City of St. Helena
Regular City Council Meeting
Tuesday, August 28, 2018 @ 6:00 PM

465 Main Street, St. Helena

Vintage Hall Board Room - Second Floor

PLEASE NOTE: Any person who wishes to speak regarding an item on the agenda or make a
comment under the "Oral Communication" portion of the agenda may do so, but please

observe the time limit of four minutes.

1. CALL TO ORDER
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
3. ROLL CALL

Mayor: Alan Galbraith, Vice Mayor: Peter White, City Council: Paul Dohring,

Geoff Ellsworth and Mary Koberstein
4. PUBLIC FORUM:

Members of the public are entitled to speak on matters of municipal concern
not on the agenda during Public Forum. Each person’s comments shall be
limited to 4 minutes. Each person is entitled to speak on any non-agendized
item only once at any meeting. Brief questions by Councilmembers for
clarifications may be posed and answered, and Councilmembers may make
requests that items be placed on future agendas, but in accordance with state
law, no substantive discussion or action may take place unless and until the

matter properly appears on the agenda.

5. REPORTS BY STAFF AND CITY COUNCIL, FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS, AND

AB 1234 REPORTS:

Reports by staff and/or Councilmembers on items of general interest. Brief
guestions for clarification may be posed and answered, and Councilmembers
may request that items be placed on a future agenda. Except under certain
circumstances, the Brown Act prohibits any other discussion or action by the

City Council.

6. PRESENTATIONS AND PUBLIC RECOGNITIONS
6.1. Oath of Office for Fire Captain Nicholas Solakian
6.2.  Oath of Office for Fire Engineer Martin Macias

7. STAFF BRIEFING

7.1.  Upper York Creek Update
York Creek Schedule 2018

8. CONSENT ITEMS

Members of the Council or the public may ask that any items be considered
individually for purposes of considering alternative action, for extended
discussion, or for public comment. Unless that is done, one motion may be

used to adopt all recommended actions. (Roll Call Vote)

8.1. Consideration and proposed approval of Regular Meeting Minutes of
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10.

August 14, 2018 and Special Meeting Minutes of August 14, 2018.
(Minutes will be provided prior to the meeting)

8.2.  Adoption of a resolution to approve revisions to the Planning 9-17
Commission By-Laws, updated in response to City Council
direction and identified needs of the Planning Commission.

CEQA Determination: Not a CEQA project

Prepared By: Noah Housh, Planning & Community Improvement
Director

Recommendation:

It is recommended by the Planning Commission that the City Council:

1. Find that the update to the Planning Commission By-Laws is not a
project under CEQA; and

2. Adopt a resolution to approve the 2018 Planning Commission By-
Laws.

Staff Report - Pdf
PUBLIC HEARINGS
9.1. None

NEW BUSINESS

10.1. Quarterly Grant Report for FY 2018 Q4, for the period ending June 30, 19-29
2018

CEQA Determination: Not a CEQA project
Prepared By: Mandy Kellogg, Admin Services Mgr
Recommendation:

Receive and file report.

Staff Report - Pdf

10.2. Fiscal Year 2017/18 4th Quarter Finance Report for transactions 31-41
posted through August 9, 2018

CEQA Determination: Not a CEQA project

Prepared By: April Mitts, Finance Director
Recommendation:

Receive and file the Q4 FY 2017/18 financial report.

Staff Report - Pdf

10.3. Consideration and discussion of the existing no parking zone on 43 - 159
Main Street that affects the residences at 1820, 1830, 1846,
1856, 1862 and 1872 Main Street

CEQA Determination: Exempt from the requirements of CEQA pursuant
to Section 15301, Class 1, which exempts the operation, leasing, or
minor alteration of existing facilities

Prepared By: Erica Ahmann Smithies, Public Works Director and City
Engineer

Recommendation:
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10.4.

10.5.

10.6.

Information and possible direction to staff.
Staff Report - Pdf

Consideration and proposed approval of a Resolution Setting a Hearing
to Approve the Annexation of Territory into the St Helena Municipal
Sewer District No. 1 MSD ANNEXATION NO. 134,1025 and 1045 Pratt
Avenue, St Helena, CA. 94574 (APN’s) 009-142-023-000 and 009-142-
024-000.

CEQA Determination: Exempt from the requirements of CEQA under
the “General Rule”, Section 15061 (b)(3), in that it can be seen with
certainty that the proposed action will have no impact on the
environment.

Prepared By: Erica Ahmann Smithies, Public Works Director and City
Engineer

Recommendation:

Staff recommends the City Council adopt a Resolution Setting a
Hearing to Approve the Annexation of Territory into the St Helena
Municipal Sewer District No. 1 MSD ANNEXATION NO. 134, 1025 and
1045 Pratt Avenue, St Helena, CA. 94574 (APN’s) 009-142-023-000
and 009-142-024-000.

Staff Report - Pdf

Consideration of authorizing Safety Exceptions for the Large Truck
Ordinance, to entities within the City, through an application process.

CEQA Determination: Not a CEQA project

Prepared By: William Imboden, Chief of Police

Recommendation:

Staff requests direction from the Council on the desire to bring forward
a draft Truck Ordinance Safety Exception Waiver process.

Staff Report - Pdf

Public Comment

City Council consideration of a recommendation from City staff to fund
an additional contingency budget of $30,000 with a loan from the
Affordable Housing Trust Fund (AHTF) to Calistoga Affordable Housing
(CAH) for the Turley Flats Affordable Housing project at 1105 Pope St.

CEQA Determination: This action is exempt from the requirements of
CEQA under the "General Rule", Section 15061 (b) (3), in that it can be
seen with certainty that no environmental impacts will result from this
action; and Section 15273 given that CEQA does not apply to Rates,
Tolls, Fares and Charges.

Prepared By: Noah Housh, Planning & Community Improvement
Director

Recommendation:

It is recommended by staff that the City Council adopt a resolution to
approve:

1. Modifying the Turley Flats RHNA Transfer agreement with the
County of Napa to include three RHNA credits in the 2022-2030
housing cycle; and

161 - 176

177 - 183

185 - 201
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10.7.

10.8.

10.9.

2. Create an additional contingency budget (in the form of an increased
AHTF loan) of up to $30,000 to the Turley Flats eight unit affordable
housing project, to cover any additional unbudgeted costs and ensure
the project is completed and occupied in 2018.

3. Authorize the City Manager to draft, finalize and approve the required
documents.

Staff Report - Pdf

Accepting of the City of St. Helena Wastewater Treatment and
Reclamation Plant (WWTRP) Improvements Feasibility Study and
Recommendation for the Phase | WWTRP Improvements Project in
Response to San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
Order R2-2016-004 and Direction to Negotiate a Contract for Design of
the Proposed Improvements. (STAFF REPORT FORTHCOMING)

Bimonthly Update on City Council Goals and Strategic Objectives

CEQA Determination: Not a CEQA project
Prepared By: Mark T. Prestwich, City Manager
Recommendation:

Receive and file.

Staff Report - Pdf
City Council to review two proposed resolutions for consideration at the

League of California Cities Annual Conference and provide voting
direction to the voting delegate and alternate voting delegates

CEQA Determination: Not a CEQA project

Prepared By: Cindy Tzafopoulos, City Clerk

Recommendation:

Staff recommends for Council to discuss and consider the proposed
resolutions. Provide direction to the City’s voting delegates for
participation at the League of California Cities Annual Business Meeting
and General Assembly on Friday, September 14, 2018.

Staff Report - Pdf

11. ITEMS LIKELY TO BE PLACED ON THE NEXT OR FUTURE MEETING
AGENDA:

11.1.

August City Council Meetings:

8/30 Rent Stabilization Workshop

September City Council Meetings:

9/11 (staff reports due 8/24)

9/17 Next Steps related to the SHAPE Report/City Hall
9/25 (staff reports due 9/7)

PROCLAMATIONS AND PUBLIC RECOGNITION:

9/11 Proclamation | Suicide Prevention Awareness Month
CONSENT:

9/25 Amended Coop Agreement with Caltrans for Grayson
Signal for electricity(Caltrans to attend)
9/25 Jingle All the Way St. Helena | Staff Briefing

203 - 216

217 - 270
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12.

9/11 OTSH Final Map

9/11 Lyman Bathroom Update | Staff Briefing

9/11 Delegate claims processing authority to REMIF - HR
9/25 Sewer Annexation (3999 Crane)

9/11 Affordable Housing

9/11 Fire Bay Door

9/11 Street Closure for Harvest Festival

PH or NEW BUSINESS:

9/11 Downtown Vitality next steps — Admin

9/28 Raw Water Use Charges - PW

9/11 1st Reading Design Review Ordinance - Planning
9/25 1st Reading Concept Review Ordinance - Planning
9/11 1st Reading Sign Code Ordinance

9/11 Council Update cost allocation, user fee and impact fee
9/11 Class & Comp Update - HR

October City Council Meetings:

10/9 (staff reports due 9/21)

10/23 (staff reports due 10/5)

CONSENT:

Tennis Court Resurfacing | Staff Briefing - Rec

ADJOURNMENT
The next Regular City Council meeting is scheduled for September 11, 2018,
at 6:00 p.m. in the Vintage Hall Board Room located at 465 Main Street.

This agenda was posted at City Hall, 1480 Main Street, and at Vintage Hall,
465 Main Street, St. Helena, California on August 17, 2018.

Cindy Tzafopoulos, City Clerk

In Compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special
assistance to participate in this meeting, please call the City Clerk’s Office
(707) 967-2792. Notification 72 hours prior to the meeting as required by
Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act will enable the City to
make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting

CHALLENGING DECISIONS OF CITY ENTITIES

The time limit within which to commence any lawsuit or legal challenge to any
guasi-adjudicative decision made by the City of St. Helena is governed by
Section 1094.6 of the Code of Civil Procedure, unless a shorter limitation
period is specified by any other provision, including without limitation
Government Code section 65009 applicable to many land use and zoning
decisions, Government Code section 66499.37 applicable to the Subdivision
Map Act, and Public Resources Code section 21167 applicable to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Under Section 1094.6, any
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lawsuit or legal challenge to any quasi-adjudicative decision made by the City
must be filed no later than the 90th day following the date on which such
decision becomes final. Any lawsuit or legal challenge, which is not filed within
that 90-day period, will be barred. Government Code section 65009 and
66499.37, and Public Resources Code section 21167, impose shorter
limitations periods and requirements, including timely service in addition to
filing.

If a person wishes to challenge the above actions in court, they may be limited
to raising only those issues they or someone else raised at the meeting
described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the City of
St. Helena, at or prior to the meeting. In addition, judicial challenge may be
limited or barred where the interested party has not sought and exhausted all
available administrative remedies.

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL RECEIVED AFTER THE POSTING OF THE
AGENDA

Any supplemental writings or documents distributed to a majority of the City
Council regarding any item on this Agenda, after the posting of the Agenda,
will be available for public review in the City Clerk’s Office located at 1480 Main
Street, St. Helena, California, during normal business hours. In addition, such
writings or documents will be made available on the City’'s web site at
https://sthelena.civicweb.net and will be available for public review at the
respective meeting.
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Upper York Creek Ecosystem Restoration Project

1D Task Name Duration Start Finish Predecessors 2019
Mar ‘ Apr ‘ May ‘ Jun ‘ Jul ‘ Aug ‘ Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov
1 | Project Management and Coordination 490 days Wed 11/29/17 Tue 10/15/19
2 Phase 1 Sediment Trap Construction 338days Thu 3/22/18 Mon 7/8/19 [
3 Topographic Survey and Easement Development 86 days Mon 3/26/18 Mon 7/23/18 N
4 Submit NMFS/USACOE Permit Application Package 0 days Wed 4/4/18 Wed 4/4/18 4/4
5 Prepare updated wetlands delineation and biological report 15 days Thu 3/22/18 Wed 4/11/18 4FS-10 days d
6 Submit updated wetlands delineation and biological report 0 days Wed 4/11/18  Wed 4/11/18 5 &4/11
7 Coordination Meeting with Agencies to discuss remaining Phase 1 permit 0 days Thu 4/12/18 Thu 4/12/18 914/12
items
8 Update Permit Applications (as needed) 74 days Fri 4/20/18 Wed 8/1/18 7 ——
9 Incidental Take Permit (Phase 1 and Phase 2) 74 days Fri 4/20/18 Wed 8/1/18 ——
10 Prepare (Separate) Phase 1 Design PS&E Package 15 days Wed 5/30/18 Tue 6/19/18 3FS-15 days Y
11 Submit Draft Phase 1 Design and Permit Package 0 days Tue 6/5/18 Tue 6/5/18 16/5
12 Agency and City Review and Comment 5 days Tue 6/5/18 Mon 6/11/18 11 I
13 Meeting window to discuss remining items for Phase 1 5 days Tue 6/12/18 Mon 6/18/18 12 L N
14 Prepare Plats and Legals for Easements 10 days Tue 7/24/18 Mon 8/6/18 3 l i
15 Prepare Revised Monitoring plan 45 days Tue 6/19/18 Mon 8/20/18 13
16 Easement Negotiations with Spring Mountain Vineyard 70 days Tue 8/7/18 Mon 11/12/18 14
17 Prepare Final Phase 1 Design PS&E Package 10 days Tue 8/7/18 Mon 8/20/18 14 I
18 Submit Final Phase 1 Design PS&E Package 0 days Mon 8/20/18 Mon 8/20/18 17 ¢8/20
19 Review and Approve Design 1 PS&E Package 20 days Tue 8/21/18 Mon 9/17/18 18 3
20 City Prepare Report to City Council 50 days Tue 9/18/18 Mon 11/26/18 19 L N
21 City Council Approve Bid Package 0 days Mon 11/26/18  Mon 11/26/18 20 {11/26
22 Advertise Project and Review Bids 30 days Tue 11/27/18  Mon 1/7/19 21 I
23 City Council Select Contractor 0 days Mon 1/7/19 Mon 1/7/19 22 é 1/7
24 Begin Construction 0 days Mon 5/13/19 Mon 5/13/19 23FS+90 days li 5/13
25 Construction Window (Assume construction will take 2 weeks) 40 days Tue 5/14/19 Mon 7/8/19 24
26 Phase 2 Dam Removal and Related Improvements 490 days Wed 11/29/17 Tue 10/15/19
27 Tour of Roughened Ramp Sites 0 days Wed 4/18/18  Wed 4/18/18 14/18
28 Determine Design Approach and Hydraulic Criteria 81 days Wed 4/18/18 Wed 8/8/18 27 h
29 Hydraulic Report 30 days Mon 1/8/18 Thu 8/30/18 28
30 Draft Phase 2 Improvement Plans 15 days Wed 7/11/18 Fri 9/7/18 29 N
31 RLF and YLF Surveys 154 days Wed 11/29/17 Sat 6/30/18 1
32 NS Owl Surveys 86 days Fri 2/1/19 Fri 5/31/19 [} 1
33 USACOE 404 Permit 30 days Mon 9/3/18 Fri 10/12/18
34 Section 7 Consultation 30 days Mon 9/3/18 Fri 10/12/18
35 Section 106 30 days Mon 9/3/18 Fri 10/12/18
36 CDFW 1602 30 days Mon 9/3/18 Fri 10/12/18
37 RWQCB 401 Certification 30 days Mon 9/3/18 Fri 10/12/18
38 Update Permit Applications for Phase 2 30 days Mon 9/3/18 Fri 10/12/18 30 45
39 Agency Review of Permit Applications 160 days Mon 10/15/18  Fri 5/24/19 38 1
40 Specifications and Cost Estimates 10 days Mon 10/15/18  Fri 10/26/18 38 =
41 Draft Phase 2 Submittal (PS&E, Specifications, Cost Estimates) 0 days Fri 10/26/18 Fri 10/26/18 40 {10/26
42 Agency Review of Draft Phase 2 Submittal (City and Review Agencies) 30 days Mon 10/29/18  Fri 12/7/18 41 I
43 Final (100%) Improvement Plans and Hydraulic Report 10 days Mon 12/10/18  Fri 12/21/18 42 l H
44 100% Submittal (Final Design Report, 100% PS&E) 0 days Fri 12/21/18 Fri 12/21/18 43 {12/21
45 Review and Approve 100% Submittal 10 days Mon 12/24/18  Fri 1/4/19 44 5
46 Approve 100% Submittal 0 days Fri 1/4/19 Fri 1/4/19 45 {1/4
47 City Prepare Report to City Council 20 days Mon 1/7/19 Fri 2/1/19 46 H
48 City Council Approve Bid Package 0 days Fri 2/1/19 Fri 2/1/19 47 {2/1
49 Advertise Project and Review Bids 29 days Mon 2/4/19 Thu 3/14/19 48 H
50 City Council Select Contractor 0 days Thu 3/14/19 Thu 3/14/19 49 QL 3/14
51 Begin construction 0 days Mon 6/17/19 Mon 6/17/19 16/17
52 Construction Support (Assume during entire duration of construction) 87 days Mon 6/17/19 Tue 10/15/19 51 3
Project: York Creek Schedule 20 Task Summary 1 Inactive Milestone Duration-only Start-only C External Milestone o Manual Progress ——
Date: Tue 7/31/18 Split Project Summary I I Inactive Summary I Manual Summary Rollup s Finish-only | Deadline L 4

Milestone L 4 Inactive Task

Manual Task

I 1 External Tasks

Manual Summary

Progress
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Agenda Item #8.2.

Report to the City Council
Council Meeting of August 28, 2018

Agenda Section: Consent

Subject: Adoption of a resolution to approve revisions to the Planning
Commission By-Laws, updated in response to City Council
direction and identified needs of the Planning Commission.

CEQA Not a CEQA project
Determination:

Prepared By: Noah Housh, Planning & Community Improvement Director
Reviewed By: Mark T. Prestwich, City Manager

Approved By: Mark T. Prestwich, City Manager

BACKGROUND
The Commission last updated the Planning Commission By-Laws in February 2016,
and these changes were approved by the City Council on March 8, 2016.

On June 12, 2018, the City Council unanimously adopted Resolution 2018-75
rescinding the previously approved Standards and Rules of Conduct, in favor of new
Rules and Standards for the conduct of meetings and individuals making the 2016
Planning Commission By-Laws slightly inconsistent with these updated Rules and
Standards.

On July 3 and July 17, 2018, the Planning Commission reviewed the 2016 By-Laws and
voted to include the Council's directed changes, as well as to make several other minor
procedural changes.

DISCUSSION

The updated Planning Commission By-Laws incorporating the recent changes to the
City Council Standards of Conduct and Rules of Procedure for the Conduct of Council
Meetings have been brought before the Council for formal approval.

EISCAL IMPACT
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Agenda Item #8.2.

None.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
It is recommended by the Planning Commission that the City Council:

1. Find that the update to the Planning Commission By-Laws is not a project under
CEQA; and
2. Adopt a resolution to approve the 2018 Planning Commission By-Laws.

ATTACHMENTS
Council Reso Adopting 2018 PC By-Laws
PC BY-LAWS 2018-Finall
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Agenda Item #8.2.

CITY OF ST. HELENA

REsoLuTION NoO. 2018-

Resolution of the Council of the City of St Helena adopting
revisions to the City of St Helena Planning Commission By-Laws

RECITALS
The City Council of the City of St. Helena hereby resolves as follows:

A. Whereas, the City of St. Helena Planning Commission voted unanimously to
amend its By-Laws at its Regular Meeting on July 17, 2018; and

B. Whereas, the City of St Helena Protocol for Committees, Commissions and
Boards requires City Council approval of any modifications to the By-Laws of
a Committee, Commission or Board.

RESOLUTION
Therefore, the City Council of the City of St. Helena hereby resolves as follows:

1. This action is not a project under the California Environmental Quality Act;
and

2. The City Council authorizes amendments to the City of St Helena
Planning Commission By-Laws and are hereby approved, as amended
by the Planning Commission on July 17, 2018 (attached).

Approved at a Regular Meeting of the St. Helena City Council on August 28, 2018, by
the following vote:

Mayor Galbraith:

Vice Mayor White:
Councilmember Koberstein:
Councilmember Dohring:
Councilmember Ellsworth:

APPROVED: ATTEST:

Alan Galbraith, Mayor Cindy Tzafopoulos, City Clerk
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Agenda Item #8.2.

)
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ST. HELENA PLANNING COMMISSION
BY-LAWS

The following rules shall be applicable to the organization of the St. Helena
Planning Commission, to the convening or calling of meetings, and to the transaction of business
when the Commission has convened and acts or serves in an official capacity, pursuant to law.

ORGANIZATION AND ELECTION
AND DUTES OF OFFICERS

RULE 1. The Commission shall elect a Chairperson and Vice Chairperson and designate a
Secretary at the first regular meeting of the Planning Commission in July to serve for a period of
one year from the date of their election. However, the Planning Commission, by majority vote,
may choose to elect a Chairperson or Vice-Chairperson at a different meeting to address a
resignation. In the case of a resignation of the Chair, the Vice-Chair shall become the interim
Chair until formal election of a new Chairperson occurs.

RULE 2. The Chairperson of the Planning Commission shall preserve order and decorum and
shall decide questions of order. The Vice Chairperson shall preside in the absence of the
Chairperson.

RULE 3. The Chairperson of the Planning Commission may second any motion and present and
discuss any matter as a member of the Commission without having to step down from the Chair
and shall be entitled to vote on all matters before the Planning Commission.

RULE 4. The Secretary shall be a City Employee, normally the Planning Director.

RULE 5. The Secretary shall be responsible for the preparation of the Planning Commission
minutes and shall assure that all official actions or decisions by the Commission shall be recorded
within the minutes. Consistent with Municipal Code section 2.60.030, the Commission shall keep
a public record of its resolutions, transactions, findings and determinations. Those records are
kept as minutes that summarize Commission action, in the same manner as City Council minutes.

RULE 6. The City Attorney of the City of St. Helena shall be the legal counsel to the Planning
Commission.

RULE 7. The video recordings of each meeting are designated as the official record of the
Planning Commission agenda and action and are to be made available on the City of St Helena
website.

SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS

RULE 8. The Planning Commission shall hold at least two Regular Meetings per month, which
shall be held on the first and third Tuesdays of the month. In the event the first or third Tuesday is
a holiday, an alternate meeting may be held. An additional Adjourned Meeting may be held, if

Planning Commission By-Laws
July 17, 2018
1of5
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Agenda Item #8.2.

necessary. Such regular meetings may be canceled by a vote of the majority of Commission
members present at a regular or special meeting or when a quorum is not available. Meetings shall
be held in the same locale used by the City Council or at City Hall or the Fire Department starting
at 6:00 P.M. Adjourned Meetings, Special Meetings, meeting relocation, or revised starting time
shall be by a three-fifths vote of the Planning Commission. Notice of such meeting shall be given
in accordance with State law.

RULE 9. Emergency or special meetings may be called as provided in Section 54956 of the
Government Code of the State of California.

RULE 10. In the absence of a quorum all items on the agenda shall be continued to the
next scheduled meeting.

AGENDA

RULE 11. An agenda shall be prepared by the Secretary of the Planning Commission for each
meeting of the Planning Commission.

RULE 12. All matters to be considered by the Commission shall be properly filed with the City
in compliance with the provisions, standards, and procedures established by adopted City
Ordinances. The Secretary shall not accept for presentation to the Commission any matter unless
it is properly made on the prescribed forms properly filled out with all data attached.

RULE 13. Any matter that comes before the Commission orally under Public Forum shall not be
discussed or acted upon by the Commission unless and until it is heard as a scheduled agenda
item at a Regular, Adjourned, or Special meeting of the Commission.

RULE 14. Request for informal or advance decisions concerning potential future developments
or plans will not be considered by the Planning Commission.

RULE 15. The regular order of business of the Commission shall be:

CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE & ROLLCALL
MINUTES APPROVAL
PUBLIC FORUM
COMMUNICATIONS &PETITIONS
RECOMMENDED CONSENT CALENDAR
CONTINUED ITEMS
SIGN PERMIT/ADMINISTRATIVE DETERMINATION
PUBLIC HEARINGS - PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION IS FINAL
(DR/UP/VAR/LLA/TPM)
. PUBLIC HEARINGS - PUBLIC HEARINGS/RECOMMENDATIONS TO CITY
COUNCIL (TSM/ZOTA/GPA/REZONE)
11. NAPA COUNTY REFERRALS
12. SCHEDULED MATTERS
13. REPORTS BY STAFF AND PLANNING COMMISSION
14. AGENDA FORECAST
15. ADJOURNMENT

©o~No~whE

[N
o

RULE 16. The Chairperson may revise the order of the agenda for a particular meeting in order
to expedite business for the convenience of the public or for improved continuity.
Planning Commission By-Laws

July 17, 2018
20of 5
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Agenda Item #8.2.

RULE 17. Commission meetings may remain in session up to, but no later than 10:00 P.M.
However, the Commission may, by a unanimous vote, extend the meeting if the Commission
deems such extension necessary. Otherwise, the meeting shall be adjourned to another day
acceptable to the Commission, or unfinished business may be continued to the next Regular

Meeting.

CONDUCT OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

RULE 18. Letters, petitions, or other written material pertaining to any item on the agenda
may be filed with the secretary of the Commission prior to the time of the public hearing or
may be presented to the Commission at the time of the public hearing. The Commission shall
consider such material in deciding any issue before it. All written material shall become part of
the Commission’s file on the agendaitem.

RULE 19. Items submitted after packet distribution: Materials related to any item on the
Agenda submitted to the Planning Commission after distribution of the agenda packet are
available for inspection in the Secretary of the Commission’s office at 1480 Main Street, St.
Helena, CA during normal business hours. All such materials will be brought to the meeting
and will be available for public inspection at the meeting site. Either City Staff or the
Chairperson at the hearing shall give public notice of any such materials. If copies are not
available in sufficient quantity for interested parties or members of the public at the hearing, the
Chairperson shall take reasonable steps to afford all such persons the opportunity to inspect the
materials before the start of the hearing on a scheduled matter. The purpose of the foregoing is
to avoid the interruption of testimony with requests for inspection of materials.

RULE 20. Any person desiring to address the Planning Commission may, when recognized by
the Chairperson, give his or her name and address. A person appearing in a representative
capacity shall provide the name and address of each represented party.

RULE 21. Testimony and argument relative to any item scheduled on the agenda as a Public
Hearing shall, unless otherwise ordered by the Chairperson, be presented in the following order
and within the time limits specified.

The Chairperson shall declare the Public Hearing to be open.

Disclosure of Ex Parte Communication*

Staff Report, including acknowledgement and/or reading of written testimony.
Presentation of the project by applicants, and/or agents/consultants directly associated with
the project. (10 minutes)

Commission questions to staff and the applicant for purposes of clarification of staff report
and proposed project.

Public Testimony in support or opposition of the project. (4 minutes per person)

Applicant and/or staff response to new information or questions raised by public testimony.
Chairperson declares public hearingto be closed.

Planning Commission debate, and motion.

Roll Call Vote.

Qoo

®

— - Ta -

Note: At the option of the Chairperson the public or applicant may give further
testimony on the question, provided it is directly related to the motion.

* Ex Parte Communication is hereby defined as any additional factual information obtained by commissioners that pertains to an
individual decision, including visiting a project site, meeting with a project applicant and/or meeting with interested citizens.

Planning Commission By-Laws
July 17, 2018
3of5
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Agenda Item #8.2.

RULE 22. The Chairperson may, in the interest of facilitating the business of the Planning
Commission, limit the amount of time that a person may use in addressing the Planning
Commission. Opponents and proponents shall be given equal opportunity for presentation. A
project applicant should always be given the right, reasonable opportunity and time, to respond
fully to evidence and arguments presented after the applicant has made his/her opening
presentation.

RULE 23. The applicant or his or her appointed representative may, with the permission of
the Planning Commission, withdraw, or request a continuance on any matter pending before the
Commission at any time prior to the Commission acting on such matter.

VOTING

RULE 24. A majority of the members of the Commission shall constitute a quorum. Unless
otherwise required by federal, state or local regulation, the affirmative vote of a majority of the
quorum is necessary to take action. If a majority is unable to be assembled on any motion
(including a motion to continue a matter to a specific time) relating to a specific project for which
the Commission must make a recommendation to the City Council, the project shall be referred to
Council with a divided recommendation which reflects the individual votes of the
Commissioners. If a majority is unable to be assembled on any motion (including a motion to
continue a matter to a specific time) relating to a specific project for which the Commission has
final authority, the matter before the Commission shall be deemed denied and the applicant may
appeal such decision in accordance with the applicable rules. A tie vote, or deadlock, constitutes a
denial unless the applicant requests a continuance of the item to a subsequent meeting at which a
quorum is present, prior to a vote to deny the item.

RULE 25. On matters of procedure or order of business the Chairperson may make a motion and
without a second and after calling for objection and hearing none, so order. In the event of
objection, the Chairperson shall call for a second and a roll call vote.

MISCELLANEOUS

RULE 26. The Commission shall conduct their duties in keeping with the governing standards as
provided by the Planning Commission Standards of Conduct document, maintaining the highest
level of professionalism during their tenure serving the residents of the City of St. Helena.

RULE 27. Unless otherwise provided by these Rules, all proceedings before the Commission
shall be conducted in accordance with and pursuant to the parliamentary rules of procedure as
prescribed in “Rosenbergs’s Rules of Order.”

RULE 28. Testimony and argument relative to any other item on the agenda shall generally
follow the procedure for a Public Hearing as may be modified at the discretion of the Chairperson.

RULE 29. Any rule of these By-Laws may be altered, amended, or repealed by majority vote of
the Commission (subject to approval by the City Council), except that such alteration,
amendment, or repeal shall not affect any pending matter.

RULE 30. Any rule of these By-Laws may be temporarily suspended by unanimous consent of
the Commission.

RULE 31. A Resolution of the Planning Commission may be adopted conditionally and referred
to the Secretary of the Commission for drafting in proper form.

Planning Commission By-Laws
July 17, 2018
40f5
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RULE 32. Commission members shall decide for themselves whether they have a conflict of
interest on any matter before the Commission. Such determination shall be made in accordance
with State law and the City of St Helena Protocol for Committee, Commissions and Boards or any
amendment thereto. When a member has disqualified himself/herself, he/she shall remove
himself/herself from the dais stating their reasons for conflict of interest. The member shall also
remove himself/herself from the meeting room, unless they are permitted to remain for a qualified
interest as set forth in State law.

RULE 33. Failure to adhere to any of these rules does not result in the invalidation of any
decision or action of the Planning Commission.

RULE 34. Any violation of these rules does not result in a cause of action against the City of St.
Helena.

RULE 35. Subject to compliance with all established laws and regulations, any violation of these
rules shall not impact the outcome of a vote or action on a specific project.

Amended, Approved and Adopted at a Regular Meeting of the Planning Commission on July 17,
2018, by the following roll call vote:

MOTION CARRIED BY THE FOLLOWING ROLL CALL VOTE:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Planning Commission By-Laws
July 17, 2018
5of 5
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Planning Commission By-Laws
July 17, 2018
6 of 5
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Report to the City Council
Council Meeting of August 28, 2018

Agenda Section: New Business

Subject: Quarterly Grant Report for FY 2018 Q4, for the period ending
June 30, 2018

CEQA Not a CEQA project
Determination:

Prepared By: Mandy Kellogg, Admin Services Mgr
Reviewed By: April Mitts, Finance Director

Approved By: Mark T. Prestwich, City Manager

BACKGROUND
This report covers grant activity for the 4th Quarter of Fiscal Year (FY) 2018.

DISCUSSION
New Awarded Grant Applications in FY 2018 4th Quarter

The City of St Helena was awarded the following new grants:
Project Amount

Public Assistance Grant for Disaster
CalOES No. 4344-DR-CA

$ 105,854

Applications Pending

Project Amount

Purchase of generators and upgrading electrical
panels to provide emergency backup power to
City facilities

495,675
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A Notice of Interest was submitted to CalOES for an emergency backup power project
and was determined to be eligible in February 2018. The total project cost is estimate
at $660,900 and requires a 25% cash match. Applications are due by July 2, 2018.

Active Grants

These are grant awards with signed agreements. This chart shows the grant award,
required match and percent expended. Staff is currently managing $6.44 million in
active grant funds.

Award % Grant
Project Cash Match Funds Notes
Amount
Expended
Contract was awarded in
CA Board of State 05/22/M18 by City Council.
and Community Total cost of contract is
Corrections Body Worn Camera System -] 13,431 - 0.0% 248 116 for S years.
California Public Library
California State Breadband Project - Broadband Pending receipt of
Library Rewiring 5 20,000 20,000 100.0% reimbursement.
Public Assistance Grant for Pending receipt of
CaloES Disaster No. 4344-DR-CA 5 105854 - 100.0% reimbursement.
Based on Grant funds wil not be
CENIC on behalf of Connection to CalRen Hub at St. discounts available until after
Califa Helena Public Library applied - 0.0% 07Ma.
Department of
Housing and In progress - Mine
Community Home repairs for Low-Income: applicants with approved
Development - HOME [individuals via 0% interest loans | § 500,000 - 1.3% loans as of 0630418,
Holding $237,000 in
retention until
Department of Water |[Comprehensive Flood Control Conservation Easement is
Resources (DWR) Project 2 2371333 20,000,000 100.0% completed.
Environmental
Protection Agency Upper “ork Creek Ecosystem Preject is moving forward
(EPA) Restoration £ 087876 087 276 3.0% in two phases.
Metropolitan
Tran=spertation Final Pawvement Report
Commission (MTC) - |Pavement Management was submitted to MTC on
P-TAP Round 18 Technical Assistance Program s 12,000 3,000 62.5% March 13, 2018,
RFP for Consultants
(Design Phase) will be
Main Street Pedestrian issued mid-August. Design
oBAG2 Improvements S 1,206 000 351,000 0.0% costs are paid upfront.
SF Bay Area Mot eligible for reimbursed
Integrated Regional Grant share costs until
Water Management Upper “ork Creek Ecosystem required Funding Match is
Grant (IRWK) Restoration £ 1174118 200,000 0.0% met.
Transpoertation Currenthy in construction.
Development Act - Contract was awarded
Article 3 Railroad Avenue ADA Ramps s 51,500 - 37T T% 06/26/18 by City Council.
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Closed Out Grants

Award % Grant Funds

Grant Project e —— Cash Match Expended Notes
Reimbursement was

CA Housing and received 10/2017 and
Community Community Development Block grant was successfully
Development (HCD) [Grant $ 42130 |$ 5,000 94.5% closed in 11/2017.

Enhancements for Library (PT

Staff, Spanish/Youth/Adult

Programs, Materials, Elsie the Cat, All funds have been
Friends & Foundation |Supplies) $ 134,000 | $ - 99.0% expended for FY 2018.
Northnet Library
Systems Training for Library Staff $ 1,000 | $ - 100.0%
Pacific Library Reimbursement was
Partnership Bilingual book purchases $ 5,000 | $ - 97.7% received 09/2017.

Payment was made by

Sean M. Walsh K9 the Foundation directly to
Memorial Foundation |Bilingual book purchases $ 9,223 | $ 5,000 100.0% the Vendor.
Transportation Fund |Design & Install Pope Street Bike Reimbursement was
for Clean Air Lanes $ 57,000 % - 91.3% received 05/2018.
U.S. Department of Reimbursement was
Justice Bulletproof Vest Program $ 3,666 | $ 3,666 100.0% received 05/2018.

Flood Projects

e Measure A — On December 19, 2017 the Napa County Flood Authority approved
Amendment No. 12 to the Agreement authorizing disbursement of the remaining
Measure A funds through its sunset in June 2018. The approval is for
approximately $5.3 million - $1.05 million to repay the City for past State
Revolving Fund (SRF) payments made from the General Fund and the remaining
$4.3 million to be paid directly towards the SRF loan balance. The balance owed
for SRF is $5.4 million.

e Department of Water Resources (DWR) — Public Works staff is working on
completing the conservation easement as a requirement of the DWR grant.
Once completed, the City will receive $237,000 still held by DWR.

Non-Profit Grant Applications

For FY 2018 thirteen applications were funded, totaling $110,600. This chart shows the
organization, grant award and percent expended as of June 30, 2018:
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. Award % Grant Funds
Grantee Project Amount Expended Notes

Boys & Girls Club of St
Helena and Calistoga [Power Hour - Homework Assistance Program $ 10,000 100.0% Submitted Final Report
California Federation of
Women/St Helena

Junior Women's Club__|Spelling Bee and Community Family Adoption $ 1,200 100.0% Submitted Final Report
Film fees, video display, speaker fees and travel, videographer,
advertising, graphic design, and staff support for the Science on

Friends of the Cameo [Screen event $ 8,000 99.9% Submitted Final Report

Approved for a 6-Month
NapaShakes/Napa NapaShakes on Screen at the Cameo Cinema & In St. Helena extension through
Valley Shakespeare Schools $ 10,000 0.0% 12/31/2018

Native Sons of the
Golden West St Helena

Parlor 53 Native Sons Hall Planning and Capacity Building $ 10,000 85.1% Submitted Final Report
St. Helena Community Art Activation and Creativity Corner

Nimbus Arts Improvements $ 10,000 100.0% Submitted Final Report

Our Town St Helena Brenkle Court Mutual Self-Help Homeownership $ 10,000 100.0% Submitted Final Report

Rianda House Healthy Minds, Healthy Bodies Program $ 10,000 100.0% Submitted Final Report
Garden repairs such as irrigation, clean-up, ADA compliance

Saint Helena improvements for paths, shed for wheelbarrows, plumber for

Community Garden leaking faucets, locks, and security lights $ 5,000 92.8% Submitted Final Report

Approved for a 6-Month
Saint Helena Farmers extension through
Market Market Match program $ 6,400 4.1% 12/31/2018

Saint Helena Historical
Society Discover Historic St. Helena- Part Il $ 10,000 100.0% Submitted Final Report

St Helena Preschool Pre-school tuition for eligible children (2 full and 1 partial
for All scholarship) $ 10,000 100.0% Submitted Final Report

Operating and personnel costs to provide services for
UpValley Family Center|Community Connections program $ 10,000 100.0% Submitted Final Report

For FY 2019 a total of 17 applications were funded, totaling $145,200.

FISCAL IMPACT
There is no fiscal impact associated with this report.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Receive and file report.

ATTACHMENTS
4th Quarter Grant Report Presentation
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8 CITY OF ST. HELENA

QUARTERLY GRANT
REPORT

Fiscal Year 2018 4t Quarter, for the period ending June 30, 2018
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Newly Awarded Grants

- CalOES - Public Assistance Grant for Disaster No. 4344-
DR-CA
- Received $105,854
- General Fund Reimbursement = $82,548

« Water Fund Reimbursement = $22,054
« Wastewater Fund Reimbursement = $1,252
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Pending Grant Applications

- CalOES — Hazard Mitigation Grant Program

- Purchase Three Portable Generators and One Permanent
Generator, Including Installation of Electrical Panels

- Total Estimated Project Cost = $660,900

- Requires 25% Match = Estimated at $165,225
- $137,500 is included in the FY 2018/19 Budget
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e
Active Grants Highlights

- Board of State and Community Corrections (BSCC): Body
Worn Camera System

- California State Library: Library Broadband Project

- Department of Housing and Community Development:
HOME Grant

- Upper York Creek Ecosystem Restoration
- Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
- SF Bay Area Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM)

- One Bay Area Grant 2 (OBAG2): Main Street Pedestrian
Improvements

- Transportation Development Act — Article 3 (TDA-3):
Railroad Avenue ADA Ramps
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e
Closed Grants Highlights

- Friends & Foundation: Library Enhancements
- All Fiscal Year 2018 Funds Expended

- Transportation for Clean Air (TFCA): Pope Street Bike
Lanes

- Contract Accepted Complete July 2017
- Reimbursement Received May 2018

- U.S. Department of Justice: Bulletproof Vest Program
- Reimbursement Received May 2018
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Non-Profit Grants

- Fiscal Year 2017/18
- Two Extensions Granted
- $92,605 Grant Funds Expended

- Fiscal Year 2018/19
- Executed 13 Grant Agreements
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Report to the City Council
Council Meeting of August 28, 2018

Agenda Section: Consent

Subject: Fiscal Year 2017/18 4th Quarter Finance Report for
transactions posted through August 9, 2018

CEQA Not a CEQA project
Determination:

Prepared By: April Mitts, Finance Director
Reviewed By: Mark T. Prestwich, City Manager

Approved By: Mark T. Prestwich, City Manager

BACKGROUND

Municipal Code Title 2, §2.24.030 states the Director of Finance shall deliver to the City
Manager and to the Council at a regularly scheduled Council meeting a budget report
showing the budget status at the end of the preceding quarter.

Staff has prepared the following for Council:

1. Fourth Quarter (Q4) staff report for Fiscal Year (FY) 2017/18 (unaudited). This
report is a summary of transactions posted through August 9, 2018 for FY
2017/18

2. A summary of St. Helena CARES Low Income Subsidy and Water Leak
adjustments for Q4 FY 2017/18

3. FY 2017/18 Q4 List of Warrants over $100,000

DISCUSSION

Although Fiscal Year 2017/18 ended June 30, 2018, invoice payments, revenues, and
journal entries will continue to be posted to all funds for approximately three months.
The information in the report reflects all FY 2017/18 transactions posted through August
9, 2018.
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General Fund

Chart 1 displays revenues collected and posted through August 9, 2018. It is estimated
an additional $450,000 in revenues will be received for FY 2017/18, primarily from Sales
Tax not yet received for June 2018. Taking this into account, revenue estimates will
exceed the FY 2017/18 Adjusted Budget by an estimated 7%, or approximately $1
million. The increase in revenue is primarily due to higher than original estimated sales
tax, higher revenues from Los Alcobas Hotel transient occupancy tax, increased
collection of civil penalties and legal cost recovery from short term rental enforcement,
emergency relief reimbursement following the October 2017 fires, and the first full year
of Measure D which accounts for approximately $1.6 million in revenues for FY
2017/18. Additionally, General Fund revenue estimates were decreased due to the
October 2017 fires.

Chart 1 (Collected through August 9, 2018)

Estimated Q4 Q4
| Description | 2018 FY 2018 % to date
Property Taxes 4,517,487 4,561,402 101%
Sales Tax 4,275,511 4,296,892 101%
Transient Occupancy Taxes 2,591,133 2,869,354 111%
Other Taxes 198,815 139,053 70%
Charges for Service 85,451 116,882 137%
Fines and Forfeits 34,502 168,662 489%
Licenses and Permits 919,532 963,553 105%
Development Fees 6,500 20,325 313%
Intergovernmental 200,955 282,829 146%
Interest and Rents 136,216 167,289 123%
Miscellaneous 224,493 205,946 92%
TOTALS $13,190,595 $13,802,187 105%

General Fund expenditures are $12,280,610 for FY 2017/18 Q4 which is 92% of the
adopted budget. Chart 2 displays General Fund expenditures by department and as
well as the percentage available. Fire Department expenditures are trending higher
which is reflective of the increase in strike team activity during this fiscal year. However,
offsetting savings were achieved throughout the various departments by: partial year
vacant positions, lower than expected subsidy program participants, and disciplined
fiscal stewardship by all departments. It is anticipated an additional $200,000 will be
posted to the General Fund leaving expenditures for FY 2017/18 as $12,480,610 which
is 95% of the adopted budget (this amount includes June 2018 attorney invoices,
payment of outstanding FY 2017/18 invoices, payroll journal entries, and other
miscellaneous journal entries needing to be complete). It is anticipated the City's FY
2017/18 General Fund expenditures will be approximately $850,000 less than
budgeted.
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Chart 2 General Fund (Invoices paid through August 9, 2018)

- Available % of
Description Budget Encumbered YTD Spent Budaget Budget
9 Available

Non- 1,793,667 3,925 1,591,377 198,365 11%
Departmental
Council 268,884 16,702 258,734 (6,552) (2%)
Administration 807,053 558 682,291 124,204 15%
Finance 420,853 22,545 334,766 63,542 15%
Attorney 470,000 - 360,039 109,961 23%
Planning/Building | 1,405,220 189,304 1,095,058 120,858 9%
Library 973,376 27,428 825,925 120,023 12%
Parks & 203,395 2,000 181,665 19,730 10%
Recreation
Fire 1,080,331 54,265 1,141,836  (115,770) (11%)
Police 3,253,844 7,381 2,944,989 301,474 9%
Public Works 3,196,717 209,972 2,863,930 122,815 4%
Grand Total 13,873,340 534,080 12,280,610 1,058,650 8%

The estimated net position for the General Fund after close of FY 2017/18 is
$6,115,663, or 49%. The estimated FY 2017/18 surplus to the General Fund is
approximately $1.8 million.

Water Enterprise Funds

Water Enterprise revenue received is $5,820,319 or 94% of the estimated total
revenues for FY 2017/18. The revenue shortfall is due to the decrease in estimated
water revenues following the adoption of the new water rates in November 2017. At the
the time of the mid-year budget review a line item should have been, but was not,
included to reflect the planned estimated decrease of $384,000 in water revenues.
Based on the rates adopted in November 2017, the City is on-track with its revenue
projections.

Water expenses are $5,994,368 for Q4 FY 2017/18. Overall Water Fund spending is at
92% for the Fiscal Year and will come in under budget. As with the General Fund it is
anticipated an additional $40,000 will be posted to the Water Fund leaving expenses for
FY 2017/18 at $6,034,368 which is 93% of the adopted budget (this amount includes
June 2018 attorney invoices, payment of outstanding FY 2017/18 invoices, payroll
journal entries, and other miscellaneous journal entries needing to be complete). It is
anticipated the FY 2017/18 Water Fund expenses will be approximately $460,000 less
than budgeted.
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Chart 3 Water Fund (Invoices paid through August 9, 2018)

Available % of
Description Budget | Encumbered | YTD Spent B Budget
udget )
Available

Non- 1,468,152 240 1,416,886 51,026 3%
Departmental
Council 12,669 11,759 910 7%
Administration 253,400 558 197,605 55,237 22%
Finance 311,775 13,053 298,440 252 0%
Attorney 195,000 - 180,874 14,126 7%
Public Works 4,435,074 160,548 3,888,804 385,723 9%
Grand Total 6,676,070 174,399 5,994,368 507,274 8%

Although revenues were less than anticipated the debt ratio for the Water Fund is
estimated to be 1.78, which is above the City's 1.20 requirement. The estimated fund
balance for the Water Fund after close of FY 2017/18 is $3,720,577, or 61%.

Wastewater Enterprise Funds

Wastewater Enterprise revenue received through August 9, 2018 is $3,062,223, or
113% of the estimated total revenues for FY 2017/18. The higher than expected
revenues is due to an overstatement of the revenue amount decreased during the FY
2017/18 mid-year budget report. Initially, revenues for the Wasterwater Fund were
estimated to be $3,243,199, at the time of the mid-year review staff lowered the
estimated revenues by $530,000. The lower than anticipated revenue amount was
based off of a full fiscal year and should have been based off of a partial year. The
actual amount the revenue projections should have been decreased was $178,000
leaving an estimated revenue of $3,065,199. Based on the corrected revenue estimate,
the total estimated revenue is at 100%.

Wastewater expenses are $2,874,849 for Q4 FY 2017/18 for invoices paid through
August 9, 2018. Overall Wastewater Fund spending is at 89% for the Fiscal Year and
will come in under budget. The lower than expected expenses are primarily due to:
salary savings for vacant positions for a portion of the year, decrease in amount spent
for process chemicals from the previous fiscal year, capital equipment not purchased,
and funds allocated for machinery and equipment maintenance was not needed. As
with the General Fund it is anticipated an additional $35,000 will be posted to the
Wastewater Fund leaving expenses for FY 2017/18 at $2,909,849 which is 90% of the
adopted budget (this amount includes June 2018 attorney invoices, payment of
outstanding FY 2017/18 invoices, payroll journal entries, and other miscellaneous
journal entries needing to be complete). It is anticipated the FY 2017/18 Wastewater
Fund expenses will be approximately $349,704 less than budgeted.
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Chart 4 Wastewater Fund (Invoices paid through August 9, 2018)

Available % of
Description Budget | Encumbered | YTD Spent Budget
Budget )
Available

Non- 1,245,375 240 1,195,467 49,668 4%
Departmental
Council 12,669 11,739 930 7%
Administration 222,333 558 196,396 25,379 11%
Finance 264,749 12,302 236,272 16,175 6%
Attorney 30,000 - 17,696 12,304 41%
Public Works 1,587,151 89,625 1,217,278 280,248 18%
Grand Total 3,362,277 102,725 2,874,849 384,704 11%

The Debt Service ratio for the Wastewater Fund is estimated to be 5.0, well above the
1.20 requirement. The anticipated Debt Service ratio for the Wastewater Fund was
estimated to be 3.1 at the end of FY 2018, the higher ratio is due to lower than
anticipated expenses and debt not being taken out in FY 2017/18. Debt for the
Wastewater utility is anticipated to be taken in FY 2018/19. The estimated Wastewater
Fund balance after close of FY 2017/18 is $872,777, or 38%.

St. Helena CARES Low Income Subsidy

The St. Helena CARES subsidy program currently has 106 participants. The subsidy
for FY Q4 2017/18 is $12,559.86. Funds for the St. Helena CARES Low Income
Subsidy program are included in the adopted FY 2017/18 budget.

The St. Helena CARES provided a total of $45,625.76 in financial assistance to St.
Helena residents in FY 2017/18.

Leak Adjustment Subsidy

Leak subsidy for Q4 2017/18 totals $2,571.16 for a combined excess of 424 units of
water. There were 8 leak adjustments approved for Q4 2017/18; reasons for the leak
adjustments are: leaking toilets, broken fittings and pipes, and irrigation system failure.
Funds for the Leak Adjustment Subsidy program are included in the adopted FY
2017/18 budget.

The subsidy provided to residents in FY 2017/18 for leak adjustments is 27 leak
adjustments totaling $8,611.90.
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Per staff recommendations on April 10, 2015, the Chart 5 is a list of checks over
$100,000 for Q4 FY 2017/18.

Chart 5 - Checks over $100,000

Check

Check

Check

Vendor Notes
# Date Amount
101601 | City of Napa 5/17/18 $129,053.61 Purchase Water
101835  Michael Baker 1318 $144,648.25  Upper York Creek Dam Project
International

EISCAL IMPACT

Contained in report.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Receive and file the Q4 FY 2017/18 financial report.

ATTACHMENTS

Presentation
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FY 2017/18 Q4

Finance Update - Unaudited

By: April Mitts, Finance Director

Finance Department

August 28, 2018 City Council Meeting
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General Fund — Net Position

__$4,344,086

Estimated FY 18 Revenues S14,252,187
Estimated FY 18 Expenditures (512,480,610)
Revenue Less Expenditures S1,771,577

Estimated Unassigned Net Position $6,115,663 49%
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Water Fund — Net Position

Ending Balance @ 6/30/2017 $3,934,626]

Estimated FY 18 Revenues S5,820,319
Estimated FY 18 Expenditures (56,034,368)
Revenue Less Expenditures (5214,049)
Estimated Net Position $3,720,577
Debt Ratio

61%
1.78
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\ Wastewater Fund — Net Position

Ending Balance @ 6/30/2017 $720,403 -

Estimated FY 18 Revenues S3,062,223
Estimated FY 18 Expenditures (52,909,849)
Revenue Less Expenditures S152,374
Estimated Net Position $872,777 38%

Debt Ratio 5.0
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#
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Subsidies

« St. Helena CARES Low Income Subsidy
» 106 Participants
* Q4 - $12,560
 FY 17/18 Total - $45,626

* Leak Adjustment Subsidy

« Q4 - 8 adjustments totaling 424 units of water
* Q4 -%$2,571
« FY 17/18 Total - $8,612
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Report to the City Council
Council Meeting of August 28, 2018

Agenda Section: New Business
Subject: Consideration and discussion of the existing no parking zone on
Main Street that affects the residences at 1820, 1830, 1846,
1856, 1862 and 1872 Main Street

CEQA Exempt from the requirements of CEQA pursuant to Section
Determination: 15301, Class 1, which exempts the operation, leasing, or
minor alteration of existing facilities

Prepared By: Erica Ahmann Smithies, Public Works Director and City Engineer
Reviewed By:

Approved By: Mark T. Prestwich, City Manager

BACKGROUND

On August 24, 2010, City Council adopted a Negative Declaration and Mitigation and
Monitoring Program from the Las Alcobas Hotel Project. Included in the project
description was the installation of a left turn lane into the project site from northbound
Main Street (Highway 29), and establishing a no parking zone along Main Street south
of Pratt Avenue. The affected residences of the no parking zone are 1820, 1830, 1846,
1856, 1862, and 1872 Main Street.

On September 22, 2015, City Council approved the proposed no parking zone and left
turn alignment. At the same meeting, Council was provided an alternate alignment
which eliminated parking on the opposite (west) side of the street. The alternate plan
was determined infeasible because it would require changes to the southbound left turn
lane pocket onto Pratt Avenue and would not be consistent with Caltrans standards for
turn lane design. The modifications with the alternate design include a longer
southbound left turn pocket and widening Main Street north of Pratt Avenue. This
widening would also require modifying the existing bridge over York Creek, modifying
the driveway to Beringer Vineyards, and impacted two elm trees within the Tunnel of
Elms. The original staff report, plans, comment letters, and resolution are included in
this report as Attachments 2 and 3 respectively.
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DISCUSSION

In June 2018, the City Manager and Public Works Director met with the property owners
of 1846 and 1856 Main Street to discuss their concerns with the current no parking
zone. The property owners then followed up with a letter on July 10, 2018, requesting
that the City reconsider the lane configuration and switch the no parking zone to the
west side of Main Street (Attachment 1). City staff has since been in contact with the
engineering consultant, RSA Civil, in order to gather additional information in the
decision process that lead to the current lane configuration.

RSA stated that it's possible to submit the alternate plan to Caltrans requesting design
exceptions (shortened left turn pocket, zero highway shoulder, and driveway
modification), but there is no guarantee that Caltrans would agree. In addition, the
alternate plan was not a complete design, but only engineered enough to determine the
feasibility of the alignment. RSA estimated that the additional design work would cost up
to $30,000 in order to submit a complete design package with the design exceptions
and construction estimate to Caltrans.

If City Council would like to proceed with the alternate design provided in 2015, City
staff recommends utilizing the prior consultant to finalize the alternate design and
submit it to Caltrans with a request to exempt their mandatory design standards. Any
additional design needed to meet Caltrans requirements would be an additional cost.
No construction estimates are available at this time.

FISCAL IMPACT
Funds have not been budgeted or identified for this work.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Information and possible direction to staff

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1: Property Owner Letter 1846&1856 Main Street

Attachment 2: September 22, 2015 Staff Report

Attachment 3: 2015-119 Designating a No Parking Zone Along East Side of Main Street
Attachment 4: 2015 Bridge-Elm Exhibit

Attachment 5: Extended Striping No Design Exceptions (Widening Required)
Attachment 6: Revised Striping with Design Exceptions (Striping Only)
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July 10,2018

Mark Prestwich

City Manager

City of St. Helena
1480 Main Street

St. Helena, CA. 94574

Dear Mr. Prestwich,

[ am writing to you about the red zone in front of 1846 and 1856 Main Street. My family
owns those two properties. Our quality of life has been reduced, it is extremely
dangerous for anyone to drive out of the driveways, and we have seen a decrease in
property value.

We love to spend time at the 1846 home entertaining guests and extended family. There is
a long history of friends dropping by for a visit. But with the red zone, guests can’t park and
pay us a visit. Although it may be possible for more than one car can park in the driveway,
because of the tandem design, anyone who wants to come and go at any given time
requires the last person and any other vehicles stacked behind to continually move their
vehicle to allow for the other cars to move.

Those who dare park in the driveway, face a dangerous and illegal exit from it. As we
understand, it is illegal to back out on to a California highway. Main Street is a major
thoroughfare and at just the speed limit cars are travelling fast, not to mention that many
drivers routinely exceed the speed limit. Never mind the guests and parties, my mother,
the owner of the home, doesn’t feel comfortable backing out. It is just too dangerous.
However if one could determine that we are not being put into a dangerous situation each
and every time we back out of the driveway, I would respectfully request specifics on what
is the safe and reasonable allowance to deem the welfare of anybody backing onto the
highway

The house at 1856 Main Street is a rental property for us. We recently lost a good tenant
because of the red zone. There is a tandem driveway at the property as well and before the
red zone they had always been able to manage the shifting of cars when need be because
one could simply park on the street for a bit while the inner car exited. But with the red
zone and no parking in front of the house, the residents can’t shift a car to the street, so
they would often be forced to load up their small children and drive around the block to let
the inner car out. That burden became too much to bear and they moved out. Because of
this the property doesn’t have the value it had before the red zone.
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As long as the red zone is in front of our properties, it will be a continual nuisance. Before
its installation, had we been properly notified, we would have suggested that if the red zone
is necessary along this stretch of road to accommodate a left turn lane for the hotel, that it
should be located across the street. We still believe this is a far superior location for it.
Depending on how you look at it, two very large properties front Main St. To our
knowledge, the owners not only do not have an issue with a red curb, but they prefer to
have a red curb there due to the abundance of employee overflow from the hotel. As we
understand there were a few traffic safety engineer reports prepared before the red zone
installation. One of which did call for the red zone to be on the opposite side of our homes.
We would like to understand why that report would have been rejected. The red zone
makes everyday life more difficult for those that live along it. From simple UPS deliveries
(drivers will make deliveries, but will have to do things like straddle the sidewalk to park),
to home maintenance and repair workers having nowhere to park and make materials
drop-offs, the red zone makes life and work difficult and unsafe for all involved.

With a solution just across the street, we hope sharing our experiences will help bring a
positive change for the lives of those along and near the red zone on Main Street.

Our family has owned property, loved and supported this town for over 30 years. With all
the above being said, I would hope that each council and staff person involved with the
decision making please consider what their feelings would be had this happen to them after

loving and supporting this town for some 30 wonderful years. All I ask is that you take a
moment and close your eyes and think about how would you feel if this happened to you.

Sincerely,

John Marshall

Cc: Erica Ahmann Smithies, Director, Public Works, City of St. Helena
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Iltem No: 14
Report to the City Council
L Council Meeting of September 22, 2015
2 Ms\f}s
Agenda Section: New Business
Subject: Adopt a Resolution Designating a No Parking Zone along the east

side of Main Street, Adjacent to 1820, 1830, 1846, 1856, 1862, and
1872 Main Street, as Previously Approved with the Las Alcobas
Hotel project and required by the Mitigated Negative Declaration
and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Las
Alcobas Hotel Project; and accepting an Addendum to the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

CEQA Status: Mitigated Negative Declaration, adopted on August 24, 2010,
and as amended on March 10, 2015, and September 11, 2015

Prepared By: Steven Palmer, PE, Director of Public Works/City Engineer

Approved By: Jennifer Phillips, City Managé7)

On August 24, 2010, the City Council adopted a Negative Declaration and Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Las Alcobas Hotel Project (formerly
Grandview Inn), located at 1915 Main Street. Included in the Project description was
the installation of a left turn lane into the Project site from northbound Main Street
(Highway 29), and establishing a no parking zone along Main Street south of Pratt
Avenue.

The Project is currently under construction and the developer is finalizing the
improvement plans and permits for work within Caltrans right of way on Main Street
(Highway 29). The current improvement plans, which meet Caltrans requirements and
standards, show that due to the width of the existing roadway, installation of the left turn
pocket will eliminate street parking in front of six (6) single family residences on Main
Street (Highway 20). The affected residences are 1820, 1830, 1846, 1856, 1862, and
1872 Main Street.

A Location Map is included as Attachment 1, and the Main Street Improvement Plans
are included as Attachment 2.

DISCUSSION

The left turn lane requires the elimination of street parking in this area. The elimination
of the street parking was included in the Project description in the Initial Study for the
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ltem No: 14

Negative Declaration, and was contemplated during the Project approval. In order to
implement this required Project component, the City Municipal Code Section 10.16.010,
requires a resolution of the City Council to designate the no parking zone.

All of the affected properties have driveways with on-site parking and garages at the
rear of the house, which exceed the City Municipal Code requirement of two parking
spaces per dwelling unit.

Public Works staff sent out notices to the affected property owners on August 24, 2015,
and September 17, 2015, and received written responses from four entities which own
five of the six properties. The responses are included in Attachment 3, and three of
them object to the loss of street parking. One of the responses supports the removal of
the street parking. One additional response to the project also indicates support for the
proposed turn lane design, however this is not from an adjacent resident.

The adoption of this resolution will establish an approximately 350 foot long no parking
zone on Main Street, and allow installation of the required northbound left turn lane into
the Las Alcobas Hotel Project.

An alternative alignment which shifts the northbound left turn lane to the west, and
eliminates parking on the opposite (west) side of the street has been evaluated. That
alternative is shown in Attachment 4. The alternative was determined to be infeasible
because it would require changes to the southbound left turn lane onto Pratt Avenue
and is not consistent with the Caltrans standard for turn lane design. The modifications
to the southbound left turn pocket would require lengthening the turn pocket, and
widening Main Street to the north of the Project. This widening would require modifying
the existing bridge over York Creek, modifying the driveway to Beringer Vineyards, and
impact two elm trees within the Tunnel of Trees.

ENVIRONMENTAL

The current Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration was adopted on August 24,
2010, and amended on March 10, 2015. Clarifying informational changes related to the
left turn lane, no parking zone, and sewer improvements have been made to the
previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration through the attached Addendum to
this Mitigated Negative Declaration (Attachment 6), dated September 11, 2015. The
two studies related to this Addendum, a Biological and Wetland Evaluation dated July
26, 2015, and a Traffic Impact Report dated May 29, 2015; are included as Attachments
7 and 8, respectively. This Addendum is intended to provide supplemental and
clarifying information only. No new impacts or mitigations were identified through the
supplemental analysis, and all previously required Mitigation Measures are still in place
and required. These Mitigation Measures are included in Attachment 9. An addendum
to this document is the most appropriate mechanism to incorporate this supplemental
and clarifying information per Section 15073.5, 15162 and 15164 of the California
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ltem No: 14

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Per CEQA, these changes are purely informational
as no new impacts or mitigation measures have been identified and therefore re-
adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration or the (informational) Addendum is not
required.

FISCAL IMPACT
The painting of the red curb will be funded by the developer of the Project. The City will
be responsible for periodic re-painting and maintenance of the red curb

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Adopt a Resolution Designating a No Parking Zone along the east side of Main Street,
Adjacent to 1820, 1830, 1846, 1856, 1862, and 1872 Main Street, as Previously
Approved and Required by the Negative Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program for the Las Alcobas Hotel Project; and accept an Addendum to the
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration.

ATTACHMENTS

Location Map

Main Street Improvement Plans

Resident Letters

Alternative Alignment

Resolution

Addendum to the Adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration

Biologic and Wetland Evaluation prepared by Marcus Bole & Associates, June
26, 2015

Updated Traffic Report prepared by Crane Transportation Group, May 29, 2015
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Noohwh =

© ®
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ATTACHMENT 3
Item No: 14
From: Brad Mills [mainstreetnapa@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, August 25,2015 1:04 PM
To:  Steve Palmer
Subject: New No Parking Zone on Main Street

Hello Steven

I did receive your letter about no parking along Main St. (1862 Main St is the property
we manage)

I am the property manager for Michael & Ingrid Hunt. (they live out of the area)

I am unable to attend the Sept 8th meeting. However I just wanted to say we 100%
oppose taking away our parking.

Where are our guests/visitiors suppose to park?

Why can a hotel project take away our parking? Do they have more rights than us?
We have always been able to park in front of our property & this would be a HUGE
problem for us.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely

Brad Mills

PS Can you please tell me exactly where the Sept 8th meeting will be at (address) and
time of the meeting? We may send representative to the meeting.

Taking away our parking does decrease our real value & should not be allowed.
Bradley T Mills Owner/Broker CA BRE#01186250 Main Street Management
http://mainstreetnapa.com (707) 252-2022

file:///S|/...orks/Stafi%20Reports/2015/09-08-2015%20SR/No%20Parking/New%20N0%20Parking%20Zone%200n%20Main%20Street.txt[8/27/2015 12:47:38 PM]
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From: Shannon Kuleto [winehistory@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 25,2015 12:36 PM

To: Steve Palmer

Subject: Proposed Main St no-parking zone. Please move to west side.

Dear Steve,

Thanks for the neighbor notice that the City Council will be considering the plan to use the east
side of Hwy 29 south of Pratt to create the left turn pocket for Los Alcobas.

Could you please tell me why the plan takes away MUCH-NEEDED street parking for the
EAST side several residences (including mine) rather than taking the almost never-used
street parking area on the WEST side?

Even if this means realigning the center stripe of 29 to curve west, I see that as a good thing,
including traffic calming of speeders emerging either south thru the elm tunnel or north (drivers
often speed up to 50 or more after they pass thru the light at Madrona/Fulton.

The police also use this stretch very often to safely pull over vehicles as they leave town.

[ hope also you take advantage of this re-alignment to better post --and enforce-- speed limits
through the elm tunnel and between Madrona and Pratt. The views here are so lovely that even
well-meaning drivers miss the inadequate speed postings.

Please let me know about what issues might prevent the realignment placing the no park zone on
WEST rather than taking away the needed parking for the EAST side. I would like to propose
this alternative to the council and the public thru the Star and would like to know what reasons
there might be for not using the much-more-sensible WEST side.

Thank you,

Shannon

Shannon Kuleto
winehistory@gmail.com
707. 963.0913 (direct)
707. 225.2210 (cell)

file:///S)/...-2015%20SR/No%20Parking/Proposed%20Main%20St%20no-parking %20zone.%20Please%20move%20t0%20west %20side..txt [8/27/2015 12:47:38 PM]
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Item No: 14
From: bob@marshallrealty.com

Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 3:21 PM
To:  Steve Palmer

Subject: RE: No Parking on Main Street
Steve

Thank you for talking to me today.

I would like to go on record that we are opposed to the proposed no parking zone as shown on
the map you sent today.

Some of my concerns are:

Were other options addressed?

- The proposed zone affects 6 properties and 5 driveways, the west side of Main would only be
1 of each.

- The map does not show the proposed turning lane.

- How far off the sidewalk will the flow of traffic be traveling?

Was this issue addressed at the time of approval of the new hotel.

If this action diminishes the value of our property, will we be compensated?

I will do my best to attend the meeting on the September 8. Can you please let me know what
the times are and send me a copy of the staff report and agenda.
Please forward this to all Council Members and make part of staff report.

Thank you for your time

Bob Marshall

1846 & 1856 Main St
bob@marshallrealty.com
650-867-2709

On 2015-08-25 13:53, Steve Palmer wrote:

From: Steve Palmer

Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 1:53 PM
To: 'bob@marshallrealty.com'’

Subject: No Parking on Main Street

Steven Palmer, PE

Director of Public Works & City Engineer
City of St. Helena

1480 Main Street

St. Helena, CA 94574

Office: 707-968-2624
Mobile: 707-312-0259

file:///S|/PubWorks/Staff%20Reports/2015/09-08-2015%20SR/No%20Parking/RE%20N0%20Parking%200n%20Main%20Street.txt[8/27/2015 12:47:39 PM]
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From: Matt Wilson [matt@soutirage.com]

Sent: Thursday, September 03, 2015 11:39 AM

To: Steve Palmer

Cc:  Ashley, my beautiful wife

Subject: No parking 1872 Main St

Attachments: imagel JPG; ATT00001.txt; image2.JPG; ATT00002.txt; image3.JPG;
ATT00003.txt; image4.JPG; ATT00004.txt

Dear Steven,

Thank you very much for the letter of August 24th regarding the proposed no
parking zone in front of 1872 Main Street.

We are in favor of the no parking zone as it will make it safer as well for
people turning from Pratt onto Main. There are currently a large number of
near-misses on a daily basis due to visibility being obscured by parked cars.

However one thing we also would like very much to avoid is having Pratt Avenue
around our house becoming a parking lot for guests and visitors of Las

Alcobas. Currently their construction crew uses both sides of the road to park
every day, which is both messy and invasive. We would not want this to

continue if for example vehicles were valeted and parked across the street.

We'd like to propose an additional no parking zone the length of our property
on Pratt, on both sides of the road. We have a young daughter and we'd feel
much safer walking along the street without constantly having to be vigilant
because of all the parked cars.

1 have attached some pictures below to demonstrate the current situation:

file:///S|/PubWorks/Staff%20Reports/2015/09-22-2015%20S R/-No%20Parking/R E%20N0%20Parking%200n%20Main%20Street%20( 1).xt[9/11/2015 7:38:24 AM]
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Attachment 5

CITY OF ST. HELENA
RESOLUTION NO.

DESIGNATING A NO PARKING ZONE ALONG THE EAST SIDE OF MAIN STREET,
ADJACENT TO 1820, 1830, 1846, 1856, 1862, AND 1872 MAIN STREET, AS
PREVIOUSLY APPROVED AND REQUIRED BY THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE

DECLARATION AND MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
FOR THE LAS ALCOBAS HOTEL PROJECT; AND ACCEPTING AN ADDENDUM
TO THE INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

RECITALS

A. On August 24, 2010, the City Council adopted a Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Las
Alcobas Hotel Project (formerly Grandview Inn), located at 1915 Main Street;
and

B. On March 10, 2015, the City Council approved an Addendum to the Mitigated
Negative Declaration; and

C. On September 11, 2015, another Addendum to the Mitigated Negative
Declaration was prepared; and

D. Included in the Project description is the installation of a left turn lane into the
Project site from northbound Main Street (Highway 29); and

E. The Project is currently under construction and the developer is finalizing the
improvement plans and permits for work within Caltrans right of way on Main
Street; and

F. Due to the width of the existing roadway installation of the left turn pocket will
eliminate street parking in front of six (6) single family residences on Main
Street (Highway 20). The affected residences are 1820, 1830, 1846, 1856,
1862, and 1872 Main Street; and

G. City Municipal Code Section 10.16.010 requires a resolution of the City Council
in order to eliminate street parking.

RESOLUTION
NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of St. Helena resolves as follows:

1. The Mitigated Negative Declaration analyzing the potential environmental
impacts of the project continues to adequately analyze and mitigate the potential
environmental impacts of the project. The attached Addendum to this Mitigated
Negative Declaration is intended to provide supplemental and clarifying
information. No new impacts or mitigations were identified through the
supplemental analysis and all previously required Mitigation Measures are still in
place and required. Therefore is determined that an Addendum to this document
is the most appropriate mechanism to incorporate this supplemental and
clarifying information per Section 15073.5, 15162 and 15164 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Page 1 of 2
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2. A no parking zone is hereby established along the east side of Main Street, from
approximately 350 feet south of Pratt Avenue to the intersection of Main Street
and Pratt Avenue, encompassing the entire area adjacent to 1820, 1830, 1846,
1856, 1862, and 1872 Main Street.

Approved at a Regular Meeting of the St. Helena City Council on September 22, 2015
by the following vote:

Mayor Galbraith:

Vice Mayor White:
Councilmember Crull:
Councilmember Dohring:
Councilmember Pitts:

APPROVED: ATTEST:

Alan Galbraith, Mayor Cindy Black, City Clerk
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L.as Alcobas Hotel

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Addendum

Noah Housh

Planning and Community Improvement Director

September 11, 2015

This document is intended to serve as an addendum to the previous environmental analysis of the Las Alcobas hotel
project (attached) which included a Mitigated Negative Declaration (adopted 2010) and a separate addendum
completed in February 2015.
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Planning Department
1480 Main Street, St. Helena, CA 94574

(707) 967-2792

INITIAL STUDY OF ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE

PROJECT NAME:

FILE NUMBER:
SITE ADDRESS:

APN:

GENERAL PLAN:

ZONING:

PROPONENT:

CONTACT:
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Los Alcobas Hotel Project

PL14-037
1915 Main Street

009-490-009

Service Commercial

SC:PD:HP--Service Commercial/Planned Development/Historic Preservation
Presidio Companies

1011 10" St.

Sacramento, CA 95814

Guneet Bajwa, Managing Principal
(707) 429 6000 X 110

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Overview. This addendum to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis for the Las Alcobas Hotel project
is required to incorporate additional Traffic Impact analysis requested by CalTrans, (a responsible agency on the Las
Alcobas Hotel project), to provide supplemental analysis on the projects potential impacts as related to the extension of a
6” sewer pipeline and reconstruction of an existing pump station serving the project and to identify and discuss the
requirement that a 370 linear foot section of existing street right-of-way be designated as “No Parking” and the adjacent
curb be painted red to identify this limitation.

The proposed changes to the approved project, which were not fully discussed in the original project description and
approved CEQA analysis include:

e The construction of a new 150 foot turn lane adjacent to the project site on Highway 29;

e The installation of ‘red-curb’ and “No Parking” along 370 liner feet of Highway 29 frontage (east side) across from
the project site; and

e The construction of (approximately) 1400 liner feet of a 6” sewer force main within a 10” containment pipe and lift
station modifications to provide adequate wastewater infrastructure to serve the project site.

The incorporation of these changes into the project description and CEQA analysis are not identified as “substantial
revisions” as defined under section CEQA 15073.5 (b). No new environmental impacts have been identified or are
anticipated as a result of the proposed changes and, therefore no new mitigation measures are required. The additional
analysis required of these minor changes has been incorporated into the Biological Resources, Traffic/Transportation and
Utilities and Services Systems sections below and is identified in the body of the document as underlined text, to
differentiate it from the previously conducted analysis.
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Background. The Grandview Inn project was approved by the City in May 2006. Approvals included converting the historic
single-family dwelling on the site (the Acacia House) and 40 multi-family dwellings into a mixed-use commercial inn and
residential project containing 35 guest rooms and 22 studio apartments.

In April, 2010, new owners of the site (Jeff Feeney and Todd White) submitted revised plans for the site that increased the
number of lodging rooms to 57 and eliminated the 22 studio dwellings. To meet City housing requirements, the owners
agreed to pay an enhanced housing impact fee to the City’s Housing Trust Fund.

As part of the resubmitted application, the City Council approved a rezoning of the site from MR: Medium Density
Residential to the current Service Commercial: Planned Development: Historic Property (SC:PD:HP) designation and
allowed the number of special events attendees to be increased from 60 persons to 97 persons. Project approval included
57 on-site parking spaces.

In February of 2015, plans were submitted to the City to allow minor changes to the previously approved (2010) project.
These changes included construction of twelve additional guest rooms added to the Palm Building on the western side of
the site, an increase in the height of the Palm Building from two to three stories using the same design as approved. One
guest room was also added into the interior of the Acacia House by rearranging interior walls. These changes increased
the total number of guest rooms from 57 to 70 rooms. The Palm Building is being constructed within the footprint of an
existing building that was located adjacent to York Creek. Finally, the site plan was modified to accommodate thirteen
additional parking spaces required by the additional thirteen hotel rooms. These changes were analyzed in an Initial Study
and resulted in an addendum to the previous CEQA analysis (attached).

Previous CEQA documents. Two previous Mitigated Negative Declarations and an Addendum analyzing impacts from
development on the project site were prepared and adopted by the City to ensure consistency with the California
Environmental Quality Act and associated Guidelines, as follows:

* 2006 MND. City Council Resolution No. 2006-63, adopted on September 14, 2006, adopted a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the Grandview Project.

* 2010 MND. By adopting City Council Resolution No 2010-88, the St. Helena City Council rescinded the 2006 MND
and adopted a new MND for the site that analyzed the new Las Alcobas Hotel project project and included a
rezoning of the site to the SC:PD:HP Districts, increased the city-wide maximum cap on lodging rooms from 307 to
329, approved a Use Permit Amendment to eliminate 22 studio units, reduced the amount of on-site parking to 57
and increased the number of attendees for special events.

*  February 17, 2015 Addendum. In adopting City Council Resolution 2015-24, the St. Helena City Council approved
an Addendum to the CEQA analysis to allow an additional 13 hotels rooms and to modify the proposed site plan to
incorporate an additional 13 parking spaces to serve these rooms.

Proposed project. Plans have been submitted to the City to add additional elements to the project that was approved by
the City in 2010. These changes include:

e The construction of a new 150 foot turn lane adjacent to the project site on Highway 29;

e The installation of ‘red-curb’ and “No Parking” along 370 liner feet of Highway 29 frontage (east side) across from
the project site; and

e The construction of (approximately) 1400 liner feet of a 6” sewer force main within a 10” containment pipe and lift
station modifications to provide adequate wastewater infrastructure to serve the project site.

Other portions of the approved project would not significantly change—the main historic building (the Acacia House) is in
the process of being restored to serve as the main office with six guest rooms, guest rooms will be located in three free-
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standing buildings along the north and west perimeters of the project site, a conference room will be constructed in the
approximate center of the site, along with a restaurant and associated kitchen. A swimming pool and spa building will also
be constructed as previously approved. No other changes are proposed.

Building design features. The site plan and each building are being constructed as approved by the City. The Acacia
House is being renovated in a manner consistent with the historic character of the house. The architecture of the twelve
Palm Building is consistent with the design and materials being utilized for each of the other the approved buildings on site.

Circulation, access and parking. Vehicular access into and out of the site is provided by one driveway from Main Street
(State Route 29). The applicant is in the process of modifying the existing driveway to be closer to the southern property
line to improve sight lines and traffic safety. As mentioned, one informational revision analyzed in this addendum proposes
to extend the cueing distance of the turn lane in Highway 29 serving the project site.

The proposed plans show that 73 on-site spaces would be constructed. Parking spaces will include a combination of self-
park stalls and valet spaces. Full vehicular paved access would be provided through the site as was analyzed and
approved in 2010.

Landscaping. The site will be landscaped as per the approved plans.

Special events. No changes are proposed to the number and maximum capacity of special allowed by the existing Use
Permit and associated CEQA analysis approved in 2010.

Utility services. Potable water service and wastewater service would continue to be provided to the project site by the City
of St. Helena, although a new 6” sewer line constructed within a 10” containment pipe will be installed to serve the
property and an existing lift station will be reconstructed. This replacement was not included in the original CEQA analysis
of the project and has been included in this addendum intended to fully identify all elements of the project and supplement
the previous analysis. Landscaping on the site would be irrigated by an existing on-site well. In 2008, the property owner
and City signed a Water Agreement whereby the City agreed to provide up to 2,082,432 gallons of potable water per year
to serve the project.

The project applicant will be required by the City to ensure that stormwater runoff is collected and transported off of the site
in a manner consistent with City of St. Helena engineering standards and requirements. The project applicant is required
to comply with City of St. Helena surface water quality requirements during building demolition, grading and construction
through implementation of an erosion control plan. Long-term water quality features would also be installed as required by
the City of St. Helena.

Restricted housing component. The project applicant has been required to pay enhanced in-lieu fees to the City’s
Housing Trust Fund. Approximately $1,050,000 has been paid to date for in lieu fees.
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project site contains 3.83 acres of land located on the west side of Main Street (State Route 29) in the northern portion
of St. Helena. The street address for the site is 1915 Main Street and the Assessor’s Parcel Number is 009-490-009.

The site contains an historic single-family dwelling (the Acacia House) which was constructed in approximately 1907. The
current owners of the site are implementing the site development plan approved by the City in 2010. An older building
located on the north side of the property has been largely removed, new buildings have been recently framed and other
site improvements are being installed.

The project site is bounded on the north by York Creek, which also served as a boundary between the project site and
Beringer Winery north of the creek. Other land uses in the vicinity include active vineyards to the west and a large single-
family dwelling, known as the Sherwood Estate, to the south. A combination of residential and agricultural lands are
located east of the site, on the east side of Main Street.

Page 67 of 270



Agenda Item #10.3.

ATTACHMENT 6 UPDATED
9/21/2015

Loa Alcobas Project File PL14-037 September 11, 2015
Initial Study Page 5 of 25

Las Alcobas Hotel

The project site is located at 1915
Main Street (A.P.N. 009-490-009) in
St. Helena, CA. This is also State
Highway 29, as the highway runs
through the City of St. Helena serving
as Main Street while in the City limits.
The property was a previously
developed site on the northern end of

the City of St. Helena.

GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING

The City of St. Helena General Plan provides the vision for the community’s natural and built environment through a series
of goals and policies. To ensure that this desired vision is realized, the General Plan has been designed to be internally
consistent and cross-referenced with other documents, including the City’s Zoning Ordinance which guides, controls and
regulates future growth and development in a sound and orderly manner through the implementation of General Plan
Goals and Policies.

The project site is designated for Service Commercial uses in the St. Helena General Plan and is zoned as “Service
Commercial.” These designations provide for service and retail uses, restaurants, lodging, auto service, public and quasi-
public and similar uses. Such uses are intended to provide adequate sites for service and retail uses that are auto-
oriented with operational characteristics and space needs that are not considered appropriate for the downtown area.

The City has also included a “Planned Development” overlay zoning designation on the site to allow a degree of flexibility
in implementing this project. The PD overlay restricts future development to a specific development plan approved on this

site. The City has also applied a “Historic Preservation” overlay zoning designation on the property recognizing the
preservation and enhancement of the historic Acacia house on the property.

REQUIRED DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

All discretionary actions associated with project implementation and construction have been approved.
OTHER PUBLIC AGENCY REVIEW

In addition to the required City entitlements, an encroachment permit from CalTrans is required for work within the Main
Street (HWY 29) right-of-way, which is under State of California jurisdiction.
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DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

CEQA Guidelines Section 15150 recognizes the desirability of reducing the volume of documentation necessary for
environmental review and authorizes incorporation by reference any portion of relevant documents that provide general
background to the environmental document. As such, this Initial Study incorporates the following documents, which were
reviewed as part of the analysis of certain topical sections provided herein:

- City of St. Helena, General Plan Policy Document (1993 and amendments through 2008)
- City of St. Helena, Zoning Ordinance (1994 and amendments through 2008)

- Traffic Report by Crane and Associates

- Biologic Assessment from Marcus Bowles

Additional documents not reflected in this section are identified and analyzed within the Initial Study. These documents are
available for review at the City of St. Helena Planning Department, 1480 Main Street, St. Helena, CA 94574 (707) 967-2792.

PURPOSE OF INITIAL STUDY

The fundamental premise on which CEQA is based is that environmental protection can be achieved through informing
decision-makers and the public about a project’s potential environmental effects and identifying ways to reduce them. As a
public disclosure document, an Initial Study must identify all effects on the environment resulting from a project and
indicate the manner in which these effects can be mitigated or avoided to a less-than-significant level. Where it is
uncertain that a significant effect on the environment may occur, or where a significant effect is found to exist but cannot
be mitigated to a less-than-significant level, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must be prepared.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCEDURES AND CHECKLIST

This Initial Study presents a preliminary evaluation of the potential environmental impacts resulting from the project. The
Initial Study was prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code Section
21000-21178.1) and the Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (Chapter 3, Title 14,
California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines)). This Initial Study considers all aspects of the proposed project, as
required by Section 15063(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines’.

The Environmental Checklist provided below, as contained in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, was utilized to focus
this Initial Study on the environmental factors that may be impacted or further impacted by implementation of the proposed
project. Following each of the topical areas presented in the Environmental Checklist, a brief discussion is presented
regarding the topical environment setting, the relevance of the proposed project to the topical environment setting, any and
all potential impacts within the topical area and, as appropriate and mitigation measures necessary to reduce potentially
significant impacts to a less-than-significant level.

In keeping with the requirements of CEQA, the approved Initial Study is being modified through the Addendum process to
provide additional information on the project, which was not included in the original analysis. This information includes
modification to the striping of Highway 29/Main Street adjacent to the project site, elimination of approximately ten existing
on-street parking spaces along the east side of Highway 29/Main Street across from the project site and the re-
construction of a lift station and extension of a 6” sewer main not previously discussed and analyzed under the adopted
CEQA document. The additional analysis required of these minor changes has been incorporated into the Biological
Resources, Traffic/Transportation and Utilities and Services Systems sections below and is identified in the body of the
document as underlined text, to differentiate it from the previously conducted analysis.

No new impacts or mitigations were identified through this analysis, and therefore consistent with CEQA Section 15073.5,
recirculation and/or re adoption of the document is not necessary. The revisions identified in this addendum are
determined to be minor technical changes and do not rise to the level of change identified in Section 15162, which would
require preparation of a Subsequent CEQA document.

! Section 15063(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that all phases of project planning, implementation, and operation must be considered in the Initial Study of the project.
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SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below identify “Potentially Significant Impacts” affected by this project, as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages. However, as demonstrated in this Initial Study in the applicable topical sections mitigations
are proposed for incorporation into the project that will reduce or eliminate these impacts to “Less Than Significant” or “No
Impact.”

[ 1 Aesthetics [ 1 Agricultural Resources [ 1 Air Quality/GHG

[ ] Biological Resources [ 1 Cultural Resources [ 1 Geology/Soils

[ 1Hazards & Hazardous Materials [ 1 Hydrology/Water Quality [ 1 Land Use/Planning

[ ] Mineral Resources [ 1 Noise [ ] Population/Housing

[ 1 Public Services [ 1 Recreation [ 1 Transportation/Traffic
[

[ ] Utilities/Service Systems ] Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION:

On the basis of information found in this initial evaluation, the City of St. Helena finds that:

[ 1 The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

[1] Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there WILL NOT be a significant
effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made or agreed to by the project proponent. A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[v'] Although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant
effect in this case because all potentially significant effects: a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) pursuant to applicable standards; and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier MND, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed on the proposed Project.
An Addendum to the 2010 Mitigated Negative Declaration will be prepared.

[ 1] The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required.

[ 1] The proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but at 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 based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, if the effect is a “potentially
significant impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[ 1] Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially significant
effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Noah Housh, Planning and Community Improvement Director Date: September 11, 2015
City St. Helena

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

This Environmental Checklist Form has been provided to assist in the analysis of the environmental issues associated with
the project. Changes to the previous addendum adopted for the project (February 2015), are identified through the use of
underlined text incorporated into the previously approved addendum document.

In addition, the following standard rules, generated from the CEQA Guidelines, apply when completing and reviewing the
Environmental Checklist Form:
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1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like
the one involved (e.g. the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where
it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g. the project will not expose sensitive receptors
to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as
project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must
indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant.
“Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there
are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4. “Negative Declaration: Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Significant Impact.” The
lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level (mitigation measures from Section 17, “Earlier Analysis,” may be cross-referenced).

5. Earlier analysis may be used where an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration.
In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects
were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe
the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts
(e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where
appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted
should be cited in the discussion.

8. This checklist is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats. However, lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmental effects in
whatever format is selected.

9. The analysis of each issue should identify: (a) the significance criteria or threshold used to evaluate each question;
and (b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to a level of less-than-significant.

Potentially Potentially
Environmental Issue Area Significant Significant Lgss_ Than No New
Impact, Impact, Significant
Unmitigated Mitigated Impact Impact
1. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? v
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited v
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State
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Potentially Potentially
Environmental Issue Area Significant Significant L?SS. Than No New
Impact, Impact, Significant
Unmitigated Mitigated Impact Impact
scenic highway?
c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of v
the site and its surroundings?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would v
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure pertaining to aesthetics.

*« MM.1: The applicant shall prepare a lighting plan for review and approval of the Planning Commission prior to receipt of
a building permit.

Discussion:

The 2010 MND found that construction of the proposed hotel complex on the site would result in less-than-significant impacts
in terms of a substantial adverse impact on a scenic vista, substantial damage to scenic resources within a state scenic
highway or significantly degrade the visual character or quality of the site. Much of the proposed project improvements would
occur at the back of the site and would not be significantly visible from Main Street. The project frontage would largely remain
landscaped in a manner similar to pre-project conditions and the retention and enhancement of the Acacia House as part of the
project was identified as a community benefit.

The 2010 MND noted that construction of the proposed lodging facility would increase visible light on the site which could be a
significant impact. This impact was reduced to a less-than-significant level by adherence to the Mitigation Measure listed
above.

This measure has been met.

Conclusion:

There would be no new or more severe significant impacts with respect to the visual character of the project site or
significantly degrade the visual character or quality of the site or light and glare impacts than was analyzed in the 2010 MND
and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is required to adhere to all previous mitigation measures.

2. AGRICULTURAL & FORESTRY RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps

prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 4
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use?

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson v

Act Contract?

c. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to v
non-agricultural use?

d. Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non- v
forest use?

e. Involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of farmland to a v
non-agricultural use or conversion of forestland to a non-forest
use?

Discussion:
The 2010 MND found that approval and construction of the project would have no impact with respect to conversion of prime
agricultural lands, conflict with a Williamson Act Contract or forestry resources.

Conclusion:

There would be no new or more severe significant impacts with respect to agricultural resources or forestlands than was
analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required.

3. AIR QUALITY & GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. [Significance criteria established by the BAAQMD may
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Potentially Potentially
Significant Significant Less Than

Environmental Issue Area o No New
Impact, Impact, Significant
Unmitigated Mitigated Impact Impact
be relied upon to make the following determinations] Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air v
quality plan?
b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an v

existing or projected air quality violation?

c. Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable Federal or State ambient air quality standard (including v
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
0zone precursors)?

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant v
concentrations?

e. Create objectionable odors or dust affecting a substantial number v
of people?

f. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly,
that may have a significant impact on the environment or conflict v
with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure pertaining to air quality and
greenhouse gasses.

* MM 1: This measure required that construction and remodeling of the project be done in compliance with the California
Green Building Code and other Green building practices that have been adopted by the City at time of building permit
issuance.

* MM 2: This required hotel management to provide hybrid or electric vehicle shuttle vehicles between the hotel and
destinations within a 3-mile radius of the hotel.

« MM 3: This mitigation measure required that all grading and construction equipment be shut down when not in use.

*« MM 4: Grading and excavation operations were prohibited during windy periods.

< MM 5: Required that exposed soil services be sprinkled at least twice daily with non-potable water.

MM 6: Mandated that that demolition materials be properly managed to prevent the accumulation of dust that can

degrade air quality.

MM 7: Required that reusable materials be recycled to the fullest extent practicable.

MM 8: Prohibited grinding of broken asphalt, concrete, wood or other materials on the site.

MM 9: Prohibited collection of materials, such as construction debris or loose dirt, within the adjacent public right-of-way.

MM 10: This measure required all haul trucks using the site to maintain an adequate freeboard when leaving the site.

MM 11: Required hydroseeding or application of similar soil stabilizer to construction areas that remain inactive for a

period of 10 days or more to reduce accumulation of dust.

MM 12: Mandates that the property owner comply with Bay Area Air Quality Management District requirements, City
demolition permit requirements and to obtain permits from the BAAQMD.

Discussion:

The 2010 MND noted that demolition of existing buildings on the site, construction and operation of the proposed lodging
facility would generally have a less-than-significant impact on the environment in terms of air quality and greenhouse gas
emissions. This included possible conflicts with the regional air quality plan, result in contribution of cumulative considerable air
pollutants, expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant contributions or emit significant odors.

With adherence to the twelve air quality and greenhouse gas emissions, summarized above, violations of air quality standards
were reduced to a less-than-significant level.

The Bay Area Air Quality management District (BAAQMD) recently (2011) established minimum screening standards for
development projects determine, if based on the relatively small size of a project, such projects would not generate significant
quantities of air pollutants or greenhouse gasses. These screening standards are shown on Table 3-1 of the District's 2011
California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelines. The table shows that hotels containing 83 rooms or fewer fall below
the District’s threshold for emitting potentially significant air pollutants or greenhouse gasses. Since the proposed project would
contain up to 70 rooms, the project would not emit significant air pollutants or greenhouse gasses.

The project applicant has complied with or is complying with each of the above measures.
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Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts with respect to air quality or greenhouse gas emissions than
were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is required to adhere to all
previous air quality and greenhouse gas emission mitigation measures.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal result in:

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, 4
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game (CDFG) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)?

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, 4
policies, and regulations or by the CDFG or USFWS?

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on Federally protected wetlands
as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but v
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native v
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological v
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved v
local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan?

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure pertaining to biological resources.

MM 1: Modifications to the bank of York Creek required submittal of plans to the City and approval by both the City and
the California Department of Fish and Game (now California Department of Fish & Wildlife). If necessary, approval of
grading within York Creek by the US Army Corps may required.

MM 2: Required approval of a grading and drainage plan by the St. Helena Public Works Department before issuance of
a grading permit.

« MM 3: This mitigation measure required the applicant to obtain necessary approvals from the Regional Water Quality
Control Board prior to commencement of grading operations.

* MM 4: The applicant shall meet all state and federal requirements related to discharge of stormwater into local creeks.
* MM 5: Required the applicant to incorporate Best Management Practices (BMPs) into the design of the project that are
include but are not limited to covering of trash enclosures, proper collection of kitchen grease, providing secondary
containment of outdoor stored materials, incorporation of efficient irrigation to minimize overspray, appropriate sweeping

of paved surfaces and driveways including cleaning of drainage catch basins.

MM 6: Mandated that that the project developer shall record a long-term maintenance agreement with the City for any
structural stormwater devices.

* MM 7: Required the installation of permanent erosion control measures be place on all slopes as well as temporary
erosion control until vegetation can be established. Grading on the site is limited to April 15 to October 15.

MM 8: Mandated that all construction activities that minimizes pollutants entering the public storm drain system or local
groundwater. The project developer is required to pay for any testing, cleanup or City costs related to this issue.

MM 9: Required that demolition materials and solid waste materials be properly managed to prevent accumulation of
dust that can degrade water quality. The site shall be cleaned on a daily basis and materials properly placed in
dumpsters for removal.

* MM 10: Required that the retaining wall located between the Palm Building and Laurel Court be eliminated or relocated
outside of the bank of York Creek.

Discussion:
Impacts of project construction on candidate, sensitive and other plant and wildlife species, riparian habitat, wetlands and
movement of wildlife species through the site was found to be potentially significant in the 2010 MND. Adherence to the
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mitigation measures identified above reduced biological resource impacts to a less-than-significant level.

The current project has been designed with generally the same building footprint as was approved in 2010. The additional
lodging rooms would be constructed in upper floors of approved buildings so that no new undeveloped portions of the site
would be disturbed.

The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration and February 2015 Addendum did not include any discussion of the
required lift station modifications and the extension of an 6” sewer line within a 10” containment pipe to serve the Las Alcobas
project. The approximate location of the sewer line is identified below.

A Biological and Wetland Evaluation was conducted for this element of the project by Marcus H. Bole and Associates
(attached) which included analysis for impacts to any special status plant and wildlife species as well as a jurisdictional wetland
and riparian habitat evaluation. This analysis did not identify any impacts to any special status or listed plant or animal
species. Further, no impacts to jurisdictional wetlands or riparian habitats. Recommendations to include BMPs to address soil
erosion and sediment infiltration identified in this report, were previously included as conditions of project approval and are
therefore seen as informational and not substantive change or new mitigation and therefore the existing analysis and
conclusion is determined to be adequate and appropriate under CEQA.

The applicant has complied or will be complying with all of the 2010 biological resource mitigation measures.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to biological
resources than were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is required
to adhere to all previous mitigation measures.

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an v
historical resource as defined in Sec.15064.5?

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an v
archaeological resource pursuant to Sec. 15064.5?

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?

d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
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formal cemeteries?

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure pertaining to cultural resources.
*« MM 1: Required the applicant to comply with the recommendations of the Architectural Resources Group historic
resources report dated August 2005 when remodeling the Acacia House.
< MM 2: Mandated that work near an archeological resource identified on the site be halted until the resource can be
evaluated by a qualified archeologist. Recommendations made by the archeologist shall be followed by the project
developer.

Discussion:

The 2010 MND found a potentially significant impact with respect to a significant change to an historic resource, specifically,
the proposed remodeling of the 1907-era Acacia House on the site. A previous project applicant commissioned an report by a
qualified architectural historian (Architectural Resources Group-ARG) to prepare a strategy for renovating the Acacia House in
a manner that would be consistent with the Secretary of The Interior Standards of Rehabilitation. This report satisfied Mitigation
Measure 1 of the 2010 MND. Work is currently proceeding to renovate the house, so that this topic remains less-than-
significant.

The project site is located adjacent to York Creek, which generally indicates that the site has a moderate to high potential for
archeological, Native American or similar cultural resources to be found. The applicant has complied with Mitigation Measure 2
to ensure this impact would be less-than-significant.

The applicant has complied or will be complying with all of the 2010 cultural resource mitigation measures.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to cultural
resources than were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is required
to adhere to all previous mitigation measures.

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area, or based
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? (Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Pub. 42)

AN

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

AN RN IAN AN

c. Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse)?

AN

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or v
property?

e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers v
are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure pertaining to geology and soils.

< MM 1: Recommendations included in the soils and geotechnical investigation submitted with the application shall be
incorporated into all design and construction plans. The geotechnical engineer shall sign all improvement plans. assume
inspection for work and certify to the City prior to acceptance that the work complies with recommendations.

« MM 2: Required approval of a grading and drainage plan by the St. Helena Public Works Department before issuance of
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a grading permit.

« MM 3: This mitigation measure required stormwater runoff to be directed to a subsurface or a properly surfaced in-street
drainage system to avoid runoff of topsoil and soil erosion.

MM 4: All construction shall meet Uniform Building Code regulations for seismic safety.

MM 5: Required installation of permanent erosion control measures on all slopes. Temporary erosion control shall be
installed until vegetation can be established on graded slopes.

* MM 6: Unless otherwise allowed by the City, grading shall be limited to the period of April 15 to October 15.

Discussion:

The 2010 MND found that impacts of the project related to seismic activity, landslides and effects of expansive soil were less-
than-significant. There were potentially significant impacts with respect to the potential for substantial erosion or loss of topsoil
from the site. This impact was reduced to a less-than-significant level with adherence to the mitigation measures listed above.

The current proposal has disturbed approximately the same amount of the site for buildings, parking, driveways, amenities and
similar features as allowed in the approved plans. No new or more severe impacts are therefore anticipated with respect to
soils or geotechnical impacts.

The applicant has complied or will be complying with all of mitigation measures imposed to reduce soil erosion to a less-than-
significant level.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to geological and
soil topics than were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is required
to adhere to all previous mitigation measures.

7. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routing, transport, use or disposal of hazardous 4
materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions v
involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter v
mile of an existing or proposed school?

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section v
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in 4
the project area?

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in v
the project area?

g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted v
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wild land fires, including where wild lands are v
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed
with wild lands?

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measures related to hazards and hazardous
materials.

« MM 1: Required City approval of a plan for the storage of hazardous materials on the site, including but not limited to
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fuel, oil, paints, solvents, fertilizers, etc. The Plan shall include an identification of the types of materials to be stored on
the site, their intended use during construction, a schedule for use on the site and the method of storage so as not to the
susceptible to water infiltration.

MM 2: Required that, in the event of a hazardous spill, both the City Fire Department and the State Office of Emergency
Services shall be contacted.

Discussion:

The 2010 MND found potentially significant impacts with the storage and use of potentially hazardous materials on the use as
part of the construction process. With adherence to the above mitigation measures, this impact was reduced to a less-than-
significant level. No impacts were identified with respect to handling hazardous materials near an existing or proposed school,
location near a public or private airport or airstrip or the potential for exposure to wildfire.

The current proposal includes the same type of land use as the approved project and would use approximate the same types
and quantities of construction materials as was previously analyzed.

The applicant has complied or will be complying with all mitigation measures imposed to reduce hazardous materials impacts
to a less-than-significant level.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to hazards and
hazardous materials than were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is
required to adhere to all previous hazardous materials mitigation measures.

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge v
requirements?

b.) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be
a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing v
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been
granted?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, v
in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, v
or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or v
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? v

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on v
a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map
or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would v
impede or redirect flood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the v
failure of a levee or dam?

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? v

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure pertaining to hydrology and water
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quality.

MM 1: Required the project developer to submit a grading and drainage plan to be approved by the St. Helena Public
Works Department. The Plan shall demonstrate that increased stormwater flows from the site will be reduced.

MM 2: The basement of the Palm Building shall be limited to non-residential uses isuch as laundry, storage, mechanical
equipment No storage is permitted outside of the basement of this building and essential equipment in the basement
shall be flood proofed.

MM 3: A Notice of Intent (NOI) shall be filed with appropriate regulatory agencies.

< MM 4: Required the developer to ensure that no construction material. is conveyed into the local storm drain system. The
developer shall pay for any cleanup, testing and City administrative costs resulting from deposition of construction
materials in the storm drain system.

« MM 5: All materials that could result in water pollution shall be stored and used in a manner that will not cause pollution.
Discarded materials shall be properly disposed of in an approved site.

+ MM 6: Required that all construction activities be performed that minimizes any pollutants entering the storm drainage
system or local groundwater.

*« MM 7: The developer shall comply with all requirements for discharging into a public storm drain system to ensure
compliance with the Clean Water Act. A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan shall be prepared and implemented as
approved by the City’s Public Works Department.

MM 8: Mandated that all storm drain inlets be marked with a “No Dumping-Flows to River” permanent sign.

MM 9: Required that the project developer prepare and record a plan to ensure long-term private maintenance of
structural stormwater pollution prevention removal devices. Appropriate easements shall be provided and recorded if
necessary

* MM 10: Required preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan.

« MM 11: Mandated that drainage facilities shall be designed to City standards.

*« MM 12: Required that demolition materials and solid waste to be properly managed to prevent accumulation of dust or
material that could degrade water quality. The site shall be cleaned daily.

MM 13: Prohibited the collection of materials within public rights-of-way including Main Street.

MM 14: Required hydroseeding or application of non-toxic soil stabilizers on construction areas that remain inactive for a
period of 10 days or more to reduce dust accumulation.

Discussion:

The 2010 MND identified potentially significant impacts with respect to violation of water quality standards, substantial
alteration of drainage patterns, increases in the rate or amount of surface runoff as a result of constructing the Grandview hotel
project. All of these impacts were reduced to a less-than-significant level by adherence to the mitigation measures identified
above. Less-than-significant impacts were found with respect to depletion of groundwater resources, placement of housing
within a 100-year flood hazard area or risk of seiche, tsunami or mudflows.

The current project would include approximately the same amount of impervious surfaces as the approved project so that the
rate and amount of stormwater runoff would be approximately the same as the approved project. The Palm Building was
recently removed and is proposed to be rebuilt with a non-habitable basement area, as required by Mitigation Measure 2,
above.

The applicant has complied or will be complying with all other hydrology and water quality mitigation measures.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to hydrology and
water quality than were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is
required to adhere to all previous mitigation measures.

9. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

a. Physically divide an established community? v

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or resolution of
an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or v
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural v
community conservation plan?

Page 79 of 270



Agenda Item #10.3.

ATTACHMENT 6 UPDATED
9/21/2015

Loa Alcobas Project File PL14-037 September 11, 2015
Initial Study Page 17 of 25

Potentially Potentially
Significant Significant Less Than

Impact, Impact, Significant
Unmitigated Mitigated Impact Impact

Environmental Issue Area No New

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure pertaining to land use and planning.

» MM 1: Required the owner/applicant to pay a housing fee of approximately $40,000 (the exact amount to be calculated at
the time of building permit issuance). t mitigate the housing impact of jobs to be generated by the hotel use..

* MM 2: The project owner/applicant shall make a $750,000 contribution to the City’s Housing Trust Fund prior to issuance
of a building permit to mitigate the loss of 22 affordable studio apartments. The preference is that the contribution be
earmarked for a non-for-profit housing developer to building affordable housing in the City.

« MM 3: Required the owner/applicant to provide relocation assistance for any residence living in the facility prior to start of
construction.

Discussion:

The 2010 MND found that construction and operation of the project would have no significant effects on land use, including
physical division of a community, conflicts with an applicable land use plan or conflict with a habitat conservation plan.
However, construction of the proposed lodging facility would result in potentially significant impacts with respect to the City’s
stock of housing affordable to lower income households. This impact was mitigated by requiring the project applicant to
contribute to the City’s Housing Trust Fund to assist in funding off-site affordable housing.

The proposed project is very similar to the proposed project, although the number of dwellings would be increased from 57 to
70. The project site remains self-contained and no established communities would be divided. The applicant has not requested
any changes to the St. Helena General Plan that would affect a land use plan or policy that provides environmental protection.
No Habitat Conservation Plan would be affected with the project.

The current project applicant is required to make a financial contribution to the City’s Housing Trust Fund as mandated by the
previous MND.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to land use than
were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The project developer will be required to comply with
previous mitigation measures contained in the 2010 MND.

10. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that v
would be of value to the region and the residents of the State?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific v
plan, or other land use plan?

Discussion:
a. The St. Helena General Plan does not identify the presence of mineral resources on the project site.

b. No locally important mineral resources are located on the site as identified in the General Plan.

Conclusion:

There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to land use than
were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required.

11. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise v
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne v
vibration or ground borne noise levels?

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the v
project vicinity above levels existing without the project

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the v
project?
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e. For a project located within an airport land use plan, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to 4
excessive noise levels?

Previous Mitigation Measure: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure dealing with noise impacts.

*« MM 1: Required the project developer to limit construction to the hours of between 7 am to 6 pm. Exceptions may be
granted by the City’s Public Works Director.

MM 2: Construction equipment is required to have state-of-the-art muffler systems that are properly maintained.

« MM 3: Noisy construction stationary equipment shall be placed away from developed areas on and off the project site.

MM 4: Grading and construction equipment shall be shut down when not in use.

Discussion:
The 2010 MND noted that primary sources of noise on and near the project site included auto and truck traffic on nearby roads.
Limited on-site noise was documented, primarily noise from recreational facilities.

Future noise sources were anticipated to include additional on-site traffic and noise generated by on-site special events. These
special events would include 12 special events per year with a maximum of 97 attendees at most events, but three special
events would allow up to 125 attendees. Noise from special evens were found not to be significant since noise increases would
be consistent with normal noise within a typical urban area. The 2010 MND found that short-term construction noise would be
potentially significant and the mitigation measures listed above were applied to reduce this impact to a less-than-significant
level.

The current project would include the same type of development as permitted in 2010, but with an additional 13 lodging units.
The proposed small increase would not significantly increase as a result of adding proposed lodging units. The number of
special events and attendance at these events would not change from the number currently approved.

The applicant has complied or will be complying with adopted noise mitigation measures.

Conclusion:

There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to noise than
were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is required to adhere to all
previous noise mitigation measures.

12. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for

example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly v
(for example, through extension of roads and other
infrastructure)?

b. Displacing substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating v

the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the v
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion:
a. The project does not include a housing component that would include a population increase in the community. No impacts
would result with respect to this impact.

b. The project site is occupied by an historic house which is being renovated. Construction of lodging on the site is underway
consistent with approved plans. No housing would be displaced by the proposed project.

c. Referto (b) above.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to population and
housing than was analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required.

13. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project:

a. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities,
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need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any of the public
services including:
i) Fire Protection? v
ii) Police Protection? v
iii) Schools? v
iv) Parks? v
v) Other Public Facilities? v
Discussion:

The 2010 MND documented that adequate fire and police protection was available to serve the proposed project as well as
other City services. All buildings would be equipped with fire sprinklers and fitted with smoke detectors, fire extinguishers and
exit signs. The applicant will be required to pay impact fees, including school impact fees. Impacts to public services were
found to be less-than-significant and no mitigation measures were required.

The current project would include the same type of development as permitted in 2010, but with an additional 13 lodging units.
The proposed small increase would not significantly increase demand for public services as a result of adding proposed
lodging units. Costs to provide additional services associated with the increase in lodging units would be off-set by payment of
additional impact fees and long-term tax revenues to the City of St. Helena.

Conclusion:

There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to public services
than were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required.

14. RECREATION. Would the project:

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that a v
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion or recreational facilities which might 4
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Discussion:

The 2010 MND concluded that the proposed project would not adversely impact recreational facilities that serve the local

population and would not require construction of new or expanded local recreational facilities. The project was noted as having
the potential to provide limited special events for the community.

The current project would include the same type of development as permitted in 2010, but with an additional 13 lodging units.
The proposed small increase would not increase demand for parks and recreational facilities, the same as noted in 2010.
Conclusion:

There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to recreation
than were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required.

15. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a. Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in v
a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

b. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county congestion management v
agency for designated roads or highways?
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c. Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that result in v
substantial safety risks?

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersection) or incompatible uses v
(e.g., farm equipment)?

e. Result in inadequate emergency access? v

f. Conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative transportation v
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Previous Mitigation Measures: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measure dealing with transportation and traffic
impacts.
MM 1: Required that all required public frontage and street improvements be designed and built in accordance with
approval from the California Department of Transportation in cooperation with the St. Helena Public Works Department.
MM 2: Required the project developer to enter into a deferred improvement agreement with the City to participate in a
future for the design and installation of a traffic signal at Pratt Avenue and Main Street, should this improvement be
needed in the future.
* MM 3: Required the project developer to implement the recommendations of the 2005 project traffic report prepared by
Crane Transportation Group dated November 2003 and Addendum (2005) prior to receipt of a final permit.
MM 4: Required the project applicant to provide a minimum of 57 on-site parking spaces based on a minimum of 1 space
per room.
MM 5: Required the project applicant to prepare and implement a Traffic Control Plan to deal with on-site construction
and truck traffic, This Plan shall be approved prior to issuance of a building or grading permit.

Discussion:

In terms of transportation and traffic, the 2010 document found that operation of the lodging facility would generate
approximately 31 peak hour trips on a typical Friday afternoon peak hours and approximately 35 peak hour trips would be
generated on weekends. No significant impacts were found in terms of added congestion at the nearby Madrona Avenue and
Main Street. The MND stated that the Level of Service was expected to be at least a level “B” with or without the proposed
project.

The project included a left-hand turn lane for motorists traveling north-bound into the site which would provide a more efficient
movement of vehicles and limit vehicle queuing on Main Street. The project applicant also proposed to consolidate two existing
site driveways into a single drive to align with the intersection of Main Street and Pratt Avenue. This measure would provide for
an orderly intersection and would improve sight-line conditions for motorists exiting the site.

Construction traffic associated with the project was deemed to be potentially significant, and the 2010 MND contained a
mitigation measure that required the project applicant to prepare and implement a Traffic Control Plan to accommodate
construction vehicles in a manner that would cause the least disruption to local traffic patterns.

The current project would include the same type of development as permitted in 2010, but with an additional 13 lodging units.
Based on an industry standard trip rate of 0.49 PM peak hour trips from a hotel room (Institute of Traffic Engineers Trip
Generation, 9 edition). The current project would generate an estimate 6 new PM peak hour trips from the approved (current)
project. The 2012 Hunter project DEIR notes that the operation of the Fulton Lane/Main Street intersection is anticipated to
operate at LOS B into the year 2030. Therefore, the addition of 13 rooms to the current project would not result in a significant
impact to short-term or cumulative traffic conditions.

The applicant has complied or will be complying with all existing traffic and transportation mitigation measures to ensure that
construction impacts and impacts associated with traffic safety would continue to be less-than-significant.

However, in April of 2015 the applicants representative submitted to CalTrans for an encroachment permit to allow the work in
the Highway 29/Main Street Right-of-Way (ROW) to be conducted, including curb, gutter and pavement improvements, striping
work and utility connections. In response, CalTrans requested additional information be provided including an updated Traffic
Impact Study and revised CEQA document implementing the recommendations and findings of the Traffic Report. Further, the
comment letter from CalTrans identified several revisions to the Encroachment Plan Set required to be able to approve and
issue the requested permit. These included additional information on the striping and proposed improvements (identified
below), as well as City Council approval of the No Parking/Red-Curb prohibitions along Highway 29/Main Street.
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In response, the applicant had an updated Traffic Impact Report conducted by Crane and Associates, completed May 29, 2015
(attached). The analysis and findings of this document identify that the proposed design of the traffic and circulation infrastructure
Serving the project is adequate and will maintain Level of Service (LOS) A for left turn Hwy 29/Main Street left turn movement
during all weekday and Saturday peak traffic hours for Existing + project conditions. Further, this analysis finds that an acceptable
LOS B will be maintained for left turn Hwy 29/Main Street left turn movement for year 2030 Cumulative + Project conditions.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to traffic and
transportation than were analyzed in the 2010 MND. The proposed turn-lane length of 150-feet is adequate to maintain all
LOS levels identified and discussed above, even under (potential) future conditions with the Highway 29 and Pratt Avenue
intersection being signalized. The current project developer is required to adhere to all previous transportation mitigation
measures and the specific CalTrans design criteria for work in the Highway 29/Main Street ROW. The previous traffic
impact analysis and mitigation continue to be adequate to mitigate any project specific impacts to less than significant

levels.

16. Utilities and Service Systems. Would the project:

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable v
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the v
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?
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c. Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of v
which could cause significant environmental effects?

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded v
entitlements needed?

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate v
capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to v
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g. Impact with Federal, State, and local statutes and regulations v
related to solid waste?

Previous Mitigation Measures: The 2010 MND contained the following mitigation measures with respect to Utilities and Service
Systems
« MM 1: Required that the project developer to ascertain the location of all underground utilities and design underground
utilities to avoid disruption these systems.

MM 2: Required that water and energy conservation measures be incorporated into the design of the project in
accordance with applicable codes and ordinances.

MM 3: Required that the project be connected to the City’s potable water and sanitary sewer systems. The existing on-
site well shall be protected from contamination and include installation of a City-approved backflow device

* MM 4: Required the project be designed and built in accordance with City standards dealing with conveyance of
stormwater.

*« MM 6: Required the project developer to use a franchised solid waste hauler during project demolition and construction
to remove all solid waste. If solid waste is self-hauled, an appropriate landfill must be used.

* MM 7: Source separation shall be implemented for wood waste material for recycling.

MM 8: Required the project developer to submit and have approved a source reduction plan that meets City
requirements.

« MM 9: A recycling and solid waste enclosure shall be provided in accordance with City standards.

MM 10: The project applicant is required to pay all water and sewer impact fees associated with increase in water use or
the generation of wastewater.

* MM 11: The applicant shall install a new 6-inch diameter force main with a 10-inch containment pipe from the Crinella
pump station to the existing sewer system at the intersection of Railroad Avenue and Fulton Lane.

Discussion:

The 2010 MND found that, generally, construction and operation of the hotel project would result in less-than-significant
impacts with respect to utilities and service systems. A potentially significant impact was identified with respect to use of
potable water. The project applicant proposed to use an on-site water well for irrigation of exterior landscape; however, City
potable water would be used for interior water demand. The City approved a Water Agreement with the applicant in 2008 that
allows the City of St. Helena to provide up to 2,082,432 gallons of water per year to the approved project. The current applicant
will be required to implement on-site water savings as part of the project to ensure that the terms of the Water Agreement are
met. A revision to the existing Water Agreement may be requested.

In_addition, the required re-construction of an existing sewer lift station and installation of new 6” sewer lines to serve the
project site are not identified as having any potential for significant impacts. The wastewater treatment plant has adequate
capacity for the additional effluent resulting from the proposed project and the re-construction of the existing lift station serving
the project site and the extension of the sewer line to convey wastewater from the project were not identified as creating any
significant environmental impacts under CEQA.

The applicant has complied or will be complying with all existing utility mitigation measures to ensure that construction impacts
and these impacts will remain less-than-significant.

Conclusion:
There would be no new or more severe significant impacts associated with the current project with respect to utilities and
service systems than were analyzed in the 2010 MND and no new analysis is required. The current project developer is
required to adhere to all previous mitigation measures.
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XVII. Mandatory Findings of Significance.
a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to No
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?
b. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term No

environmental goals?

c. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in conjunction with No
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects and the effects of probable future projects.)

d. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either

directly or indirectly? No

Attachments:

1. Traffic Impact Report by Crane Transportation Group (May 29, 2015)

2. Biological and Wetland Evaluation by Marcus Bole & Associates (July 26, 2015)
3. Las Alcobas Hotel Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 2010

4. Las Alcobas Hotel Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan
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Marcus H. Bole & Associates

An Environmental Consulting Firm

July 26, 2015

Presidio Companies and City of St. Helena

Attn: Mr. Guneet Bajwa Attn: Mr. Noah Housh
1011 10" Street Planning Director
Sacramento, CA 95814 Delivered by email
Delivered by email: gbajwa(@presidioco.com noahh@pcityofsthelena.org

BIOLOGICAL AND WETLAND EVALUATION FOR CRINELLA PUMP STATION
FORCE MAIN PROJECT, CITY OF ST. HELENA, NAPA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA,
MHBA FILE 0726-2015-3390.

INTRODUCTION

During July of 2015, a Biological and Wetland Evaluation was conducted on a 1,400 foot long
by 100 foot wide corridor along the proposed alignment of the Crinella Pump Station Force Main
project, City of St. Helena, California (See Attached Figure). The project is located within the
City of St. Helena, along portions of Fulton Lane and Rail Road Right of Way, Township 8
North, Range 6 West, U.S. Geological survey (USGS) St. Helena 7.5-minute topographic
quadrangle. Particular attention was focused upon the project’s potential impact to federal and
state special-status plants/wildlife species and wetlands subject to federal or state jurisdiction.

A records search was completed prior to this evaluation of the United States Fish & Wildlife
Service’s (USFWS) Federal Endangered and Threatened Species List (NEPA) and the
California Natural Diversity Database (CEQA) for the St. Helena 7 2 minute quadrangle.
These documents list plants and wildlife that have Federal, State and California Native Plant
Society (CNPS) special status. In accordance with guidance set forth in the United States Army
Corps of Engineer’s 1987 Wetlands Delineation Manual, as supplemented by the Interim
Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Arid West
Region, dated December 2006, a wetland/riparian determination was conducted.

FINDINGS
Special Status Plant and Wildlife Species:

Project implementation will not result in alterations (removal) of natural plant or wildlife
communities. The proposed Crinella Pump Station Force Main installation will not interfere
with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species, or result in
impacts to established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors. The project will not affect
the use of native wildlife nursery sites. The project will not impact Federal or State Listed
Plant/Wildlife species, or Plant/Wildlife Species of Concern.

1
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Jurisdictional Wetland and Riparian Habitats:

Using the methodologies described in the 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual, as supplemented
by the Interim Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual:
Arid West Region, dated December 2006, Marcus H. Bole & Associates found no federal or state
jurisdictional wetland habitats within the boundaries of the project corridor. Temporary impacts
to storm drain patterns will not result in the loss of jurisdictional wetland or riparian habitats.

Recommendations:

1) Following excavation and subsequent installation of the pipeline, all soil surfaces should be
returned to pre-project elevations, compacted, and stabilized with erosion control devices (straw
wattles, jute mat, hydroseed, etc.) in accordance with the Best Management Practices (BMPs)
approved for this project.

2) If the project alignment changes significantly, follow-on evaluations should be conducted to
evaluate potential environmental impacts.

This concludes our biological and wetland evaluation of the Crinella Pump Station Force Main
project located within the City of St. Helena. If you have any questions concerning our findings
or recommendations, please feel free to contact me directly at: Marcus H. Bole & Associates,
Attn: Marcus Bole, 104 Brock Drive, Wheatland, CA 95692, phone 530-633-0117, fax 530-633-
0119, email: mbole@aol.com. For a complete copy of the Statement of Qualifications of the
staff members conducting this evaluation please visit our website at: mhbole.com.

Respectfully Submitted:
Marcus H. Bole, M.S. Principal

Senior Environmental Scientist
Senior Wetland Biologist

Attachment:

Site Map provided by Cunningham Engineering
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TRAFFIC IMPACT REPORT

LAS ALCOBAS HOTEL
ST. HELENA, CALIFORNIA

May 29, 2015

Prepared for: Caltrans District 4

Prepared by: Mark D. Crane, P.E.
California Registered Traffic Engineer (#1381)
CRANE TRANSPORTATION GROUP
2621 E. Windrim Court
Elk Grove, CA 95758
(916) 647-3406
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I. INTRODUCTION

This report has been prepared at the request of Caltrans District 4 to determine the length of the
left turn lane required on the northbound State Route 29 approach to the entrance of the Las
Alcobas hotel, currently under construction in the City of St. Helena. The hotel entrance will be
on the west sidc of the highway and the fourth leg of the cxisting Pratt Avenue unsignalized
interscction (scc Figure 1). Evaluation has been conducted for both Existing + Project and Year
2030 General Plan Buildout + Project conditions.

II. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

1. The maximum required storage length of the proposed left turn lane on the northbound
SR 29 approach to the Pratt Avenuce/Las Alcobas Hotel entrance intersection would be at
least 50 feet and preferably 75 feet. This assumes an unsignalized intersection and peak
weekday or weekend traffic conditions for existing or year 2030 cumulative conditions
with the Las Alcobas Hotel in operation and 100 percent occupied. The peak storage
demand would occur during the weekday AM commute peak hour. Please note that this
finding is for storage demand only and does not include any additional length Caltrans
may wish to add for deceleration.

2. If the SR 29/Pratt Avenue-Las Alcobas Hotel access intersection is signalized, the 50 to
75 feet of storage in the northbound left turn lane would also be adequate to
accommodate the 95th percentile queuing demand.

3. The applicant’s civil engineer has prepared a design for the left turn lane with a 150-foot
length, which would be more than adequate to accommodate the expected queuing
demand.

III. PROPOSED PROJECT

The Las Alcobas hotel will be located on the west side of the State Route 29-128 highway in the
northern part of the City of St. Helena. The hotel access driveway will be the fourth leg of the
existing Pratt Avenue unsignalized intersection (see Figure 2).

The Las Alcobas hotel will have the following features.

* 68 rooms

* Spa for guests only

* 40-seat quality restaurant for guests and the general public

*  One special event per month (a wedding, party, etc.). Three events per year can have up
to 125 people, with the remaining nine having no more than 100 people.

-

CTG 5/29/15 Las Alcobas Hotel Page 1

MARK D, CRANE, P.E. «+ CRANE TRANSPORTATION GROUP
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IV. EXISTING CONDITIONS (WITHOUT PROJECT)
A. ROADWAYS

State Route 29-128 (SR 29) is a two-lane north-south highway in the City of St. Helena. At the

Pratt Avenue tee intersection the roadway is 48 feet wide curb to curve. A 75-foot-long left turn
lane is provided on the southbound SR 29 approach to Pratt Avenue. Curb, gutter and sidewalk

line both sides of the highway at Pratt Avenue

Pratt Avenue is a two-lane collector roadway connecting SR 29 with Silverado Trail. It is about
40 feet wide in the vicinity of SR 29. Pratt Avenue is stop sign controlled on its approach to

SR 29 and the westbound approach lane is 20 feet wide, allowing left and right turning vehicles
to scparate.

B. VOLUMES

Existing weekday AM peak period (7:00-9:00) and PM peak period (3:00-6:00) as well as
Saturday afternoon (1:00-6:00 PM) traffic counts were conducted on Thursday, May 21 and
Saturday, May 16, 2015 at the SR 29/Pratt Avenue intersection. The peak hours were
determined to be 7:45-8:45 AM and 4:00-5:00 PM on the weekday, and 1:15-2:15 on Saturday
afternoon. Resultant May peak hour volumes are presented in Figure 3.

A scasonal adjustment was then made to factor May counts to September harvest conditions, the
peak traffic month of the year. Based upon Caltrans PeMS monthly traffic count information for
SR 29 as well as monthly traffic count adjustment factors from the City of Napa, May peak hour
counts were increased 3 percent to reflect peak September traffic conditions. Resultant
September weekday and Saturday peak hour “without” project volumes are presented in

Figure 4.

V. GENERAL PLAN BUILDOUT VOLUMES
(WITHOUT PROJECT)

Year 2030 peak hour traffic projections for northern St. Helena have already been developed as
part of the most recent City General Plan update and then further refined as part of the ongoing
Hunter Subdivision EIR. Resultant year 2030 September weekday and Saturday “without”
project peak hour volumes are presented in Figure S.

CTG 5/29/15 Las Alcobas Hotel Page 2
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VI. PROJECT TRIP GENERATION & DISTRIBUTION

Weekday and Saturday peak hour trip generation projections for the Las Alcobas hotel have been
developed using trip rates from the traffic engineering profession’s standard source of trip rate
data — Trip Generation Manual, 9th Edition, by the Institute of Transportation Engineers, 2012.
As shown in Table 1, the proposed hotel would be expected to generate 28 inbound and 19
outbound trips during a weekday AM peak hour, 26 inbound and 27 outbound trips during a
weekday PM peak hour, and 21 inbound and 21 outbound trips during a Saturday afternoon peak
traffic hour. Projections conservatively assume full occupancy of the hotel and that half the
restaurant seats are occupied by general public drive-in customers. Also, no passby capture of
hotel guests or restaurant patrons has been assumed.

Project trip distribution would be expected to be 50 to 60 percent to/from the south on SR 29.
Minor differences would be cxpected during the various pcak hours depending upon the mix of
guests and employcees (a combination of the two during the weckday peak hours versus primarily
guests during the Saturday peak hour). The northbound left turn into the site would always be
expected to accommodate 50 to 60 percent of project inbound traffic.

Figure 6 presents both the percent project traffic distribution during all three analysis peak hours
as well as the resultant project traffic turn movements, while resultant Existing + Project and
Year 2030 Cumulative + Project weekday and Saturday peak hour volumes are presented in
Figures 7 and 8, respectively.

VII. OPERATION OF THE SR 29-128/PRATT AVENUE/HOTEL
DRIVEWAY INTERSECTION

A. LEVEL OF SERVICE
1. Analysis Methodology

Transportation engineers and planners commonly use a grading system called level of service
(LOS) to measure and describe the operational status of the local roadway network. LOS is a
description of the quality of a roadway facility’s operation, ranging from LOS A (indicating
free-flow traffic conditions with little or no delay) to LOS F (representing oversaturated
conditions where traffic flows exceed design capacity, resulting in long queues and delays).
Intersections, rather than roadway segments between intersections, are almost always the
capacity controlling locations for any circulation systcm.

Signalized Intersections. For signalized intersections, the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual

(Transportation Research Board, National Research Council) methodology was utilized. With
this methodology, operations are defined by the level of service and average control delay per
vehicle (measured in seconds) for the entire intersection. For a signalized intersection, control
delay is the portion of the total delay attributed to traffic signal operation. This includes delay

CTG 5/29/115 Las Alcobas Hotel Page 3
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associated with deceleration, acceleration, stopping, and moving up in the queue. Table 2
summarizes the relationship between delay and LOS for signalized intersections.

Unsignalized Intersections. For unsignalized (all-way stop-controlled and side-strect stop-
controlled) intersections, the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual (Transportation Research Board,
National Research Council) methodology for unsignalized intersections was utilized. For side-
street stop-controlled intersections, operations are defined by the level of service and average
control delay per vehicle (measured in seconds), with delay reported for the stop sign controlled
approaches or turn movements, although overall delay is also typically reported for intersections
along state highways. For all-way stop-controlled intersections, operations are defined by the
average control delay for the entire intersection (measured in seconds per vehicle). The delay at
an unsignalized intersection incorporates delay associated with deceleration, acceleration,
stopping, and moving up in the queue. Table 3 summarizes the relationship between delay and
LOS for unsignalized intersections.

2. Existing and Year 2030 Cumulative + Project Operation

Table 4 presents weekday AM and PM peak hour as well as Saturday PM peak hour levels of
service for the SR 29/Pratt Avenue/project hotel unsignalized intersection for Existing + Project
and Cumulative 2030 + Project conditions. As shown for Existing + Project conditions, while
the stop sign controlled approaches would be operating with extended delays, the left turn
movement on the northbound SR 29 intersection approach would be operating at LOS A during
all weekday and Saturday peak traffic hours. Control delay for this movement would be less
than 10 seconds each peak hour. For year 2030 Cumulative + Project conditions, the left turn
movement on the northbound SR 29 approach to the project entrance would still be operating at
LOS A conditions during the weekday AM and PM peak hours, and an acceptable LOS B during
the Saturday PM peak hour.

B. SIGNAL WARRANT EVALUATION
1. Analysis Methodology

Traffic signals arc used to provide an orderly flow of traffic through an intersection. Many times
they are needed to offer side street traffic an opportunity to access a major road where high
volumes and/or high vehicle speeds block crossing or turn movements. They do not, however,
increase the capacity of an intersection (i.c., increase the overall intersection's ability to
accommodate additional vehicles) and, in fact, often slightly reduce the number of total vehicles
that can pass through an intersection in a given period of time. Signals can also cause an
increase in traffic accidents if installed at inappropriate locations.

There arc 9 possible tests for determining whether a traffic signal should be considered for
installation. These tests, called "warrants", consider criteria such as actual traffic volume,
pedestrian volume, presence of school children, and accident history. The intersection volume
data together with the available collision histories were compared to warrants contained in the
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), Federal Highway Administration, 2012,
California Supplement, which has been adopted by the State of California as a replacement for

CTG 5/29/15 Las Alcobas Hotel Page 4
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Caltrans Traffic Manual. Section 4C of the MUTCD provides guidelines, or warrants, which
may indicate need for a traffic signal at an unsignalized intersection. As indicated in the
MUTCD, satisfaction of one or more warrants does not necessarily require immediate
installation of a traffic signal. It is merely an indication that the local jurisdiction should begin
monitoring conditions at that location and that a signal may ultimately be required.

Warrant 3, the peak hour volume warrant, is often uscd as an initial check of signalization nceds
since peak hour volume data is typically available and this warrant is usually the first one to be
met. Warrant 3 is based on a curve and takes only the hour with the highest volume of the day
into account. Please see the Appendix for the warrant chart. To meet this warrant, a minimum
of 100 vehicles per hour must approach the intersection on one of the side streets.

2. Existing and Year 2030 Cumulative + Project Results

Volumes at the SR 29-128/Pratt Avenue/project hotel intersection would not meet urban peak
hour warrant #3 criteria for signalization during any of the weekday or Saturday peak traffic
hours for Existing + Project or Cumulative 2030 + Project conditions. Please see the warrant
chart in the Appendix.

C. REQUIRED LENGTH OF NORTHBOUND LEFT TURN
1. Analysis Methodology

The required length of the left turn lane on the northbound SR 29 approach has been determined
using formulas contained in an article in ITE Magazine (Estimation of Maximum Queue Lengths
at Unsignalized Intersections, by John T. Gard, November, 2001). Formulas are presented in
Table 5 and determine the 95th percentile queue. Results are presented in number of vehicles.
For analysis purposes, each vehicle is assumed 25 feet long and all partial vehicle results have
been rounded up to the next 25-foot increment.

2. Results — Unsignalized Operation
a. Existing + Project Conditions

Table 6 presents the required storage length of the left turn lane on the northbound SR 29
approach to the Pratt Avenue/Las Alcobas Hotel intersection for Existing + Project conditions.
As shown, the required length of the northbound left turn lane would be 50 feet for the weekday
AM peak hour and 25 feet for the weekday and Saturday PM peak hours. The AM peak length
of 50 feet would control.

b. Year 2030 Cumulative + Project Conditions

Table 7 presents the required storage length of the left turn lane on the northbound SR 29
approach to the Pratt Avenue/Las Alcobas Hotel intersection for year 2030 Cumulative + Project
conditions. As shown, the required length of the northbound left turn lane would be the same as
for Existing + Project conditions, 50 feet for the weekday AM peak hour and 25 feet for the

CTG 5/29/15 Las Alcobas Hotel Page 5
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weekday and Saturday PM peak hours. The AM peak length of 50 feet would control. While the
queuing formula did show greater storage length requirements for 2030 versus existing
conditions, when the vehicle length outputs were translated into 25-foot increments per vehicle,
the results were still the same for 2030 as for existing conditions.

3. Results — Signalized Operation

Although the SR 29/Pratt Avenue-Las Alcobas Hotel intersection would not meet peak hour
signal warrant criteria for Existing + Project or Year 2030 Cumulative + Project conditions
during any peak hour, evaluation was also conducted of the 95th percentile storage demand on
the northbound left turn lane should the City and/or Caltrans decide to signalize the intersection.
Bascd upon the findings from the interscction level of service software, the maximum theorctical
northbound left turn queue demand would be 25 feet during any weekday or weekend peak hour.

D. PROPOSED LEFT TURN LANE DESIGN

The project applicant’s civil engineer, Riechers Spence Associates, has prepared a design' for the
proposed northbound left turn lane with a length of 150 feet. This length would be more than
adequate to accommodate the projected maximum storage demand.

This Report is intended for presentation and use in its entirety, together with all of its supporting exhibits, schedules, and appendices. Crane
Transportation Group will have no liability for any use of the Report other than in its entirety. such as providing an excerpt to a third party or
quoting a portion of the Report. If you provide a portion of the Report to a third party, you agree to hoid CTG harmless against any lLiability to
such third parties based upon their use of or reliance upon a less than complete version of the Report.

! January 6, 2015.

CTG 5/29/15 Las Alcobas Hotel Page 6

MARK D. CRANE, P.E. «+ CRANE TRANSPORTATION GROUP
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and Saturday PM Peak Hour Volumes
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Item No: 14
Table 2
SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION LOS CRITERIA
Level of . Average Control Delay
Service Description (Seconds Per Vehicle)

Operations with very low delay occurring with favorable progression

A <10.0
and/or short cycle lengths.

B Operations with low delay occurring with good progression and/or 10.1 t0 20.0
short cycle lengths.
Operations with average delays resulting from fair progression and/or

Cc - e . 20.1 to 35.0
longer cycle lengths. Individual cycle failures begin to appear.
Operations with longer delays due to a combination of unfavorable

D progression, long cycle lengths, and/or high volume-to-capacity 35.1 (0 55.0
(V/C) ratios. Many vehicles stop and individual cycle failurcs arc 41090,
noticeable.
Operations with high delay values indicating poor progression, long

E cycle lengths, and high V/C ratios. Individual cycle failurcs arc 55.1 to 80.0
frequent occurrences. This is considercd to be the limit of acceptable £:10 86,
delay.

¥ Operation with delays unacceptable to most drivers occurring due to > 80.0
oversaturation, poor progression, or very long cycle lengths. ’

Source: 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (Transportation Research Board).

Table 3

UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTION LOS CRITERIA

Leve! of Description Average Control Qelay
Service (Seconds Per Vehicle)
A Little or no delays <100
B Short traffic delays 10.1 to 15.0
C Avecragg traffic dclays 15.1 t0 25.0
D Long traffic delays 25.11035.0
E Very long traffic delays 35.1 to 50.0
Extreme traffic dclays with intcrsection capacity cxceeded
F (for an all-way stop), or w‘ith approach/turn movement ~50.0
capacity exceeded (for a side street stop controlled
intersection)

Source: 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (Transportation Research Board).

CTG

5/29/15 Las Aicobas Hotel

MARK D. CRANE, P.E. + CRANE TRANSPORTATION GROUP
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Table 4

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE

SR 29/PRATT AVENUE/LAS ALCOBAS HOTEL DRIVEWAY

EXISTING + PROJECT
WEEKDAY SATURDAY
AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
D-34.9/D-29.4/A-9.3" F-66.9/E-36.3/A-9.2 F-84.8/D-34.3/A-9.6"
[A-9.11% {B-10.4]® [B-10.3]®

YEAR 2030 CUMULATIVE + PROJECT

WEEKDAY

SATURDAY
AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
F-54.7/E-38.6/A-9.9"" F-228.5/F-66.2/A-9.7"" F-279.2/F-54.9/B-10.2"

[B-10.6]®

[B-16.0]?

[B-14.3]%

)]

sign controlled approach SR 29 northbound left turn.

2)

[Signalized level of service — control delay in seconds.]

Year 2010 Highway Capacity Manual analysis methodology

Compiled by: Crane Transportation Group

Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

Unsignalized level of service — control delay in seconds: Pratt Avenue stop sign controlled approach/hotel driveway stop

CTG

MARK D. CRANE, P.E

5/29/15 Las Alcobas Hote

+ CRANE TRANSPORTATION GROUP
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REQUIRED VEHICLE STORAGE LENGTH LEFT TURN LANE

Table 6

ON NORTHBOUND SR 29 APPROACH
TO LAS ALCOBAS HOTEL DRIVEWAY -
UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTION

EXISTING + PROJECT CONDITIONS

ltem No: 14

WEEKDAY WEEKDAY SATURDAY
MAXIMUM AM PEAK PM PEAK PM PEAK
LENGTH HOUR HOUR HOUR
50° 50° 25° 25’

Agenda Item #10.3.

Quecuc lengths determined based upon Estimation of Maximum Queue Lengths at Unsignalized Intersections, ITE Magazine, by
John T. Gard, November 2001.

Compiled by: Crane Transportation Group

CTG

5/29/15 Las Alcobas Hote
MARK D. CRANE, P.E. + CRANE TRANSPORTATION GROUP
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REQUIRED VEHICLE STORAGE LENGTH LEFT TURN LANE

Table 7

ON NORTHBOUND SR 29 APPROACH
TO LAS ALCOBAS HOTEL DRIVEWAY -
UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTION

ltem No: 14

YEAR 2030
CUMULATIVE + PROJECT CONDITIONS
WEEKDAY | WEEKDAY | SATURDAY
MAXIMUM | AMPEAK | PMPEAK PM PEAK
LENGTH HOUR HOUR HOUR
50° 50° 25° 25°

Agenda Item #10.3.

Qucue lengths detcrmined based upon Estimation of Maximum Queue Lengths at Unsignalized Intersections, ITE Magazine, by
John T. Gard, November 2001.

Compiled by: Crane Transportation Group

CTG

5/29/15 Las Alcobas Hote
MARK D. CRANE, P.E. + CRANE TRANSPORTATION GROUP
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ltem No: 14
4 )
Pratt Avenue/Main St (SR29-128)
PEAK HOUR VOLUME WARRANT #3
Urban Area
| I 1 i I I i 1 I 1
| — 2 OR MORE LANES (MAJOR) OR 2 OR MORE LANES (MINOR)
600 4 11+

I \ T 2ORMORE LANES (MAJOR) & 1 LANE (MINOR)

> 500 ~ OR 1 LANE (MAJOR) & 2 OR MORE LANES (MINOR
W3 400 N
EX
28 N
Suw 300 -
23

S 200 \\

e \ ‘

2 100 | P *

1 LANE (MAJOR) & 1 LANE (MINOR) —et—"] q ? w O
0 { 1 1 1 1 1

400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400 1500 1600 1700 1800 1900 2000
MAJOR STREET - TOTAL OF BOTH APPROACHES - VPH

2015 Weekday AM Peak Hour 2030 Weekday AM Peak Hour
® with Project o with Project
57 vehicles minor approach 68 vehicles minor approach
1292 vehicles major approaches 1496 vehicles major approaches
2015 Weekday PM Peak Hour 2030 Weekday PM Peak Hour
] with Project with Project
56 vehicles minor approach O 67 vehicles minor approach
1581 vehicles major approaches 1922 vehicles major approaches
2015 Saturday Peak Hour 2030 Saturday Peak Hour
* with Project ﬁ with Project
66 vehicles minor approach 79 vehicles minor approach
1559 vehicles major approaches 1884 vehicles major approaches
* NOTE

150 VPH APPLIES AS THE LOWER THRESHOLD VOLUME FOR A MINOR STREET
APPROACH WITH TWO OR MORE LANES AND 100 VPH APPLIES AS THE LOWER
THRESHOLD VOLUME FOR A MINOR STREET APPROACHING WITH ONE LANE

Source: Year 2010 Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, Federal Highway Administration

\ J
(" Appendix Figure 1 )
Pratt Ave/Main St (SR29-128)
2015 & 2030 AM, PM and Saturday
CRANE TRANSPORTATION GROUP With Project
9 Warrant #3 )
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX

Capacity Worksheets
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MITIG8 - 2015 AM Peak Hour Thu May 28, 2015 21:35:44 Page 1-1
with Project
& Signal
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)

TR AKIAKE A A E A A AN A I I I AT A AR A A AR A A AR AR I AR AR A kA Ak Ak Ak k ok ko k ok hkkb kb ko kh ko kb kb ok bk ko &

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

dhkkkhkhhkhkhhhhhhkhdhhhkkrhdhkhdhh bk hhrhkhkdhdhdhdh ko dbhdb kbbb b bk ddddbhk b b dhhrdrkhkrbdrhhkkd

Cycle (sec): 50 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.455
Loss Time (sec): 9 Average Delay (sec/veh): 9.1
Optimal Cycle: 30 Level Of Service: A
hhkhkkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhhkkhhhhhhkdkhhkd ok kkkkkkk kdokk ok k ok k ok ok ko Kk sk ko ok ok ok %k %k ok sk ok ok Kok ok ke ke ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok b ke
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ Il el A et et B Bttt
Control: Permitted Protected Permitted Protected
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 O 1 0 0 1 O 0O 0 1t0 O 0 0 1'0 0O
------------ [ ettt Bl Bttt bbbttt l bbbt el bttt bttt |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 17 503 46 16 703 7 8 3 8 28 5 25
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 17 503 46 16 703 7 8 3 8 28 5 25
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96
PHF Volume: 18 524 48 17 732 7 8 3 8 29 5 26
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 18 524 48 17 732 7 8 3 8 29 5 26
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 18 524 48 17 732 7 8 3 8 29 5 26
------------ IRl el I Bttt beidei ittt I Bttebde eSSt b
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.21 0.95 0.95 0.91 0.96 0.%96 0.89 0.8%9 0.89 0.92 0.92 0.92
Lanes: 1.00 0.92 0.08 1.00 0.99 0.01 0.42 0.16 0.42 0.48 0.09 0.43

Final Sat.: 398 1653 151 1736 1808

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.04 0.32 0.32 0.01 0.4t 0.41 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.03
Crlt Moves: * k k% * ok kK * %k Kk *k Kk x
Green/Cycle: 0.52 0.52 0.52 0.10 0.62 0.62 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.20 0.20
Volume/Cap: 0.09 0.61 0.61 0.10 0.65 0.65 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.35 0.17 0.17
Delay/Veh: 6.2 9.6 9.6 20.7 7.4 7.4 20.8 20.8 20.8 22.2 16.8 16.8
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 6.2 9.6 9.6 20.7 7.4 7.4 20.8 20.8 20.8 22.2 16.8 16.8
LOS by Move: A A A C A A C C cC o} B B
HCM2k95thQ: 0 14 14 1 16 16 1 1 1 2 1 1

kkhkhkhkkhkhkhkhhhkhkhkkkhkkhkhhkkhrhhhhrhhkhhkbhkhkhhkhhhhh kb hhk bbb drhhdbhhh kb kb hk bk kb rrhkkhrd

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
Ak I A AR IR A IR IR AKR A IR AR A AR AR AA A A AT A A AKX AR A I AR R I A TR A A AN AR AR AR A A A A A AR A Ak Ak kb kk*

Traffix 8.0.0715 (c) 2008 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to CRANE TRANS. GROUP, SF
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Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

with Project
SSSC

Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

EREA KRR A AR A AR A AR A AN A A AR AR A AT A A Ak d kbbb d kb h ok kb khhkdkkh ko kA ok h kA kA Ak hkhhkkhhdkhkkhkdhk

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

Ah A A I AR AR AR I A A AT AR A AR AR AR AR A AR b A bk kb hhh bk ko k kAR A A Kk Ak hhh ok dkohokkdhkokk

Average Delay (sec/veh): 2.1

Worst Case Level Of Service:

D[ 34.9]

KKK KRAA K IR AT AT KRKAI A AR XK AT I A A A A A A XA AT XA AIARARA A ATKI AN A AR A ATk Ak h ko k ko kk ok

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - - R
------------ et it Kttt ittt ettt
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 110 O
------------ ittt B Eettttiieitiebiabal ) Rt detaied ittt
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 17 503 46 16 703 7 8 3 8
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 17 503 46 16 703 7 8 3 8
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96
PHF Volume: 18 524 48 17 732 7 8 3 8
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FinalVolume: 18 524 48 17 732 7 8 3 8
------------ R e e
Critical Gap Module:

Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 4.0 3.3
------------ [ ittt bl I ettt bttt it B Rttt bttt
Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 740 xxxx XXXXX 572 xxxx xxxxx 1378 1377 746
Potent Cap.: 858 xXXXX XXXXX 991 XXXX XXXXX 123 146 417
Move Cap.: 858 xXXXX XXXXX 991 XXXX XXXXX 110 141 413
Volume/Cap: 0.02 xxxx xxxx 0.02 xxxx xxxx 0.08 0.02 0.02
------------ | Etatatatetetettiitaitetall I Rttt tieiidll l Bttt ittt et
Level Of Service Module:

2Way95thQ: 0.1 XXXX XXXXX 0.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Control Del: 9.3 xxxx XXXXX 8.7 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * * A * * * * *
Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 167 Xxxxx
SharedQueue: XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXxX 0.4 XXXXX
Shrd ConDel:xxxXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XxxXxX 29.4 xxxxx
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * D *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX XXXXXX 29.4
ApproachLOS: * * D

West Bound
L - T - R
|| mmmmmmmm e e !
Stop Sign
Include
0 0 1t 0 0O
[ fmmmmm e I
28 5 25
1.00 1.00 1.00
28 5 25
1.00 1.00 1.00
0.96 0.96 0.96
29 5 26
0 0 0
29 5 26
| [ === |
7.1 6.5 6.2
3.5 4.0 3.3
| |====mmmmmmm = |
1368 1356 558
125 151 533
116 145 529
0.25 0.04 0.05

XXXX XXXX
XXXXX XXXX
* *

LT - LTR
xxxx 180
xXxxx 1.4
Xxxxx 34.9
* D
34.9

D

RAXXX
XXXXX

XXXXX
XXXXX
XXXXX

AAKEA A A AR A KRNI KA R A IA AR A AA IR AR R I AR A AR AR AR AR A A Ak kA kA Ak kA Ak kAR A Ak kA kb Ak hkkkkkk

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.

khkhkhhk Ak Ak Ak AA Ak kA Ak ARk Ak hhbhkhhhdhhhhbhhdbhhkhhkhkhh kb kA bk hrhhhdbhhhhkbok kb bk kb khkkkkhrk

Traffix 8.0.0715
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Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2015 PM Peak Hour Thu May 28, 2015 21:40:59 Page 1-1
with Project
& Signal
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)

Ak kkhhd kA kA kA kA kkkk ko k ok kA A A A A h ok khkkhkhdhokdk ok ok ok ko k ok &k ok ok ok ok ok ok &k ok ok sk ok ok e ok ok ok ok ok % & % & & %

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

Fhkhkdkhhhk bk bk ok h kA hkh bk k kA kA kb bk bk hhdhhkh Ak kb bk dh kbbb kb bk khk kb ok kb k ok Ak k ke ke

Cycle (sec): 50 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.639
Loss Time (sec): 9 Average Delay (sec/veh): 10.4
Optimal Cycle: 39 Level Of Service: B
kkkhkkkkkhkrhkkkhk kA Ak kA hkhkkkdhkhhhd kb khhhkdkhhhhk ko hkkkkkkkk kA ARk kA Xk ARk kkk kkk ok
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ el ettt il I Bl Bttt ittt |
Control: Protected Protected Permitted Permitted
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 10 O 0 0 110 O
------------ e IR e Il Bt ] ittt it |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 13 793 42 33 691 9 7 4 16 26 4q 26
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 13 793 42 33 691 9 7 4 16 26 4 26
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.%97 0.97 0.%7 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97
PHF Volume: 13 818 43 34 712 9 7 4q 16 27 4 27
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 13 818 43 34 712 9 7 4 16 27 4 27
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 13 818 43 34 712 9 7 4 16 27 4 27
------------ i Sintnintntad N ettt tetideintededetnted Bl Rttt I Bttt |
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 13900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.93 0.97 0.97 0.93 0.98 0.98 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.78 0.78 0.78
Lanes: 1.00 0.95 0.05 1.00 0.99 0.01 0.26 0.15 0.59 0.47 0.07 0.46

Final Sat.: 1769 1756 93 1769 1834 24 410 234 937 686 106 686

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.47 0.47 0.02 0.39 0.39 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04
Crlt Moves: * ok kK * ok Kk Kk * Kk ok k
Green/Cycle: 0.15 0.62 0.62 0.10 0.57 0.57 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Volume/Cap: 0.05 0.75 0.75 0.19 0.68 0.68 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.39 0.39 0.39
Delay/Veh: 18.4 9.6 9.6 21.2 9.2 9.2 21.1 21.1 21.1 22.8 22.8 22.8
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 18.4 9.6 9.6 21.2 9.2 9.2 21.1 21.1 21.1 22.8 22.8 22.8
LOS by Move: B A A c A A c C c C C (o]
HCM2k95thQ: 0 21 21 1 17 17 1 1 1 3 3 3

hhkkhkkk kA kA AhArhhkhhhh kb bk hhhhkhhkddhkkr b kb hhdhhhhh kb khkdkk kA kAR AR AA AR A AR A A A Ak hkdhkhk

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
AhkIk Ak A A Ik A A AR AR I A AR kA A RA AR T AR kA A AR Ak R Ak bk kAR A A Ak khAhhk kb hkhkkkhhkddkdhkkdhhddkxxkhk
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MITIG8 - 2015 PM Peak Hour Thu May 28, 2015 21:39:55

Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

with Project

SSSC

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

KA KA AT KA KR A KA AN AR KA KA I AR A A A AR KA A A IR A AT AR A A AT AR I kA Ak kA kA k kA Ik ok khkkxk*

Intersection #1 SR29-~128/Pratt Ave

ok kkkh kA kh kR A F IRk r Ak ARk bk kb kh kA hhkh kb ok k kb ok ke rkkkd ok khhk b h ok khk bk dkhkkkkh

Average Delay (sec/veh): 3.1

Worst Case Level Of Service:

F[ 66.9]

Ik A AT RI KK I A K IR KKK AK I AA I A KA AR A A A T AR I AR AR A A I AR I A A A A Ak AR A AR AT AL A A A A XA Ak Ak kA%

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ R ittt ) it bttt 1) Bttt ) B ittt |
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 10 0 1 O 10 0 1 0 0 0 10 O 0 0 1t 0 O
------------ it tebeietnd B Etieiabiniinieinteteintell I Eettiiteitatintattatl B Rttt |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 13 793 42 33 691 9 7 4 16 26 4 26
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 13 793 42 33 691 9 7 4 16 26 4 26
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHE Adj: 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97
PHF Volume: 13 818 43 34 712 9 7 4 16 27 4 27
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FinalVolume: 13 818 43 34 712 9 7 4 16 27 4 27
------------ ettt B bbbt beteiintall I Eedtetabettatetebttdl B Rttt deboteleit bl |
Critical Gap Module:

Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XxXx xxxxx 2.2 xxxx xxxxx 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
------------ [ it B ettt el N Bt Attt
Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 722 XXXX XXXXX 861 xxxx xxxxx 1676 1673 727 1671 1656 849
Potent Cap.: 880 xxxX XXXXX 781 XXXX XXXXX 76 97 427 71 99 364
Move Cap.: 880 xxXXX XXXXX 781 XXXX XXXXX 65 91 424 68 93 361
Volume/Cap: 0.02 xxxx xxxx 0.04 xxxx xxxx 0.11 0.05 0.04 0.40 0.04 0.07
------------ Rttt l bbbt et bt l Rttt tteeieitdintll I ittt |
Level Of Service Module:

2Way95thQ: 0.0 xxxx xxxxx 0.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Control Del: 9.2 xxXxx XXxXX 9.8 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * * A * * * * * * * *
Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XxxX 142 xxxxx XxXxx 112 Xxxxx
SharedQueue: XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXK XXXX XXXXX XXxxX 0.7 xxxxx Xxxxx 2.4 xxxxx
Shrd ConDel:XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXxX 36.3 XxXXXX XXXXX 66.9 XxXxxx
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * E * * F *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX XXXXXX 36.3 66.9
ApproachlOS: * * E F

KA AR KA I KAAR KA KA R IR KA RK A AR AT AR AR A AR A A AR kA AR A A A kb Ak kR IR A Ik AR A K AR A AT A I I A A A kN

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
hhkhkhk Ak Ak kR kkhk Ak kA kA hkhkhhkhhhhkhkhkhd bk hhh bk kb kb kA dkkkkkkkkdkkhkdkkhd bk ko khhx
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Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2015 Saturday Thu May 28, 2015 21:43:48 Page 1-1
with Project
& Signal
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)

KKK KKK KA R KA A AR A AR AR AR A A A R A A ok kA A AR A A A KA A AR AR A AR AR RN AR I A AR AR AR A AR AR AR * kkk ok

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

Kk hr kb bk kbbb kbbb d ok ok hkhk kb bk ko kb h bk r bk kbbb ok kb k ok dk ok ko ko *k

Cycle (sec): 50 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.613
Loss Time (sec): 9 Average Delay (sec/veh): 10.3
Optimal Cycle: 45 Level Of Service: B
kA hrkkkAhkhkhhhkhhkhdhhk kb hhdhhhhhhhhr b kA d bk kA Ak h kA b Ak Ak kkh kA hhkdh bk hkhk kb khhkh ok kk
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e 1 el el 1
Control: Protected Protected Permitted Permitted
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lanes 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1! 0 O 0 0 110 0
------------ Il B el e A Sttt
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 11 682 45 29 1785 7 5 3 13 35 3 28
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 11 682 45 29 785 7 5 3 13 35 3 28
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
PHF Volume: 12 718 47 31 826 7 5 3 14 37 3 29
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 12 718 47 31 826 7 5 3 14 37 3 29
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 12 718 47 31 826 7 5 3 14 37 3 29
------------ ittt I B ittt B Rttt tiebttedednttd B Betbde ittt tetd |
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.93 0.97 0.97 0.93 0.98 0.98 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.77 0.77 0.77
Lanes: 1.00 0.94 0.06 1.00 0.99 0.01 0.24 0.14 0.62 0.53 0.05 0.42

Final Sat.: 1769 1731 114 1769 1844 16 381 229 991 772 66 618

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/sat: 0.01 0.41 0.41 0.02 0.45 0.45 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.05 0.05
Crit MOVeS: J %k kK * ok kK * % % %
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.58 0.58 0.14 0.62 0.62 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Volume/Cap: 0.07 0.71 0.71 0.12 0.72 0.72 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.48 0.48 0.48
Delay/Veh: 20.5 9.9 9.9 19.0 8.8 8.8 20.9 20.9 20.9 23.7 23.7 23.17
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/vVeh: 20.5 9.9 9.9 19.0 8.8 8.8 20.9 20.9 20.9 23.7 23.7 23.7
LOS by Move: [ A A B A A C c c [ c c
HCM2k95thQ: 0 18 18 1 19 19 1 1 1 4 4 4

D R R R R R

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
RS S SRS SRR SR AR SRR SRR R R SRR E R RS REREE R ERs Rttt R RS
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Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2015 Saturday Thu May 28, 2015 21:41:56 Page 1-1
with Project
SssC
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

LRSS R R SRR R R R SRR R R R R Y

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

dhhhkkkhkhhkkhkddbdhhhbdhddhdbkhb bk rhk bbb bk h b bk hhdr b drkhk bk kb h kb ok h b bk hdkhhk kb dhhkkkr i i

Average Delay (sec/veh): 4,1 Worst Case Level Of Service: F{ 84.8])

LA AR R SRR RS SRS EleR eEEEE R R R R

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e it B Bttt bbbttt
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1'0 O 0 0 1!0 O
------------ e R Bl el B
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 11 682 45 29 1785 7 5 3 13 35 3 28
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 11 682 45 29 785 7 5 3 13 35 3 28
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95
PHF Volume: 12 718 47 31 826 7 5 3 14 37 3 29
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FinalVolume: 12 718 47 31 826 7 5 3 14 37 3 29

Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5

Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 834 XXXX XXXXX 765 xxxx XXxXXX 1682 1679 840 1674 1659 752
Potent Cap.: 799 xXXX XXXXX 848 XXXX XXXXX 76 96 368 77 99 414
Move Cap.: 789 xXXX XXXXX 848 XXXX XXXXX 65 91 365 69 94 410
Volume/Cap: 0.01 xxxx xxxx 0.04 xxxx xxxx 0.08 0.03 0.04 0.54 0.03 0.07

Level Of Service Module:

2Way95thQ: 0.0 XXXX XXXXX 0.1 xXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Control Del: 9.6 XXXX XXXXX 9.4 XXXX XXXXX XXXKX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * * A * * * * * * * *
Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 145 xxxxx xxxx 108 xxxxx

SharedQueue: XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 0.5 XxXxxX xxxxx 3.2 XXXXX

Shrd ConDel:xXXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 34.3 XXXXX XxXxXx 84.8 xxxxx
*

Shared LOS: * * * * * * D * * F *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX XXKXXXX 34.3 84.8
ApproachLOS: * * D F

Ah A AR AR AR A A IR AT A I AR A KA A AR AR A A AR KA AR Tk A Ak bk h kA kdk ke k ko kb ok hok ok k ok dokkk ok ok d ko ke k ok k

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
hhkhkkkhkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhhhhhhhrhhhh bbbk hkh kA hk kAR A A AR A AR AR A A Ak hkkkkhkkkkkkk ok kdodkdokkk ok kkhk
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Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2030 AM Peak Hour Thu May 28, 2015 21:46:13 Page 1-1
with Project
& Signal
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)

IAAA KA AK A A KA A AA A A A A A A A A A AR ARk kh ok hk kb khk kb kdhkhkdhhkrhdkkdhddhhdhhhrkbhddrhhrxhxk

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

ek ek ok ke ok g Sk e ok ke ok ok ke dk ok ok o ok sk ok ok sk ok e ok ok ok o ok o ke ok ok sk ok ok sk Sk ok ok ok ok o Sk e ok sk o sk ok ok ok ok ok Tk Sk o Sk ok ok ke ok ek ke ok ke ok ok ok

Cycle (sec): 50 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.658
Loss Time (sec): 9 Average Delay (sec/veh): 10.6
Optimal Cycle: 40 Level Of Service: B
hhRkhkhhkkhhhkhhAhhhhh A Ak h kA h kA kA hkk kA Ak hdkhhkkhkk kA khkhkkhkkbkhkkkhkkdhkkhkkdhkkkkhkkkkkkk
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ il B Atitittieiintaitainll H Ateitteiaiittnlaitutnl I Rttt
Control: Protected Protected Permitted Permitted
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 5 5 S 5 5 5 S 5 5 5 5 5
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lanes: 10 0 1 0 10 0 1 0 0 0 110 O 0 0 10 0
------------ ittt N Rttt I Eeteinteeiitaiiintitnll I Rttt
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 17 550 50 18 856 7 8 3 8 34 4 30
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 17 550 50 18 856 7 8 3 8 34 4 30
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
PHF Volume: 17 561 51 18 873 7 8 3 8 35 4 31
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 17 561 51 18 873 7 8 3 8 35 4 31
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 17 561 51 18 873 7 8 3 8 35 4 31
------------ e B ittt B Rttt bttt
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.91 0.95 0.95 0.91 0.96 0.96 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.77 0.77 0.77
Lanes: 1.00 0.92 0.08 1.00 0.99 0.01 0.42 0.16 0.42 0.50 0.06 0.44

Final Sat.: 1736 1655 150 1736 1811 15 656 246 656 736 87 649

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.34 0.34 0.01 0.48 0.48 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.05 0.05
crit Moves: * %k Kk *d ok Kk * Kk k Kk
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.56 0.56 0.16 0.62 0.62 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Volume/Cap: 0.10 0.61 0.61 0.06 0.78 0.78 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.47 0.47 0.47
Delay/Veh: 20.7 8.6 8.6 17.8 10.5 10.5 20.9 20.9 20.9 23.6 23.6 23.6
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 20.7 8.6 8.6 17.8 10.5 10.5 20.9 20.9 20.9 23.6 23.6 23.6
LOS by Move: C A A B B B c C C C C C
HCM2k95thQ: 1 14 14 1 22 22 1 1 1 4 4 4

Kk hkkkkkhkhhkhkk ek k ke khkkkk ok k ke h bk kA kkhkhkhkkk bk hkkk ok k ko ko ko kh ok ok hk ko kkhh %

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
KAk KA AR I AR AT A I A A A IR A A A AT AR A AT AT R A A AR ARk T IR A kA kA Ak kA kA Ak k Ak h kb bk bk k Ak xrdk
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Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2030 AM Peak Hour Thu May 28, 2015 21:44:52 Page 1-1
with Project
SssC
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

dhkhkhhdkhkkhhkhhhhdkhkhkhhkkhhdhkhhk kb hkkdhdbkhdkhkhdkhkdh kb kdhhkhkbhkhhhkkkkhkkhhkkdkhdkhkkkkk k&

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

kkkkhkhdhkdhhkhhhkhdkhdhkhdhhh bbbk hdh bbbk khhbkhhk bk bk hkhkhdh kbbb h kb kb ok bk bk kkhhdkhkh ok

Average Delay (sec/veh): 3.0 Worst Case Level Of Service: F[ 54.7]}
FAAIKRI KK IAKK I T I I A A A A A AT A A I A A AT AR AR A AR ARRA KR AN AA AR A A A A I A A A AR AR KR AAR AR A A XA R A A h kK
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e ittt el I B R R R bbb
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 O 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1'0 0 0 0 1! 0 O
------------ it I B I B e e
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 17 550 50 18 856 7 8 3 8 34 4 30
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 17 550 50 18 856 7 8 3 8 34 4 30
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
PHF Volume: 17 561 51 18 873 7 8 3 8 35 4 31
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FinalVolume: 17 561 51 18 873 7 8 3 8 35 4q 31

Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX

4,1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1
2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5

Capacity Module:
Cnflict Vol: 881 xXXX XXXXX
Potent Cap.: 759 XXXX XXXXX
Move Cap.: 759 XXXX XXXXX
Volume/Cap: 0.02 xxxx

612 xxxx xxxxx 1563 1561 887 1551 1539 597
957 XXXX XXXXX 92 113 346 94 117 507
957 XXXX XXXXX 80 108 343 86 112 503
xxxx 0.10 0.03 0.02 0.40 0.04 0.06

Level Of Service Module:

2Way95thQ: 0.1 XXXX XXXXX 0.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Control Del: 9.9 xXXX XXXXX 8.8 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * * A * * * * * * * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 126 XXXXX Xxxx 138 xxxxx
SharedQueue: XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 0.5 Xxxxx xxxxx 2.4 XXXXX
Shrd ConDel:xxXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 38.6 XXXXX XXXXX 54.7 XXXXX

Shared LOS: * * * * * * * E * * F *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX XXXXXX 38.6 54.7
ApproachLOS: * * E F

Ik A AT A AT E A KK A AR AAAA A A AR A AR I A AR A A AP A IR I AR KA AR A AT A AR AT AR KA A AR AR AR

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
hkkhkhkhkhhhkhhhkhkhhhhhkhhhkdhhhkhhhkhkhhdhhbh bbbk Ak hh kb hhhkkkhkrdhkhrhkkhkkrkhhdkkkkdkkhk
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ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2030 PM Peak Hour Thu May 28, 2015 21:48:41 Page 1-1

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)

dhkhkkhkhh kA Ak Ak bk kA Ak d Ak h bk ok h kA bk kb hkhk bk kb dhkdhbbhkhhkkhhkkkdkkhdkkrdkkrdk

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

Tk h IRk A IR R A A I IR A IR I A IR AR Ik Ak Ak Ak kA kA kA r kA bk kAR Ak A AR A A A Ak Ak Ak Tk Ak kA kkkh kK

Cycle (sec): 50 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.769
Loss Time (sec): 9 Average Delay (sec/veh): 16.0
Optimal Cycle: 50 Level Of Service: B

e ok e g g e ke gk e e ok ok e ok e e e ek ke ok ke sk ok ke ok sk sk ok ok ok ok ke ok e sk Tk ok ok sk gk ke S ok Sk S ok ok b ok ke ok ok e W ok ok ok ok ok ok e ok ok ok b e ok ke ok bk
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ IR I Bl Bttt ettt tll I ettt bttt |
Control: Protected Protected Permitted Permitted
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 O 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 11! 0 O 0 0 110 O
------------ I 1 ettt el I Bl ettt
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 13 969 51 36 844 9 7 4q 16 32 4q 31
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 13 969 51 36 844 9 7 4 16 32 4 31
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
PHF Volume: 13 989 52 37 861 9 7 4 16 33 4 32
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 13 989 52 37 861 9 7 4q 16 33 4 32
PCE Adj: 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 13 989 52 37 861 9 7 4 16 33 4q 32

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.93 0.97 0.97 0.93 0.98 0.98 0.84 0.84 0.84 0.77 0.77 0.77
Lanes: 1.00 0.95 0.05 1.00 0.99 0.01 0.26 0.15 0.59 0.48 0.06 0.46
Final Sat.: 1769 1757 92 1769 1839 20 414 236 946 702 88 680

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.56 0.56 0.02 0.47 0.47 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.05
Crit Moves: * * k Kk * Kk kK * Kk k k
Green/Cycle: 0.13 0.62 0.62 0.10 0.59 0.59 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Volume/Cap: 0.06 0.91 0.91 0.21 0.79 0.79 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.46 0.46 0.46
Delay/Veh: 19.3 18.8 18.8 21.3 11.7 11.7 21.1 21.1 21.1 23.6 23.6 23.6
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/Veh: 19.3 18.8 18.8 21.3 11.7 11.7 21.1 21.1 21.1 23.6 23.6 23.6
LOS by Move: B B B C B B C C (o} C C C
HCM2k95thQ: 0 33 33 2 23 23 1 1 1 3 3 3

dhkk kK ko hkhkhkk kA kA bRk ok kA Rk bk kA kA A b Ak Ak ATk h kA hkkhkhhdkhkr kb hdkhkkkhkk

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
Tk kXA kA hkk kA Ak kA hr kb hkrrh kA b r kA A AR ARk A T A A A b A A A XA bR AR A A AR T AR T A A A A A AR Ak Ak hk ko
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Agenda Item #10.3.

ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2030 PM Peak Hour Thu May 28, 2015 21:47:29 Page 1-1
with Project
SSsC
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

kA Ak kA kA A A A KA KA AR A AR I A AR A AT IR A IR I Ak kb hdkhhkkkkkk Ak h ko kkk kA khkdhhxkhkk

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

FhA A K AR A I AT kA bk A h A h ATk Ak kb bk k ke kk kA k kb h kb kA k kb hd bk dhhdhhhd b khkh bk h bk hrk

Average Delay (sec/veh): 8.7 Worst Case Level Of Service: F[228.5]

KA A IR KA AR A KA A AT A IR EA AR AR KN AKA IR AIAKAARA AR XA A A IR A AR K IA AR AR A I A A AR I AR A I A XA AT AR AR h LK

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ [ttt el I Rt S Bttt ieidntettedtatatedl
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 O 1 0 0 1 O 0 0 1!'0 O 0 0 1! 0 O
------------ |ttt I Rl I ittt bt Bttt
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 13 969 51 36 844 9 7 4 16 32 4 31
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 13 969 51 36 844 9 7 4 16 32 4 31
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
PHF Volume: 13 989 52 37 861 9 7 4 16 33 4 32
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FinalVolume: 13 989 52 37 861 9 7 4 16 33 4q 32

Critical Gap Module:

Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
------------ Rttt N Bttt bbbt bt I Bttt ittt ] Eetdtehat ittt
Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 870 xxxx xxxxx 1041 xxxx xxxxx 2008 2007 876 2001 1985 1025

668 XXXX XXXXX 45 60 351 45 62 288
668 XXXX XXXXX 35 56 348 38 58 286
0.05 xxxx xxxx 0.20 0.07 0.05 0.86 0.07 0.11

Potent Cap.: 774 xXXXX XXXXX
Move Cap.: 774 XXXX XXXXX
Volume/Cap: 0.02 xxxx xxXxx

Level Of Service Module:

2Way95thQ: 0.1 XXXX XXXXX 0.2 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Control Del: 9.7 xxxXX XXXXX 10,7 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: A * * B * * * * * * * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 85 XxXXX XXXX 66 XXXXX
SharedQueue : XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 1.2 XXXXX XXXXX 5.2 XXXxx
Shrd ConDel:XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 66.2 XXXXX XXXXX 229 xXxxxx

Shared LOS: * * * * * * * F * * F *
ApproachDel: XXXXXX XXXXXX 66.2 228.5
ApproachLOS: * * F F

A AR A I I KA AR KA KA AAA I I AR IR A A IR R A AR A AR AR A A AR KT A I I AR KA I I AA A A AT AT KA AR AF ARk Ak ok kk*

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
dekkhkhkkk Rk ke ko hk kA Ak hk kb bk kkkkhhhhk bk kdkhhh Ak hdhhkkkhkhkkhhkrhkhhdhhdkhhdk
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ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2030 Saturday Thu May 28, 2015 21:49:58 Page 1-1
with Project
& Signal
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Operations Method (Base Volume Alternative)

dhkkkkkhdkkkhkhhhkhkkdbkkhdrkrkhkhkhkhhhdhkhkhkkkrkdhhhhkkhkkkdkdrdkhrdrdhhhhrhkhkhkrradhkikrh

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

Fhkkhkkkkkkkhh ko hh bk k ok k kA A kA A b bk ok kk ko k ko khkh ok kkhkh ok h ok kk kb khhhkk kA ok k ok ok ok k& &

Cycle (sec): 50 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.717
Loss Time (sec): 9 Average Delay (sec/veh): 14.3
Optimal Cycle: 45 Level Of Service: B
dhkhkhkhhhkhhkhhhhhkhhhhkhhkhkAhhkk bk hddhhhkhkhhhhhdhhhhh bk hhkhhkhhhhhd A bk hAd kA kh b kd kb hhkdkkhk
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ [l Balntdbtadnbietaiineiebd I Rtattedeieteieietebindetd I Rttt bttt
Control: Protected Protected Permitted Permitted
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Y+R: 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 110 O 0 0 1t0 0
------------ [t Bttt ittt I Beibeiitie it dtedeietaied B Rttt teitetedtd
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 11 840 55 29 942 7 5 3 13 42 3 34
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 11 840 55 29 942 7 5 3 13 42 3 34
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.%7 0.97 0.97 0.%97 0.97 0.97 0.97
PHF Volume: 11 866 57 30 971 7 5 3 13 43 3 35
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 11 866 57 30 971 7 5 3 13 43 3 35
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FinalVolume: 11 866 57 30 971 7 5 3 13 43 3 35
------------ e ininiiitinbdl B Rt tedieitdetetetetll B Eateiuttaiets e ntntnt B Rttt |
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Adjustment: 0.93 0.97 0.97 0.93 0.98 0.98 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.77 0.77 0.77
Lanes: 1.00 0.94 0.06 1.00 0.99 0.01 0.24 0.14 0.62 0.53 0.04 0.43

Final Sat.: 1769 1732 113 1769 1846 14 385 231 1002 774 55 626

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.50 0.50 0.02 0.53 0.53 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.06 0.06 0.06
Crit MOVES: * Kk k Kk *k ok Kk * % K Kk
Green/Cycle: 0.10 0.60 0.60 0.12 0.62 0.62 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Volume/Cap: 0.06 0.83 0.83 0.14 0.85 0.85 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.56 0.56 0.56
Delay/Veh: 20.5 13.6 13.6 20.0 13.7 13.7 20.9 20.9 20.9 26.3 26.3 26.3
User DelAdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/veh: 20.5 13.6 13.6 20.0 13.7 13.7 20.9 20.9 20.9 26.3 26.3 26.3
LOS by Move: C B B B B B c c c C C c
HCM2k95thQ: 0 26 26 1 27 217 1 1 1 4 4 4

B R R R e X

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
R R R e R R e R e R R R S R R AR S S RS R R SRR SRR RS RS EE RS R RS RS E RS REE R RS
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ltem No: 14

MITIG8 - 2030 Saturday Thu May 28, 2015 21:51:04 Page 1-1
with Project
SSSC
Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized Method (Base Volume Alternative)

KA A KKK A KK R KRR I A A KRR AT A AR AR KA A KA AR AR A kA h Ak kR Ak kA kA hk ko k ok kkkkhhhkhkkkhkkhkkhkdk

Intersection #1 SR29-128/Pratt Ave

TRk d A Ak h kA b kb kb kb kb ok kb kb h bk kb bk bk kA kb khd kb hhd kbbb hkdkhkhd bbb khhkdkhkkdt

Average Delay (sec/veh): 11.9 Worst Case Level Of Service: F[279.2]

KA I IR A IKR KRR KKK AARIAAAK AR A AR AA T AR A AR IR AT A A A IR AR I AR AR AT A A I Ak A A bk hkhhhhhkkhhkhhkxd

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ IRt ) e il Aottt I Rtdetetetebttt ettt
Control: Uncontrolled Uncontrolled Stop Sign Stop Sign
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 O 1 0 0 1 O 0 0 110 O 0 0 10 O
------------ IR Il Rttt I ettt bttt 1) Bt |
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 11 840 55 29 942 7 5 3 13 42 3 34
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 11 840 55 29 942 7 5 3 13 42 3 34
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97
PHF Volume: 11 866 57 30 971 7 5 3 13 43 3 35
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FinalVolume: 11 866 57 30 971 7 5 3 13 43 3 35
------------ [ttt B il Rttt b el B Rttt |
Critical Gap Module:

Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
------------ Rl I el I e b Sl 1] ettt ittt |
Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 978 xXxx XXXxX 923 xxxx xxxxx 1981 1980 985 1970 1955 904
Potent Cap.: 705 xxxx XXXXX 740 XXXX XXXXX 47 62 304 47 65 338
Move Cap.: 705 XXXX XXXXX 740 XXXX XXXXX 38 59 301 41 61 335
Volume/Cap: 0.02 xxxx xxxx 0.04 xxxx xxxx 0.14 0.05 0.04 1.05 0.05 0.10
------------ [l el B ettt titietdl I Ketedtdebettttttttl|
Level Of Service Module:

2Way95thQ: 0.0 xXxXxXX XXXXX 0.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Control Del: 10.2 xxxxX XxxxxXX 10.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: B * * B * * * * * * * *
Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 93 XXXXX XXXX 68 xxXXX
SharedQueue:XXXXX XXXKX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XxxxXX 0.8 xxxxx xxxxx 6.4 XXXXX
Shrd ConDel:XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 54.9 xxxxx XXXXx 279 XXXXX
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * F * * F *
ApproachDel: XXXXKX XKRXXX 54.9 279.2
ApproachlOsS: * * F F

A A KA AK AR K AR A AR AR A AR A A A A AR A KA IR A AR A AT I A IR A AT AR A Ak Rk AT A A d ke kA kA kkkd

Note: Queue reported is the number of cars per lane.
hkhhkhkkkhk kAR R A Ak kA ke kAR d kR kAR rh kb hhhkk hhokdh gk kok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok & sk k& de o sk ok k% kb k& ke ok & ok ok

SF
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CITY OF ST. HELENA
RESOLUTION NO. 2015-119

DESIGNATING A NO PARKING ZONE ALONG THE EAST SIDE OF MAIN STREET,

ADJACENT TO 1820, 1830, 1846, 1856, 1862, AND 1872 MAIN STREET, AS
PREVIOUSLY APPROVED AND REQUIRED BY THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE

DECLARATION AND MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
FOR THE LAS ALCOBAS HOTEL PROJECT; AND ACCEPTING AN ADDENDUM

TO THE INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
RECITALS

A. On August 24, 2010, the City Council adopted a Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Las
Aicobas Hotel Project (formerly Grandview Inn), located at 1915 Main Street;

and

B. On March 10, 2015, the City Council approved an Addendum to the Mitigated

Negative Declaration; and

C. On September 11, 2015, another Addendum to the Mitigated Negative

Declaration was prepared; and

D. Included in the Project description is the installation of a left turn lane into the

Project site from northbound Main Street (Highway 29); and

E. The Project is currently under construction and the developer is finalizing the
improvement plans and permits for work within Caltrans right of way on Main

Street; and

F. Due to the width of the existing roadway installation of the left turn pocket will
eliminate street parking in front of six (6) single family residences on Main
Street (Highway 20). The affected residences are 1820, 1830, 1846, 1856,

1862, and 1872 Main Street; and

G. City Municipal Code Section 10.16.010 requires a resolution of the City Council

in order to eliminate street parking.

RESOLUTION

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of St. Helena<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>