Prat, Rachel@Waterboards

rom: Bob Anderson <b.andersson@comcast.net>

—ent: Friday, August 22, 2014 3:25 PM

To: StJohn, Matt@Waterboards

Cc: Dougherty, Mona@Waterboards; Prat, Rachel@Waterboards; Raymond,
Rhonda@Waterboards

Subject: Regional Board winery permit comments August 22 2014

Attachments: Regional Board winery permit comments August 22 2014.pdf

Sending along United Winegrowers for Sonoma County comments re draft WDR for wine, beverage and food processors.

Bob Anderson, Executive Director
P.O. Box 382
Santa Rosa, CA 95402
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Matthias St. John

Executive Officer

North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board
Santa Rosa, CA 95403

RE: Public Comments on Draft Wine, Beverage & Food Processor WDR and Waiver

Dear Mr. St. John:

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to the Winery Permit plus all
the time, effort and guidance your staff have provided to us and the public to date.

At this point, we believe more work is needed.

Clearly all parties support keeping our North Coast waters from being degraded. The proposed
draft represents an enlargement of coverage and facility types. Best to start simple. Changes to
existing requirements should be minimized. We can build on what’s been shown to work.

The goal is to secure widespread adoption of practices protective of groundwater. To get that done,
practices will need to be cost effective. Only a limited number of facilities use subsurface disposal.
There will be none if those will now be required to install three groundwater monitoring wells.

Language should be clear and not over-reaching. The Order anticipates additional requirements
when more is known and circumstances warrant. Requirements may be revised when necessary. It
is clearly stated that the discharge of wastes to surface waters is prohibited. Additional layers meant
to guard against the possible discharge of wastes to surface waters can be deleted.

In this region, we benefit from high levels of annual rainfall. Other regions have had to address
groundwater problems we don’t have. Rather than track what others have done, better we develop
an alternative designed to encourage and promote stewardship. Include incentives so demonstrated
compliance can result in a reduction or frequency of testing and/or reporting requirements.

It needs to be clearly stated how existing facilities will be covered. The draft Order includes a Yes /
No box regarding “Pond Lining” on the NOI. This makes existing operations nervous. Delete the
Yes/No option. Ask instead: “Pond Construction” and allow for a brief description of what exists.
All facilities are subject to inspection. If subsequently a pond is found to not being “relatively
impermeable,” a number of remedial steps are possible. Rebuilding the pond in order to install a
new pond liner would likely be looked upon only as a last resort, but, if necessary, could be
required to address the specific conditions of that particular site.
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The appropriate measure is annual, considering how the system operates over a year’s time. All
facilities produce treated process wastewater or processing solids. Designed systems include
collection, treatment, storage, reuse and disposal. Delete VII A and B: Limiting mean daily flow
does not consider either the storage component or practice that it is not continuously applied to land
rather is applied with resting time between applications. Also, the requirement limiting the
application of process wastewater to a period 48 hours before a forecasted rain event and having to
wait 48 hours after one, could result in a very short window during our rainy season. Asking the
limitation be instead based on the saturation of the soil than to “forecasted rain event.”

We again appreciate you and your staff’s cooperation in crafting a workable Order that keeps our
high quality groundwater protected and provides a process that will work for North Coast wineries.
And look forward to more discussions and being able to comment on the follow-up draft.

Sincerely,

Bob Anderson, Executive Director
United Winegrowers for Sonoma County
P.O. Box 382

Santa Rosa, CA 95402



