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PETITION TO SHIFT PART OF THE COMMON BOUNDARY
BETWEEN THE ALEXANDER VALLEY AND

CHALK HILL VITICULTURAL AREAS

This petition seeks to shift southward part of the common
boundary between the Alexander Valley Viticultural Area and the
Chalk Hill Viticultural Area. If accepted, the petition would add
roughly 1000 areas of territory and 76 acres of vineyard to the
Alexander Valley while subtracting an equal amount from Chalk
Hill. The underlying bases for the requested change are that:

(1) vineyardists in this area felt (and still do feel) themselves
to béipart of the Alexander Valley[i(Z) part of one of the
properties in this petition is already within the Alexander
Valley, (3) wineries and vineyard owners in the Alexander Valley

consider the area to bhe part of Alexander Valley, (4)

- climatically, the area is very similar to the southern, cooler end

of Alexander Valley along Franz and Maacama Creeks, and (5) the
general alignment of topography and the layout of viticultural
areas in this portion of Sonoma County suggest the petitioned area
should be in the Alexander Valley. Since Martin Creek is the
principal named physical featufe within the petitioned territory I
will refer to it throughout this document as the "Martin Creek”

area.
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General Characteristics of the Area

The Martin Creek area lies to the south of Bell Mountain and
incorporates two vineyards, that of Richard Godwin and that of H.
T. and Willi Hilliard. The northwestern corner of the Godwin
property is already within the Alexander Valley (see Exhibits 1
and 2), and the rest of its northern limit is contiguous with the
eastern segment of the southern boundary of Alexander Valley as
presently defined by ATF. The Hilliard property (two parcels)
lies immediately south of the Godwins, and the two properties were
once one, the Hilliards having sold a piece of their holdings to
the Godwins in 1981. The Godwins planted 21 acres of Chardonnay
in 1983:7and firs£ harvested Ehem in 19&6. The Hilliards have 55
acres of vineyard, planted in 1981, and first harvested in 1984
(Exhibit 3). The acreage is divided among Cabernet Sauvignon (40
acres) Chardonnay (10 acres) and Sauvignon Blanc (5 acres). The
varieties grown, all premium varietals, are consistent with the
predominant varieties in the presently defined Alexander Valley.
Both of these vineyards are closer to vineyards in the Alexander
Valley than they are to vineyards in either the Russian River
Valley or Chalk Hill, the other viticultural areas in the region
Exhibit 3). Please note that the proposed boundaries do not
include a small northeastern chunk of the Hilliard"s property--

this land is not plantable to grapes.
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Evidence Concerning the Name and Viticultural History of the

Area

The boundaries for the Alexander Valley have been debated and
argued since it was first proposed as a viticultural area. Much
Qf the material submitted by sides "A" and "B" in the original
conflict over defining the Alexander Valley revolved around the
question of the historical and present sense of the place~-just
how much territory is included. ATF is well aware that different
folks identified the boundary differently, particularly at
different historical periods. Placing exact boundaries for the
present limits was no easy task. Unfortunately, no maps
demonstrate that the area defined in this petition is part of the
Alexander Valley. On the 7.5 minute U.S.G.S. Healdsburg
quadrangle the lowland flats along Maacama and Franz Creeks are
identified as "Alexander Valley," areas that lie within one mile
of the vineyards proposed in this petition for inclusion in the
Alexander Valley. The area proposed has no topographic name
identifying it, however.

As declarations A and B by Mrs. Hilliard and Mr. and Mrs.
Godwin demonstrate they believed that the area described in this
petition was Alexander Valley land when they purchased it.
Declaration C (by Mr. Flora), indicates that one of their
neighbors, a relatively longtime resident of the area, also
perceives the Martin Creek area as part of the Alexander Valley.
Declaration D (Fred Furth) is submitted by the person who
petitioned for the "Chalk Hill" viticultural area (where the
Martin Creek area presently sits) indicating that he, too,

believes the Hilliard and Godwin properties are within Alexander
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Valley. Equally important, declaration E, F, and G, provide
evidence that grape growers in the Alexander Valley area as it is
now defined understand that the Martin Creek properties are part
of Alexander Valley, and these are growers who have demonstrated
great concern that the valley be carefully defined. Additionally,
Declaration H (as does Declaration E) exhibits winery support for
this petition.

The vineyards on both properties are very young, the oldest
planted in 1981. Since vineyards were not previously planted on
these properties, there really is no history of wine production
connected with the Martin Creek area. In recent years vineyards
have appeared in many areas around the state of California where
grapes were not previously grown. In this case, these new
vineyards are most closely associated with the Alexander Valley,
both by pecople living in the area and by their proximity to other
Alexander Valley vineyards. Although the Martin Creek area
presently sits within the Chalk Hill Viticultural area, the
vineyards here are farther from other Chalk Hill vineyards and are
more separated topographically from other Chalk Hill wvineyards
than they are from the nearest Alexander Valley vineyards.

Climate

In 1981 the Hilliards took thermograph readings on their
property which suggest that their vineyards lie on the boundary
between Regibn I and Region II, since a total of 2475 heat
summation units were recorded. This total is similar to locations
in the southern end of Alexander Valley, though obviously cooler
than the central and northern portions. Because the property is

in the boundary area of regular summer fog intrusions, readings
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could vary considerably from one year to the next, with the best
guess being that the above reading is a relatively cool year. To
judge climate properly, obviously one prefers to have readings
over a period of years. Location of the instrument is also key as
data from Alexander Valley Vineyards indicates. Their readings
averaged 2579 heat summation units from 1974-1977 when their
instrument was sited in the vineyards. Their average is very
close to the 1981 reading for the Hilliards. When the Alexander
Valley Vineyards thermograph was moved near the winery (where
building heat could affect its readings), its annual average over
the seven years from 1978 to 1984 increased to 3248! (Exhibit 3).

Soils

The most widespread soils in the Martin Creek area are Felta
very gravelly loams, followed by Spreckels loam and Yolo silt loam
(Exhibit 4). The Felta very gravelly loams are also widespread
between Bell Mountain and Chalk Hill inside the present Alexander
Valley boundaries, and those of the Martin Creek area are simply a
continuation of the same soils. The Spreckels loams are also
found just west of Bell Mountain inside Alexander Valley, while
soils of the Yolo series are common further to the northwest
within the Alexander Valley. Thus, the soils of the Martin Creek
area represent soils series and associations common to the
existing Alexander Valley. There is no abrupt change on the two

sides of the boundary as it is now defined.
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Topographical Considerations

South of Franz Creek, within the present Alexander Valley,
the topography changes rather quickly and low hills rise from the
flat valley floor. The southern boundary of the valley in this
area now runs between two prominent low peaks in these hills, Bell
Mountain and Chalk Hill. The Martin Creek area lies just to the
south of Bell Mountain (in fact, the Godwin’s property includes
the southern slope of Bell Mountain). While separated from other
Alexander Valley vineyards by this topographic interruption, the
terrain to the south and west that separates the Martin Creek area
from the rest of the Chalk Hill Viticultural Area is generally
higher and more rugged than the terrain between Bell Mountain and
Chalk Hill that separates Martin Creek from the Franz Creek
portion of Alexander Valley. Bell Mountain itself reaches over
600 feet, but most of the land along the present boundary is less
than 350 feet above sea level. The closest Chalk Hill vineyards
to the Martin Creek area are more distant than are those of the
southeastern Alexander Valley.

In sum, topography here offers no easy answers and could be
argued various ways. However, the Martin Creek area "fits" better
with the Alexander Valley than it does with Chalk Hill. The creek
that forms the reservoir in the northwestern portion of the
proposed addition flows directly into Franz Creek. Martin Creek
itself, which flows generally north to south across the petitioned
area, joins Barnes Creek which flows northwesterly into the
Russian River. Thus, part of the petitioned area is within the
Franz Creek drainage, part is within the Brooks Creek drainage,

and both of these streams are tributaries of the Russian (though
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Franz Creek actually joins Maacama Creek a short distance before
it reaches the Russian).

Conclusions

1. A small portion of one of the two properties with
vineyards that this petition seeks to add to the Alexander Valley
is already a part of the Alexander Valley (and a few years ago
these two properties were, in fact, one property, having been
split in 1981).

2. The perceptions of the owners of these two properties, of
neighbors, of the major force behind the Chalk Hill Viticultural
Area, and of some of the principal grape growérs behind the
initiation of the Alexander Valley Viticultural Area is that the
Martin Creek area belongs in the Alexander Valley.

3. The limited climatic evidence indicates that the Martin
Creek area is consistent with the cool southern end of the
Alexander Valley.

4. The soils of the Martin Creek area belong to the same soil
series and associations as those at the southern end of the
Alexander Valley or of series and associations found commonly
elsewhere in the valley.

5. Topographically, the area is more isolated from the rest
of the Chalk Hill area than it is from the Alexander Valley as
presently defined. The gross topography of the area argues for

Martin Creek’s inclusion in the Alexander Valley.
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The Specific Boundaries of the Amended Area

If the present petition is approved it will result in a
realignment of part of the common boundary between the Chalk Hill
Viticultural Area and the Alexander Valley Viticultural Area,
subtracting land from the former and adding land to the latter.
The land described herein is found on the U.S.G.S. 7.5°
Quadrangles of Healdsburg and Mark West Springs, California
(Exhibit 1).

The following description defines the newly proposed common
boundary. This description begins with 9.53 of Subpart C of Title
27, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 9, paragraph [c][27] as

described in T.D. ATF+<233, published in the Federal Register of

August 26, 1986. The proposed boundary is the black line. The
starting point is the peak identified as Chalk Hill, located just
1000 feet to the northeast of the northeastern boundary of
Section 29, T. 9 N., R. 8 W. on the Healdsburg 7.5° Quadrangle:

1. Then easterly for a distance of approximately 5750 feet
along the present boundary, as described in the above noted
paragraph [c][27], to the point in the northeastern corner of
Section 28 of T. 9 N., R. 8 W. where it intersects an unnamed,
unimproved road that runs along the westside of a reservoir;

2. then southeasterly along the unimproved road for
approximately 3500 feet to the point where said road makes a sharp
turn toward the west;

3. then due south from this point for a distance of

approximately 400 feet to Martin Creek;
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4. then southwestward along Martin Creek for approximately
3250 feet to the point in Section 33, T. 9 N., R. 8 W. where it
joins Brooks Creek:

5. then eastward along Brooks Creek to the point where it is
joined by an unnamed ephemeral tributary;

6. then eastward along said unnamed tributary to the
boundary between Sections 34 and 35 of T. 9 N., R. 8 W.;

7. then northward along the section line approximately
3500 feet (now the boundary between Sections 26 and 27) to the
point that it intersects an unimproved road just south of Martin
Creek;

8. then west, northwestward along said road to the point
that itg}ntersects the boundary between Sections 28 and 27;

9. then north along the section line to the intersection of
Sections 21, 22, 27 and 28, which is the southeastern corner of

the Alexander Valley as it is presently defined.
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EXHIBIT 4

CLITMATIC DATA

Hilliard Property--Readings were kept on a thermograph on the

Hilliard property in 1981. The total heat summation units = 2475.

Alexander Valley Vineyards--During the four years (1974-1977) that

Alexander Valley Vineyards had their thermograph in the vineyards

their average annual heat summation units = 2579.

1974 = 2818.5
1975 = 2383.0
1976 = 2429.5
1977 = 2684.0
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OF AGRICULTURE

SONOMA COUNTY. CALIFORNIA

U. 8. FOREST SERVICE
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION

——

SOIL LEGEND

Each symbal cansists of letrers or o combenation of ietters and numbers. The first
copitol letter is the initial one of the soii name. A second copital lerter shows the
closs of slope. A final number, 2, in o symbol indicates that the soil 1s eroded.

NAME SYMBOL NAME SYMBOL NAME SYMBOL NAME
GdC Goldridge fine sandy loam, 2 16 9 percent KdF Kidd gravelly foam, 9 10 50 percent stopes ReD Raynor clay, seeped, 2 to 15 percent slopes
Allovial &ﬁ, s;mdv siopes KeE Kidd stony leam, 2 16 30 percent slopes ReE Raynor-Montora complex, 0 10 30 percent slopes
Allpvial fand, cloyey kG Kidd rocky loam, 30 to 75 percent siopes RhD Red Hill clay laom, 2 10 15 percent slopes
sond: Ote 5 ent GdD Goldridge fine sandy loom, 910 15 percent . K dd very rocky loom, pel pe: oy loom, pes pe:
Arbuckle gravelly sandy loam, O to 3 perc “lopes KID Kinman loom 5 1o 15 percent slopes RhE Red Hill clay loom, 15 10 30 percent s topes
slopes 3 Kmman loam. 15 to 30 percent slopes RhF Red Hill cloy loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes
5to 15 percent GdD2 Goldridge fine sandy loam, 9 to 15 percent K © 30 per ope Y . pes
Arb;-ck'e gravelly sandy loom, 3 to 13 pe slopes, eroded KIF Kenman icam. 30 1o 50 percent s lopes RIG Red Hil! cobbly cloy loam, 30 10 75 percent
* slopes KmF Kinman-Kneelond looms, 30 to 50 percent slopes slopes
: . loam, 15 to 30 percent GdE Goldridge fine sondy loam, 15 10 30 percent m . o
Arbuckle grovelly sandy loom, <lopes KnC Kneeland toom, 5 10 9 percent slopes RmA Reyes silty clay, O 10 2 percent slopes
slopels elly toam, 0 to 5 percent slopes GdE2 Goldridge fine sandy toam, 15 10 30 percent KaD Kneeland loom, 9 10 15 percent slopes RnA Riverwash
Acbuckle S evelly loom. 5 to 9 percent alopes slopes, eroded KnE Kneelond loain, 15 to 30 percent slopes RoG Rock fand
Arbuckle gra N GdF Goldridge fine sandy loam, 30 to 50 percent KnF Kneeland joom, 30 10 50 percent slopes ReC Rohnerville loam, 010 9 percent slopes
Atwell clay loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes pe 3
H clay loam, 50 to 75 percent siopes slopes Kol Kneeland rocky complex, 30 1o 75 percent slopes RD Rohnerville loam, 9 ta 15 percent slopes
Arwell clay loam, GdF2  Goldridge fine sandy loam, 30 fo 50 percont KsD Kneeland sardy loam, sandy voriant, 2 10 15
fopes, ecoded i 56C Sebastopol sandy loam, 2 to 9 percent slopes
nd, 210 9 percent slopes siopes, percent sicoes P y loom, pe pe
Baywood loamy sa re 8D Goulding cloy faam, 5 10 15 percent slopes KsE Koeelond sordy loam, sandy variant, 15 1o 30 SbD Sebastopo! sandy loam, 9 16 15 percent slopes
Boywood loamy sand, 9 to 30 percent slopes
Blywher fine sandy loom, averwosh, 0 to 2 GgE Goulding cloy loam, 15 1o 30 percent slopes percent slcpes SbD2 Sebastopol sandy loam, 9 to 15 percent slopes,
ercant 2lopas ' BoF  Goulding elay foam, 30 1o 50 percent slopes KvE Kneelond rocky sandy loam, sandy variant, ecoded
lpe;:ef] p(e)go 2 percent slopes GgF2 Goulding clay loom, 30 to S0 percent slopes, 9 16 30 percent siopes SbE Sebastapol sandy loam, 15 to 30 percent slopes
Bicher joom 002 percent siopes eroded SeE Shertdan coarse sandy loom, 2 1o 30 percent
Bucher loam, N GoG Govlding clay loom, 50 1o 75 percent slopes LoC Laniger loom, 5 to 9 percent slopes slopes
Blucher clay loom, 0 1o 2 percent slopes
Blucher clay loom, 210 5 percent slopes GID Goulding cobbly clay loam, 5 1o 15 percent LoD Laniger loom, 9 10 15 percent slopes SFE Sites loam, 5 to 30 percent slopes
s oo, 15 16 30 percent slopes slopes LeE Laniger ioom, 15 10 30 percent slopes StF Sites loam, 30 to 50 percant slopes
Boomer loam, 30 10 50 percent s lopes GiE Seolding cobbly clay loam, 15 1o 30 percent LeB2  Loniger loam, 15 10 30 percent sfopes, ercded ShE Sobrante loom, 15 to 30 percent slopes
Boomer loo’ 201975 percent slopes slopes LaoF Laniger loam, 30 10 50 percent slapes ShF Scbrante loom, 30 to 50 percent slopes
oome ‘ GIF Goulding cebbly clay loam, 30 to 50 percent LgE Laughlin loam, 2 to 30 percent slopes ShG Sabronte loam, 50 10 75 percent slopes
fopes LoF Loughlin loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes SkC Spreckels Jaam, 2 10 9 percent slopes
loam, 15 to 30 percent slopes siope: 9 9 2 pe pe: pr . pel
?SPQ: ::jy foam, 30 10 50 :rcent stopes GIF2  Goulding cobbly clay loam, 30 to 50 percent LG Loughtin loom, 50 to 75 percent slopes SkD Sereckels toam, 910 15 percent slopes
©spa NG slopes, eroded LgG2  Loughlin loam, 50 10 75 percent stopes, eroded SKE Spreckels foam, 15 1o 30 percent slopes
Cibo clay, 15 to 50 percent slopes .
Clear Lake clay foom, D 1o 2 pereent slopes GG Goulding cabbly clay loom, 50 to 75 percent LKG Laughtin-Yorkvitle complex, 30 fo 75 percent SKE2 Spreckels loam, 15 10 30 percent s lopes, sroded
. X slopes slopes SKF Spreckels loam, 30 to 50 percent s lopes
Clear Lake cloy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes
Clear Lake clay, 0 t0 2 percent slapes Gof Goulding-Toomes complex, 9 10 50 percent siopes LG Los Gatos Icam, 30 1o 75 percent slopes SaC Steinbeck loam, 2 1o 9 percent slapes
Clear Lake cloy, 2 1o 5 percont slones GE Guenoc gravelly sift loam, 5 1o 30 percent slopes LeG Los Gatos gravelly loam, 30 1o 75 percent s lapes 5aD Steinbeck loom, 9 10 15 percent slopes
Clear Lake cloy, ponded, 0 1o 2 porcent slopes &G Guenoc gravelly silt loam, 30 1o 75 percent LG Les Gatos-Jusephine complex, 30 o 75 percent SnD2 Stembeck loam, 9 to 15 percent slopes, eroded
. lopes lopes SeE Stemnbeck loam, 15 to 30 percent slopes
Clough tiy loom, 2 10 9 percent siopes 5 ope slope g pe P
B Clovgh rovelly loam. 3 10 18 peveens sress GUF  Gullied land LoD Los Osos clay loam, 2 10 15 percent slopes SnE2  Sremnbeck loom, 15 1o 30 percant <lapes, eroded
3 Clovgh geovelly lom 15 20 30 oovomms slopes Lo Los Osos chay loam, 15 1o 30 percent slopes Saf Stainbeck loam, 30 1o 50 percent slopes
ChA  Coostol beuches HaB  Howre fine sondy foam, hummocky, O 1o 5 percent LoF Los Osas clay loam, 30 1o 50 perceat slopes Saf2  Steinbeck loom, 30 to 50 percent slopes, eroded
CmE  Cohasset grovelly loam, 15 1o 30 percent slopes slopes Iy toom. 010 9 \ LoF2  Los Osos clay loam, 30 10 SO percent slopes, SoF Stonyford gravelly Joom, 30 1o 50 percent slopes
Conf Cohasset gravelly foam, 30 to 50 percent slopes HeC Haire gravelly loam, O to 9 percent s lopes eroded SoG Stonyford grovelly loam, 50 1o 75 percent siopes
CmG  Cohasset gravelly loom, 50 to 75 percent slopes HeD Haire gravelly loam, 9 10 15 percent slopes . LsD Los Osos clay loam, thin solum, 5 to 15 percent S:G Stonyford-Broomer complex, 30 to 75 percent
ol Cole silt fuam, 070 3 pereem slopes HED2  Harre grovelly foam, 9 to 15 percent s lopes, eroded : Sloms Slopas
e sift loam, ! . s
B Cole 2ilt loum. 2105 :rum alopes HbE Haire gravelly foam, 15 to 30 percent siopes LsE Los Osos clay toam, thin solum, 15 ta 30 percent SsG Supan sift loam, 30 to 75 percent slopes
CoA  Cole clay loam, 010 2 percent slopes HeC  Have clay loam, 010 9 percent slopes slopes SIE Suther loom, 15 10 30 percent s lopes
CoB  Cole clay loom, 210 5 percant slopes HeD - Haire cloy loam, 9 t0 15 percent slopes LsE2  Los Osos clay loam, thin solum, 15 to 30 percent StE2  Suther loam, 15 to 30 percent slopes, eroded
CpG  Compiche grovelly loam, 30 fo 75 parcant s lopes HeD2  Haure clay loam, 9 1o 15 percent slopes, eroded slopes, eroded SiE Suther loam, 30 10 50 percent s fopes
A Cortina very gravelly sandy foam, O to 2 percent rieE  Haieclay loam, 15 1o 30 percent slopes LsF2  Los Osos cloy foam, thin solum, 30 1o SO percens SuF  Suther-Loughlin loams, 15 to 50 percent slopes
slopes . HeE2 He;re clavl 'wm.3015 "; 30 percent f'er eroded stopes, eroded SuG Suther-Loughlin leoms, 50 10 75 percent 5topes
i it
s Cortina very grovelly loam, 0 to 2 percent s lopes WG pereit toam, 3010 50 et clopes LuA  Los Robles grovelly clay loom, O ta 2 percent
CIC  Cotati fine sandy loom, 210 9 percent slopes 1y loom, § 16 30 percent slopes siopes TG Terrace escorpments
o Cotati fine sandy loam, 9 1o 15 percent s lopos Hggz Henne:e smve“Y l°°ml 300 75*’ h !P LvB Los Robles gravelly clay loam, moderately deep, TmA Tidal marsh
6 ‘ Hgl Henneke gravelly foam, 30 to 75 percent siopes, 0t0 5 percent siopes ToE T ky | 21030 t sl
CiE Cotati § ndy laam, 15 to 30 percent slopes percent siope: oomes roexy loom, 2 to 30 percent slopes
etati fie sandy loom, 15 to 30 percent slope; . ««:ed 201050 , ToG Toomes rocky loam, 30 to 75 percent slopes
) Hi Hgo leam, 30 10 50 percent slopes woC Manzanite gravelly silt loam, O to 9 percent TuC Tuscon cobbly clay foom, 010 § t st
Dbe Dicblo clay, 210 9 percen slopes el oas very rovelly lonm 0 tm 35 vercant siopes Zonito gravelly silt loom, 0 to 9 percen s Tuscan cabbly clay loom, 0109 percen siopes
DbO Dicblo clay, 9 1o 15 percent <lopes slopes u uscan cobbly clay loam, 9 1o 30 percent slopes
DhE Dicblo Ck’:r 15 10 30 pereem s foes HkG Hugo very gravelly loam, 50 to 75 percent slopes McF Maymen gravelly sondy loam, 30 to 50 percent
i
DBEZ  Dioblo clay, 15 to 30 percen <lopes, esoded HKGZ - Huso very grovelly loam, 5010 75 percent slopes, slopes wsC  Miright loam, 010 9 percent slopes
DbF Dioblo clay, 3010 50 percent stopes. eroded 50 ) MIG Maymen-Los Gatos complex, 30 to 75 percent slopes WhA Wright loom, wet, 00 2 percent slopes
. . HIF Hugo-Atwell complex, 30 to 50 percent slopes MmE Mendocino sendy cloy loam, 9 to 30 percent slopes WrB Wright loam, shellow, 0 to 5 percent slopes
DbF2 Diablo clay, 30 10 50 percent s lopes, eroded " lex, 50 to 75 percent slopes ¥y € oy g pe! pe
DeC Dibble cloy lam, 210 9 percent slopes HIGF Huso-grwe comp! T*. 20 :7 SOW \ !Pe MmF Mendocino sandy cloy loam, 30 to 50 percent siopes WoA Wright loam, shatiow, wet, 0 to 2 percent siopes
‘ Hm Hugo-Boomer complex, 30 to 50 percent siopes MaF Mendocino-Empire lex, 0 to 50 t si
Deb Dibble ciay i 91015 ¢ slopes g mpire complex, 0 to 50 percent slopes
DeE bl z,uy o Se 30’”’:::":5‘,’5;5 HmG  Hugo-Boomer complex, 50 10 75 percent S’°|Pes Mok Montara cobbly clay loom, 2 to 30 percent slopes YiA Yolo sandy joam, 0 1o 2 percent slopes
DE2  Dibbie ey oo 13 10 30 pe ) HnE Hugo-Josephine complex, 9 to 30 percent slopes MoG Montara cobbly clay foam, 30 to 75 percent slopes YmB Yolo sandy loam, overwash, O to 5 percent slopes
1ooie ciay loam, 13 1o 30 percent slopes, HnG Hugo-Josephine complex, 50 to 75 percent slopes Yod Yolo loom, 010 2 pareent lopa
DcF Dil:;le clay loam; 30 fo 50 percent slopes HnG2 H!Jg:lodsephine complex, 50 to 75 percent slopes, NoD Noyo coarse sandy loam, 0 ta 15 percent slopes YoB Yolo foam, overwosh, 0to 5 percent slopes
" ’ ercdes Yr8 Yolo gravelly loam, 0 to 5 percent stopes
DeF2 Dibble cloy loom, 30 to 50 percent slopes, HoB Hugo-Loughlin complex, 30 1o 75 percent slopes PoA Pajaro fine sandy foam, 0 1o 2 percent slapes YsA Yolo silt loam, 0 10 2 percent slopes .
eroded HrG Hugo-Los Gatos complex, 50 to 75 percent siopes PeB Pajaro fine sandy loom, 2 to 5 percent slopes YiA Yolo clay locm: 0 to 2 percent slopes
DoE Dune land HsF Hugo-Hely complex, 30 to 50 pescent slopes Pb8 Pojare groveily loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes YuE Yorkville cloy loam, § to 30 percent slopes
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oo slopes JoE Josephine loom, 9 to 30 percent slopes PsD Positas gravelly ioam, 9 to 15 percent slopes
o Felta very gravelly loam, 50 to 75 percent JoF Josephine loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes
For . slopes JoF2 Josephine toam, 30 to 50 percent slopes, eroded RaC Raynor cloy, 2 to 9 percent slopes
Foo F°'W°'d gravelly loom, 9 to 30 percent slopes JoG Josephine loam, 50 10 75-percent siopes RaD Roynor clay, 9 to 15 percent slopes
o Forwar: gKr:»;elly Iolam, gg 10 ;2 percent s:apes JsG Josephine-Sites loams, 30 to 75 percent siopes RoE Royror clay, 15 to 30 percent slopes
o orward-Kidd complex, to percent slopes
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| DECLARAT/ ON
H. T. HILLIARD % CO. L1

Petroleum Investments o

August 17, 1987

Michael J. Breen

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco & Firearms
Federal Building, Room 6236

Federal Triangle Metro Station
Washington D C 20226

Dear Mr. Breen:

In 1980, Keegan and Coppin, Real Estate agents of Santa Rosa,
California showed me the property we subsequently purchased
and now occupy. Escrow was opened in 1980.

I was told and firmly belived this property was in the
Alexander Valley Appelation. Based on this assumption, we
started clearing land in 1980 for the vineyard, prior to

the close of escrow. We retained Dale Goode of the Alexander
Valley Vineyards to oversee and advise on preparation and
planting the vineyard. We were not sufficiently informed
enough to be involved in the Alexander Valley boundary
decision. We were absentee owners at that time.

In 1982, our neighbor, Richard Godwin (Moss Oak Ranch)
planted his vineyard. -

In selecting varietals for our vineyard, we put in Cabernet
Sauvignon and Chardonnay grapes, as were advised they were
the prime varietals of the Alexander Valley. Mr. Godwin
planted Chardonnay.

The fact that we are so close to being in the Alexander
Valley Applelation made the early mistakes very understand-
able.

We earnestly request the Southern boundary be extended as per
our petition and appreciate the courtesies we have received
in preparing our petition.

ours trul

Willi Hilliard

131 STONY CIRCLE DRIVE, SUITE 1000A . SANTA ROSA, CALIFORNIA 95401 . (707) 578-2372
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Healdsburg, Ca. 95448
August 8, 1987

To Whom It May Concern:

When we bought this property in 1981, we
were under the impression in was in Alexander
Valley. We looked forward to planting our
vineyard in that appalachia.

Since the climate and soil conditions are
similar, we hope our request to be included in

Alexander Valley will be granted.

Sincerely,

I _

Richard P. Godwin

Reatha T. Godwin
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HEALDSBURG, CA 95448

H.T. Hilliard

Healdsburg, CA 95448

Dear Toby,

I have owned property adjoining your ranch for some fifteen
years and have always understood this property to be in the area
called '"Alexander Valley'".

Yours Very Truly,

ELSON FLORA



CHALK HILL |

WINERY

June 29, 1987

H. Talbott Hilliard

-
Healdsburg, California 95448

Dear Mr. Hilliard:

It has come to my attention that you are petitioning the

B.A.T.F. for inclusion of your properties within the Alexander
Valley Appellation.

Please be advised that I have no objection to this and
frankly have always considered that your vineyards were in the
Alexander Valley Appellation originally.

Sincerely,

FPF:pm

Frederick P. Furth, Proprietor and Chairman & Robert L. Bluemle, President ® G. Stewart Fries, General Manager & Peggy |. Furth, Vice Chairman

Thomas H. E. Cottrell, Winemaker & Mark Lingenfelder, Vineyard Master ® Samuel Pardo, Cellarmaster
Joseph Andre, Marketing Director & Marcia Jayne, Events Coordinator ® Deborah Kehl, N. Calif. Rep. ® Delia Galarze, S. Calif. Rep.

10300 CHALK HILL ROAD = HEALDSBURG, CALIFORNIA 95448 = 707 838-4306
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\»/& HARRY H.WETZEL @ P. 0. BOX 175 e 8644 HIGHWAY 128 ¢ HEALDSBURG, CALIFORNIA 95448-0175

707-433-7209

June 24, 1987

Mr. Michael J. Breen

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
Federal Building, Room 6236

Federal Triangle Metro Station
Washington, DC 20226

Dear Mr. Breen:

Last week Willi Hilliard of Chalk Hill Ranch called me and asked
if | would write you a letter giving my support for the inclusion
of thelr property in the Alexander Valley appellation.
Yesterday, | visited with Willi, and she gave me a +tour of the
vineyards.

I have no objection to the Hilliards' ranch being included in the
Alexander Valley appellation. At the time | proposed the
southern boundaries for the Alexander Valley (1980, | believels
there were no grapes at that location, and | didn't realize that
the property was plantable. Their access from Chalk Hill Road is
within the appellation, and | believe +thelr property at its

northern edge bisects +the southern boundary of the Alexander
Valley.

Please consider the Hilliards' request for inclusion 1in the
Alexander Valley appellation favorably.

&~ Yours fruly,

Hank Wetzel
Managing Partner
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RUSSELL H. GREEN, JR. F
HOOT OWL CREEK VINEYARDS d
Alexander Valley
California

April 14, 1987

H. T. Hilliard
13426 Chalk Hill Road
Healdsburg, CA 95448

Dear Toby:

It is my understanding that you are currently
petitioning the B.A.T.F. for a revision of the
south line of the Alexander Valley appellation.

I have seen your proposed lines to go with
the petition and have no objection to vour pro-
perty being included in the Alexander Valley
appellation.

Good luck with your petition.

RHG/mac . 7

« /' MAILING ADDRESS: P. 0. BOX 965 » HEALDSBURG, CALIFORNIA 95448 « TELEPHONE (707) 433-1352 OR (707) 433-1770



Alexander Valley, California

June 18, 1987
Bear Mr. Hilliapd,

I have recently been informed of your plans te submit am applieca-
tion to the Bureau of Alcohol Tobacco and Firearms to reguest a
boundry line adjustment to the Alexander Valley Appelation area
to include your vineyards, located near the southern boundary.

I have no objection to your request and will be happy to support
the inclusion of your vineyards in the Alexander Valley area.

Sincerelyv

Robert A. Young \-

Mailing Address: Robert Young Vineyards, 4950 Red Winery Road, Geyserville, Calif. 95441, Telephone (707) 433-3228
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August 17, 1987

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
Treasury Department
Washington, D. C.

Gentlemen:

I refer to the application of Mr. and Mrs.
Hilliard for the inclusion of their vineyard
on Chalk Hill Road into the Alexander Valley
appellation area.

Simi Winery has purchased grapes from this
vineyvard, and we have tasted the fruit in the
field and made wine from the grapes of this
vineyard and wish to confirm that in our opinion
they have similar characteristics to those of
other vineyards in the Alexander Valley.

Yours vqry truly,

Michael G. Dacres Dixon






