


5.

PRESENTATIONS AND DISCUSSION ITEMS
a. REPORT ON BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UPDATE/PRESENTATION

Chair Peter McCrea reported on the presentation made at the April 2, 2013 Board of Supervisors
meeting. Mr. McCrea referenced the staff report included in the agenda packet and stated the
presentation focused more on the GRAC’s efforts and what was planned for the near future. The
importance of confidentiality for well locations was stressed as a very important issue in terms of
improving the probability of the success of the program. The Board was very sympathetic to the
situation, but they cannot give an iron-clad opinion. Minh Tran, County Counsel, stated at the
Board meeting that all is rather moot until the issue is raised by someone requesting information,
as it is hard to deal with ahead of time, but if it were left to County Counsel, they would definitely
try to keep confidentiality in place. District 5 Board of Supervisor Keith Caldwell mentioned at the
Board meeting that he believed there was a confidentiality agreement in place for wells in the
Tulocay area, as these wells are monitored in much greater detail. Hillary Gitelman, Director,
Planning, Building and Environmental Services, clarified that although there isn’t an explicit
agreement, the information is kept confidential. Mr. McCrea added that the Board was very
pleased with the GRAC’s work and current status. Patrick Lowe, Natural Resources Conservation
Program Manager, Public Works, mentioned that Janice Killion, Deputy County Counsel, was
present today in Mr. Tran’s absence and he reiterated Mr. Tran’s opinion that County Counsel
would defend confidentiality to the extent possible on a case-by-case basis. Mr. Lowe also
distributed a newspaper article about a Public Records Act request that was related to an
agriculture item at U.C. Davis wherein the request was taken to court and the court denied the
release of the information. Ms. Killion stated the Board did express their commitment to
maintain the confidentiality of the documents in the event someone would ask for well
monitoring data. Then, if it should ever go to court, the court would weigh it on a case-by-case
basis, and County Counsel would do the same. County Counsel would have to see the request
before deciding how to respond, but the initial response would likely be to deny the request. If
the County were sued, they would then have to take another look and decide how to proceed. In
any event, the specific landowner would be contacted.

b. FOLLOW-UP ON QUESTIONS FROM PRESENTATION ON UPDATED HYDROGEOLOGIC
CONCEPTUALIZATION AND CHARACTERIZATION OF CONDITIONS

Vicki Kretsinger Grabert, Principal Hydrologist, LSCE, distributed a map, cliff notes and a
PowerPoint handout. The map, which addresses a previous question and indicates average
annual recharge per acre by watershed area, was created by taking a map and numbers directly
from the Updated Hydrogeologic Conceptualization and Characterization of Conditions Report
(Hydro Report). However, there is some caution on putting too much weight on the numbers
because they do not take into account the myriad kinds of variables, such as slopes, water-year
type and geologic materials, but they provide a broad idea. The cliff notes were generated from a
conference call between a subset of the GRAC to discuss the last meeting and the next steps, and
there were varying degrees of what did all of the information present. The point of the cliff notes
was to summarize the essential information and to have it used as talking points for the GRAC as
they do outreach to potential volunteers. The cliff notes touched on the overarching interests of
the Hydro Report and Napa County Groundwater Monitoring Plan (Plan); purpose of the updated
hydrogeoleogic conceptualization; groundwater monitoring recommendations in the Hydro
Report and Plan; importance of improving the understanding of groundwater/surface water
interaction; and groundwater recharge — a key component of water budget of a groundwater
basin. Susanne von Rosenberg mentioned she would like to further discuss the thresholds at















