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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This report details the regulatory background, methods, results, and recommendations of 
a Biological Resources Reconnaissance Survey (BRRS) for the proposed development of 
approximately 43.0 gross acres of vineyard and associated elements (Project Area) 
located at the Chappellet Vineyard LLC properties located on Sage Canyon Road in 
unincorporated Napa County, California (Study Area).  WRA, Inc. performed field surveys 
on April 25, June 20, and July 10, 2018, with a subsequent tree survey performed on 
August 30 and 31, 2019. 

The Study Area is composed of oak woodlands, chaparral, scrub, non-native grasslands, 
disturbed areas, seasonal wetlands, and streams.  The proposed vineyards have been 
designed to avoid and minimize impacts to sensitive biological resources to a large extent.  
A much larger project was originally considered, and the current design included in this 
application is the result of multiple reductions in project size to specifically avoid these 
resources.   While minimization of impacts to sensitive resources is a key element to this 
project, some impacts to special-status plants and sensitive land cover types are 
anticipated. 

Seven sensitive land cover types are present within the Study Area, including coast live 
oak-California bay woodland, blue oak woodland, riparian coast live oak forest, coast live 
oak-blue oak forest, leather oak-chamise chaparral, common manzanita chaparral, and 
potentially jurisdictional waters (pond and streams).  Blue oak woodland, riparian coast 
live oak woodland, and potentially jurisdictional waters are to be completely avoided and 
left intact.  Approximately 4.5 acres of 75.7 total acres (approximately 6 percent) of 
sensitive biological communities are expected to be impacted, leaving approximately 94 
percent of all sensitive land cover types intact. 

Five special-status plants occur within the Study Area, including Sharsmith’s western flax 
(Hesperolinon sharsmithiae, Rank 1B), narrow-anthered brodiaea (Brodiaea leptandra, 
Rank 1B), green Monardella (Monardella viridis, Rank 4), nodding harmonia (Harmonia 
nutans, Rank 4), and holly-leaved ceanothus (Ceanothus purpureus, Rank 1B).  
Sharsmith’s flax, narrow anthered brodiaea, and nodding harmonia are to be completely 
avoided; the remainder will be largely avoided, but a limited amount will be removed within 
the proposed grading limits.  A minimum  of approximately 70 percent and 80 percent of 
the acreage occupied respectively by holly leaved ceanothus and green monardella is to 
be retained.  

Some special-status birds, as well as non-status birds with baseline legal protections have 
the potential to occur in the Study Area.  Likewise, the state candidate (for listing) foothill 
yellow-legged frog has the potential to occur.  Mitigation measures and best management 
practices have been developed and provided herein to avoid impacts to these resources. 
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1.0     INTRODUCTION 

1.1    Purpose of Assessment 

On April 25, June 20, and July 10, 2018, WRA, Inc. (WRA) performed an assessment of biological 
resources at two Chappallet Vineyard, LLC parcels located on Sage Canyon Road, 
unincorporated Napa County (APNs: 032-010-076, 032-010-094; hereafter Study Area) (Figure 
A-1, Appendix A).  The area assessed also included an approximately 13-acre portion of a directly 
adjacent parcel under the same ownership (Additional Area; APN: 032-010-022), to ensure that 
setbacks from sensitive biological resources (if warranted) are adequate.  The purpose of this 
study was to gather the information necessary to complete a review of biological resources under 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to meet the guidelines outlined by Napa County 
in Guidelines for Preparing Biological Resources Reconnaissance Surveys (Napa County 2016a) 
and Guidelines for Preparing Special-status Plant Studies (Napa County 2016b).  In addition to 
those biological resources considered under CEQA, this study accounted for resources protected 
under federal, state, and local environmental regulations. 

A biological resources reconnaissance survey (BRRS) provides general information on the 
presence, or potential presence, of sensitive species and habitats.  These survey(s) contain the 
results of a focused protocol-level survey for listed plant species in the Study Area; however, 
protocol-level surveys for wildlife may or may not be included as part of the survey.  This survey 
is not a formal wetland delineation; in instances where such a delineation may be required for 
project approval by local, state, or federal agencies, results would be reported herein, but may be 
presented elsewhere in separate reports.  This survey is based on information available at the 
time of the study and on-site conditions that were observed on the date(s) the site was visited. 

This report describes the results of the site visit, which assessed the Study Area for (1) the 
presence of sensitive biological communities, (2) the potential for biological communities on the 
site to support special-status plant and wildlife species, and (3) the presence of any other sensitive 
natural resources protected by local, state, or federal laws and regulations.  Special-status 
species observed during the site assessment were documented and their presence is discussed 
herein.  Specific findings on the habitat suitability or presence of special-status species or 
sensitive habitats may require that protocol-level surveys or other studies be conducted; 
recommendations for additional studies are provided, if necessary. 

1.2    Project Summary 

The proposed project (Project) involves the installation of five vineyard blocks totaling 
approximately 43.0 gross acres across the two subject parcels.  Associated with the installation 
of the grape vines will be vineyard avenues, access roads, fences, irrigation lines, etc.  Site 
preparation (ripping, installation of erosion control measures, seeding cover crop, and installation 
of irrigation pipelines and trellis) will occur during the grading window of April 1 through September 
15.  By September 15, the site will be winterized with placement of straw wattles, seeding of 
vineyard avenues and planting areas, and straw mulch spread over disturbed areas as required 
by the ECP prepared for the Project. 
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2.0     REGULATORY BACKGROUND 

This report is intended to facilitate conformance of the Project with the standards outlined in the 
Napa County Code and General Plan.  In addition to the requirements of Napa County, the Project 
may also be subject to several federal and state regulations designed to protect sensitive natural 
resources.  Full analysis of these requirements in the context of the Project is addressed herein. 

2.1     Federal and State Regulatory Setting 

2.1.1     Sensitive Land Cover Types 

Land cover types are herein defined as those areas of a particular vegetation type, soil or bedrock 
formation, aquatic features, and/or other distinct phenomenon. Typically, land cover types have 
identifiable boundaries that can be delineated based on changes in plant assemblages, soil or 
rock types, soil surface or near-surface hydroperiod, anthropogenic or natural disturbance, 
topography, elevation, etc.  Many land cover types are not considered sensitive or otherwise 
protected under the environmental regulations discussed here.  However, these land cover types 
typically provide essential ecological and biological functions for plants and wildlife, including, 
frequently, special-status species.  Those land cover types that are considered or protected under 
one or more environmental regulations are discussed below.  

Waters of the United States: The United States Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) regulates 
“Waters of the United States” under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA).  Waters of the 
United States are defined in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) as waters susceptible to use 
in commerce, including interstate waters and wetlands, all other waters (intrastate waterbodies, 
including wetlands), and their tributaries (33 CFR 328.3).  Potential wetland areas, according to 
the three criteria used to delineate wetlands as defined in the Corps Wetlands Delineation Manual 
(Environmental Laboratory 1987), are identified by the presence of (1) hydrophytic vegetation, (2) 
hydric soils, and (3) wetland hydrology.  Areas that are inundated at a sufficient depth and for a 
sufficient duration to exclude growth of hydrophytic vegetation are subject to Section 404 
jurisdiction as “other waters” and are often characterized by an ordinary high water mark (OHWM).  
Other waters, for example, generally include lakes, rivers, and streams.  The placement of fill 
material into Waters of the United States generally requires an individual or nationwide permit 
from the Corps under Section 404 of the CWA. 

Waters of the State: The term “Waters of the State” is defined by the Porter-Cologne Act as “any 
surface water or groundwater, including saline waters, within the boundaries of the state.”  The 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) protects all waters in its regulatory scope and 
has special responsibility for wetlands, riparian areas, and headwaters.  These waterbodies have 
high resource value, are vulnerable to filling, and are not systematically protected by other 
programs.  RWQCB jurisdiction includes “isolated” wetlands and waters that may not be regulated 
by the Corps under Section 404.  Waters of the State are regulated by the RWQCB under the 
State Water Quality Certification Program which regulates discharges of fill and dredged material 
under Section 401 of the CWA and the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act.  Projects that 
require a Corps permit, or fall under other federal jurisdiction, and have the potential to impact 
Waters of the State, are required to comply with the terms of the Water Quality Certification 
determination.  If a project does not require a federal permit, but does involve dredge or fill 
activities that may result in a discharge to Waters of the State, the RWQCB has the option to 
regulate the dredge and fill activities under its state authority in the form of Waste Discharge 
Requirements.  The San Francisco Bay RWQCB, which has jurisdiction over projects in the Napa 
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River watershed, recently adopted the General Permit for Vineyard Properties in the Napa River 
and Sonoma Creek Watersheds to comply with the WDRs for sediment and nutrient discharge 
from vineyards. 

Streams, Lakes, and Riparian Habitat: Streams and lakes, as habitat for fish and wildlife species, 
are subject to jurisdiction by CDFW under Sections 1600-1616 of California Fish and Game Code 
(CFGC).  Alterations to or work within or adjacent to streambeds or lakes generally require a 1602 
Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement.  The term “stream”, which includes creeks and rivers, 
is defined in the California Code of Regulations (CCR) as “a body of water that flows at least 
periodically or intermittently through a bed or channel having banks and supports fish or other 
aquatic life [including] watercourses having a surface or subsurface flow that supports or has 
supported riparian vegetation” (14 CCR 1.72).  In addition, the term “stream” can include 
ephemeral streams, dry washes, watercourses with subsurface flows, canals, aqueducts, 
irrigation ditches, and other means of water conveyance if they support aquatic life, riparian 
vegetation, or stream-dependent terrestrial wildlife (CDFG 1994).  “Riparian” is defined as “on, or 
pertaining to, the banks of a stream.”  Riparian vegetation is defined as “vegetation which occurs 
in and/or adjacent to a stream and is dependent on, and occurs because of, the stream itself” 
(CDFG 1994).  Removal of riparian vegetation also requires a Section 1602 Lake and Streambed 
Alteration Agreement from CDFW. 

Sensitive Natural Communities: Sensitive natural communities not discussed above include 
habitats that fulfill special functions or have special values.  Natural communities considered 
sensitive are those identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the CDFW.  
CDFW ranks sensitive communities as "threatened" or "very threatened" (CDFW 2018a) and 
keeps records of their occurrences in its California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB; CDFW 
2019).  CNDDB vegetation alliances are ranked 1 through 5 based on NatureServe's (2018) 
methodology, with those alliances ranked globally (G) or statewide (S) as 1 through 3 considered 
sensitive.  Impacts to sensitive natural communities identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
or regulations or those identified by the CDFW or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) must 
be considered and evaluated under CEQA (CCR Title 14, Div. 6, Chap. 3, Appendix G).  The 
Napa County Baseline Data Report (NCBDR) identifies sensitive Napa County natural 
communities, discussed further in Section 2.2 below (Napa County 2005). 

2.1.2     Special-status Species 

Plants: Special-status plants include species/taxa that have been listed as endangered or 
threatened, or are formal candidates for such listing, under the federal Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) and/or California Endangered Species Act (CESA).  Plant species on the California Native 
Plant Society (CNPS) Rare and Endangered Plant Inventory (Inventory) with California Rare Plant 
Ranks (Rank) of 1, 2, and 3 are also considered special-status plant species and must be 
considered under CEQA.  Rank 4 species are typically only afforded protection under CEQA when 
such species are particularly unique to the locale (e.g., range limit, low abundance/low frequency, 
limited habitat) or are otherwise considered locally rare.  A description of the CNPS Ranks is 
provided in Appendices B and C.  Additionally, any plant species listed as sensitive within the 
Napa County General Plan or NCBDR are likewise considered sensitive. 

Wildlife: As with plants, special-status wildlife include species/taxa that have been listed or are 
formal candidates for such under ESA and/or CESA.  The federal Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act provides relatively broad protections to both of North America’s eagle species (bald 
[Haliaeetus leucocephalus] and golden eagle [Aquila chrysaetos)] that in some regards are similar 
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to those provided by ESA.  The CFGC designates some species as Fully Protected (SFP), which 
indicates that take of that species cannot be authorized through a state permit.  Additionally, 
CDFW Species of Special Concern (species that face extirpation in California if current population 
and habitat trends continue) are given special consideration under CEQA, and are therefore 
considered special-status species.  In addition to regulations for special-status species, most 
native birds in the United States, including non-status species, have baseline legal protections 
under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 and CFGC, i.e., sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513.  
Under these laws/codes, the intentional harm or collection of adult birds as well as the intentional 
collection or destruction of active nests, eggs, and young is illegal.  For bat species, the Western 
Bat Working Group (WBWG) designates conservation status for species of bats, and those with 
a high or medium-high priority are typically given special consideration under CEQA.  Finally, 
wildlife species/taxa named as “locally rare” in the NCBDR (Napa County 2005) are also treated 
as special-status for purposes of this assessment. 

Critical Habitat, Essential Fish Habitat, and Wildlife Corridors: Critical habitat is a term defined in 
the ESA as a specific and formally-designated geographic area that contains features essential 
for the conservation of a threatened or endangered species and that may require special 
management and protection.  The ESA requires federal agencies to consult with the USFWS to 
conserve listed species on their lands and to ensure that any activities or projects they fund, 
authorize, or carry out will not jeopardize the survival of a threatened or endangered species.  In 
consultation for those species with critical habitat, federal agencies must also ensure that their 
activities or projects do not adversely modify critical habitat to the point that it will no longer aid in 
the species’ recovery.  Note that designated critical habitat areas that are currently unoccupied 
by the species but which are deemed necessary for the species’ recovery are also protected by 
the prohibition against adverse modification. 

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act) 
provides for conservation and management of fishery resources in the U.S.  This Act establishes 
a national program intended to prevent overfishing, rebuild overfished stocks, ensure 
conservation, and facilitate long-term protection through the establishment of Essential Fish 
Habitat (EFH).  EFH consists of aquatic areas that contain habitat essential to the long-term 
survival and health of fisheries, which may include the water column, certain bottom types, 
vegetation (e.g., eelgrass (Zostera spp.)), or complex structures such as oyster beds.  Any federal 
agency that authorizes, funds, or undertakes action that may adversely affect EFH is required to 
consult with NMFS. 

Movement and migratory corridors for native wildlife (including aquatic corridors) as well as wildlife 
nursery sites are given special consideration under CEQA.  Additionally, the NCBDR (Napa 
County 2005) outlines important corridor resources within the County and encourages protection 
of these resources via Policy CON-18 (see section 2.2 below). 

2.2     Napa County Regulatory Setting 

Napa County General Plan and Napa County Code:  Natural resource use in Napa County is 
regulated by the Napa County General Plan (Napa County 2008).  Below are relevant policies 
from the General Plan pertaining to wetlands and biological resources which may be applicable 
to the Project. 
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Napa County Baseline Data Report 

Specific sensitive biological communities are identified in the NCBDR (Napa County 2005).  In 
addition to those biological communities identified by CDFW, the NCBDR also identifies biotic 
communities of limited distribution that “encompass less than 500 acres of cover within the County 
and are considered by local biological experts to be worthy of conservation” (Napa County 2005). 

Natural Resource Goals and Policies 

Policy CON-13:  The County shall require that all discretionary residential, commercial, industrial, 
recreation, agricultural, and water development projects consider and address impacts to wildlife 
habitat and avoid impacts to fisheries and habitat supporting special-status species to the extent 
feasible.  Where impacts to wildlife and special-status species cannot be avoided, projects shall 
include effective mitigation measures and management plans including provisions to: 

a) Maintain the following essentials for fish and wildlife resources: 
a. Sufficient dissolved oxygen in the water. 
b. Adequate amounts of proper food. 
c. Adequate amounts of feeding, escaping, and nesting habitat. 
d. Proper temperature through maintenance and enhancement of streamside 

vegetation volume flows, and velocity of water. 
b) Employ supplemental planting and maintenance of grasses, shrubs and trees of like 

quality and quantity to provide adequate vegetation cover to enhance water quality, 
minimize sedimentation and soil transport, and provide adequate shelter and food for 
wildlife and special-status species and maintain the watersheds, especially streams side 
areas, in good condition. 

c) Provide protection for habitat supporting special-status species through buffering or other 
means. 

d) Provide replacement habitat of like quantity and quality on- or off-site for special-status 
species to mitigate impacts to special-status species. 

e) Enhance existing habitat values, particularly for special-status species, through 
restoration and replanting of native plant species as part of discretionary permit review 
and approval. 

f) Require temporary or permanent buffers of adequate size (based on the requirements of 
the special-status species) to avoid nest abandonment of birds and raptors associated 
with construction and site development activities. 

g) Demonstrate compliance with applicable provisions and regulations of recovery plans for 
listed species. 

Policy CON-17: Preserve and protect native grasslands, serpentine grasslands, mixed serpentine 
chaparral, and other sensitive biotic communities and habitats of limited distribution.  The County, 
in its discretion, shall require mitigation that results in the following standards: 

a) Prevent removal or disturbance of sensitive natural plant communities that contain special-
status plant species or provide critical habitat to special-status animal species. 

b) In other areas, avoid disturbances to or removal of sensitive natural plant communities 
and mitigate potentially significant impacts where avoidance is infeasible. 

c) Promote protection from overgrazing and other destructive activities. 
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d) Encourage scientific study and require monitoring and active management where biotic 
communities and habitats of limited distribution or sensitive natural plant communities are 
threatened by the spread of invasive non-native species. 

e) Require no net loss of sensitive biotic communities and habitats of limited distribution 
through avoidance, restoration, or replacement where feasible. Where avoidance, 
restoration, or replacement is not feasible, preserve like habitat at a 2:1 ratio or greater 
within Napa County to avoid significant cumulative loss of valuable habitats. 

Policy CON-18: To reduce impacts on habitat conservation and connectivity: 

a) In sensitive domestic water supply drainages where new development is required to retain 
between 40 and 60 percent [now 70 percent; see below] of the existing (as of June 16, 
1993) vegetation onsite, the vegetation selected for retention should be in areas designed 
to maximize habitat value and connectivity.   

b) Outside of sensitive domestic water supply drainages, streamlined permitting procedures 
should be instituted for new vineyard projects that voluntarily retain valuable habitat and 
connectivity, including generous setbacks from streams and buffers around ecologically 
sensitive areas. 

c) Preservation of habitat and connectivity of adequate size, quality and configuration to 
support special-status species should be required within the project area.  The size of 
habitat and connectivity to be preserved shall be determined based on the specific needs 
of the species. 

d) The County shall require discretionary projects to retain movement corridors of adequate 
size and habitat quality to allow for continued wildlife use based on the needs of the 
species occupying the habitat. 

e) The County shall require new vineyard development to be designed to minimize the 
reduction of wildlife movement to the maximum extent feasible.  In the event the County 
concludes that such development will have a significant impact on wildlife movement, the 
County may require the applicant to relocate or remove existing perimeter fencing installed 
on or after February 16, 2007 to offset the impact cause by the new vineyard development. 

Policy CON-19: The County shall encourage the preservation of critical habitat areas and habitat 
connectivity through the use of conservation easements or other methods as well as through 
continued implementation of the Napa County Conservation Regulations associated with 
vegetation retention and setbacks from waterways. 

Policy CON-24: Maintain and improve oak woodland habitat to provide for slope stabilization, soil 
protection, species diversity, and wildlife habitat through appropriate measures including one or 
more of the following: 

a) Preserve, to the extent feasible, oak trees and other significant vegetation that occur near 
the heads of drainages or depressions to maintain diversity of vegetation type and wildlife 
habitat as part of agriculture projects. 

b) Comply with the Oak Woodlands Preservation Act regarding oak woodland preservation 
to conserve the integrity and diversity of oak woodlands, and retain, to the maximum extent 
feasible, existing oak woodland and chaparral communities and other significant 
vegetation as part of the residential, commercial, and industrial approvals. 

c) Provide replacement of lost oak woodlands or preservation of like habitat at a 2:1 ratio 
[now a 3:1 ratio; see below] when retention of existing vegetation is found to be infeasible.  


