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Agenda iten K-1 - Winery O:lor Crnplaint, 1 West 1\lmer Road, 
I.odt, wns tnt roduced by Public \\brks Director Jack Ronsko. 
The fol1o.vtng report as prepared by Mr. Ronsko was presented 
for Cotmci 1 's infonmtlon. 

At the last City Council meeting of October 17, 1984, 
residents fran the M>kelume Vi 1lage Subdivision indicated 
their concern to the City Council about the unusual offensive 
odor originnt ing fran the winery located at 1 West 1\lrner 
Road. The residents requested the City Counci 1 to direct the 
City Attorney to file suit to abate this odor nuisance. The 
City Cotmcil at that time asked the Public Works Department 
to prepnre a Counci 1 Camt.Dlicat ion addressing the odor 
problem its history and any existing rcgulat ions . 

. \erial photographs of the subject area were presented for 
Counci 1 's perusal . 

Over the past 3-4 years, the City st&: • has experienced 
strong odors fran both the United Vintners and 'furner Winery 
ponds. These odors have not been the typicsl winery 
crush/fennenting odor. The rmjor odor problem related to the 
Uli ted Vintners Winery operation has cane fran their 
spreading ponds on the north side of the river. These ponds 
are used to spread their stillage discharge waste. This 
stillage waste is a ptmgcnt 1 iquid which is left behind after 
the drinking alcohol is distilled off. If this waste is not 
processed properly, these odors can intensify and becane very 
offensive and ovenvhelming. 'llle Winery's stillage operation 
takes place npproximote1y 3 times per year. The last 
operation started in Septmt>er and finished the end of 
October. It was during this time period the City received 
the latest of odor C<Jll>laints. lbYever, the City staff has 
not witnessed any offensive sti llagc waste odor since the 
i tern was brought to the at tent ion of the City Counci 1 at 
their CX:tober 17 meet tng. Past odor problOOlS were due to · 
specific problem in the Winery's operation. 

The City staff would 1 ike to point out that the local 
IJBJl8ger, Mr. ReinoltJ Gerzevske, has been very cooperative in 
working with the City of I..odi in trying to resolve specific 
odor problerm and doing process experimentation in order te 
meet the City's discharge requirEment so the Winery can 
discharge into the City's industrial waste system. T6e City 
Counci 1 should be aware that over the past few vears the 
Winery has been under thre~ different ownerships and Mr. 
Gerzevske has been working under nunerous corporate 
aaninistrato ... s. 

The Public WOrks Director RIKi the Water/Wastewater 
Superintendent met with the manager and corporate 
administrator of of ISC Wines of C&lifornia (Old United 
Vintner Winery) at 7:00a.m. Friday. Novmt>er 2, 1984. They 
will be discharging into the City's system on an experimental 
basis, during their next stillage operation in April. 

The City also asked for writ ten cmments fran Mrs. Arnaiz 
related to her contacts with the central Valley Regional 
Water Q.ullity Control Board. If those are received, they 
wi 11 he hand delivered to the Counci 1. 
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~isting Regulations: 

Both the thlted Vintner Winery (now ISC Wines of California) 
lacated at 1 West '1\tmer Road and the '1\tmer Winel'Y located 
an Woodbridge Road are operating under a Central Valley 
Regional Water Qualt ty Control Board D\scharge Pennlt. The 
provisions under bath of these penni ts indicate the "neither 
the discharged nor its treatment shall cause a paHutian or 
nuisance as defined in Section 13050 of the CaHfomta Water 
Oxle." Ulder the Water code, nuisance is defined as follows: 

(m) "Nuisance" means anything which: ( l) is injurious 
to health, or is indecent or offensive to the senses, 
or an obstruct ion to the free use ef property; so as to 
interfere with the canfortable enjoyment of I i fe or 
property, and (2) affects at the sane time an entire 
canruni ty or nelghbarhood. or any considerable numer 
of persons .• although the extent of the annoyance er 
damlge inflicted upon individuals rmy be unequal, and 
(3) occurs during. or as a result of the t·reatment or 
disposal of wastes. 

lt is felt that the Regional Board has deflnite authority and 
responsibi I i ty to enforce the above eondi t ion of the 
Discharge Penni t • 

The following are excerpts fran the Sewer Sectioo of the Lodi 
City Code: 

Article II. Regulations 

Sec. 20-3. Prohibit ians of discharges. 

No person shall discharge to the sewerage systEm, natura.} 
outlet, street or eart~ surface, wastes M\lch cause, threa,ten 
te cause or are capable of causing either alone or by 
interaction with other substances: 

0) A fire or explosion; 
(2) <hstruction of flow in a sewerage or i,njury of the 

systen or damlge to the sewerage collectloo, treatment or 
stonn facilities by ashes, cinders, sand, rrud, g:rH, straw, 
oft'al, shavings, n»tal, glass, rags, feathers, tar, plastlcs, 
wood, sawdust, manure or other solid or viscous soostances 
capable of causing obstruction of the flow or other 
inte.rference with the proper operation of the sewerage systEm 
hl the opinion of the ptblic works direetGr: 

(3) Danger to 1 i fe or safety of personnel;. 
(4) A nuisance or prevention ef the effective rmlntenance 

or operation of the sewerage systen, thl'Ol'lgh having a strong, 
unpleas'lllt odor; 

(5.) Air pollutien by the release of toxic or rml000l'0US 
gases or rmledorous gas-producing subtances; 

Sec. 20-39. Injtmction. 

\\henever a discharge of wastewater is in violation o.f the 
provisions of this chapter or otherwise causes or threat.ms 
to cause a condition of cont001ination, pollution or rruisance, 
the city ~my pet it ion the superior court for the issuance of 
a pre I iminarJ or peimUlent injtmct ion, or both, as may be 
appropriate in restraining the continuance of such discharge 
(Ord. No. 1307, I I.) 

The City Attorney feels that the City could use either 
Section 20-3 (4} and/or Section 20-3 (5) to cite the whiery 
at I West '1\tmer Road for r. rruisance or air pollution. In 
addft ion, the City could under Section 20-39 pet it ion the 
Superior Court to issue a preliminary injunction to stop a 
nuisance if it is detennined one exists. 

... 



The City Attorney also agrees with Mr. Rishwnin's statm1ent 
that the City could bring nuisance abnten~nt suit agninst the 
winery t.D'lder Civi 1 Code § 3490 et seq. 

The following persons, who were in the audience, presented 
testimony concerning the subject: 

a) l\1r. Michael Rishwain 
1038 Miwok Drive 
Lodi 

b) l\1r. Ralph Ward 
Vice President of Q;erat ions 
United Vintners Winery 
Lo(H 

c) Mr. li<M~.-d Arnniz 
1073 Awani Drive 
Lodi 

A very lengthy discussion foll~--<1 with quest ions being 
directed to Staff and tCl those who had given testiiOOllY. 

01 mot ion of Counc i 1 1\·leni>e r Reid , 01 son gecond, Counc i 1 
directed Staff to work with the subject winery in resolving 
the speci fie odor problmlS and in doing process 
experirrent at ion in order to meet the Gi ty' s discharge 
requirements so the winery can discharge into the City's 
industria 1 wastf~ system. The nntion carried by unaninnus 



CITY OF LODI COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

RECOHHENOEO ACTION: Review attached material and public. input, and take appropri­
ate act lon. · 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: At the last City Council meeting ef Oc::tober 17, 1984, 
res I dents from the HOke I ume VIII age Subdivision indicated their concern to the 
Clty Council about the W'tusual offens.ive odor originating from the winery lecated 
at I West Turner Road. The residents requested the City Coundl to direct the 
City Attorney to file suit ~o abate this odor nuisance. The City Counc11 at that 
time asked the Public Works Department to prepare this Council Communication ad­
dr~ssing the odor pnoblem, its history and any existing regulations. Refer to 
Attachment No. I for a complete copy of the Council min1.1tes. 

Attachment No. 2 is a copy of an aerial phetograph showing the relationship ef 
the HokellM!Ine Village Subdivision with United Vintners Winery (now called ISC 
Wines of California), their ponds on the north and south side of the Rlver, and 
the Turner Winery and their ponds. 

Over the past J-4 years, the City staff has experienced strong odors from both 
the United Vintners and T1.1rner Winery ponds. These odors have not been the 
typical winery crush/fermenting odor. The major odor problem related t{:) the 
United Vintners Winery operation, has come from their spreading ponds e>n the 
north side of the River. These ponds are used te spread thek stillage discharge 
waste. This stillage waste Is a pungent liquid which is left behind a.fter the 
drinking alcohol Is distilled off. If this waste is not processed proper:ly, 
these odors can intensify and become very offensive and everwhelming. The Winery's 
stiliage operation takes place approximately 3 times per year. The last eperation 
started in September and finished the end of October. It was during this time 
period the City received the latest of odor complaints. However, the City staff 
has not witnessed any offensive stillage waste odor since the item was brought to 
the attention of the City Council at their October 17 meeting. Past edor problems 
were due to a specific problem in the Winery's operation. 

The City staff would !ike to point out that the local manager, Hr. Reinold 
Gerzevske, has been very cooperative in working with the City of Lodi in trying 
to resolve specific odor problems and doing process experimentation in order to 

APPROVED: FILE ~0. 

HENRY A. GLAVES, Clty Manager 
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meet the City's discharge requirement so the Winery can discharge into the 
City'!. Industrial waste system. The City Council should be aware that over 
the past few years the Winery has been under three different ownerships and 
Hr. Gerzevske has been working under numerous co.rpora~e adm;nistrators. 

Attachment NG. 3 is a chronological recap of actions related to odor problems 
from both the United VIntner and T•.~rner Road Wineries. Together with this 
attachment are Exhibits A through 0 which include the related correspondence. 
The chronological recap is Intended t.o include enough detail that these ex~ 
hlbits \OfiJJ r:ot have to be read in their entirety but are made avai1ab1e if 
additional information is dt~sired. 

1}:2 Public Works Director ar•d the Water/Wastewater Superintendent met 
wHh the manager and corporate administrator of ISC Wlnes of ~al ifornia 
(o I d United Vintner WInery) at 7 :OG a.m. FrIday, Novei!Oer 2, 1984. They 

wlll be discharging into the City's system on an experimental basis, during 
their next stillage operation in April. 

The City also asked for written comments from Hrs. A.rnaiz related to her 
contacts with the C...ntral Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board. If 
those are received, they will be hand delivered to the Council. 

EXISTING REGULATIONS: 

Both the United Vintner Winery (now ISC Wines of California) located at 1 West 
Turner fbad and the Turner Winery located on Woodbridge Road are operat lng 
under a Central Va11ey Regional Water Quality Control Board Discharge Permit. 
The ;;rovlslons under both of these perrnits indicate that .. neither the discharged 
nor Its treatment shall cause a pollution or nuisance as defi.ned In Section 13050 
of t~e Call forn Ia Water Code. n Under the Water Code, nuisance is defined as 
follows: 

(m) "~uisance" means anything which: (l) is injurious t.o health, or is 
indecent or offen.si·ve to the senses, or an obstruction to the tree use of 
pro~rt~·. so as to interfere with the comfortable enjo~-meBt of life or 
~operty, and (2) affects at the same time an entire ccmmuRity or neigh· 
borhood, or any considerable number of persons, although the extent of 
the annoyance or damage inl1icted upon indhiduals may b~ unequal, and 
(3) occurs during or as a resdt of the treatment or disposal of wast~s. 

It is felt that the Regional Bo;;,rd has definite authority and responsibility to 
enforce the above condition of the Discharge Permit. 

The following are excerpts from the Sewer Section of the Lodi City Code: 
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Artie)~ II. Rqulations. 

S«. 20-3. Prohibitions of disch:-rJH. 
No ~rson shall discharg~ to :"~ sewerage system, natural 

outlet. street or earth surface, wastes which cause. threaten to 
cause or are capable of ~usin1 either alone or by interaction 
with other substances: 

(I) A fire or explosion: 
( ~) Obstruction of now in a sewerape system or injury of 

th.: system or damatte to the sewerape collection. treatment or 
storm facilitits by ashes. cinders. sand. mud, pit. straw, offal. 
shavinp. meta). J)ass. raps, r~thers, tar. pla~tics, wood, 
sawdust. manure or other solid or viscous substances capable 
of causinp obstruction of the now or other interference with 
the pro~r operation of the seweraae system in the· opinion 
of the public works dirtctor: 

(3) Dantter to life or safety of personnel: 
( 4) A nuisance or prevention of the e.ffe.ctive maintenance 

or o~ration of the seweraae· system, through havinJ a strona. 
unpleasant odor: 

(5) Air pollution b)' the rekaK of toxic or malodorous pse~ 
or malodorous ps·producina substances; 

5«. 20o39. Injunction. 
Whenever a discharte of wastewater is in violation of the 

provisions of this chapter or otherwise causes or t,hrtat.rn~ 
to cause a condition of contamination. pollution ar nu4san.:e. 
the city may ~titian the superior court for the issuanct of ~ 
~.,r~hminary ar pcrm;snent injunction. or both. as mJ~ ·~ 
arpropnah: in restramin~ the continuance af such discltar~l! 
tOrd. No.lJ07.~ l.l 

The City Attorney feels that the Clty could use either Section 20-3 (~) and/or 
Sect ion 20-3 (5) to cite the winery at 1 W. Turner Road for a nuisance or air 
pollution. In addition, the City could under S.~ction 20-39 petition the Superior 
Court to issue a preliminary injunction to stop a nuisance if lt Is determined 
one exists. 

The City Attorney also agrees with Hr. Rhhwain's statement that the City could 
bring nu~~ement suit against the winery under Civil Code I Jlo90 ~t seq. 

ack L. Aonsko 
Publi Works Director 

Attachments 

cc: ISC Wines of California 
Hr. Hike Rishwain 
Hr. & Hrs. Howard Arnalz 
City Attorney 
Water/Wastewater Supt. 

JLR/eeh 
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• ATTACHflENT I 

COI'I.AINI'S Mr. Mike Rishwain. 1038 Miwok Drive, Wdi. addressed the 
RB:EIVID RE Pl.TilUD Counci 1 cmplaining about n nuisance that is being created 
CIXRi H.UT'fl~ at 1 West 1\lmer Road, lDdi. Waste fran the winery is 
FIO-l mE ALLIID creating bacteria, result lng in a very offensive odor. 
mAP£ (Hl\'m.S According to Mr. Rishwuin, this odor affec.ts a large portion 
PKPERIY CN of Wdi. Mr. Ristavain indicated that this situation is 
'll.ENffi Rl\0 causing a second problem in that there are an inordinate 

nud>er of f1 ies present in the area. 

Mr. Rishwain further stated that the problem has gone on for 
the last four years and that the winery does have sane 
choices in thls nat ter, suclil as du'll>ing the waste rmterial 
into city lines. 

Mr. Rlshwain explained "nuisance" and "public nuisance" as 
defined by State statute and asked that the City Counci 1 
direct the City Attorney to file suit to abate this nuisance. 

Counci 1 Menber Pinkerton stated that it was his recellection 
that at the time the M>keh.rme Subdivision was before the 
Council for approval he expressed his concerns reg&l'<Hng 
various incarpatlble facters in the SUbject area. Council 
Mmber Pinkerton asked that the City Clerk check the minutes 
to see if his statsnent had been entered into the official 
re~rd. 

Mr. Howard Amaiz, the developer of M>kel\IIIlf! Village 
Subdivision addressed the Co\mcil regarding the rmtter, 
giving a history of the situation. Mr. Amah acknowledged 
that he did recall O>unci 1 Mecber Pinkerton expressing hts 
concerns at the time of the 8\bdivlsion approval. 

Mr. John Stroh. 1022 Miwok Drive, L<xli, also addressed the 
Council indicating that "they" are not against the winery, 
but expbined that the odor was not a typical "Lodi grape 
season smell", but a very offensive odor. 

A lengthy dh;cussion followed with questions being directed 
to Staff and to those persons who had given testhrony. 

FollCM'ing a suggest ion by POOl ic \ttbrks Director Ronsko, Staff 
was directed to prepare a report addressing the various 
questions that were posed concerning this carplaint. Counci 1 
requested that if possible this report be coopleted so that 
it can be presented at the Novmber 7, 1984 regular Counci 1 
meeting. 
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CHRONOLOGICAL RECAP OF ODOR CONCERNS 

COMING FROM UNITED VINTNERS, INC. 

ATTACHJ1ENT uo I 3 

LOCATED AT 1 WEST TURUER ROAD (Now ISC Wines of California) 
AND TURNER WINERY LOCATED ON WOODBRIDGE ROAD 

January 18, 1980 

January 31, 1980 

February 12, 1980 

Apr i I 11 , 1980 

February 25, 1981 

July 21, 1931 

December 15, 1981 
January 29, 1982 

The City of Lodi met with United Vintners Winery and was 
first made aware of the odor problem they were having. 
In November of 1979. the San Joaquin County Local Health 
District referred an odor complaint to the Central Valley 
Regional Water Qt.al ity Control Board. The Board in turn 
contacted the Winery. The Winery contacted the City te 
determine what was required to discharge into the City's 
wastewater system. 

The City ef Lodi mailed to United Vintners a Waste\·~ater 

Discharge Permit Application (see Exhibit A). 

United Vintner submitted a Discharge Permit Application to 
City of Lodi for review. 

The Winery indicated that the previous odc.H proalem was 
the result of a· punp failure which had been corrected. 
They indicated that stillage li>y its na-twre has an eoor 
which some people find objectionable. They stated they 
wanted to avoid future complaints anc:l this was the reason 
for making application to discharge into the City's system 
(see Exhibit B). 

The City conditionally approved the \Jastewater Discharge 
Permit for United Vintners. The conditioPs included a 
1 imitation on daily flow, installation of a How measuring 
and monitoring fad I ity, a limit on suspended sal ids, and 
the control of the discharge pH (see Exhibit C}. 

City sent renewa: o:scharge Application to United Vintner 
Winery. However, the City had had no contaet from the 
Winery since the above appr-:>val of the conditional Dis­
charge Permit and there had been no discharge to the City's 
system to this date. 

The City renewed a conditional Wastewater Discharge Permit. 
However, there had still been no discharge to the City's 
system (see Exhibit D). 

The City of Lodi agaln sent out Wastewater Discharge Permit 
Application and renewed conditional approval of Wastewa-ter 
Discharge Application. However, to this date there has 
still been no discharge to the City's system (see Exhibit E). 
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September 15, 1983 The City Manager received an early roorning c<tl1 from Mr. 

Howard Arnaiz related to the odor problem at United Vintner's 
Winery. Later that rornlng the Water/Wastewater Superintend·~nt 
investigated the origin of the odor and found that it was 
coming from United Vintner's spreading area on the north side 
of the f1okel umne Ri Jer. 

Later that afternoon the City Manager called United Vintner 
Winery and set up a meetl~g between the Water/Wastewater 
Superintendent and the Winery's plant manager and plant 
superintendent. It was determined that the Winery had re-
cently regraded the spreading area on the north side of the 
River so that all stillage wastes flowed ~outh to the north 
bank of the Mokelumne River. This area was already rroist 
due to the high ground water table near the River and due 
to the shade provided by the tree:, in the immediate area. 
This low area had collected the waste from numerous spread­
ing operations (approximately 511 deep) and had gone into an 
anarobic process {bacteria feeding on ,.,aterial in the ab-
sence of air). It was this anarobic condition that was 
producing the odor that was of ~oncern. 

The \linery indicated they would immediatdy contact a 
chemical firm to obtain a masking agent t~ el lminate the 
immediate odor problem. At this meeting. the City's 
Water/Wastewater Superintendent also recommended that a 
dirt berm be constructed to keep future liqu1ds from en­
tering this low problem area. The berming wa~ later ac­
compliihed by the Winery. 

September 19. 1983 The Winery applied the masking agent during this week. 
The City's Water/Wastewater Superintendent witnessed the 
s, rav equipment in the field and also found thct the 
odor had been reduced. 

November 15, 1983 The City of Lodi responded to another request from Ur.ited 
Vint'lersto discharge stillage waste into the City's system. 
The City of Lodi suggested a precedure which WO•Jld simulate 
the waste discharge in order that the City could 100nitor 
the waste to determine if the cenditions on the Waste 
Discharge Permit could be met by the Winery (see Exhibit F). 

The City of Lodi forwarded to United Vintners the !"esults 
of moflitoring their simulated discharge which took ,"llace 
between December 8 and 15. 1983. The City oointed eut t"hat 
there were some problems in control of pH a~d suspended 
solids. The City also provided the Winery with an estimated 
annual cost of treatment and plant connection fee based on 
the flows and strengths which came from the simulated test­
ing. Based on the City'> 1982 rates. rr.e treatment costs 
would be approximately $19,000 per year and there wculd be 
a one··time connection fee of approximately $3,000. These 
costs were based on discharging to the City's indl•strial 
waste sys tern. It was a I so pointed out that if tl-.ese same 
flows were to be discharged into the domestic svstem, that 
the annual treatment costs and connection fee y.·ould be 
approximately $100,000 and $30,000 respectively' (see Exhibit G). 
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Harch 9, 1984 

March 14, 1984 

March 27, 1984 

Apr i 1 12, 1984 

Apr i 1 17, 1984 

• 
City of Lodi and the Local Health District met with Mrs. 
Lacey Arnaiz to again discuss odor problems that the resi­
dents in the Mokelumne Subdivision were again experiencing. 
Present from the City were the City Manager, \later/Wastewater 
Superintendent and Public Works Director and Lee Hall and 
AI Olson represented the Local Health District. 

After this meeting, the City and Local Health District staff 
made a field inspection of the spreading ponds of both the 
United Vintner Winery and the Turner Winery. On inspecting 
the ponds of United Vintner on the north side of Mokelumne 
River, it was determined (1) that the recommended berming 
off of the low area had been accomplished, and (2) that 
there was 1 ittle or no od\...r coming from this spreading area. 
The odor that was present did not have ~n offensive anarobic 
smell. In to~ring the ponds of the Turner 14inery, there 
was a strong odor found coming from their south ponding area. 
The Local Health District Indicated that they would correspond 
with t~e Regional Board and point out the odor problem 
created by the Turner Winery. 

San Joaquin Local Health District corresponded with F"'!~1 ional 
Board and asked them to determine if the odor problew con­
stituted a violation of the Turner Winery's dischar~e permit. 

United Vintner Winery requested the City to perform a second 
series of tests 0n another simulated discharge. The purpose 
of this additional City nnnitorin:-:; was to determine if the 
Winery through a simulated discharge process could reduce 
their suspended sol ids and cenform te the conditions of the 
City's Wastewater Discharge Permit. The City agreed to 
this experiment and performed monitoring en the simulated 
discharge between April 17, 1984, and May 1, 1984. 

letter from Regional Board to Local Health District indicating 
that the odor pr~blem at the Turner Winery was either a 
vielation or threatened to be a violation of the Winery's 
Discharge Permit (Order fb. 80-055). However, the Regional 
Board indicated that due to understaffing they co•.Jld not 
assign staff time to the odor nuisance. They agreed to 
writea letter to Turner Winery, however, they recommended 
that the Local Health District persuade the Winery to act 
using-the authority of San Joaquin County Ordinan-ce Ne. 877 
(see E.xhibi t I). 

Regio11al Board corresponded with Turner Winery indicating 
that there was a violation of the waste discharge require­
ments and asked them to prepare a written report describing 
how they would prevent this odor nuisance from recurring. 
The Regional Board also asked that this report be submitted 
to the Local Health District for review (see Exhibit J). 
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April 21, 1984 

Apr i 1 30, 1984 

Hay 22, 1984 

June 20, 1984 

June 21 , 1984 

September 29, 1984 

• 
The City of Lodi received odor complaints from several 
citizens. The Water/Wastewater Superintendent il"·.;·~stlgated 
and found the odors originating from both the l!nited Vintner 
Winery and the Turner Winery. However, the odor from the 
United Vintner Winery was originating from their treatment 
ponds on the south side of the Mokelumne River (just north 
of Winery within City Limits) and no odor was found emanating 
from their spreading areas on the north side of the River. 
An inspection of the Turner Winery found that odors were 
coming off of their hoI ding ponds. 

The City of Lodi wrote a letter to the Regional Board re­
questing their help in abating the odor nuisance coming from 
the Turner \.Jinery which was wholly within the County (see 
Exhibit K). 

Turner Winery corresponded with Regional Board indicating 
what they had done to eliminate the odor problem (see 
Exhibit L). 

Regional Board corresponded with Turner Winery indicating 
that their report on resolving the odC':- was not acceptable 
and it should have been submitted to the Local Health 
District rather than the Regional Board. They then asked 
Turner Winery to again respond to the local Health District 
by July 5, 1984 (see Exhibit H). 

The City of Lodi sent United Vintner Vinery a recap of their 
recent testing and monitoring. This monitoring (April 7-
Hay 1) indicated that the \linery could reduce its suspended 
solids to conform to the conditions of the City's Wastewater 
Discharge Permit. 

The City of Lodi indicated that we would experimentally allow 
them to actually discharge their stillage, using this new 
process, into our industrial waste system in September 1984, 
provided that the other conditions of the Waste Discharge 
Permit were met. The City indicated that we would allow 
them to use a temporary flow meter and that the City ef Ledi 
would provide the required roonitoring sampler. The City in­
dicated that pending the reswl ts of the September discharge, 
then they may be allowed to discharge their scheduled fall 
still~ge waste into the City's system. Based on the flows 
and strengths of this new simulated discharge testing and 
the City's 1983 rates, the new annual treatment costs and 
connection fee were estimated to be $13,400 and $1,350 
respectively (s~e Exhibit N). 

The Public \.lorks Director received a call from Hr. Michael 
Rishwain, who resided in the Mokelumne Subdivision, in­
dicating that there was a bad odor coming from the United 
Vintner Vinery on Turner Road. The Public Works Director 
indicated to Hr. Rishwain his concern would be investigated 
and the City's Water/Wastewater Superintendent would keeJ') 
him informed of what was found. 
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October 1, 1984 

October 2, 1984 

October 4, 1984 

• 
The Water/Wastewater Superintendent investigated the problem 
and found that an odor was emanating from the United 
Vintner's wasting ponds on the north side af the MOkelumne 
River. The prob I em appeared to be caused by breaks in furrows 
which separated their different wasting fields. This allowed 
the stillage waste to all accumulate in one area rather :.nan 
being spread over several fields. 

The IJater/Wastewater Superintendent contacted the United 
Vi.1t:1er's manager and informed him of the odar complaints. 
The manager indicated that he was preparing ta spray with 
a c~lorine s~lutian to musk the odor. 

The \:ater/\lastewater Superintendent askecl United Vin-tner's 
manager why the'l had not taken advantage ef the City's 
offer which would experimentally allow their stillage 
discharge inta the City's industrial waste system. The 
manager indicated that the Winery had sold during the las~ 
year and due to changes In corporate personne 1 no decision 
had been made relatcJ to using the City's wastewater system. 

The \later/Wastewater Superintendent toured Hoke I umne Vi 11 age 
Subdivison at 7:15a.m. and again detected a strong offensive 
odor similar to that detected on September 29, 1984. 

The Water/Wastewater Superintendent corresponded with Hr. 
Michael Rishwain out I inlng what had been found and what had 
taken place since his initial investigation on September 29, 
1984 (see Exhibit 0). 

-s-
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~ ' January 31, 19tl0 

United Vintnen Inc. 
P. 0. lox l6S 
Eaealon, California 95320 

AmNTIONz lh. Moe Powell 

SUBJECT: R.queat for Woatewoter Dilc::harva Permit A~Sication 

EXHIBIT A 

It woa a plecnure to meet ond talk with you ot our City Hall January 
18, 1~al. 

Encloted )'OU wm find a City of Lodi, Waltewater Oi~eharge Permit 
Application ond our Sewer Otcllnanc• ond Fee Sebedule. Aa ..,, in­
dicatH by the Public Wortca Director, Mr. Jack L. RDnlko, you 
ahould c~-,.,le,. the form ond Indicate your intent with regards to dla­
charging to the City of Lodi'a wa~t..ater a~tem. 

If you ._.,. diHicultie~ int.rpretinQ !M fM tehedule., the City Oxn­
nance or oNwerif\) the pe""it application q,IINtlona, pl.ase contact 
my office ot ~) 334~, exterw~ 320. 

Sincerely, 

fran E. fodcoa 
Wat.r/Sewer .s.p.rvlsor 

Attrxhmenta 

ccr Public Worb Director 
Wot .. 'IJIIQ .. r Trwatr;1Sni Supervllor 
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UNITED VINTNERS. INC. 

,. 0 I!IOll lll • lSCALON. CALIF'OitNIA 15320 

209-838-3575 

February 12, 1980 

Mr. Jack L. Ronsko 
Public Works Director 
City of Lodi 
222 W. Pine St. 
lodi, CA 

Dear Mr. Ronsko: 

Please find attached United Vintners waste water discharge permit 
app 1 i cat ion. United Vintners Lodi winery is presently discharging to 
company owned ponds located on both sides of the Mokelumne River. The 
winery has operated in this manner for several years. However, recent 
zoning changes by the City Jf todi have allowec:f residential and multiple 
~elling construction ilmlediately adjacent to our property to the West, 
and also directly across the river from our .ponds. In Novermer the 
San Joaquin County Health De~ar-tment referred an odor complaint to the 
California Regional Water O"uality Control Board. Th:is particular 
instance was the result of a pump faHure in the winery, which was cor­
rected ill11'lediately. 

United Vintners can manage this operation according to the be~t 
knownpractices available today; under such circumstances we would be well 
within the requirements establisher' by our discharge permit. 

Stillage by its nature has an odor that ~-:'me people find objection­
able and the close physical proximity of the disposal ponds to residents 
in the area is certain to result in odor complaints no matter what their 
origin. United Vintners would like to avoid such situations and it is 
for tnis reason that we are making an application to discharge into 
the City of lodi's waste water system. 

It is our hope that the City of Lodi will establish discharge 
requirements for our application that will allow United Vintners to 
discharge into the City's wastewater sewer. 

RECEIVED 
F .:s 1 4 1980 

MP:eb (i) c.!!Y-~~.!-.~~~ 

Best wishes, 

~c._ ro.. 12 tUL 

Mac. Powell 
Manager, Project Engineering 



~; .... COUNCIL • 
. , EXHIBIT C .... : 

f TH[OOQR[ 1. «4TZAl:IAo,;. #.uyor 

WAlT[R ICATNICH. MI)'O' Pro Tem 

JUCHARO L. HUGHES 

H[NitY A Cl4VU, Jr. 
Cl1y Manaaer 

CITY OF LODI ALICI M. lltMCHI 
Cuy C1erk 

JAA4[5 A McCARTY 
CITY HAll, 21' W£ST PIN( STRUT 

LODI. CAUfORNIA 95240 

(209) 334-5634 

aONALD M. STIIN 
JAMU W. PINKUTON. Jr. Ctt)' AttorMy 

April 11, 1980 

cr:~i:~ 
Esca I on, CA 9 5320 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

SUBJECT: Conditional Approval of Wastewater Discharge Permit Application 

Please find attached o Conditionally Approved Wastewater Discharge Permit, 
per our phone conversation April 10, 1980, and your firms fe,tter and execured 
permit opplicaHon doted February 1?, 1980. 

As was indicated, the City of Le>di can allow ye>ur firm te> discharge to the • 
City'!~ Industrial Wastewater System wilh the following candHions being met 
and maintained ot all times: 

° Flow limit not to exceed 300,000 golle>ns per day; 
° Flow measuring device to be approved by the Pubfic Works 

Director before installation, end monitoring facilities be mode 
available to the City; 

0 Suspended solids not to ~xceed l, 000 mg/l ot any time; ond 
• No discharge with o pH below 6.5 or above 8.5. 

As was also indicated in our phone ce>nversation, your fin'T' shoufd ke~p In mind 
that the City of lodi may ot o future date request that the total allowed su1pended 
solids emission rote may be reduced. 

If you find that the above conditioras con be met, you should indicate your finns 
tntenHons, end submit data on your selected flow meo~uring device and o drowin9 
indicating location of this unit, plus o monitoring ~totion. 



/ Mr. N.oc Powel*' 
Aprt! 11, 1980 
Page 2 

If you hove any questions regarding this matter, pfeose contact me ot "334-5634, 
extention 320. It has been a pleasure working with you. 

Sincerely, 

~?.'~ 
Fran E. Farkas 
Water/Sewer Supervisor 

. 
Attachmen't 

cc: Public Works Director 
Wastewater Treatment Supervisor 
United Vintners - Lodi 

.. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
EXH·IBIT D 

H(NR\ A ClAVE$. Jr 

J-'MlS A MtCARH'. M.aycw 
C II\· M.a n,\ l:l'f 

ROOf R T C MURPHY M11yor Pro T t'm 

RICHARD l HUCH[S 
OF AliCI M Rf IMCHf 

Cu~ Cirri.. 

WAl T(R ..:ATNI(H CITY H-.u. 221 WlST PIM SlRlll 
POST OffiCI BOX llO 

lOOt. CALIFORNIA 95241 
RONAlD M SHIN 

IAMIS W PINKERTON. Jr 

United Vintners. Inc. 
Attention Reinold Gerzevske 
P .0. Box 730 
Lod I • CA 95240 

Attention Refnold Gerzevske 

Gentlemen: 

(1091 334·5634 

July 21. 1981 

SUBJECT: Approval of 1981 Wastewater Discharge Permit 

Enclosed please find a copy of an Approved.Wastewater Discharge 
Permit. This permit will be valid through December 31, 1981. 

On or about December 1, 1981 your firm will receive an abbreviated 
permit form to renew your \lastewater Discharge Permit for 1982. 

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions, please 
contact me at your earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

if~L/~ 
Fran E. Forkas 
Water/Sewer Supervisor 

Enclosure 
. 

cc: Public Works Director 
Wastewater Treatment Supervisor 

FEF:slb 

Cotv Attornrv 



CIJ~ COUNCIL 

'tiTY • OF LODI 
~t~ijJ ~. ~T 1\V[~ ,, . . , 

• .._.)AMES A McCARTY. '-'"Y<H 
C:ity M.tnd;,.r 

R06f U C MURPtiY, Ma\'Of Pro T ~m 
RICHARD l HUCHlS 

AliCl M RHMCHf 
Coty (IC'r .. 

WAl Tllt KATNICH 
CitY U.o\H. 12\ WIST Pl!'i( SlRH I 

rO~l QHICI BOX )10 

LOOI. CALIFOI·:NIA 9S141 
RONAlD M 5HIN 

JAMES W. PINK(RTON, Jr 

United Vintners, Inc. 
Reinold Gerzevske 
1-W-Turner Road 
P .0. Box 730 
Lodi, CA 95240 

(209~ ll4·S&34 

January 29, 1982 

Attention Reinold Gerzevske 

Gentlemen: 

SUBJECT: Approval .of 1982 Wastewater Discharge Permt t 

Enclosed please find a copy of an Approved Wastewater Discharge 
Permit. This permit ·will be va 1i d thro~:~gh December 31 , 1982. 

On er about December J, )982 your firm will receive a permit form 
to renew your Was-tewater Discharge Permit fo-r lSHi-3. 

Thank you for yot:n~ cooperation. If you have any q-uestions, ple,ase 
contact me at your ~arJiest convenience. 

Sincerely, -;/~ 

~r~ 
Water/Sewer Supervisor 

Enclosure 

cc: Pub; i c Works Director 
Wastewater Tref!tment Supervisor 

FEF:slb 

C: oly 1\tlornf'y 



/ .... , 

"r. "-lnold Cierzevtke 
lodl rJant Manager 
UnJ tech VIntners 
P.O. b 7)0 
LocH, CA ,52~1 

har Alneyr 

-• 

SUIJECT1 Request to Discharge Stllla~ Waste Into the CIJY 
of Lodl's Industrial Wast~ter SysteM 

EXHIBIT F 

It WI a p1Msure for Frank haler and • to discuss -..1 th you and 
Mac Powell the above subject. 

You stated your fl,. h6d a desire to discharge stillage -..aste Into 
tha Cl ty's Industrial Wast--.ter SyltetR In the .eount of 1.) MGl. for 
a 20 •y period dvrlng April through ,..,, a IS day period during 
August througt\ S.ptuber and a 7 day period during the DDnth of 
Noftllber or Dec ... or. You also r~uested a 7 day trial period In 
NoYellber or Dec .... r for evaluation purposes. 

We pointed out, we wre not In a position to author;n this discharge 
Into the Industrial ayttM, but sugg .. ted the winery consider ••l••'•tlng 
Itt proposd discharge to Itt own pond tystea for the purpo•• of evaluation. 
You Indicated this could ba done. The cl ty ttaff lllllllban c:ould then 
.:M\Itor thlt discharge to •••Itt In davelop.ant of e possible Wett.Mtar 
Discharge Pe,.lt and the approxl•te costa of dltehare- fMt and buy-In 
chargss. 

I t wet alto up Ia I ned the t In add It I on to It- lit ted under the cond I t I ona1 
penalt dated April ..1~. 1980 (attached) the City 1t concerned about the 
t..,.raturas of -..as tat -..hlch you au ted c:ou1d rMCh 165• fahrenhel t. 

Aho attached It a blank Westwater Discharge Pe,.l t application -..hlch 
thould ba aucuted and returMC! along with any r.quesu for deviation 
fr011 the condltlont outlined In the April 1~. 1980 peralt. 

\hen acklrenlng the ~~Htltorlng facilities portion of the April 1At, 1900 
per.lt you will htrve to aho consider continual pH and t...,.rature 
.oAftorlng alont wl th SMpllng and flow ... su.-...nt and the location 
within your plant where the•• facllltl .. w¥11 be located. 



• Mr. ke I no 1 d hrzev~~e 
Nov.-ber 15. i;S; 
Pate 2 

-.. 

The City thou1d be contacted •bout three days prlot to slmuletlon of 
dhc:harge 10 the Cl ty 11 laboratory 1t11ff have all I t4NM prepared for 
the tett period. 

If you have any queatlona regarding this -.tter please contact .. at 
334-56)~, extension )20. 

Sincerely, 

Fran £. Forka1 
Water/S.W.r su.,.rvhor 

Atucn..nta 

cc: Public Works Director 
Senior Lliboratory Technician 

FEF:s1b 

' 



&>COUNCIL 
\ \ ... \ • EXHIBIT G 

f Vll \'N M OlSON Mavor 

JOHN It llhnchJ SNIDE It 

4lt 
CITY OF LODI 

HI ... R\ A <.LA\'l S. 1• 
C•h Man•a•• 

ALICE M ~(IMCH£ 

~voo ho 1 trnpore (II\' Cl••• 
lt08fltl C MUIIPHY 

JAMU \\ PINKfltlON. Jr 
Flt£0 M UID 

(11\' HI.U 21, WIST PINE STRH1 
POSl OfFICI 80~ )20 

LOOI. CALIFORNIA 95"241 
(209)ll4· S6)4 

RO,..I.LO M Slt IN 

Hr. Re i.no 1 d Gerzevske 
lodi Plant Kanager 
United VIntners 
P .0. Box 730 
lodi, CA 952ltl 

Dear Rin& 7 : 

January 2~. 198~ 

SUBJECT: Monitoring of Simulated Discharge of Stillage Waste 

Between December 8th and 15th, 1983, the ,Pty's laborat<>ry personnel 
monitored a stmulated discharge to your firm's hGlding ponds as an 
exaJnPle of the possible discharge to the City's Industrial Wastewater 
System. (see attaczhed memorandum from Senior Laboratory Technician) 

Hr. Beeler's memorandum points out proper control of pH was only 
ach i evecS SO% of the t i·me. This wou 1 d be unacceptab I e a-nd would 
require you to develop a system of prc,;;s:~ pH control (6.5- 8.5) 
to meet discharge re,wirements lOCt of the time. 

On December 9. 10, 11 and i~. 1933 the discharge o-f stillage waste 
exceeded the suspended so 1 ids. 1 i mit of 1000 mg/L which was out 1 i ned 
in my letter of condi tiona I discharge permit dated April 11, 1980. 
(a copy attached) 

It wou 1 d be your res pons i b i1 i ty to deve 1 op a means of reducing the 
suspended solids to a maximum of·lOOO mg/L. 

The est irna ted indus rr i a 1 waste charges for your f i rm' s yearly flow 
of 13.2 million gallons per year using the City's 1982 rates would 
be $19,012.53. (see attached Industrial Waste Sewer Service Charge 
schedule) In addition there would be a one-time connection fee of 
$2,91t1.38. 

C•h I.UOIM\ 



/ .. ( 
Hr. Reinold Gerzevske 
January 2~, 198• 
Page 2 

. \ • 

!t is ~oped you find thh information helpful. If you wish to pursue 
this further or have any questions regarding this letter or the 
attachments, please contact me at 3)lt·5631t. 

Sincerely, 
•' 

,_ ,..,.... 
/ .'7.. /'. " 

Fra~ E'. ForkuL> . 
Wat.er/Sewer Supervisor 

cc: Public: Works Director 
Senior Laboratory Technician 

FEF:slb 



MEMORANDUM, City of locJi, Public Works Deportment 

TO: Water/Sewer Supervisor 

FROM: Senior Laboratory Technician 

DATE: January 3, 1984 

SUBJECT: United Vintners Stillage Discharge Monitoring 

Per our discussion with Mr. Reinold Gerzevske, Plant Manager of United Vintners, 
and your letter to United Vintners dated November 15, 1983. 

The City requested that United Vintners experiment with their stillage waste and 
attempt to control the pH of its discharge between 4>.5 - 8.5 tG determine if the 
City of lodi discharge requirements could be met. 

The City monitored the waste for pH, SOD, COD,, Suspended Solids, temperature, 
and volume. The monitoring results would be used to assess the stillage waste for 
approximate billing charges, and compotobility tG the industrial wastewater collection 
system and treatment systems. 

A portoble wastewater sampler and a recording pH meter were set up on United 
Vintners stillage waste system. • The following a,re results of OU1' monitori,ng. 

BOD COD Suspended Temperature 
Composite Dote ~ ~ Solids mg/l Of 

12/8/83 8,710 14,810 46 106° 

12/9, 10, 11/83 8,330 18,55} 1,630 990 

12/12/83 7,6:/J 16,450 3,210 97° 

12/13/83 7,710 15,000 270 990 

--
Average 8,100 16,200 1,290 100° 

The pH varied between 3.1 to 9.0. For 87 hours the pH was ac.cepf'able, and for 
86 hours the pH was below 6.5. 

The flow wtas measured by United Vintners using a Palmer Bowlus flume. The flow 
was 2.152 MG or 200 gpm. United Vintners said there would be approx~motely 46 
days per year of this di~harge. (13.2 MGY) 



Water/Sewer Supervisor 
January 3, 1984 
Page 2 

Billing charges to the Industrial Wastewater S)·stem were based on the 1982 charges. 
These charges would vary each year. The appl'\.'ximate yearly charge would have 
been $19,000. There is also an additional one-t1me connection fee based on 
$107.99/MGY ond $1.70/1000 lbs. BOD/year. lhis charge would be $2,941.38. 

The first yeo:- cost to United Vintners would be approximately $23,000 to the lnd\.1-
stria I System. 

If the waste were to be dischargnd to the Oemestic system, the charges would be 
approximately $99,.500 per year in service charges and a one-time $29,282 in 
connection fees. 

The compatability of this waste to the Industrial Treatment System should also be 
addressed separately. 

J~~ 
Frank Beeler 
Senior Laboratory Technician 

FB:emp 



•lOAN) Of T"USTEU 

A" ~.W D.IOrea 
l"altcot l YI-CI. Sec:'y 

~ .. ""~Oft­
~ ....... 
EM'"--' 

·-~ Jlcll T. JeMoftOt. 0 D S 
W......J 'Wade 
Mary Mfta Low 

March 14, 1984 

SAf' JOAQUIN LOCAL HEAL Tfi 01§ ICT 

.., 1601 East Hazelton Avenue, P. 0. Box~.J)9 
Stockton, Californea 95201 

(209) 466-678' 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Centra 1 Valley Region 
3201 S Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 

Attn: Gary Rentz, Water Resources Control Engineer 

EX H) B 1 T UURVINQ 

Cot., ol Tt~tey 
San .Jo.tq.,.,. County c.,, ol Eaulon 

Cot.,ol\.00• 
Cot., ol MafllltCa 

Coty 01 R•POtl 
Cot, 01 Sloe""' 

San Joaq.,.n eo.,,.,., 
Sal\ .IOAQ.,.n eo.,,.,., 

Please be advised that a coll1)laint has been received through the City of lodi 
concerning odor problems along West Turner Road, lodi, CA. 

On March 9, 1984 an inspection of the nearest up-wind source was made, 
naRlely, United Vintners, l West Turner Road, Lodi, and Turner Winery, 3750 £. 
Aca~o Road. 

The ponding system for United Vintners which is located on both the North and 
South side of the Mokelume River did not appear to exhibit any odor problem 
at the time of the inSJ.c!Ction • . 
The ponding system for Turner Winery is 1 ocated at the West end of Winery Road, 
Aca~q>o. A strong odor was detected down-wind of the South pond. 

Those participating in the i'nspection were: Hen,ry Glaws. City Manager. City of 
Lodi, Jack Ronsko, City of Lodi Director of Public Works, Fran Farkas, City of 
lodi Public Works, and Al Olsen, Supervising Sanitarian, San Joaquin local 
Health District. 

Your response to detennine if the odor problem constitutes a viol at ion of order 
No. 80-055 will be greatly appreciated. Should you have any questions, please 
contact Al 01 sen of lilY staff at 209-466-6781, Ext. 50. 

J. J. Williams. h. D. 
District.· Health Office~ J" 

_£. ~· £ f.Jat-Le_ 
C. Leland Hall, R.S •• Director 
En vi ron menta 1 He a 1 th Di vi s 1 on 

CLH/AO:ch 

cc: Jack L Ronsko0ublic Works Director 
1331 S. Ham lane, lodi, CA 95241 RECEIVED 

MAR 19 198.-J 

CITY OF LODI 
I'UIIuc WOftq DII'AAT .. Ifn 



EXHIBIT I 
STATE OF CAliFORNIA 

CALIFORNIA REGIONAl"WATrn =OUAUTY=CONTROL BOARD-_: "'-=w 

CENTRAL VAllEY REGION 

GEORGE OEUKME.HAN, Gov~mo' ----== ===-====~ 

l201 S STREET 
SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 9S8t6-7090 
PHONE 19t6144!t.0270 

12 April 1984 

Mr. C. Leland Hall, Director 
Environmental Health Division 
San Joaquin Local Health District 
P .0. Box 2009 
Stock ton , CA 95201 

TURNER WINERY. SAN JOAQUIN COIJNTY 

: ::- . -~ 
• - .. "'t 

<XI 10 April 1984, you met with Antonia Vorster and Gary Reents to discuss your 
concerns regarding enforcement of Regional Board Order Ne .. 80-055. We agree 
that the odor problem at Turner Winery is either a violatian or threatened 
violatioil of Order No. 80-055. Tite Winery needs to take action to eliminate 
the odors. 

Because of the large number of serious toxic and publi~c health water quality 
pr-oblems in San Joaquin County, we regret that we cannet assign sta.ff time to 
odor nuisance prob 1 ems. 

We are willing to send an enforcement letter to the Winery {see enclosed draft) 
which asks the Winery to submit a report on corrections to you for review and 
follow-up. We believe the District can pursuade the Winery to act using San 
Joaquin County Ordinance No. 877 and our enforcement letter. 

Please let us know if you think any changes shculd be made in the draft enforce­
ment letter. 

~;~!::::= 
Supervising Engineer 

JLP: lj 1 

Enclosure 

cc: Ms. Carole Atherton, SWRCB, Sacramento 

. :I 

.. J 



3::101 S STREET 
SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 95816-1090 
PHONE 1916144!'.·0270 

17 April 1984 

Turner Winery 
3750 East Woodbridge Road 
Ac cl~Jl>O , CA 95220 

VIOLATION OF !tEQUlREMENTS 

EXHIBIT J 

S.I\N J·~f.0~J~N tCCAL: 
l1Efl.LTI··i' i;;:;:R:ST. 

We have been infonned by the t • . J of Lodi and the San Joaquin Local Health Dis­
trict that on 9 March 1984 your waste disposa 1 operation wa,s c:ausing an odor 
nuisance. This is a violation of Waste Discharge Requirement Order No. 80-055. 
Please prepare a written report describing how you will prevent the recurrence 
of odor nuisance to.c:omply with the requirements. 

The report should be submitted to the Local Health District by 30 Apri 1 1984. 
The Distric:t will review the report and your follow-up acUons. If the Dis­
trict is satisfied that violations will not recur, there will be no need for 
further action by the Regional Board. 

If you have any questions, please call Al Olsen of the Oistric:t at (9t6) 466-6781, 
ext. 50. 

A~OO~J~= 
Senior Engineer 

JLP:ljl 

cc: Mr. Henry Glaves, City of Lodi, Lodi 
San Joaquin Local Health District, Stockton 



' ~ EXHIBIT K-:~\v-~ 
\). .... , .. 

CITY COUNCil 

IC'HN R IRandv} SNIDER. Mayor 

DAVID M HINCHMAN CITY OF LODI 
HENRY A. ClA.VES. Jr 

Ctr, Manaa~r 

ALICE M REIMCHE 
Mavoo Pro T ~pot~ C•tv Cl~rk 

EVElYN M OLSON 

JAMES W PINKERTON. Jr 
FRED M R(l[) 

Cln HAll. 221 WEST PINE STREET 
POST OFFICE BOX )20 

LOOI. CALIFORNIA 95241 
(209) lJ.I·S6J..4 

RONALD M S'T.fiN 

April 30. 1984 

Hr. Bill Crooks 
Regional Water Quality Control Board 
3201 "S" Street 
Sacramento. CA 95816 

Gent Iemen: 

SUBJECT: Continuing Nuisances In or Near the City of Lodi 
by Holders of HPDES Permits 

On April 21. 1984 the City of Lodi was contacted to investigate 
odor complaints from several citizens in north eastern Lodi. 

The City's Water/Wastewater Superintendent investigated the odor 
complaints and found the follo~>:ing: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Time: 6:30p.m. 

Plac;e: Mokelumne Vi 11age Subdivision. north of T~o~rner 
Road bound by Highway 99 to the east and the Southern 
Pacific; Railroad Tracks to the west • 

Wind movement: From the west moving east. 

Findings: A local winery at 1 'Jest Turner Road adjacent 
to a developing subdivision was found to have odors 
emlna t i ng from the i r t:'ea tmen t ponch. (I t should be 
pointed out that the winery staff Is curren·tly WG•rking 
w I th the C I ty to deve 1 op an econom I ca 1 means to discharge 
their waste to the City of Lodi 's Industrial System) The 
winery's spreading area on the north side of the Mokelumne 
River was tlso inspected by staff ar:~d RO odors were found. 

C •l"t Attorney 

Ar:~ inspectior:~ of the holding ~'>nds of Turner Winery at 3150 E. Woodbridge 
Road directly north of the City 1 imi ts was also found to have odors. 

Turner Winery however, was not causing odors this eveniRSJ to our citizens 
~ue to wind direction, but could and have caused odors on days of little 
or no air movernen t. 



I 

Hr. Bill Crook~ 
April 30, l98lt 
Page 2 

~ .. 

It Is our opinion that the City of Lodi has Jurisdiction over the winery 
at I West Turner Road under the City of Lodi 's Wastewater Ordinance. 
However, the City of Lodi has NO Jurisdiction over the winery operation 
taking place on the north sideof the Hokulmne River. (Tu.rner Winery) 
Therefore, the City of Lodi requests that you investigate this odor problem 
and inform Turner Winery of the requirements under their NPDES Permit ancl 
ask them to abate the nuisance situation, which Is creating a hardship for 
citizens of the City of Lod1. 

Your quick action with the N.POES Permit holder with which Lodi has no control 
will be greatly appreciated by our citizens. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Hr. Fran E. 
Forkas, Water/\Jas.tewater Superintendent or myse 1f at 33lt-563lt. 

;:ti~J~-
' Jack L. Ronsko 

Public Works Director 

cc: Cit~ Hanager 
City Attorney 
Water/Wastewater Superintendent-' 
San Joaquin Local Health District 
United Vintners 
Turner Winery 

JlR/FEF': s 1s 



EXHI!lll .L 

~ta y 2 2 , 19 B 4 

Antonia K.J. Vorstcr 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Cent~al Valley Region 
3201 S Street 
Sacramento, California 95816-7090 

Dear Ms. Vorstcr: 

/,. '-"..,...,. 

In reply to your letter dated April 17, 1984: On April 24, 
1984, we pumped our ponds used for winery C>perations, out 
onto the ground above the ponds, and allC>wed the ponds to 
dry out thoroughly. We will disc any remaining solids into 
the ground. 

It is our intention to construct the ponds as tC> allow the 
rain water \ihich runs C>ff the land surrounc.Hng the pC>Rds, to 
go only to the back pend. This will allow the winery to coR­
trol the waste in the ponds. 

We regret any inconvenience or distress this od{)r preblem 
(if any) may have caused. If you should have any further 
questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 

Sincer y, 

('/~~/ 
John R. Turner 
Turner liinery 

JRT: s t 

cc: Mr. Henry Glaves, City of LC>di, Lodi 

P.O. Box R • WooJ/Jritlgt. Cl\ Y515B-05.o;~ • f20'/J JbS·5JJ8 
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STATE OF CAliFORNIA 1 
CALIFORN lA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD-w­
CENTRAL VALLEY REGION 
3201 S STREET 
SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 9!.816· 7090 
PHONE: 19161 44f).0270 

20 June 1984 

Hr. John R. Turner 
Turner Winery 
P.o. Box R 
Woodbridge, CA 95258 

VIOLATION OF REQUIREMENTS, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 

.,., EXH I B IT t1·. . : 

.' U ·v ., ,, ...... 
r -:., t. - .• .... . ... ,. . - ......... , :-· : c· .. 

r Jo: r• -=--· •· ,. . • • .... ·c., 
• ·- • .... ; .. ~ .•_;. ~ T~ !"­

... -·, 

Reference our 17 April 1984 letter and your 22 May response. A written report 
of how further odor violations will be prevented was to be submitted to Al Olsen 
of the local Health District by 30 April 1984. 

Your 22 Hay 1 etter fs not an acceptable report, no:-- ~.,as ·; t submitted to the 
·Local Health District. Please comply with our origi11al request by 5 July 1984. 
If there are any questions, please call Al Olsen at (209) 466-6781 or Gary Reents 

·;/6) 3:3-2-z---.1-:..,__-
AKTfM.~ J. VORSTER 
Senior Engineer 

GAR:ljl 

cc:~/Hr. Al Olsen, Sa~ Jgaquin County Health District, Stockton 
Hr. Henry Glaves, City of Lodi, lodi 
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Urtl t.cf VlntMn 
c/o Kr. A.lnold Gerzevske 
Plant Kaneger 
, .o. lo;( 7)0 
lodl, CA '52.\ 1 

Dear klney, 

EXHIBIT U 

Jli.ne 21 ' 198lt 

SUIJ£CT: 'urther Mont torlft9 of Sl.ulatecl Dhcher9e of Stillage Waste 

k:.w.n April 17 end Mey I, 1984, the City of Lodl'a laboratory personnel 
.,..Jtond • sh.,lated cllachargo fro~~ your flna't holding portds In your attet~Pt 
to reduce the 1uspendad Jolldt and t~ratur.s. (see atteched -.aorandum 
f,_. Sr. Laboratory Technlclett) 

Hr. IM1er 1 t ~rahdwa points out that utt11utlon of your pond ayst .. did 
enailo you to raduco the auapend;ad tolldt aubatantlelty and alto ro4uca4 the 
teMperature to en accaJ)tabJe lewl. However, It alto polntl out that the 
81o~lcal Oxygen Deland (BOD) •nd the~tlc:al O»ey!MA O..nd (COO) wet not 
r.ctuc.ed. It ahoulcl be polr.ted out thllt a rflduetlon of the aoo coul4 reduce 
«tttt to your fJ ra If dlac:hargect to the Cl ty of Lod' '• Jnduttrlel Wattewater 
Sytt•. 

In addition, a-lar .antlon§ that your wette ponds 'Mr• wry odorout, thlt 
could poaslb1y be aYOided by al tematfng use of your ponda by not flooding 
owr exhtlng tludges that are present. 

T1MI ar.A of •tn concern the Cl ty of Lodl hat It Mr .... ,.,.,, atatelleftt that, 
''T'hlt odorous hlgh•ttrettgth wat..ater cou14 pret.._t problea for tee lndustrl.•l 
TrMt.nt Syst• at \1\1 ta lloutft." Til a conc:em h prl•rlly clue to the hllh 
1ew1 of JOD. 

Thor"efore, the City of locff wl 11 u,erJ..,.tly aJiow Y'C"' MXt •c:heduled 
Stillage Or;eratlon waste to k dltdwlrted to the Industrial Col lec:tloo Sys~ 
In Septedter, 198~ In conjunction with tha canMry dhchar~. provlcl4td aH 
COftCIItlona aa ovtlln.d In dDe attac.had Apral 11. ''3o letter ere •t. '-clfng 
~~results of the lopt..O.r, 1984 dlseha~9e, the City .-y axperl-.ntly aceapt 
your aeeond •chedu1ed Stillage O.,.retlon clfteharte (fa11, 1'811) at a tl• the 
cannery It not 41•wrtlft9 to tM lndwtr!al SysteM. 



/. Ural ted VIntners 
June 21, 198'1 
..... 2 

This will eMb1a tho City to evaluate the 1-.aet of your flra's vast• on the 
lttdustrlaJ SystM at the White Slough Tr .. ~t Facilities. 

If your flna't wste h ·deterMined co-patlble to our syst .. , you will then be 
Assenect the connection charve •• outlined In Hr. Beeler'• .amorandum. 

l1N ~rl-.nta1 dlscharge(s) to our system will be billed to you at the 
approxl•te rates of $~10.00 per •11llon ga lions and Sllt.oo per 1,000 lbt. of 
BOD. Actual billings will be based on the 1984 Industrial s..,.r Service 
Chllrges to be developed In January, 19SS. 

If' you h..•Ye any quettlons regarding thlt letter or whh to pursue this pro­
~·'• please contact .. at 333-,7~0. (n.w n~r) 

Sincerely, 

Fran E. Forkas 
Water~astewater Superintendent 

Attachment a 

cc: Public Works 01 rector 
\last.,ater Treatment Supervisor 
Sen I or La bora tory TechnIc len 

FEF:emp 



•··. . . ' ~\ 
:.r,·'- MEMORANDUM, City of ~i, Public Works Deportment 

TO: 

fROM: 

DATE: 

SUUECT: 

Water/Wastewater Superintende itt 

~or Laboratory Techni c:lon 

June 19, t984 

UnTied vtntnen Stil-lage Discharge Monttoring · 

Untted Vlntne~ stillage discharge was monltored from Aprtl 171 1984 to 1/Gy 1, 1984. 
1M sttlloge dbcharge was fint ponded, then ti-e pond effluent was sampled prior to 
belng pumped to .fond disposal. l. 

The stillo~ discharge was .not pH adjusted or dilluted before belng ponded. 

The suspended ,olick and temperai"Jr•s were decreased from the ponding, but the BOD, COD, 
and pH we,. not greatly affected. 

All onaly"' were conducted 1Mt composite samples at the City of Lodi laboratory •• 

'BOO coo Suspended 
famposlte 'Date ~ • mg/L Sofidl mg/l ~ Temperature 

Apri I 17, 1984 8,983 15,2.40 228 3.8 8J• F 

April 18, 1984 9,900 17,8-40 360 3.8 

AprU 23, 1984 12,812 22,090 260 ~.o 

Aprtl_24, 1984 14,517 21,840 235 3 .. 7 

May 1, 1984 13,330 21,500 33tl 3.-4 

Average 11,910 19,700 283 3.7 

1he stillage woste Jn the pond was very odorous. lhh odorous, high-strength wastewater 
could present problems for tf-e lndustrioJ Treatment System at Whlte Slough. 

~~ flow to tbe ponds was 2.96~G, or 1091 755 8'F\ With an estimate of 5% lon to 
percu1otion and evapatrotion, the pond effluent flow was approximately 2.815MG. This 
fig\.i,. gi~s en onnua1 .discharge or ow-Oximately -4.796MGY. 

lhe annu-li Cndustrtal WJ'lste char;e, based on the 1983 calculations 1 would be approximately 
$1y>O.· The connection fee would be approxtmotely $1,350. 

-f:MJ_~ 
Fran 1c Bee!er 
Senior Laboratory Techni clan . . 

f.l.cf 
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.. ·• EXHIBIT 0 

MI. Mlcheef llahwol" 
2038 Mlwek Drlw 
I.AMII, CA 9524» 

Dear 116. llthwalm 

Per )four ,MM ,.._t of Octol.er2, 19841 have Nnr•ct ewnta NqGrcllf18 the lat.st odck 
c-.lalfttt RAr pur ..... ._.. ·· 

.; \ 
Oft So..,.,, ~ 29, 1914 ot l!ppi'OXImotel)f 9a30 •·•• I Neelwd o •II ,_ the 
Oty el LAMI'a Mile W..tca !'lrecter Joak L • ..,..,o ,..,....,. .. lo lftVeltlta .. en cD5r :­
'la .... tnt.lft the MaUl•• Vllloto Wvl10n. lhla .wrvltlon lalooat.diiOith of 
Tumw llod ond llouNW ~Highway 99 1o the eolt, ft.. Southem Paclftc •11roac1 haclcs 
lo the welt, net tho MabluiMe liver 1o 1M north. , 
.... . . 

' . 

Mt lftvettlgotlen el the edot 00111plalnt "-' fa.U. 11a30 •·•. took Me to ttv. (3) .,.., 
which have ,m.u.i)f erloiMtecl .., ,...... • ~. ., ..... ,.. ..... 

1) twted VlntMn at 1 W.t TurMr ANcl end .-clftoally the wiMry'a two (2) 
helcll,. ,.,..looaiH cllrectly t.hlnct wlftery· ~tu~l•noa, 1ho only.., 
•• .., was that ef • frelh ....,. cruthlftl .... u. I llcl not RIMf thla.., ........ 

2) TurMt WIMty at 37S) last W...,.J .. a-ct, .,...tlon woa ol10 reva.w.cl 
...., ,_,... to aNy ha ... o fmh fNIMt CMhl,. _.n. I 41cl ftOt flftCI thla ..,...,..ve. 

.. 
, 1t.. UnltM VI,._,., wiMf)' wan .,..ell"'.,.. IIOrth tithe Make&..,. . 
•~ aNI cllrectly •,o.Jtoe tf.e MDkel\llllM VJIIote Subcflvhlon ._ •I• an. a elM. 'ntlt .,-'ACI"'.,.. was lwncf te hew very ofreMJw odon. 
Mt lleacrt,tl• ef ..... .-.lei ha ... to IMt ~"' fecal IM"-r ...t IIUrecl 
wine. I llund thla .a wry •ffenalw. 

' 

I I 



• 
Mr. Mlchoel llthwafn 
October 4, 19U 
.... 2 

I 

r 

It Ia 1ft)' oplniOft, the ocba Mfng or.counterecf by homeowN" In the Mokelumne VIUboe 
Subcllvlal~ 6'1'0 .-niiM~tfag from U\l .. d \-htrert •Nodln;J OrM on tM NNth aide of the .. ...,. 
On,.,._.,, ~Iober 1, 1984, I eotttactecf Mt ... lnold G....ke of United VIntner's 
"6t'lo.i w.....d hiM~~..., complahthl had lnvestlgaNd Saturday oncl~ny Rndlnos (coueaz 
4hort ~lrcultlng Clftd ~ng on the •AMICIIno oNO) Mr. O.ratb Indicated he was 
,...rtne .. INtall o ••1Mior .,...... to .,.., a chlorf• _.vtlon owr the holdlno pond 
•rea end ,_.., the .autr. over to the wc.te •NOell no arM. lhla operation Ia to 
-. .... thla WMk. 

Tue-,, Oc.-.r 2, 19U ot 7a15 o •"'. I toured the MDhlwnne VII loge SuWivlaiOA 
-"' deNc:Ncl.,.,. .,._lve ecDra l•tlcal to the..,.. •techMI 58pt.nber 2f, 1984 
at tM .... ol LWtoel VlntNn ....... .,. • the north .a• ef the river. 

If )'GU haw ay quest~ .. ,..rdlno this aott.r ploa• eontact ... at 333-47-«). 

Sl~y, 

hln !. Forbs 
w. .. ~ .. rS.Orl~t 
~~ CltyMa...., 

Mile Wodca DINCtor 

t.Wtecl VlntMrt 
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San joaquin County 
Office c:i the District Attorney 
San Joequln County Coutthouae, Rrn. 202 
222 E. Web4tr Ave., Stocktot\ CA 95202 

November 14, 1984 

Mrs. Lacey Arnafz 
1073 Awanf Drive 
Loaf. Cali fo ,.n i-a 95240 

Re: Offensivt Odors From Two Lodi Wineries 

Dear Mrs. Arnaiz: 

I 

Richard W. Eichenberger. District Attorney 

P.O. Box 50. Stockton. CA 95201 
Telephone: (209) 944·38 U: 

We appreciate your bringing to our attention the situation con­
cerning offensive odors emfnating from Turner Winery and ISC 
Wines of Cal ( forn fa. 

Subsequent to reviewing the materials and fnformatfo,n which yeu 
prov·fded, an investigation into the situation was conducted 
by this office. As a result of this investigation. it has been 
determined that citizens o-f the City of Lodi are tho&e prf-marfly 
affected, and thus, the Cfty A.tto.rney of Lodf would be the proper 
agency to pursue any action to be brought aga fns t the two 
win-eries. Therefore, your materials are being forv.KJrded to the 
Lodf Cfty Attorney. 

Again, thank you for alerting us to this problem. 

/J truly y.Gur~. 

t/-<":.JA J_. ~~c 
RICH;Jo w. ~CH~NBE~ 
Di&trict Attorney 

cc: Ron Stein 



5an Joaquin County 
Jffice d the District Attorney 
San Joaquin County Courthouse. Rm. 202 
222 E. Weber Ave.. Stocktol\ CA 95202 

November IS, 1984 

Ron Stein 
Cfty Attorney 
Lod i , Ca I if o rn i a 

Dear Mr. Stein: 

• 
P.O. Box 50. Stockton. CA 95201 
Telephone: (209) 944·381 1 

We recently ~ent you a copy of a letter regarding two Lodi 
Wlnerie~ and failed to enclose materiaL Please (Lnd same 
enclosed. 

Sincerely, 

RICHARD W. EICHENBERGER, 
Dfstrfct Attorney 

lj .If:'\ 
.)-'/! ( ) II I \ ·i -L.) ' / 

,.. :s-~ l ~en L • De cnt , Sect{ ld ,.,.._.___. 
Knc l. 

/ 
' 

/ 
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September 27, 1984 

Mr. Ri~hard Ei~henberger 
District Attorney 
San Joaquin Co~nty 
222 E. Weber 
Sto~kton, CA 95202 

(. 

Re: Offensive odors eminating from two Lodi wineries. 

Dear Mr. Eichenberger: 

On behalf of the residents of northeast Lo~H, and particularly of 
Mokelumne Village Subdivision; I am writing this letter to object 
to the ~ontinuing problem of highly offen.sive odors ori9inat!ng 
from two Lodi Wineries • 1) ISC Wines of California (formerly 
United Vintners) located at 1 w. Turner Road and 2) Turner Winery 
lo~ated at 3750 E. Woodbridge Road. 

The odor referred to in this letter is not the typi~al •cr~sh• 
odor, the musty smell one expe~ts in Lodi during the •grape 
season• ~ that is, from approximately late August thru October. 
I am referring to a yearT'round, highly septi~ smell reminiscent 
of a sewer. In fa~t, Mr. Fran Forkas, Wat.er/Sewer Supervisor for 
the City of Lodi who, due to the nature of his job has been 
subje~ted to offensive odors for many years, a~knowledges that 
the smell or smells ~oming from these wineries •bring me to my 
knees.• 

j 
) The odors are emitted from treatment ponds used in both wineries' 
j crushing and distilling processes. Discharge fro.m tne cr~shing 
1 and distilling operations is collected in these ponds. The 
1 result is a breakdown of sugar in the operations• by+-produ~t 
1 produ~ing an anaerobi~ ~ondition and thus the odor. We who live 
} in the northeast section of Lodi dre subje~ted to a most highly 

offensive, revolting smell, some days worse th~n others, on a 
yearpround basis. 

-- '"'~' ---·-

I 



•• 
A few of us have been actively pursuing a solution to this 
problem for the past two years and have yet to obtain a temporaly 
reprieve from, much less an end to, this odor pollution. I feel 
that a large part of our lack ~f success has been due to the fact 
that no governmental body that we have taken this problem to has 
had both the concern and muscle to make the wineries abide by the 
regulations established for them. 

Both wineries are supposed to operate under rules and regulations 
as set forth by their Discharge Permits or 8 0rdcrs•. 
Specifically, J am referring to the sentence that says •neither 
the discharge nor its treatment shall cause a pollution or 
nui5ance as defined i~ Section 13050 of the California Water 
Code.• This sentence can be found in ISC Winery's (formerly 
United Vintners) Order 181~074, B. Discharge Specifications 11 
and in Turner Winery's Order 180-0SS, D. Pravisions 11. 

The Porter~Cologne Water Quality Contro~ Act defines nuisance as 
•anything which: (1) is injurious to health, or is indecent or 
offensive to the senses, or an obstructioA to the free use of 
property, so as t·' interfere with the comfortable enjoJment of 
life or property, ~nd (2) affects at the same time an entire 
community or neighb">rhood, or any considerable number of persons, 
although the extent of the annoyance or damage inflicted upon 
individuals may be unequal, and (3) occurs during or as a result 
of the treatment or disposal of waste.w 

ISC Winery has a totally effective solution to their odor 
emmission problem open to them ~ they can, today, hook Into the 
City of Lod i sewer system. Turner Winery is in the county and so 
cannot put their discharge into the Lodi sewer system. There 
are, however, solutions available to that winery also by using 
other disposal and treatment methods. I wrote a letter to both 
wineries to let them know of our displeasure and to find out what 
each planned to do about the problem. res wlner1 is WQrking with 
the City of Lodi to hook into the sewer system, but they have 
been •working• on this on and off for the past four years! Mr. 
Forkas of ~ity of Lodi informs me that the ISC discharge is 
acceptable to the sewer today and yet no steps have been taken by 
that winery to mitigate the problem in this manner. Turner 
Winery has completely ignored our complaints and phone calls. 

Attached to this letter are signatures of people in Mokelumne 
Village subdivision, Rivergate subn!vision, and surrounding 
neighborhoods who will attest to the fact that these odors we are 
complaining about are • ••• indecent or offensive to the senses, or 
an obstruction to the free use of property, so as to interfere 
with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property.• The 
wineries' odors are so bad that at times we are forced to keep 
our windows closed and stay indoors. One elderly woman in our 
subdivision becomes physically ill when the smell is at its 
worst. 



Enclosed find copies of letters that I think will be of help to 
you in establishing some familiarity with our situation. After 
reviewing all of the above, I trust you will find reason to 
investigate both wineries' operations. It is my understanding 
that pursuant to the California law, your office may bring an 
action to abate a pulic nuisance of this type. We residents 
respectfully ask that a temporary restraining order be issued to 
both wine~les while the investigation is under way. 

If you desire additional information, I can be reached at (209) 
951-7230 during business hours. 

Thank you for your time and cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

d, ... _A~ 
La~~ 
LA/lm 

Enclosures 



P E T I T I 0 N 

FQrmal Complaint Against Offensive Odors and Public 
Health Hazard 

Dated ~ay 10, 1984 

. : . ._, 

We, the undersigned citizens of Lodi do hereby declare that we 
believ~ the odors emitted from ISC Winery located at 1 W. Turner 
Road and Turner Winery located at 3750 E. Woodbridge Road are 
indecent and offensive t.o the senses and i:i~e an obstruction to 
the free use of property so as to interfere with the comfortable 
enjoym•nt of life or property. We strongly protest and object to 
these offensive odors, believinq them to be a public health 
hazard, public nuisance, and invasion of privacy. 

NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE 

3 C9-VC ;l~ 

35'1' :lJ" S" l 

9. ______________________________________________________ __ 

10. __ ~~-----------------------------------------------
11. ____________________________________________________ _ 

12. ---------------------------------------------------------
13. _____________________________________________________ ___ 

14. --------------------------------------·-------------
15. ____________________________________________________ ____ 



P E T I T I 0 N 

Formal Complaint Against Offensive Odors and Public 
Health Hazard 

Dated May 10, 1984 

We, the undersigned citizens of Lodi do hereby declare that we 
believe the odors emitted from ISC Winery located at 1 W. Turner 
Road and Turner Winery located at 3750 E. Woodbridge RGad are 
indecent and offensive to the senses and are an obstruction to 
the free use of property so as to interfere with the comfortable 
enioyment of life or property. We strongly protest and Gbject to 
these offensive odors, believing th~m to be a public health 
hazard, public nuisance, and invasion of privacy. 

ADDRESS 

1/ IJ II '' 
7. ---:r:~"cr"-~~=-..JO:II.-.::-'?--~'-¥l...-.w;..;:.-----..,--------------

8 -~~~~~---.L.----'6..t-:C?~~~· ""::::.:...r-~.· d-s...V.....__ __ _ 
9. ______________________________________________________ __ 

10. ______________________________________________________ ___ 

11. ____________________________________________________________________________________ _ 

12. ______________________________________________________ __ 

13. -------------------------
14. ___________________________________________________ ____ 

15. ______________________________________________________ ____ 

~·. 

~.· 



P E T I T 1 0 N 

Formal Complaint Against Offensive Odors and Public 
Health Hazard 

Dated May 10, 1984 

We, the undersigned citizens of Lodi do hereby declare that we 
believe ~he odors emitted from ISC Winery located at 1 W. Turner 
Road and Turner Winery located at 3750 E. Woodbridqe Road are 
indecent and offensive to the senses and are an obstruction to 
the free use of property so as to interfere wlth the comfortable 
enjoyment of life or property. We strongly protest and object to 
these offensive odors, believing them to be a public health 
hazard, public Auisance, and invasion of privacy. 

TELEPHONE 

=: {-.1", 9 -~-o-S' 
~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~~~··-~ r-

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~E 
f-..l.:lt.~-A-L~::..::::::::::::::::::::.._~~u'l..! 1'..:1.1=-·· ..H.PJ.~~~~· ~~~~~~;cz -Oc,t;lr 



PE'!'·ITION 

Formal Complaint Agaln~t Offensive Odors and Public 
Health Hazard 

Dated May 10, 1984 

We, the under~igned ~ltizens of Lodi do hereby declare that we 
believe the odors emitted from ISC Winery located at 1 W. Turner 
Road and Turner Winery located at 3750 E. Woodbri4ge Road are 
indecent and offensive to the senses and are an obstruction to 
the free use of property so as to interfe.re with the camfortable 
enjoyment of life or property. We strongly protest and objPct to 
these offensive ~dors, believing them to be a public health 
hazard, public nuisance, and invasion of privacy. 

NAME TELEPHONE ADDRESS 
/; 

-:-"'A·. . . , ,_, . / ·-r- - fo' •. •· ··,../ :; ... ~0 
.'_...,f:!, "-'·""!.C.I .. .-(· .. ~-.· 1' .•.~- - .. ' ... ··•'/ - -"' 

-! ( 1 c-< -~ ' . ..... 
7 /. ~ ~'fi'..:.., .. 

--

~l}r .z ·Lf e,c 
2 3 it ;J..f<t!1 L 

-3t- '[- .l 1..· ~ .:l.. 

··" ~~-~-y l-0 

Jt~s-y6d 



P E T I T I 0 N 

Formal Complaint Against Offensive Odors and Public 
Health Hazard 

Dated May 10, 1984 

We, the undersignad citizens of lodi do hereby declare that we 
believe the odors emitted from ISC Winery loc~ted at 1 w. Turner 
Road and Turner Winery located at 3750 E. Woodbridge Road are 
indecent and offensive to the senses and are an obstruction to 
the free use of property so as to interfere with the comfortable 
enjoyment of life or property. We strongly protest and object to 
these offensive odors, believing them to be a public health 
hazard, public nuisance, and invasion of privacy. 

--



P E T I T I 0 N 

Formal Complaint Against Oifensive Odors and Public 
Health Hazard 

Dated May 10, 1984 

We, the undersigned citizens of Lodi do hereby declare th~t we 
belic~e the odors emitted fr~- ISC Winery located at 1 W. Turner 
Road and Turner Winery located at 3750 E. Woodbridge Road are 
indecent and offensive to the senses and are an obstruction to 
the free use of property so as to interfere with the comfortable 
enjoyment of life or property. We strongly prote~t and object to 
these offensive odors, believing them to be a public health 
hazard, public nuisance, and invasion of privacy. 

NAME ADDRESS 

l.YL~~~ eg(~Cc•:z F;· / ~ 
2. /·a ·~-zz ( /.} .. · •. _,-/.-<.. 

) . ,· /. 
3. . ) . ( .. (. .. I / I / ) . 

'-...._... . - ' ..... . 
/?~ ., / 

-1 • .-"" ~: .: --: ~ -· / ~ . . 

11. 
....., . 

•· .•.ttl,. ~ ~,, 't .... t< ~ : .R : ;; :J · r.: .1 . ·'.;,:.J ..... -- ---=J-=J=-.. -'_·_"l::...=..l...;,~..:::;;::> 

-. 



P E T I T I 0 N 

Formal Complaint Against Offensive Odors and Public 
Health Hazard 

Dated May 10, 1984 

We, the undersigned citizens of Lodi do hereby declare that we 
believe the odors emitted from ISC Winery located at 1 W. Turner 
Road and Turner Winery located at 37SO E. Woodbridge Road are 
indecent and offensive to th~ senses and are an obstruction to 
the free use of property so as to interfere with the comfortable 
enjoyment of life or property. We strongly protest and object to 
these offensive odors, believing them to be a public health 
hazard, public nuisance, and invasion of rrivacy. 

ADDRESS TELEPHONE 
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M~ch 19, 1984 

~tr. John Turner 
T~ner Winery 
P.O. Box 207 
Acampo, Ca. 95220 

' 

Re: \-Hnery located at 3750 E. \-Joodbridge Rd. \-Joodbridge 

Dear Mr. Turner: 

I am writing in regards to the odors emitted from your 
winery's discharge system. As I am sure you are aware, 
the neighborhood has changed drastically in the past few 
years and there are now several subdivisions to the south 
of your winery. 

As a resident and landowner to the south of the winery for 
the past four years, I have lived with the revolting odor 
ca~sed by your winery. There have been some feeble attempts 
in the past to mitigate the pToblem by talking with various 
agencies, but always the burea Jeratie red tape s0 conf·3und.ed 
whoever was pursuing the probl.em that the ball was droJ!>ped. 
Not so this time. 

I have recently met with city officials from City 0f LocH 
an:! a representative .frort~ the County Health Department. I 
have also spoken with Mr. Gary Reents from the Regional Water 
Quality Control Board. Mr. Reents infe>rmecl !'e that there 
have been recent compl?i.nts about the oders ccmiFt<IJ from 
yo~r winery and that Water Quality Control Board would be 
se:1din.g a specialist to talk with you about solutions ta 
the discharge pr0hlem. From other seurces I hdve learned 
about possible solutions sueh as utilization 0f a di<jestor 
and ponds with treatment 0f ponds to eliminate odor during 
the crush season,and septie tank and underground disposal 
such as leach lines and vertical pits during off season. 
This last suggestion should be economical f0r up t.o 500@ 
gallons per day and thus should handle the discharge during 
off season. 

I !lave also learned that one of the Provisions outlined in 
yo~r Order no. 80-055, Waste Discharge Requirements, is 
"neither the discharge nor its trea~ment shall cause a 
pollution or nuisance as defined in Section 13050 of the 
California Water Code". Nuisance, as defined by the Porter­
Cologne \'Vater Quality Control Act means "anything which: 
(1) is injurious to health, or is indecent or offensive to 
the senses, or an obstruction to the free use of property, 
so as to interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life 

' 



or property, and (2) affects at the same time an entire 
corrununi ty or neighborhood, or any cons.iderahle number · 
of persons,although the extent of the annoyance or damage 
inflicted upon individuals may be unequal, and (3) occurs 
during or as a result of the treatment or disposal of 
~astes." 

1 have petitions signed by residents in different subdivisions 
to the south of your winery that attest to the "indecent and 
offensive" odor as mentioned ab0ve. 

I feel the time has come for: a final, permanent solution to 
this odor problem. I do not wish to cause your business 
any unnecessary problems; I do not wish to eause your business 
to suffer in any way. By the same token, I don't think you 
want residents living around your winery to be sickened with 
a smell so bad that it forces us to keep our windows elosed 
and stay indoors. And, this con<::1ition exists on and off all 
year round, !lOt just during the traditional "grape season". 

I hope that you will immediately commence work to put an end 
to this problem. I will be in contact with Mr. Reents from 
the Water Quality Control Board and with the County Health 
Department to keep apprised of progress made. 

l.f you wish any further information from me, I can be reached 
at (209) 951-7230 during business hours. 

Thank you for your time and cooperation. 

Very truly yours, 

LA/lm 

cc: Gary Reents-Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Al Olson-San Joaquin Hea~th Dept. 
Fran Farkas-Water/Sewer Supervisor 
Henry Glaves-Lodi City Manager 
Donald O'Kane-President, Mokelumne Village Homeowners Assoc. 
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2'-1arch 20, 1984 

Mr. Mac Powell 
Manager 
ISC Wines of California 
21801 Highway 120 
Escalon, Ca. 95320 

Re: Winery Located at 1 W. Turner ~d., 
Lodi, Ca. 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

I am writing in regards to the odors emitted f:-om your winery's 
waste discharge system. As I am sure you are aware, the 
surrounding neighborhood has changed drastically in the past 
few years and your winery is now bordered on the east and west 
by residential areas. 

As a resident and landowner to the east of the winery for the 
past four years, I have lived with the revolting odor caused 
by your winery. There have been some feeble attempts in the 
past to mitigate the problem by talking with various agencies, 
but always the bureacratic red tape so confounded whoever was 
pursuing the problem that the ball was dropped. Not so this 
time. 

I have recently met with city officials !~om City of Lodi and 
a representative from the County Health Department. Regional 
Water Quality Control Board has also been notified. From these 
meetings I have learned that your winery has been working with 
the City of Lodi to correct pH, etc. in order to enable discharge 
into the City of Lodi • s waste water system. I congratulate you 
on this progress and urge that your winery take the final steps 
to discharge into the city's industrial line. 

I have also learned that one of the Discharge Specif.ications 
outlined in your ord~~ no. 81-074, Waste Discharge Requirements, 
is "neither the treatment nor the discharge shall caust! a p:>llutian . 
or nuisance as defined by the California Water Code, seetion 
13050". Nuisance, as defined by the Porter-Cologne Water 
Quality Control Act means "anything which: (1) is injurious 
to health, or is indecent or offensive to the senses, or an 
obstruction to the free use of property, so as to interfere 
with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property, and (2) 
affects at the same time an entire community or neighborhood, 
or any considerable number of pers0ns, although the extent of 
the annoyance or damage inflicted upon individuals may be 
unequal, and (3) occurs during or as a result of the treatment 
or disposal of wastes". 
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I have petitions signed by residents in our subdivision and to 
the east and south of our subdivision that attest to the"in-· 
cec.ent ~1nd offensive" odor as mentioned abov~-· And, you your .... 
self said, in a letter to Hr. Jack Ronsko, Public l-lorks Director, 
Lodi, ir. a letter dated February 12, 1980 that "stillage by its 
nature has an odor some people find objectionable and the close 
proximity of the disposal ponds to residents in the area is 
certain to result in odcr compl~ints no matter what their origin. 
UniteJ Vintners would like to avoid such situations and it is 
for this reason that we are m&king an application to discharge 
into the city of Lodi's waste water system". 

I feel the time has come for a final, permanent solution to 
this odor problem. I do not wish to cause your business any 
u~necessary problems; I do not wish to cause your b~siness to 
suffer in any way. By the same token, I dor.' t t.hink you want 
residents living around your winery to be sickened with a 
s:nell so bad that it forces us to keep our windows closed and 
stay indoors. And, this condition exists on and off all year 
round, not just du:!' ing the tradi tiona! ''grape season". 

J. t.ope that you will immediately pursue plans with the City of 
LoJi to discharge into the waste water system. I will be in 
contact with Fran Farkas, Water/Sewer Supervisor for the City 
of Lodi to keep apprised of progress make. 

If you wish any further information from me, I can be reached 
at (209) 951-7230 duri~g business hours. 

Thank you for your tim! and cooperation. 

Very truly yours, 

L.~/lm 

cc: Fran Farkas, Water/Sewer Supervisor 
Henry Glaves, Lodi City Manager 
Al Olson, San Joaquin Health Dept. 
Gary Reents, Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Donald O' Kane, President-Mokelumne Village Homeowners Assoc. 

. . ,.._._ .. 
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UNI'T'ED VINTNERS. INC. t 

I" 0 80X 368 • ESCALON. CAI.II'O"NIA •SJ:tO 

Mr. Jack L. Ronsko 
Public Works Director 
City of Lodi 
222 W. Pine St. 
Lodi , CA 

Dear Kr. Ronsko: 

209-838-3575 

i'-bruary 12, 1980 

Please find attached United Vintners waste water discharg~ permit 
application. United Vintners Lodi winery fs presently discharging to 
company owned ponds 1 oca ted on both sides a f the Make 1 umne River. The 
winery has operated in this manner for several years. However, recent 
zoning changes by the City of Lo<di have allowed residential and multiple 
dv4elling construction ilm'.ediately adjacent to our property to the West, 
and dlso directly across the river from our ponds. In November the 
San Joaquin County P.eal th Department referred an odor complaint to the 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board. This particular 
instance was the result of a pump failure in the winery, which was cor­
rected irrmediately. 

United Vintr.ers can manage this operat1 on according to the best 
: 

knownpractices available today; under such · e would be well 
within the requirements established by o discharge permft~-\~L~(\1\..,-\ ~~~o..."\t.O 

f 

Stillage by its nature has an odor that S..:'me people dnd objection-iD ~1\..clu..d.l 
~ble and the. close p~ysical proxi';!itY of the di~posal ponds to residen~s ~!0"-,~i-\,~t\ 
1n the area 1s certnn to result 1n odor compla1nts no matter what the1 r c.}' 00\\.b.:\-.or 
origin. United Vintners woulfii like to avoid such situatiens and it is 0~ ~~6....~ 
for this reason that we are making an application ta discharge into lf\ ~--

1 
.t' 

the City of Lodi • s waste water sys tern. -~CJ .... \ 
,q~( ' 

It is our hc~e that the City of Lodi will establish discharge 
require;..ents for cur application thdt will allow United Vintners to 
discharge into the City's wastewater sewer. 

MP:eb 

RECEIVED 
F .:a 1 4 t9ao 

CITY OF lODJ 

Best wishes , 

M.A...<- \)~. 2 czL 

Mac Powell 
Manager, Project Engineering 
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SAt ~~.OUIN LOCAL HEALTH 015(1~ 

1601 East Hazelton Avenue. P 0. Box 2009 

Stockton, Calilornaa 95201 

(209) 466-6781 

C•t., ot Tracy 
S..ra JO,.,qu•" Cov"tr 

C•tr of bc.AIQII 
Col., ol l..od• 

C.lr ot t..tAnleU 
C.t., ot Ropon 

Cot, 01 SIOCUOfl 
S.on Joaquon Counlr 
S.on .ro.cw"' Countr 

March 14, 1984 

California Regional Water Quality Cont:--ol Board 
Central Valley Region 
3201 S Street 
Sacra~nto, CA 95816 

Attn: Gary Rentz, Water Resources Control Engineer 

Please be advised that a COfl'l>laint has been received through the City of Lodi 
concerning odor problems along West Turner Road, Lodi, CA. 

On March 9, 1984 an inspection of the nearest ur·wind source was made, 
r~a~ly, United Vintners, I West Turner Road, Lodi, and Turner iolinery, 3750 E. 
Acampo Road. 

The ponding system for United Vintners which is located on both the North and 
South side of the Mokelumne River did not appec.r to exhibit any odor problem 1' 
at the time of the insp~ction. 

The ponding systeR'I for Turner Winery is located at the West end of ,'inery Road, 
Ac~o. A strong odor was detected down-wind of the South pond. 

Those participating in the inspection were: Henry Ghves, l.ity Manage~ City of 
lodi, Jack Ronsko, City of lodi Director of Public Works, Fran Farkas, Clty of 
lodi Public Works, and Al Olsen, Supervising Sanitarian, San Joaquin local 
He a 1 th Di ~tri ct. 

Your response to detennine if the odor problem constitutes a violation of order 
No. 80-055 will be greatly appreciated. Shaul·! you have any questions, please 
contact Al Olsen of "lY staff at 209-466-6781, C. ~t. 50. 

J. J. Williams, H. D. 
District Health Officer 

_£. ~- .£ ;/a1f__ 
c. Leland Hall, R.s •• Director 
Envi ronmenta 1 He a 1 th Division 

CLH/AO:ch 

cc: Jack l. Ronsko0ublic Works Director 
1331 S. Ham lane, lodi, CA 95241 

RECEIVED 
MAR 19 198J: 

CITY OF LODI 
I'UIUC t\'OAIC$ Dl1'41tTAC(N'J 
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Ciry Mo~no~a~r 

DAVID M Hlh(HMA"' ALICE M REIMCHE 
M.1ow0t Pro lf'mPOt~ Cotv Cl~rk 

(Vfl Y"' M OlSON 
CITY HAll. 221 WEST PINE STREET 

POST OfFICE BOX 320 
lOOI. CAUFORNIA 95241 

(209) H4·S634 

RONALD M. SHIN 
JAM(S W. PINICtRTON. Jr 
FRED M RfiO 

April 30, 1984 

Mr. a i 11 C ro0ks 
Regional ~ater Q~ality C0ntrol Board 
3201 "S" Street 
Sac:ramentG, CA 95316 

Gentlemen: 

SUBJECT: C0ntinuing Nuisances In 01 ~~ar the City of Lodi 
by Holders of NPDES Permits 

On April 21, 1984 the City of Lodi was contacted to investigate 
odor complaints f:-om several citizens in north eastern Lodi. 

The City's Vater/~astewater Superintendent investigated the odor 
complaints and fo~nd the following: 

• 

• 

0 

• 

Til':'le: 6:30 p.m. 

Place: Mcl(.elumne Village Subdivision, north of Tu.rner 
R0ad bound by Highway 99 to the east and the S0uthern 
Pacific Railroad Tracks to the west. 

\Ji nd mover-ent: From the west moving east • 

Findings: A local winery at l \Jest Turner R<:>ad adjacent 
tea deve1oping subdivision was fownd te have odc;rrs 
eminating from their treatment ponds. (It shoulcl be 
PQinted oct that the winery staff is currently working 
with the City to develop an economical means t-o discharge 
their was~e to the City of Lodi 's Industrial System) The 
winery's s;>re.ading area on the north side of the Mokelumne 
River "1as a l SG inspected by staff and no odors were found. 

City Anorn~y 

An inspection of the holding ponds of Turner \linery at 3750 E. \Joodbridge 
Road directly nort!l of the City limits was also found to have odors. 

Turner Vinery however. was not causing odors this evening to our citizens 
due to win~ direction, but could. and have caused odors on days of little 
or no air ~vement. 



Mr. Bill Crooks 
Apri I )0, 1984 
Page 2 

It is our optnton that th~ City oF lodi has jurisdiction o1er the winery 
at 1 West Turner Road under the City of Lodi 's ~astewater Ordinance. 
However, the City of Lodi has NO jurisdiction aver tl.~ wlrery operation 
taking place on the'north sideof the Mokulmne River. (Turner ~inery) 
Therefore, the City of Lodi reqlleSts that you investigate this odor problem 
and inform I .Jrner ~i nery \'lf the requi rer..ents under their NPOES Permit and 
ask the~ to abate the nuisance situation, which is creating a hardship for 
citizens of the City of lodi. 

Your quick action with the NPDES Permit halder with which lodi has na control 
w~ll be greatly appreciated by aur citizens. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please cantact Mr. Fran E. 
forkas, ~ater/~astewater Superinter.dent or myself at 334-5634. 

Jack L. Ronsko 
?ublic Vorks Director , 

cc: City Manager 
City Attarney 
~ater/~astewater Superintendent~ 
San Joaquin lacal Health District 
United Vintners 
Turner ~iflery 

JLR/HF:s 1s 

r 
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DErAILS Ui SUPPLEMENT 0 INFO. REC. 0 
TY~f 0' CAS( 

Public Nuisance (Att • Assist.) 

BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION 

84-582 
lEGAl NO. 

(W): Lydia Zanke, 221 Mokulmne Street, Lodi, phone: 
334-3711. 

(W): Eugene Tupper, 1401 Awani Lane, Lodi, phone: 369-9588. 

(W): Lee Hall, Sanitarian for San Joaquin Local Health District. 

i A request was received from the District Attorney to conduct an investigation 

1 
I 
J 

into allegations contained in a letter from Lacey Arnaiz. Also contained in 

the letter was a petition signed by a number of residents in tl\e Lodi area 

protesting to odors coming fran the ISC Winery located at 1 West Turner 

Roan in Lodi and the Turner Winery located at 375'> East Woodbridge Road. 

The petition states, "We strongly protest and object to these offensive 

odors believing them to be a public health l\azard, public nuisanee, and evasio: 

of privacy." 

Contained in the letter to the District Attorney fran Mrs. Arnaiz is a 

request that the District Attorney's Office obtain a temporary restraining 

crder against both wineries during the course of the investigation. 

On October 12, 1984, at 9:30a.m., I contacted witness Lydia Zanke, and she 

advised that she signed the petition objecting to the odors from wineries 

in the area. According to Mrs. Zanke, she has lived at the present location 

for approximately two years and has found there to be effensive oders since 

moving into her hane. She advised at the time I was there at 9:30 a.m. on 

October 12, 1984, there was no offensive odors, howev the previous night 
IY, •NCEltEO IY· INVESTtGA,OI, 

m 10/19/84 jm Ibn Briggs 

DA Eichenberg 
J¥10 ay, 
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OFFICE Of 

DISTRICT A TIORNEY 
COUNTY Of SAN JOAQUIN 

Turner Winery & 
ISC Winery 

DETAILS [i] SUPPLEMENT 0 INFO. REC. 0 

BuREAU OF 

INVESTIGATION 

TY-t Of CASt Jt(f NO . 

Public Nuisance (Atty. Assist. 84-582 
lf·GAl NO., 

that there was smells which smelled like a sewer. She doesn't know where 

the winery is located or exactly where the smells cane from and states that 

she smells the offensive odors only durin<) the part of the year when grapes 

are being processed. She indicated that. the smell is so bad at times that 

not. only can she not enjoy any sort. of outside life on the patio, but the 

windows in the house have to be kept closed. 

On the same date at 10:00 a.m., I contacted Mr. Eugene Tupper, who also 

advised he signed the petition. He stated he has lived in a eondo for- the 

past two years and that the smell from the wh1eries are not as bad this year 

generally as they have been in the past. 

Since he has been living in Lodi the past couple of years, he is familiar 

t with grape crush smells and states that the problem odors are not the normal 

' I 
l 
t . ~ 
! 

crush smells, that they are different a11d more objectionable. He does not 

know but. thinks perhaps the change in smell may be due to some sGrt of 

distillation process in addition to the nort•~.al formenting process used during 

the processing of wine. 

In the past, he has only noticed objectionable smells during grape season 

and not all year round. 

At Mr. Tucker's invitation, I went with him for a walk and walked behind his 
) IY. I OArl TYHO. 

jm 10/19/84 I•NOrjxrmo av. j•IIIVnHGAroa •• 

Don Br1ggs 
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DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
COUNTY 01 SAN JOAQUIN 

BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION 

DETAILS [i1 SUPPLEMENT 0 INFO. REC. 0 
flU NO· 

Public Nuisance • Assist. 84-582 

condo along the east sid.e of the railroad tracks. Upon climbing to the top 

of the railroad track bed, i observed open ponds on the north side of the 

ISC Winery. The ponds are located on the northeast corner of the property 

where the railroad tracks cross the Moukolurnne River. At that location, a 

pump was observed and was pumping sane sort of fluid that was draining into 

a small holding pond. Along with Mr. Tucker, I followed the pipe across 

the railroad bridge to the north side of the river over to an area that 

appeared to be some type of holding pond. At that area, I lost site of the 

pipe, however, walked in a northerly direction to the no%th side of the 

holding ponds where what appeared to be the extensien of the same pipe was 

observed. At that location, there was a liquid which smelled the same as 

the smell from the pond on the opposite side of the river coming out of the 

pipe into the holding pond area. Mr. Tupper also advised that this smell 

.was the same general smell that he objects to. 

We then walked back acrosr. the railroad bridge and on the south side of the 

river from the top of the railroad tracks, could smell an odor coming fr~m 

the holding pond area directly behind the winery, however, as we walked back 

towards his condo on the east side of the railroad tracks the smell. was no 

longer apparent. 

12:00 noon, I ·contacted Thomas Fuller, who was in front of his 
oN()tXfD ty, INVlSTIGATOI• 

jm jm Don Briggs 
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OfFICE Of 

DISTRICT A TIORNEY 
COUNTY Of SAN JOAQUIN 

BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION 

DETAILS Ui1 SUPPLEMENT 0 INFO. REC. 0 

Public Nuisance (Att Assist.) 84-582 
lf(Ht.l NO. I 

residence at 201 Royal Oaks Court. This address is located on the west side 

of the ISC Winery. According to Mr. Fuller, he has lived in his residence 

at that location for approximately two years and has not suffered any problems 

at all with any sort of smell. He advised that possibly the reason he is not 

bothered by any sort of odors coming fran the winery was due to the fact that 

he lives on the west sidP dna ~~e prevailing winds flow in the opposite 

direction. Mr. Ft~ller continued by stating that even if there were Gffensive 

smells he ~~obably would not complain anyway since the winery was there long 

before he was. 

I then made cGntact at 927 Camanche with a lady who preferred not to identify 

herself stating she had lived in LocU all of her life. She stated that the 

smells fran the location where she live is normal for I.Gdi; that she has 

lived in Lodi all ot her life and that the Of•lY thing that she .:mell.s is the 

normal grape crushing smell which you can smell throughGut mos~ of Lodi. 

Contact was made with Lee Hall of the San JGaquin Local Health District 

who advised that he had a file on both United Vintners Winery alsG referred to 

as the ISC Winery at 1 West TUrner Road, and al~o a file on the TU-rner Winery 

located at 3750 East Woodbridge Road, Acampo. Mr. Hall advised that I was 

welcome to review their files. 

made Accordin to the file 
tNVtSTIGATOio 

Don Briggs 
COPits TOo 
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ISC Winery 
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Assist. 84-58~ 
liCAl NO· 

for the Turner Winery, they are currently operatin<§J under order 180-055 dated 

May 30, 1980, which is an order issued by the California Regional Water Qualit 

Contr~l Board Central Valley Region. A letter contained in this file is a 

let.cer to the above agency from Mr. Hall of the Health District stating that 

a strong odor was detected from the pending system in the south pond at Turner 

Winery. A request was made that the California Regional Water Quality Control 

Board make a determination if the problem constituted a violation of their 

order. On April 12, 1984, a letter was received from the Water Board stating, 

"we agree that the odor problem at Turner Winery was either a violation or 

·a threatened violation of order 180-055. Because of to~dc and publie health 

water quality problems, we eann0t assign staff time to odor nuisance preblems. 

The Water Qauilty Control Board did s.!nd an enfercemer1t letter dated April 11, 

1984. This let.-·":." states in part that the operation of the winery was causing 

an odor nuisance and is a vi0latior1 of order 180-055. A written repert was 

requested from the winery 011tlining plans to conf0rm with the requirements of 

the order. Apparently, there has not been a sufficient reply to the enforce-

ment letter as of this date. 

According to notes in file, inspections by the San Joaquin Local Health 

District indicate that on May 2, 1984, an inspection was made and a very 

slight odor was coming from the pond site at the Turner Winery. A similiar 

INVlSTICATOio 

m Don Briggs 
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TUrner Winery Public Nuisance (Atty. Assist.) 84-582 

ISC Winery 

inspection on June 13, 1984, indicated "no odor problem at this time". A foll< 

up inspection on August 16, 1984, indicates, "there was only a slight odor 

in the south pond~" and the most recent notation in the file, October 15, 1984, 

only a very slight odor fran the south pond. 

Information contained in the file from United Vintners, also called ISC 

. Winery, indicates they are operating on permit 181-074 dated June 26, 1981, 

also issued by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board • 

. A note in this file dated June 14, 1983, indicated that the winery appeared 

to be in violation of discharge order 181-074. An inspection 0f the ponds 

on both sides of the river by the Health District fou·nd "United Vintners not 

·source of the odor problems." Further investigation revealed, "strong odor 

from ponds at Turner Winery." 

On Oetober 15, 1984, an inspection·of the ISC Winery by the Health District 

determined only a slight odor fran ponds on the south siae of the river. 

This case will be discussed with Deputy Distri-:::t Attorney Taylor and reviewed 

with him prior to any further investigation. 

Case pending. 
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