.

N Cahforma Reglonal Water Quahty Cﬂrntml Board
Central Valley Region CE r
» Robert Schneider, Chair B
Winston H. Hickox —_ - ray Dn\nﬁ :
© Secretary for : - Fresso Branch Office Gevernor
Exvironmenial * internet Addngss: hrrpufwaiew swreb.cl, gov/~rwigehd

3614 East Ashlan Avenue, Fresno, Califomia 93726

Bristection
’ Phone (359) 445-5116 - PAX (55D) 443-5910

7 June 2001

Mr. Bill Zumwalt, Dlrector Kings County Plannmg Agency
‘Government Center Building #6

1400 W. Lacey Boulevard

Hanford, CA 93230

REVIEW OF PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (PE]
DAIRY ELEMENT OF THE KINGS COUNTY GENERAL PLAN {(5CH

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the subject PEIR.
draft Dairy Element with reference to our water quality requirements and ¢

contained in the enclosad memorandum.

We hope our comments are helpful. If you have any quesuons regarding tiy
contact Matt Scroggins at (559) 445-6042.

CLAY L. RODGERS
Senior Engineering Geologist
- C.E.G. No. 1794
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cc: State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
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pncerns. Our comments are

)is matier, please feel free to

a4

ﬁ Recyc'ied Paper

‘Ihe encrgy challenge facing California is teal. Every Califormion needs to mke iomediate action to reduce @
you can raduce denyitnd '.md Ut Your engrgy costs, see our Web-sice ot hep:f/www.swith.ca.gov/rwgehs

00001’?

rgy consumption. For o st of simple ways



| l Q California Regional Water Quality Control Board ¢

Central Valley Region
Winston H. Hickox ~ Robert $chneder, Chair Gry Dnvis“‘ L
Secretary for - Fresno Branch Office ' ‘ © O Governgr
En:'n:nn:g:mi Interoer Address: hitpuiwww.swich ca.govi-cwaebs | ‘
robecon h
3613 EAST ASHLAN AVENUE, FRESNO, CALIFORMA 93726
Phons (559) 445-51 16 = EAX (559) 4455910
TO:  CLAYL RODGERS - FROM: MATTHEW S. SCROGGINS
Senior Engineering Geologist , S Staff [Engineer K
C.E.G. No. 1794 ‘ ‘
DATE: 7 June 2001 S | SIGNATURE: ~ [

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (PEIR), REVISED

[

-areas unless it would be fully retained (CCR Title 27, Division 2, Subdivision ! , 22562(a)).”

DRAFT DAIRY ELEMENT OF THE KINGS COUNTY GENERAL PLAN |
(SCH #2000111133) '

The following comments pertain to the subject document and are arran ped by section number in
ascending order: :

SECTION 4.3: WATER RESQURCES; SETTING; WATER QUALITY; SURFACE WATER QUALITY, GENERAL
INDUSTRIAL PERMIT (PG. 4.3-8)

A discussion about the General Waste Discharge Requirements for Mit Cow Dairles
(Order No. 96-270) does not seem appropriate in this section, The National Pollutant Discharge -

Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit (Order No. 97-03-DWQ} is a permit adopted by the State | 71
Water Resources Control Board and is implemented throughout the state by the storm water unit at each

of the nine regional water quality control boards. Itisa completely separare permit and may be issued

for a facility regardless of whether Order No. 96-270, a conditional waiver, or individual Waste

Discharge Requirements have been issued for a dairy. R B

SECTION 4.3: WATER RESOURCES, IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASU 5, IMPACT 4.3-3 (PG. 4.3-16)

The second paragraph in this section says, “Under existing State reguldtions, confined animal facilities
shall be designed and constructed to retain all facility wastewater gendrated, together with all .
precipitation on, and drainage through, manured areas during a 25-yelr, 24-hour storm event. All | 1-2
precipitation and surface drainage outside of manured areas shall be diverted away from manured |

California Environmental Protection Agency
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000018




C W

3 COMMENT:

~ Under existing State regu[anéns confined animal facilities shail be de.

COMMENT:

- SECTION 4.3: WATER RESOURCES, IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEAS

COMMENT:

Review of PEIR, Dairy E.lemnm 2. , ; ‘ 7 June 2001
Kings County ‘ - - -

This section should look like the fnllowing:,‘

igned and constructed to rerain
all facility wastewater generated, together with all precipitarion on, and drainage through, manured
areas during a 25-year, 24-hour storm event (CCR Title 27, Division 2| Subdivision 1, Chapter 7,

Subchaprer 2, Section 22562(a)). All precipitation and surface drainage outside of manured areas shall

 be diverted away from manured areas unless it would be fully retained C CR Title 27, Divigion 2,
- Subdivision 1, Chapter 7, Subchapter 2, Section 2?562{ b)). ‘

SECTION 4.3: WA‘I‘ER RESOURCES, IMPACTS AND Mmc;A'mN MEas . IMPACT 4‘.3-5 (PG. 4.3-20)

The third paragraph on page 4.3-20 says the same thing as item number two above 1n this memorandum;

The same comment applies.

s, IMPACT 4.3-7 (PG. 4.3-33)

The footnote on the bottom of the page cites Lonnie Wass of our officq as saying that the estimated salt
uptake rate by crops, depending on the type of crop, is approximately 1,200 pounds/acre/year. The
footnote then goes on to conclude that the assimilative capacity of the subsurface would be roughiy
1,800 pounds/acre/year given that the recommended maximum salt loaging rates are 2,000
pounds/acre/year for single-cropped land and 3,000 pounds/acre/year for double-cropped land.

COMMENT:

The salt loading rates of 2,000 pounds!am/year for single-cropped langd and 3,000 pounds/acre/year for

double-cropped land are recommended maximum rates for areas wherg salts have not already impaired .

groundwater. The assimilative capacity of the subsurface will vary fr
situations site-specific conditions may warrant reduced loading rates.

site to site and in some
It should be noted that these

~ maximum loading rates for salts are based on recommendations made by the University of California in

the 1970"s. Last year, we requested that the University of California establish a committee of
consultants to review these sait loading rates as well as other confined janimal facility related water
quality issues. A ComInitiee has since been formed and a review is cuirently underway.

SECTION 5: CEQA STATUTORY SECTIONS, CUMULATIVE IMPACTS C
iMpacts (PG. 5-17)

The second paragraph on the pagc states that the water quality rcgulat’ ns for confined animal fam]mes

are prasented in Sections 2510 through 2601 in Title 23, Chapter 15 of the. Cahforma Code of
Regulations.

The confined animal facility regulations are codified in Title 27, Divigion 2, Subdivision 1, Chapter 7,
Subchapter 2, Article 1, Sections 22560-22565 of the California Code) of Regufations. They were:

promulgated in 1984 under Title 23 and subsequently maved in 1997 o its cuitent location under
Title 27.
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Review of PEIR, Dairy Element ‘ -

‘ , 7 June 2001
Kings County ) . o : S ! o '

. APPENDIX A DBJEC‘I‘IVE DE 4.2 (PG. BE—M)

COMMENT:

This objectwe 5ays. that a “C‘omprehenswe Dairy Process Water Application .Plan " shall be prepared
while Appendix J (Pg. J-6) refers to the plan as a “Comprehensive Dai Process Water Disposal Plan.”
At no time should nutrients be “dispased.” Nutrients shouid only be utilized for beneficial uses and

applied at agmﬂoxmc rates. Therefore, I suggest entitling the plan “Co prehenswe Dazry Pracess Water |

~ Application Plan.”

) A.PPENDIXA TABLE NO. 5 SEGTIC)NA

This section indicates that the maximum thmmncal herd capaciry of the county is 369, 383 tmlk cows -
. (517 136 animal umts) and 410,015 head of support stock (324,348 amTwa] units).

COMMENT: | | .. 71
The herd numbers in Table 5 do not match the estimated maximum hergdl numbers listed in the Summary
and Project Description sections of the PEIR (pages 2-2 and 3-6). Pagep 2-2 and 3-6 indicate the
maximum theoretical herd capacity to be 381,980 milk cows (534,772 gnimal units) and 423,998 head of
support stock (335409 ammal units).

. APPENDIX B: DEFINI'I'IONS OFTERMS USED N THE DAIRY ELEM:ENI‘ (PF APPENDIX B-2) _1‘
Definition number two defines animal units as folk:ws |

Ammal Type AU Factor Holstein Factpr Units

DryCow | 0.75 14 105
Heifers (2 yrs. and older) 0.75 1.4 , _ 105
Heifers (1yr. to breeding) 070 | 1.4 098
Calves (3 mo.-1 y1.) IR  X- 1 14 | . 0.56
Baby Calves (less than 3 mo.) 0.25 14 | 0.35
'COMMENT: o ‘ x
In order 1o be consistent with our office and the factors used in Table No. 5 of Appendix A, the above - |
table should look like the following: -

Eqmvalent Ammal

. . Units -
Milk Cow | 1.00 1.4 ' 1.40
Dry Cow o 0.8 14 1.12
Heifers (? yrs. and older) 0.73 1.4 1.02
Heifars (1yr. to breading). 073 1.4 - 1.02
Calves {3 mo.-1 yr.) 0.35 1.4 0.49
‘Baby Calves (less than 3 mo.) 0.21 ' 14 029
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