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California winegrape growers place a priority on being good stewards of their land and
the encompassing environment. By operating in ways that are socially responsible, envi-

ronmentally sound, and economically viable, we can remain a vital part of California’s beau-
tiful and diverse landscape for generations to come. The Code of Sustainable Winegrowing
Practices (SWP) program is a results-driven initiative that combines viticulture and enology
into one comprehensive guide to a healthy future. Through a collaborative effort between
winegrape growers and winemakers, “sustainability” is a concept that has now entered the
mainstream thinking and doing of the California wine community.

Moving sustainability into the mainstream requires a change of mindset. The wine com-
munity has always benefited from a healthy contingent of innovators and early adapters as well as
those who value tradition and take a more cautious approach to change. A learning curve for under-
standing and adopting a decision-making model that integrates environmental, social and economic
implications exists for individuals and the industry as a whole. One of the most rewarding results of
this sustainability effort is the acceleration of the learning curve. We’ve created a peer-to-peer educa-
tion and outreach approach that fosters collaboration and raises the bar on the adoption of sustain-
able practices.

Our job is not done. The SWP program is just the beginning. It’s a challenge to find middle
ground among the three principles of sustainability - social, environmental, and economic. Now that
we have collected baseline information on the current level of sustainable practices adoption, the
next phase is to increase participation and demonstrate continual improvement. As our knowledge
base expands we will strive to integrate new practices, procedures, and technologies that support our
vision of long-term sustainability.

We are now in the process of using the baseline data from our first round from SWP workbook
assessments to determine where our efforts should focus in the future. We must continue our out-
reach to growers and vintners. The workbook, to be effective and relevant, requires a commitment to
continuous updating based on feedback from participants, stakeholders and scientists. Individuals, as
they analyze their own operations under the sustainability lens, also must continue to update plans
and measure their progress. We are still learning how sustainable winegrowing looks, feels, and
eventually tastes! 

We want California’s wine community to continue to prosper. Our commitment to producing
hallmark quality will expand the world demand for California wine. Utilizing grape growing and wine-
making practices that do the right thing for the environment and our communities adds value by cre-
ating loyal consumers who appreciate our efforts. I take pride in the knowledge that the California
wine community wants to lead the world in producing quality wines in a responsible manner.

We’ve proven ourselves as a leader. Part of this program’s benefit will be showing innovators in
other sectors and locations that we established a program to put sustainability into our everyday
thinking. And we will pass our knowledge on to the next generations. The wine community — from
vineyard to winery — has a legacy to pass on to our children, and then to their children. We’d be
remiss if we didn’t use the best science and information available to attain the goals of sustainability.

Steve Quashnick, CSWA Chairman, 2003-2004
Quashnick Farms, Acampo
Former Special Projects Committee Chairman, CAWG
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Wineries are an integral part of the landscape and lifestyle of California. With tasting
rooms and vineyards in nearly every county of the state, California wineries are

deeply rooted in our local communities. Our wineries recognize the direct connection
between the social, environmental and economic vitality of the communities in which we
do business and the health and viability of our industry.

Our interest in establishing a leadership position on important issues has several
decades of precedent. Through Wine Institute, the trade association of California winer-
ies formed in 1934, informal principles of good advertising practices for wineries were
first adopted in 1949. Wine Institute’s voluntary Code of Advertising Standards was
published in 1978 and, with near universal adoption, is an expression of the wine community’s
strong commitment to social responsibility. This tradition continued with the development and
release of the Code of Sustainable Winegrowing Practices (SWP) in partnership with the California
Association of Winegrape Growers (CAWG).

This report, California Wine Community Sustainability Report 2004, presents the results for
our first interval of implementation where over 1,000 growers and winemakers attended workshops
and more than 600 vineyard enterprises and 80 winery facilities submitted their assessment results.
The results reveal that the California wine industry has embraced the concept of sustainability and is
making impressive gains in critical areas of water conservation, pesticide risk reduction, and soil
management. It also points out specific areas that we need to address such as energy conservation,
material handling and environmentally-preferred purchasing. The SWP program is based upon the
concept of continual self-improvement and this report provides a roadmap to identifying and
embracing new areas of opportunity for improving our vineyard and winery practices. We will contin-
ue to update the workbook, add new chapters, and conduct outreach and education to help with
adoption of new methods.

While the population of California increases dramatically each year, placing vineyards and winer-
ies in closer proximity to non-farming communities, the positive response of California’s vintners and
growers to the SWP program demonstrates the industry’s commitment to being good neighbors,
good stewards of the land and businesses that contribute significantly to the economy of the state. 

The SWP workbook was created as a tool to gauge and improve our practices. The workbook-
and now this report — are intended to stimulate and encourage conversations about sustainability
among wineries and grape growers as well as within a larger community of stakeholders in
California. We can now join forces to further move the entire industry in a sustainable direction while
documenting the change and measuring the results. This experience should be helpful not only for
us, but for all agricultural operations in the state.

As a signature product of California, we want to continue our operations in a manner that is sus-
tainable for all Californians. If it isn’t, it won’t be sustainable for any of us. We look forward to your
comments and thoughts on our baseline sustainability report and the issues that it may raise for you. 

Paul Dolan, CSWA Chairman 2002-2003
President, Mendocino Wine Estates 
Wine Institute Vice Chairman
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leader in the global marketplace. The result of this work will be a healthier environment,

stronger communities and vibrant businesses. 
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Aprominent feature of the Code of Sustainable Winegrowing Practices (SWP) program is the
active participation of vintners and growers, regional winegrower and vintner associations, reg-

ulators and academics, environmental and society equity groups and other stakeholders through-
out the development and implementation phases. The SWP program builds on the impressive work
in sustainable practices by many regional winegrower and vintner associations, private companies,
individual viticulturists and winemakers, researchers, government agencies, and innovative regula-
tors involved with the California wine community.

The Code of Sustainable Winegrowing Practices program was initiated in January 2001 by
members of Wine Institute and the California Association of Winegrape Growers (CAWG) to pro-
mote vineyard and winery practices that are sensitive to the environment, responsive to the needs
and interests of society-at-large, and economically feasible to implement and maintain. 

Karen Ross, President of the California Association of Winegrape Growers and John De Luca,
former President and CEO of Wine Institute and current Executive Vice President provided extraor-
dinary leadership through their vision, expertise, passion, and commitment to the project. These
two leaders, along with the Wine Institute and CAWG Board of Directors, have demonstrated what
can be accomplished through meaningful collaboration among the state’s winegrape growers and
vintners. Since June 2003, Robert P. Koch has assumed the leadership role in the project as Wine
Institute’s President and CEO. Both Koch and Karen Ross will help continue the program’s momen-
tum through their guidance and support in the implementation of the Code’s
sustainable winegrowing practices throughout the state’s industry.

CAWG was founded in 1974 to provide leadership to advocate public poli-
cy, research and education programs, and trade policies that enhance the
business of growing California winegrapes. CAWG represents the growers of
about 60% of the annual tonnage of grapes crushed for wine and concentrate. 

WINE INSTITUTE is the public policy
advocacy association of California wineries
that brings together the resources of more
than 780 wineries and affiliated businesses
to support legislative and regulatory advocacy, international mar-
ket development, media relations, scientific research, and edu-

cation programs that benefit the entire California wine industry. Wine Institute members represent
90 percent of California wine shipments. 

The SWP program has roots in an effort organized by the Wine Institute Communications
Committee, headed by its committee chair, Dennis Groth of Groth Vineyards. Wine Institute then
began working with CAWG to encourage broad participation of sustainable winegrowing and wine-
making practices. Together, the two organizations created the Code of Sustainable Winegrowing
Practices program. 

WineVision: AmericanWine in the 21st Century provided a forum for early industry discussions
and made sustainable practices a priority for the California wine community. An industry-wide
strategic objective identified by WineVision was to become a leader in sustainable practices. 

The winegrowing chapters in the SWP workbook are based largely on the pioneering work
done by the Lodi-Woodbridge Winegrape Commission in their Lodi Winegrower’s Workbook, A
Self Assessment of Integrated Farming Practices. Mark Chandler, Cliff Ohmart and Lodi wine-
growers deserve special recognition for their leadership, cooperation and generosity.
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