicinity of a known private girstrip. poo

POPULATION AND HGUSING Would the project: Eﬁgﬁl_ﬂc%lm b. an'mm I%?d"r?' gutcxgm mgpm
' Impact I‘-'.ztluatlun mpa :
Incorparation

induce substantial population growth in an

area, elther directly (for example, by proposing

new homes and businesses) or indirectly {for

example, through exiension of roads or other

infrastructure)? _ : X

Comment: The project would not directly or indirectly induce substantial poputation growth in the area
because it would not add lo local housing and would not provide Infrastructure needed to suppori the
development of new housing.

Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing necessitating the constriction of
replacement housing elsewhere? , X

—— ———r

Comment: The project would not dlsplace existing housing or necessliate the construction. of housing
elsewhera,

Displace substantial numbers &f people,
necessitating the construction of replarement
housing elsewhere? — : X,

Comment: See Commnent 12.b

PUBLIC SERVICES

Potanlially 0as than Losa than No
SIgnlrcant I nificant Significant impact
Irnooe ¥ Impact
u atlon -
rpomhon

Wolild the project resull in substantial
adverse physizal irmpacis associated with the
nrovision of. new or phygically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically nitered governmental facilities, the
construction of which couild cause significant
environmental impacts, [n order to maintain
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acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance ob,ectlves for anv of the
publlc services: '

Fire protection?
Folive protection?
Schools? .- :
Parks?

Other public facilities?

Comment: The proposed improvements waould At require additional public services or new or
physically altered governmental facilities. The projecyiviust comply with all appiicable fire codes
including emergency ascess, water supply and appl.ances biniding sprinklers, alarm systems, and
extinguishers, The project would not have a substaritial adverse effect on associated governmental
facilities, therefore polentaal impacts to these sgencies is considered less than significant. :

. RECREATION _ : Potenlralrx &hun Loss than

lo
Slanifica cant Slgnificant ‘!rnpm:i
impacl :

PCL
Mltlgahon
Incomoreion

V

Would the project increase the use of

existing neighborhood and regional parks

or nther recreational facilities such that

substantial physicai deterioration of the

facility would occur or be acselerated? _ X

Comment: The proposed project is considered aygricultural processing and nof a residential or
recreational use. The propor:d winery would not cause an increase in the use of parks in the area.
Does the project include retfeatianal
facililies or require thé ¢onstruction or
expansicn of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect
on the nvironment?:

Commant: No recreation facilities are proposed,

. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Would the pioject: " Pofentaly  Lessihan Leso than
Significent Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
s Mitigation
inéorporation

Cause an increase In traffic which is substantial

in relation to the existing trafilc load and capacity

of the street system (i.e., resultin a substantial

Increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the

volume fo capacity fatio on roads, or congeslion

at intersections)? _ o : _ X

Commoent: The site is served by Wood Road, The Count y Department of Transportation and Public
Works has reviewed the request and determined that roadways in the project area are adequate to
serve lhe use. The project will be conditionad to Enprove the existmg driveway access to County
standards and to pay the County—WJde traffic impact fee, .

| Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level
ts{ service standard establishad by the county
congestion management agency for designated
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roads or highways‘ﬁ“ | | X

Comment: See Comment 15.a.

¢) Resultir a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase In traffic levels of a change in S
lo¢atlon that results In substantial safety risks? o0 . . ‘ X

A — eparrrrate \\‘
hY

. i 1 \
Comment: The project would not result in a change in air traffic patterns, lnﬁ:uding either an
incretzse in traffic leveis or a chiange in location thaltesults in substantial safety risks.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design _
feature {e.g.; sharp cirves or dangerous intersections) -
or incompalible uses (e.g., farm equipment? ' ' X

Comment: The Department of Transporiation and Public Works (DTPW) has conditioned lhe project
with specific requirements to increase safety of adjacelit roadways.

. @) Resultin inadequatz emergency accéss? : X

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

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? X

—

Comment: The applicant states that they can accommodate 12 cars with one iiandicap ac. cessible
spot. During special events, if the parking lot fills they will pul up a sign that they are temprJraniy
closed, ‘ ”

Mitigation Measure; No parking lé permltted on Wood Road. If the parking lot fills dunng ar'iy event,
the applicent is requ1red to place a movable sign along Wood Road stating that the winzary is
temporarlty closed (or s'milar language) to prevent Yehicle stacking and parking along the roadway.

Mitigation Monitoring If PRMD recelves and can validate complaints that special events iraffic has
caused parmng or queiny on Wood Road, PRMD will subject the Use Permit to moditication or
revocation.

'g) Conflict with- adopted policies, plans,or o , . .
programs supporting aiternative transporiation
(E.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? ‘ , ; . X

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

16, UTILITIES AND oERVICE SYSTEMS

Weuld ine project S
Impact Mdlgellon
Incorperation
. a) Exceed waslewaler treatmeni requirements
' of the applicable Reglonal Water Quality a :
Control Board? o X

Comment: The wastewater disposal system must he approved by the North Coast Regional Water
Quadlity Control Board (NCRWQB). Through this and the Well and Septic Section of PRMD permitting
process, the project must bé dasligned not to exceed ihe wastewater treatment requirements.
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Require or résult i the constriction of new

water or wastewater treattiiant facilities or

expansion of oxisting facififes, the constructior;

— s —t —

of which could cause significant environmentaf effects? I X -

" Commant: -See. fésppnse t0 18.a, above in thiz initiel -stu‘dy.' The proposed project’is not served by
* public sewer and all process waslewater wiil be ¢isuo5ed of In, a sub=surface septii system...

Clearzinces must be obfaltied frdt both the NCRWGCE and thz Well and Septic Section. 3f PRMD

* priorie:2ermit issuance,

Reqiire o result in the construction of new storm

‘water dralnage faciities or expansion of existing

facilitiss, the constitiction of which could cause

“significant eivirorimental effects? - g o X_

Comment: Project devatpment will require thz construction of storm water drainage facilities forall
new stiuctures, Conditiofis will regire that drzinage improvements. be designad by a clvil engineer in”
acCorddnce with the Water Agency Flead Conirol Design Criteria for approval by the Director:of the
Permit and Resourcé Management and be shown on the'improvement drawings.

“Have sufficient water supplies available to serve

1he project fram existing entitlemants and resources, 7
or are new or cxpanded entitlements naeded? - X

Commeiit: Water for both domestic use ‘and for winemaking operations will be provided by an -
existing well on the property, This is a Zone 1 Water avalilability area and there shouwtd be sufficient

~water to serve tha project. o '

Resull in a'defermination by {he wastewater
treatment provider which s&rves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve:

-~ the project's j.r¢jected demand in addition to the

previder's exisiing commitments? _ . : X

Commenti The broject is not served by a wastewater treatment provider. Apﬁr‘uu.fa'l must be obtaine:
- for the rroposad waste water system by the Well and Sentic Section of PRMD ana the NERWQCB.

Be served by alendfill with sufiicient permitted
rapacity to accemmodate the project's solid
waste disposal needs? . X

Comment: Sonoma County has a solid waste management progtam in place that provides se.id
waste coliection and disposal services for the entiré County, The progriti can accammodate the
permitted collaction and disposal of the waste that wili cesult from the proposed project, Grape
pornace from the precessing of the grapes into wine will be tomposted- and tilied into the vineyard.

Comply with federal, state, and jocal statutes

-and regulations refated to solid waste? o _ . X

Commaent: A referral describing the project wiss sent to the Froject Review-Health Soeciallst, who
required as a condition of approvat that prior to issuance of any related building permit, the applicant
shall submit a design for trash enclosures jor review and approval to the Division of Environmental
Health. This will ensure the winery facility compiies with locai regulation for solid waste.
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7. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE ~ pptonuaiy L

Slgnl cant nificanl . lSlgpnlr{:anl

Impact
Mu!u fion
Incarporal'on

a) Does the projest have the-potential to degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially
reducg; thie habitat of & fish or wildlife $pecies,
causr a fish of wildlife populationto drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the number
or resfrict the range of a rari: or.endangered
plant or animal or efiminate important el:amplas - _

- of the m-:]or penods of Galifornia history of prehlstory‘> : : X

COmmunt No habitat modlflcahon- would ofscur with the project. Constructlon of the facihty would
occurir an area that has'been heawlg dlsturhed and in-anarea th"! already had same construction on
it. ; : . S

Does the project have impacts tfat are
‘ndividually limited, but cumidatively considerable?
("Cumu’allvely considerable” méeans that the
incrementa’-effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the éffects of
past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable fu*: e pro;ecls)? . X X

~Comment: No cursulative.or long-term impacis havo been identifi ed that were not fuliy mitigated. -
Traffic mitigation fees are required to be paid to assist with ihe overall County roadways mdmtenance
CoHis, } -

" Does the prOJect have environmenta; effects
which will cause substaniial adverse efiects _ : _
on human beings, either directly ur Indirectly? ' . X

Commant. The project will result in‘only runimal changes fo the existing environment. Al impacts
will be mitigated to less than significant. Mitigation Measure 1,d.1 requires that all new exterior lights
be shielded, which would enstire that the pioject would not intensify any environment effect to the
detriment of residenis or employees in the-area. Mitigation Measures 11.a will insure that potential
noise irapacts are-controlied in compliance with the standzards zstablished in the General Plan,
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