
July 1, 2016

Advisory Team

John Robertson 
Executive Officer 
RWQCB, Central Coast Region 
895 Aerovista Place, Suite 101 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 

Jessica Jahr, Esq.    
State Water Resources Control Board  
Office of Chief Counsel     
P.O. Box 100       
Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Advisory Team, 

REBUTTAL OF EVIDENCE IN THE MATTER OF PROPOSED CEASE AND DESIST ORDER 
NO.R3-2016-0015, CENTRALLY GROWN INC, CENTRALLY GROWN L.L.C., DAVE 
ROBERTSON

We would like to submit the attached exhibits for the record in the Centrally Grown (CG) CDO 
case. The three exhibits include a technical report that we recently received from CG’s 
engineer, Shannon Jessica, P.E., and two photographs. This technical report was not submitted 
as a rebuttal in accordance with the hearing procedures.  The technical report is the most recent 
information that CG has provided regarding the status of their wastewater treatment system, 
and is the only response we have received regarding the system. It’s demonstrative of some 
initial efforts to comply, but also some continuing issues with the operation of the system. To 
date, the system is still out of compliance.  It’s not unduly prejudicial to CG, and it serves to 
illuminate the issues presented in the CDO. 

The two photographs are from inspections conducted by Board staff, and demonstrate the 
underlying facts of the CDO. They also help illustrate the continuing issues, and are not unduly 
prejudicial to any of the parties.  

We believe that the record is more complete with these items included, and respectfully request 
their inclusion.
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Centrally Grown Rebuttal Submission - 2 - July 1, 2016

Best regards,

Prosecution Team 

Attachments:  Centrally Grown Progress Report
 2 CG Photos

Cc: Dave Robertson  
Centrally Grown Inc.
2200 Hollyridge Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90068-3517 

Incorp Services Inc. 
Agent for: Centrally Grown Inc.
5716 Corsa Ave, Suite 110
Westlake CA 91362 

ECM# 788896
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June 9, 2016 
 

Mr. Jon Rokke 
Water Resources Control Engineer 
Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board 
895 Aerovista Place, Suite 101 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
 
 
Subject: Centrally Grown Wastewater System 
 
Dear Mr. Rokke, 
 
On June 3, 2016, Wallace Group (Wallace) was retained by Centrally Grown, Inc. 
(CG) to assist with engineering consulting and design services to rehabilitate their 
wastewater system located at 7432 Exotic Garden Drive, Cambria, CA.  The scope of 
services being provided by Wallace Group is outlined in the contract between 
Wallace and CG, provided as Attachment A of this report.  Wallace was initially 
contacted by Nathan Love, the contractor hired by CG to assist with facility 
improvements, in May 2016 and asked Wallace to participate in correspondence with 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).  Wallace was specifically asked 
to review and address the proposed Cease and Desist Order (CDO) and hearing 
notice dated April 29, 2016.  Wallace has agreed to participate as a liaison between 
the CG and the RWQCB in regards to the proposed CDO and wastewater treatment 
and disposal issues. The following is provided as a status update. 
 
According to CG, the restaurant has been closed since January 2016 with minimal 
use of the facilities since that time.  CG management has recently expressed interest 
in re-opening the restaurant, and in doing so have recognized the need to rehabilitate 
the wastewater system and dedicate resources to management and operation of the 
wastewater treatment and disposal facility.  It is the intention of CG management to 
comply with RWQCB requirements in order to avoid issuance of the CDO, and 
attendance at the July 28/29 hearing, if possible.  Currently the wastewater system is 
on stand-by, as there is no use at the facility that would warrant operation. CG 
management has indicated that they do not plan on reinitiating use of the disposal 
field until rehabilitation measures have been planned and constructed. 
 
Wallace Group conducted a site visit at the CG facility on Friday, May 27, 2016, and 
again on Friday June 3, 2016.  The following is a summary of those visits, a 
chronology of the actions that have taken place to-date, and an outline of the 
proposed course of action for future operations at the CG facility.   
 
At the May 27 site visit I met with Nathan Love and Rafa Vargas (CG groundskeeper). 
I inspected the disposal field, and we discussed the initial work that should be done to 
further assess the condition of the system and to develop an overall improvement 
plan.  The disposal field was dry and Rafa said that when the field is manually 
operated 8 psi of pressure can be detected at the far end of the field, indicating that 
the entire system is capable of receiving the design pressure.  Prior to closure, Rafa 
mentioned that the filter at the headworks (following the effluent pump, but prior to the 
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disposal field) was clogging with fiber from the Orenco biofilter on a continuous basis 
and needed to be manually cleaned daily. Investigating the cause for the filter 
clogging and/or replacing the filter with a more robust design will be included in the 
proposed Facilities Improvement Plan. 
 
It was decided at the May 27th meeting that sections of the disposal field should be 
uncovered and left uncovered for inspection of the soils underneath the emitters, to 
view the disposal emitters in operation, and to check for any visible grease or oil 
discharging from the system. We also identified an area on the site for the additional 
520 linear feet of dripline, and discussed the installation procedure proposed by 

-purpose the existing stormwater 
holding tanks as effluent holding tanks, rerouting the stormwater pipeline around the 
tanks.  The new effluent holding tanks would be equipped with a dedicated pump that 
would supply the new 520 linear feet of disposal dripline Geoflow system, which 
would be installed on the hillside below the courtyard1.  A copy of proposal to 
CG is provided as Attachment B of this report. 
 
On June 3, 2016 I attended another site visit to view the disposal field and the 
sections of uncovered emitters, and to perform a dye test of the existing restaurant 
sewer lines and grease interceptor.  Myself, Bill Callahan (Wallace), Nathan Love 
(SLO Remodel), Rafa Vargas (CG Groundskeeper), Madison Drake (CG), and Dave 
Robertson (CG) attended the meeting.  A compilation of photos from this visit are 
provided in Attachment C of this letter.  
 
Grease Interceptor Inspection and Dye Test 
During the June 3 visit, Wallace initiated the site inspection by opening each of the 
three manhole lids to the grease interceptor, and the lid of the influent manhole 
directly adjacent to the interceptor.  The 2,000 gallon grease interceptor was about 
half-way full with no visible grease accumulation on the sides or surface of the water. 
An effluent filter had been installed on the discharge side of the interceptor, and it 
looked to be new and in good condition. Similarly, the influent manhole looked to be 
relatively clean and in good condition with no noticeable odors or buildup. 
 
Following the inspection of the interceptor and manhole, Wallace conducted a tour of 
the restaurant to look for sink fixtures and drains that would be tested during the dye 
test.  The restaurant is comprised of two stories, with kitchen and washing facilities 
located on both the upper and lower floors.  A bar with small bar sinks and an ice 

lower level. 
 
Wallace began the dye test in the upstairs kitchen area.  Bill Callahan performed the 
test and I inspected the interceptor and influent manhole to determine where the flow 
was discharging to.  Table 1 provides an outline of the results from the dye test. 
 
 
 
 

1Proposed improvements have yet to be finalized. A Facilities Improvements Plan will be prepared by Wallace 
Group and distributed to the RWQCB for review and comment once all system evaluations have been completed. 
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Table 1. Centrally Grown Restaurant Kitchen Drain Dye Test Results 

No. Fixture/Drain Location Description Discharge Location Notes 

1 Upstairs  Floor Drain Range Manhole  

2 Upstairs  3 Compartment Sink Manhole  

3 Upstairs  Mop Sink Manhole  

4 Upstairs  Floor Drain next to mop sink Manhole  

5 Downstairs  2 Compartment Sink Interceptor  

6 Downstairs  Floor Drain next to sink Interceptor *Dirty line 

7 Downstairs  Kettle Drain Interceptor  

8 Downstairs  Floor Drain by Range Interceptor  

9 Downstairs  Floor Drain by Range #2 Interceptor *Dirty line 

10 Downstairs  Dishwash Area Sink Interceptor  

11 Downstairs  3 Compartment Sink Interceptor  

12 Downstairs  Dish area floor drain Manhole  

13 Downstairs - Hallway/Breezeway 
Trench Drain Interceptor  

  
  
The general pattern found was that the majority of upstairs drains were routed directly 
to the influent manhole, bypassing the grease interceptor.  The majority of downstairs 
drains were correctly routed to the interceptor. Initial findings from the dye test have 
prompted CG to review construction RFI information to determine where the sewer 
lines were installed to determine the best way to re-route the upstairs lines to the 
interceptor.  The intention of CG management is to maintain use of the upstairs 
kitchen and correctly route the sinks and floor drains to the interceptor.  Table 2 
outlines the number of fixture units in the restaurant.  The total number of fixtures was 
used to determine if the current grease interceptor is sized to handle the total 
capacity, assuming the upstairs kitchen drains are re-routed.  Based on Table 
1014.3.6 Gravity Grease Interceptor Sizing found in Chapter 10 of the Uniform 
Plumbing Code, the minimum Gravity Grease Interceptor size for a facility with 42 
DFUs is between 1,000 gallons and 1,250 gallons. The existing 2,000 gallon Gravity 
Grease Interceptor exceeds the capacity requirements identified in the 2013 Uniform 
Plumbing Code. 
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Table 2. Centrally Grown Plumbing Fixture Count 

Type of Fixture 
Drainage 

Fixture Unit 
(DFU) Value 

Number of Fixtures Calculated DFU 
Value 

Upstairs Kitchen 

Bar Sinks 1 DFU 1 1 

Dishwasher 2 DFU 1 2 

Pot Sink 3 DFU 1 3 

Floor Drains 2 DFU 4 8 

Mop Sinks 3 DFU 1 3 

3 Compartment Sink 3 DFU 1 3 

Downstairs Kitchen 

Dishwasher 2 DFU 1 2 

Pot Sink 3 DFU 1 3 

Floor Drains 2 DFU 6 12 

3 Compartment Sink 3 DFU 1 3 

2 Compartment Sink 2 DFU 1 2 

TOTAL 26 19 42 

 
 
Disposal Field Inspection 
Following the dye test, another evaluation of the disposal field was conducted to view 
the uncovered emitters and subgrade. As can be seen in photos 60-68 in Attachment 
C (specifically Photo 63), the Geoflow tubing was installed on top of native subgrade 
material and covered with crushed gravel, as opposed to trenched into the native 
subgrade.  This discontinuity in soil material provides water with an accessible route 
for runoff downgradient, rather than to percolate down into the ground.   
 
To determine the best method for disposal field rehabilitation, the original soils 
engineer for the project, Fred Potthast from Earth Systems Pacific, conducted a site 
visit on Tuesday June 7, 2016.  A brief conversation with Fred after his site visit 
revealed that it is possible the quality of soil under the existing disposal field tubing 
may not match what was in the original percolation testing. Grading and construction 
activities prior to installation of the disposal field may have disrupted the well-draining 
soil, leaving only the hardpan and shallow rock.  
 
Fred suggested that additional potholing might be worthwhile, to determine the slope 
of the hardpan/rock material and to see if rehabilitation of the existing field would 
provide for better disposal.  Fred also recommended that CG evaluate additional 
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ATTACHMENT A  WALLACE GROUP CONTRACT 
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ATTACHMENT B   
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ATTACHMENT C  PHOTOS FROM 6/3/2016 SITE VISIT 
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