




























































































E. RECOMMENDATIONS TO AVOID IMPACTS

E.1 Significance

The significance of potential impacts is a function of the scope and scale of the proposed project
within the existing Federal, State and Local regulations and management practices. The
determination of significance of impacts to biological resources consists of an understanding of
the project as proposed and an evaluation of the context in which the impact may occur. The extent
and degree of any impact on-site or off-site must be evaluated consistent with known or expected
site conditions. Therefore, the significance of potential impacts is assessed relevant to a site-
specific scale and the larger regional context.

E.2 Recommendations

The project must comply with Napa County SWPPP requirements to ensure that best management
practices are adopted in order to minimize the amount of sediment and other pollutants leaving the
site during construction activities.

Site development has the potential to impact biological resources without appropriate avoidance
and protection measures. Biological resources on the site include drainages, wildlife, and
amphibians.

* The project has the potential to increase sediment into seasonal drainages within the watershed
of the Napa River.

* Herbicides and pesticides can be harmful or lethal specifically to raptors and amphibians in the
region.

* The addition of deer fencing to the property could entrap large mammals (deer). Fencing can
also reduce the ability of small mammals to move freely through the landscape.

Recommendation 1.1. All project construction activities must be limited to the project footprint.
Best Management Practices including silt and erosion control measures must be
implemented to protect off-site movement of sediment and dust during and post
construction. The erosion control plan for the vineyard must be implemented.

Recommendation 1.2. Whenever possible Integrated Pest Management practices should be
employed with minimally toxic pest control methods. Trapping or raptors should
be used for rodent control. Sustainable Farming Practices should be used to insure
that use of herbicides toxic to amphibians will be minimized.

Recommendation 1.3. Any new deer fencing should be designed with exit gates. Fencing should

use a design that has 6-inch square gaps at the base instead of the typical 3” by 6”
rectangular openings to allow small mammals to move through the fence.
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F. SUMMARY

This study is provided as background information necessary for evaluating potential impacts of the
project on local Biological Resources.

We find that the proposed project following recommendations included in this report will not have
a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

We find that the project as proposed with implementation of recommendations will not have a
substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

We find that the project as proposed will not have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.

We find that the proposed project will not interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

In order for the proposed project to not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, the project must comply with Napa County General Plan Policy CON-24
Paragraph (c) and provide setbacks from all drainages on the property as per Napa County
requirements.

We conclude that the proposed project with the implementation of erosion control plan, and

implementing setbacks from the drainage will not result in any significant adverse biological
impacts to the environment.
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