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Executive Summary

A special Association of Compost Producers
 meeting was held on December 2, 2010 to address new Air Pollution Control rules being promulgated by both the South Coast Air Quality Management District (PR 1133.3), and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (PR 4566).  The meeting Presentations, Q & A, and Related Issues to these two rules are presented in this Air Workshop Write-Up, along with our Next Steps for further action.
A Summary of the findings and action for Existing and New and Expanded compost facilities and Next Steps.
EXISTING FACILITIES
SCAQMD Proposed Rule 1133.3
· Rule has been delayed until first quarter of 2011.

· Will most likely focus on green material, not the end use (i.e., the Rule will likely include storage times for chipped and ground material, regardless of end use, as well as mitigations for composting).

· SCAQMD is looking to SJVAPCD process to see what composting mitigations might get adopted.

SJVAPCD Proposed Rule 4566
· Rule was recently delayed until 2nd quarter of 2011.

· Have yet to complete socio-economic impact assessment, asking for more detailed financial information from existing compost facilities
· Existing composting facilities will need to mitigate VOCs, but mitigations appear financially acceptable (irrigation and/or compost cap)

· SJVAPCD looking at "tiering" the Rule, so larger facilities do more intensive mitigation.

· Existing facilities mitigating above requirements may be eligible for Emission Reduction Credits.

NEW & EXPANDED FACILITIES
SCAQMD
· Unclear how Proposed Rule 1133.3 will affect new and expanded facilities.

SJVAPCD
· New and expanded facilities will need to comply with existing Rule 2201 which will require New Source Review and likely emission offsets.

· Average price of VOC offsets in the SJVAPCD is $18,000 per ton.

CDFA
· New CDFA regulations are in effect as of 1/1/11 (January 1, 2011), based on AB 856

· Any composter selling an "Organic Input Material" will need to be licensed by CDFA and register "labels" for their products. 

· CDFA has promised compost-specific AB 856 workshops in 2011.

NEXT STEPS

The next steps for ACP members and its affiliate partners to take, by mid February 2011, are:

· Clarify role of ACP members with other affiliate partners on this issue, especially CCC, CORC, individual composters and consultants.

· Continue to work with existing Industry Working Groups in both Air Districts to provide:
· Additional information on compost production economics, including costs and prices for alternatives using chip & grind material for land application, alternative daily cover (ADC) at landfills and energy recovery of materials.  These include such costs and prices for:

· Tipping fees

· Processing costs

· Product sale price ranges

· Most current thinking about applicability of various requirements, in terms of both feasibility and costs.

· Any insights and methods for how air districts look at a "profit" of the municipalities.

· Develop letter from ACP and/or broader industry Working Group that conveys the above information.
· Set up meetings with Air District rule authors and/or Governing Board members to discuss impact of rules.
· Hold special follow up meeting at USCC conference (Jan 24-27, 2011, in Santa Clara, CA) to discuss next steps for remainder of 1st Quarter of 2011, prior to proposed rule adoption of 1133.3 and 4566, as well as strategy on Rule 2011 and the Draft Air Quality Guidance for Biorefineries.
Introduction

Green waste processing businesses, including composting and chip and grind operations, are facing new Air Pollution Control rules. These new rules are in the process of being promulgated separately by both the South Coast Air Quality Management District (PR 1133.3), and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (PR 4566).  We believe that if these "proposed rules" are implemented as written, they will drastically alter both the operations and profitability of green material processing facilities of all types in the San Joaquin Valley and the South Coast Air Basin. 

These rules will have serious negative economic impacts on operations and investments in many locales throughout Central and Southern California.  Specifically, composters and processors need to proactively address solutions to the following unanswered questions:

· Where is the tipping point where the proposed rules cause the market and industry investments to collapse?

· Will the proposed rules drive more green material  to landfills rather than composting and other diversion activities?
· Will the proposed rules put certain green material processing facilities out of business (both chip & grinding operations as well as composting), by making them uneconomic? 

· Or will the proposed rules put only existing green material composters out of business, while raising costs for processing uncomposted green material?
While the drafting of these rules has been an open process for that past few years, there has not been enough input from both chip & grind and composting facility operators to make a sufficiently detailed economic analysis to fully understand the impact on the entire green material recycling industry. ACP has been involved in the process since its inception, however, we need much more input from industry stakeholders at this time. 

A workshop held on December 2, 2010 at IEUA (www.ieua.org, an ACP member) was attended by approximately 60 composters and compost stakeholders, and was broken into four main parts:

1. Presentations

2. Questions and Discussions: over a working lunch, hosted by ACP Members

3. Related Air Issues of Importance

4. Next Steps

The Agenda, and preliminary questions, handed out at the meeting, are provided in the Appendix of this Write Up.  

This "ACP Air Workshop Write-Up" is divided into those three sections, as well as a Summary and Next Steps is provided in order to carry the workshop results forward into action.

Presentations

Jeff Ziegenbein, Deputy Director of Organics, with IEUA (and ACP President) was the Master of Ceremonies for the workshop.  There were five presentations on the following topics:
· Organics: Renewable Carbon Management, by Dan Noble

· South Coast Air Board: on PR 1133.3, by Tracy Goss
· San Joaquin Air Board: on PR 4566, by Errol Villegas

· Calrecycle Research and Perspectives, by Robert Horowitz

· PR 4566 Compost Industry Working Group & Perspectives, by Matt Cotton
The following sections outline these five presentations.  All presentations that were delivered in MS PowerPoint (except for Errol Villegas, who delivered his remarks without PowerPoint) have been posted on the ACP website under the heading "Dec 2, 2010 Workshop Presentations & Related Documents" on the "ACP Documents" page at: http://www.healthysoil.org/acpinitiativesresults/acpdocuments.html.
Organics: Renewable Carbon Management by Dan Noble
Dan Noble, Executive Director, Association of Compost Producers, opened the workshop by providing an integrated context for organics management, as well as introducing each of the main speakers.  
The main points in his presentations were:
· Introduction to the Workshop Program

· Introduction to the Association of Compost Producers and its Members

· Overview of how "organics = renewable carbon management"

· Compost Benefits Overview: 

· Using compost to turn "dead dirt into healthy soil"
· Main compost markets/applications: agriculture, landscape, environmental restoration
· Introduction to the "Organics Value Cycle"

· From old linear to emerging circular local economy

· Emergence of new (never before seen) market communication and economics

· Nested resource market cycles (three levels or types)
South Coast Air District: on PR 1133.3 by Tracy Goss

Tracy Goss, Program Supervisor, PM Strategies, South Coast Air Quality Management District, presented on "Proposed Rule 1133.3 – Emission Reductions from Greenwaste Composting Operations."
The main points in his presentations were:

·  South Coast Air Basin

· Non-attainment for PM2.5 (NH3 precursor)

· Extreme non-attainment for Ozone (VOC precursor)

· Contaminants contribute to significant adverse health effects
· Basic Concepts

· Key Input Received

· Concepts Under Consideration
San Joaquin Air District: on PR 4566 by Errol Villegas
Errol Villegas, Program Manager - Strategies & Incentives Department, San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, spoke on the proposed rule 4566, for Green Waste Air Pollution Control Rules (affecting San Joaquin Valley composters and chip & grind operations).  
The main points in his presentations were:

· Background on PR 4566
· Progress on PR 4566

· Issues facing composters on this proposed rule

· Mitigation measures (wetting piles, compost biofilter)

· Next steps for rule formation

CalRecycle Research and Perspectives by Robert Horowitz

Robert Horowitz, Integrated Waste Management Specialist, Statewide Technical and Analytical Resources Division, who has been engaged in the PR 4566 and 1133 processes, presented on "Compost Air Emissions" testing and issues.

The main points in his presentations were:

· CalRecycle commitment to composting

· Past CalRecycle emissions studies

· Current CalRecycle emissions studies

· Compost and climate change

· Title 1, Title 5 and fugitive emissions
PR 4566 Compost Industry Working Group by Matt Cotton, 

Matt Cotton, past President of the US Composting Council, and respected compost consultant, with Integrated Waste Management Consulting, give an "Emissions Update" on compost with extensive background on his, and others, work on the two proposed rules on the focus of this workshop.
The main points in his presentations were:

· History of compost emissions regulations

· Other approaches (beyond rule making)

· Importance and size of the San Joaquin and South Coast Air Districts

· End uses of organics in the South Coast Region

· End uses of organics in the San Joaquin Valley

· Appropriate Focus of PR 1133.3

· Current Status of PR 4566

· Existing Rule 2201, a bigger concern
· VOC Mitigation Measures

· Need for Organization (ACP and USCC)

· Compost Operators Training Course

Questions/Discussions

Many questions and discussion of the questions and issues that they bring up ensured for the balance of the workshop time.  These are outlined below by the person asking the question and some of the highlights of the responses.
David Rothbaum, LACSD

Extrapolating not only the composters but within the context of the mobile sources (which represent 90% of the total air pollution relative to the total stationary sources, of which compost is but a very small fraction), how does regulating composters really impact the overall strategy for attainment, given all these other sources?  What does this mean for the overall reduction of air pollution within the district?

· Jill Whynot, Director, Strategic Initiatives, for SCAQMD (manager over Tracy Goss' position) gave the answer to this larger policy impact question:   – "Standards are likely to be more stringent even more stringent on both mobile and stationary sources until we meet ozone standards.  Likely, additional N2O…. most comes from car.  Every member of the regulated community, by themselves, is a small fraction of the stationary source total.  So AQMD must regulate all sources across the board, fairly and evenly.  AQMD still will have a problem with the new standards, and we regulate all sources from restaurants to oil refineries.  Adopt new rules, let stay for a while, and then come back and tighten them again.  It is not our goal to run any industry out of business.  Compost is only being regulated for over 3 tpd, some businesses are being regulated with only 0.1 tpd.  So no business is excluded.
· Errol Villegas, SJVAPCD - "No one smoking gun, no single bullet that will fix it for the entire airshed, or air district.  If we removed it all stationary sources, we wouldn’t get but ½ way. So it’s going to be a collective effort for everyone … a 1997 standard set by EPA is very difficult for us.  We need to get into the end zone 85 ppb ozone.  Looking at 65ppb for 2023.   Only two air basins in the country are struggling to meet these limits, San Joaquin Valley and South Coast.  Hence these rules for composters and all other business that emit ozone forming compounds (i.e. VOC's).
Rachel Oster, Recology

"Larger facilities have to do the cover?  Follow up question… if reach the reductions vs. just the rule based behavior, can you use other methods?"
· Errol Villegas - Large vs. small… compost cap… vs. mechanical control, so yes, all facilities.  Don’t know where it’s going to be…. Where to draw the line?  That's where we're looking to have input from the composters.  We need more extensive economic (cost and through put) input numbers from composters. 
Scott Deatherage, Deatherage & Assoc.

"What about screened overs vs finished compost? "

San Joaquin will allow it… and unscreened finished compost… so “Yes”… this will be OK.  In CalRecycle…. Working overs is best… and it IS acceptable.  

Comment:  "We should extend VOC control to all decomposing organic material"
Roc White w/ CR&R

"Will we need to be constantly adding the compost cover on to the piles?

· Matt Cotton - Yes… apply … but do it BEFORE the pfrp process (i.e. once within the 22 days)
· Errol Villegas – will done

Use Recycled water?  Salts too high!

Water board will regulate this
David Crohn, UCCE
21 days is VOC period of interest…. And do pfrp afterward?

Tracy Goss…. Yes, look at total emissions over time

Won't decreasing air flow… increasing methane?  (no comment)
Jack White, Aguinaga Green
What efforts and what manner of financial data are you using? 

· Jill Whynot – Have PhD economists… and regional economic model… how much pay for water, others… economists… total cost to industry, dollars/ton, Will have this ripple effect… much more complicated… landfills in there and other uses… if we do this rule… don’t think it will affect ADC, or chip and grind… 

· Villegas – similar with them… hard to capture all that the material in our models 

· Goss – Knowing more and more about specific operations and profit margins… facility basis… or industry group on a broader scale… will be very helpful.  So any information that you can provide us, the more accurate our analysis will be.
Jeff Ziegenbein, IERCA.org
"Are the air districts truly motivated to keep industry in business?  Value to air districts…what’s the value to air district in group… what are the next steps to get them info they need?"
· Villegas – Never gone through process where we can “wipe out” an industry.  Always treated our regulations with a “sense of responsibility”.  Matt seen how this rule has worked and changed through this process.  
· Whynot - South Coast… too… our rule development process… propose, tweek, amend, resubmit… hopefully regulation doesn’t decimate an industry.  Manager of rule development section is sensitive to this, so this won't happen.
· Next Step – provide additional info, thinking about applicability of various requirements… without the information… no specific SIC code… with info that we’re looking for.  How do we look at a profit of the municipalities?  These are all issues that air districts need specific guidance on.
· Whynot – connect with them and their bosses… right now… 

Matt Cotton

Biggest green material user, i.e. landfills, are not addressed in PR 1133. The Proposed Rule needs to look at the material, not how it is used to create a level playing field.

Goss – trying to look at the controls whoever receives it… how long are they sitting there, are they being controlled.   
· Landfill compliance issues?? Un-level playing field… 

Bob Horowitz - Must get a compost permit transfer station 

Paul Ryan - Level the playing field in rule and regulation development between solid waste management units.
Dan Noble

What would the air districts need from industry and by when?

· Whynot & Villegas - Still need to finalize the rule, get more information in by the first week of January to get it into our work.  Will do more economic modeling, now, after the initial proposed rule, and will distribute that, likely in January. 

Related Air Issues of Importance
As a backdrop or context to the VOC proposed rules discussed in this short workshop, other speakers and ACP members highlighted the fact that other existing air regulations may have an even bigger, and more profound impact on compost and chip & grind operations in the immediate future.  These issues are briefly provided here, so that Air Workshop Attendees will: 
1. Have a context within which to view the specific VOC air rules in the specific air districts in question, especially:

a. How these air rules, and the ones promulgated prior to this (especially SCQMCD (www.aqmd.gov) and SJVAPCD (www.valleyair.org) Rules 1133.2, and 4565, respectively, that address biosolids co-composting operations) are affecting the current new source review, and CEQA permitting processes, and

b. How VOC's are related to ongoing promulgation of Global Warming Regulations

2. Have specific references as to these other California Air Resources Board initiatives that will affect composters in perpetuity.

Also, it is important to continue to remember that recycled organics (whether chip & grind, composting or bioenergy production) will be central to any and all "renewable carbon management" moving forward in California and the U.S.  This is true since organics is the central processing and market industry that manages plant matter and soil from which all renewable carbon (vs. fossil fuel carbon) is actually managed.  For this reason, organics management will be central to all of the Air Board, Water Board and CalRecycle initiatives, as well as CDFA (California Department of Food and Agriculture) and CEC(California Energy Commission) in perpetuity for our State.

Rule 2201- New and Modified Stationary Source Review
RULE 2201 NEW AND MODIFIED STATIONARY SOURCE REVIEW RULE, was first adopted by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (www.valleyair.org) in September 19, 1991 and most recently amended December 18, 2008, but not in effect until June 10, 2010.  The most recent rule that is in effect right now can be found at
http://www.valleyair.org/rules/currntrules/Rule2201_June_10_2010.pdf.  Matt Cotton (www.mattcotton.com) brought this important and potentially seriously impacting rule on composters to light in his presentation at the workshop.  Matt stated, on slide #8 of his presentation, "Existing Rule 2201 bigger concern".  Upon reading and studying the rule, ACP Board and members agree that this rule will likely have a greater impact on expanding and/or siting any new compost facilities in the San Joaquin Valley (the largest area with the most compost production facilities in California).

The main points of this rule that will be "bad news" for composters include:

· New Source Review:  New facilities are subject to Best Available Control Technology (BACT), the most rigorous control regime.  BACT for green material composting has not yet been determined.  Even after BACT, any residual project emissions over the 10 tons per year limit will require offsets.   Offset cost averaged $18k/ton in SJV in 2009, but has been even higher in the past.
· Significant Increase in Air Pollution Control Costs if new VOC emissions are greater than zero pounds per day: for Rule 2201, new increases in VOC will be considered "Significance Thresholds," and therefore regulated, in "3.17.1.4" of the rule if ”Emissions increases calculated pursuant  to this section are significant if they exceed the significance thresholds" are "0 [zero] pounds/day" (see page  2201 - 5 of the rule).
· Major Source Emission Thresholds:  Are 20, 000 lbs/year VOC (and NOx), and 140,000 lbs/yr. PM10 (see page 2201 - 8 of the rule).
ACP members will continue to work with the other Associations and non-ACP members in California to develop a strategy that can possibly address building compost facilities and markets in California.  Please see "next steps" for how we will look implement the following solutions:

· Technology: Find and implement low cost technology that mitigates VOC's coming from compost operations.
· Legislation: Work with legislators and government agencies to support compost industry expansion, likely through whole ecosystem, integrated regulations that are part of renewable carbon management, including air, water, solids, agriculture and energy.
· Markets: Develop specific information and collaborative market life cycle assessment and integrated organics value cycle development tools, training, outreach and promotion approaches build higher volume and value compost markets.
· Investments:  Based on new technology, industry integrated regulatory methods, new organics value cycle market development tools, support appropriate investments in organics recycling facilities (compost, fertilizer and bioenergy).
Guidance Document for Siting Biorefineries
At the time of the workshop, ACP Member (and past Board Member, Paul Ryan), expressed concern over the language in a recently published California Air Resources Board (CARB) Draft "Air Quality Guidance for Siting Biorefineries in California".  He expressed a major concern over CARB's draft language for using the "most stringent emission limits identified for composting process equipment at biorefineries".   A copy of the draft document titled "DRAFT Air Biorefinery Siting" is attached to the ACP web site as and can be found at: 

http://www.healthysoil.org/acpinitiativesresults/acpdocuments.html.
 

The guidance document recommends for composting, emission limits for VOC control systems with, enclosure and a biofilter or equivalent, with a control efficiency of 80% or better.  Further, the recommendation includes Ammonia emission limits corresponding to use of an NH3 control system capable of 80% or better control efficiency.  Finally, for PM10 emission limits corresponding to use of a PM10 control system capable of 99% or better control efficiency.

 

The recommended emission limits in this guidance document were primarily established by the air districts and ARB permitting engineers.  What this means is that the recommendations may lead to stationary source permitting and New Source Review.  Further, the recommendations in the guidance are contrary to the discussions going on between air districts rule developers and industry stakeholders.

 

The Guidance Document for Siting Biorefineries was developed to assist air quality agencies, local land use planners, environmental and public health groups, project proponents, and other stakeholders conducting air quality evaluations for new or expanding biorefineries, with specific language for compost operations as one of the "biorefineries."  ARB thinks stakeholders may also find the guidance document useful during site selection, air quality permitting, and identification of potential CEQA mitigation measures.  This document, according to ARB, can also assist stakeholders in evaluating the relative air quality impacts of the various conversion technology options available for the biofuels addressed by this guidance document.

 

Given the complexity of getting compost projects off the ground, we feel that this guidance document, in its present form, can become a costly project killer.  
 

Paul Ryan has contacted Lea Yamashita of ARB to find out the current status and schedule for the adoption of the Air Quality Guidance Document for Siting Biorefineries.  As soon as he receives feedback he will immediately pass it on to ACP members and others.
 
AB 32 - Global Warming Solutions Act
As most attendees already knew, all the these VOC air rules on compost, all take place within the larger context of managing green house gases in California.  These are now being managed and regulated under AB 32 - the Global Warming Solutions Act, also administered by the California Air Resources Board  (http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ab32/ab32.htm).   AB 32 survived an effort on the part of oil companies and other California businesses represented by the California Chamber of Commerce, to suspend the implementation of AB 32 in the Nov. 2010 election.  

ACP, along with other composters in the State, have worked with both CARB, (providing input on the AB 32 implementation plan, especially the recycling and compost section) and the Climate Reserve (providing input on the Compost GHG Credits Protocol.  The input on that can be found in the "ACP Compost Protocol Comment Ltr to CAR 060710.pdf" document in the "ACP Comment Letter Library at http://www.healthysoil.org/acpinitiativesresults/acpdocuments.html.  
From the most inclusive, big picture regarding compost and global warming, the most ubiquitous compound, CO2, (the standard for all green house measurement, i.e. "CO2 equivalents") and some of the most potent (e.g. methane, CH4 and some other VOC's, volatile organic compounds) are produced as a part of normal compost production operations.  While the VOC proposed rules that are under consideration in this write-up are not directly related to AB32, nevertheless, it is important to remember that compost is one of the key processing technologies for renewable carbon management, along with energy recovery (either anaerobic digestion and combustion).  For that reason, either energy for soil microbes (from compost) or energy for humans (from bioenergy), renewable carbon management is what will continue to tie all this together in perpetuity.

Summary

The following are the highlights summarizing this 3 hour Green Material Workshop:
· Renewable Carbon Management a Sustainable Industry:  Organics product production, including composting, chip & grinding, and bioenergy production, working with local agricultural, landscape and natural lands owners and managers is a long-term sustainable industry.  Producing food, fiber, feed, flowers and fuel, and managing natural and urban forest lands and plant based renewable carbon, while controlling air pollution and green house gasses will be a key industry in perpetuity for the California economy, society and environment.
· Organics Compost Industry Growth and Profitability is in Question:  As VOC regulations are promulgated, e.g. these proposed rules 1133.3 and 4566 in the respective ozone extreme non-attainment airsheds of South Coast and San Joaquin Valley, doing so without at the same time stopping or destroying the composting industry is the main question of this ACP air workshop. 
· Air Boards Seek to Work with Organics Industry:  Both the South Coast AQMD (www.aqmd.org) and the San Joaquin Valley Air District (www.valleyair.org) expressed clear desire to not damage or destroy the compost industry as a consequence of these new proposed rules.  They want to continue to work with composters maintain and support a profitable industry.  How we do that, collectively and collaboratively, moving forward is still an open question.  (See "More Industry & Market Information/Intelligence Still Needed" below).

· New Best Management Practices Seem Workable:  The best management practices proposed in the SJV Air District proposed rule, of wetting piles and using pseudo biofilters (from finished compost or compost overs) is potentially workable for composters.  
· Uneven Regulations on other Processors Creates Market Uncertainty:  If the above proposed management practices raise the cost of producing compost too significantly, compared to "chip and grind" processing or basic landfilling (ADC or otherwise), it is not known the impact this will have on the compost processing industry, but it is likely very negative on industry viability.
· More Industry & Market Information/Intelligence Still Needed:  Because of the market uncertainty for where green material could go, if composting costs are too high (and can't be made up with higher tipping fees or product prices), causing material to go toward chip & grind (with land application), or landfill or energy production, the compost business could fail in these air sheds.  For this reason, more detailed market information and scenario planning is needed.  Both air districts would like to get this information from industry within the next month if possible.
· Existing Rule 2201 and New Biorefinery Siting Guidelines Could Have Large Industry Impact:  Both the existing San Joaquin Valley "Rule 2201 - New and Modified Stationary Source Review" and CARB's recent Draft "Quality Guidance for Siting Biorefineries in California" seem to represent and even larger threat to the expansion or siting of new compost facilities in the affected airsheds.
· Global Warming Carbon Management on the Horizon:  While these regulations are focused on ozone forming chemicals (volatile organic compounds; VOCs), we are aware that green house gas formation and mitigation is already in the works (e.g. GHG offset protocols for compost, http://www.climateactionreserve.org/how/protocols/adopted/organic-waste-composting/current/).  The compost industry will play a key role in renewable carbon management for managing carbon compounds for generations to come.
Next Steps

The next steps for ACP members and its affiliate partners to take, by mid February 2011, are:
1) Clarify role of ACP members with other affiliate partners on this issue, especially CCC, CORC, individual composters and consultants.

2) Continue to work with existing Industry Working Groups in both Air Districts to provide the following information:.
a) Additional information on compost production economics, including costs and prices for alternatives using chip & grind material for land application, alternative daily cover (ADC) at landfills and energy recovery of materials.  These include such costs and prices for:

i) Tipping fees

ii) Processing costs

iii) Product sale price ranges

b) Most current thinking about applicability of various requirements, in terms of both feasibility and costs.
c) Any insights and methods for how air districts look at a "profit" of the municipalities.
3) Develop letter from ACP and/or broader industry Working Group that conveys the above information.
4) Set up meetings with Air District rule authors and/or Governing Board members to discuss impact of rules.
5) Hold special follow up meeting at USCC conference (Jan 24-27, 2011, in Santa Clara, CA) to discuss next steps for remainder of 1st Quarter of 2011, prior to proposed rule adoption of 1133.3 and 4566, as well as strategy on Rule 2011 and the Draft Air Quality Guidance for Biorefineries.
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· South Coast Air District - PR 1133.3 - Green Waste
Meeting Agenda and Some Questions
Special Lunch Meeting/Workshop on

Proposed Green Waste Process Air Pollution Rules
Affecting South Coast & San Joaquin Operations
Thursday. December 2, 2010, @ IEUA
 Inland Empire Utilities Agency:  6075 Kimball Ave., Chino, CA  91710,

909-993-1600

11:00 am - 1:30 pm
Includes Hosted Lunch - by ACP Members
           

Agenda

11 am - 12 noon
· Presentations on Current Status of rules development including CEQA and Socio-Economic Assessments  (Air District & Industry Representatives):

· South Coast Air Board: on PR 1133.3 - Green Waste Air Pollution Control Rules (affecting South Coast composters) - Tracy Goss, Program Supervisor, PM Strategies, South Coast Air Quality Management District.

· San Joaquin Air Board: on PR 4566 - Green Waste Air Pollution Control Rules (affecting San Joaquin Valley composters and chip & grind operations - Errol Villegas, Program Manager - Strategies & Incentives Department, San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

· PR 4566 Compost Industry Working Group: by Matt Cotton, past President of the US Composting Council, and respected compost consultant, with Integrated Waste Management Consulting, will give some background and be available for our discussion.

· CalRecycle:  Robert Horowitz, Integrated Waste Management Specialist, Statewide Technical and Analytical Resources Division, who has been engaged in the PR 4566 and 1133 processes, will also present and be available for our discussion.

12-12:20 PM 

Break to pick up lunches
(Working lunch to discuss following items)
12:30 - 1:30 PM
· Organics Industry Sector Impacts & Next Organizing Steps Discussion
· Consistent material identification & process definitions

· Composters Impacts

· Chip & Grind Facility Impacts

· Haulers, MRF's, Landfill Impacts

· Action Plan
· Establish an Industry Working Group

· Develop letter from ACP and/or Working Group

· Set up meetings with Governing Board Members to discuss impact of rules.

· ACP request meetings with Air District's staffs
Some Beginning Questions for Consideration

Organics Industry Sector Impacts & Next Organizing Steps Discussion
· What are the outstanding issues that are being addressed now?

· What issues still need to be addressed?

· Are consistent material identification & process definitions needed?  E.g.

· Is "compost" being defined consistently?  

· What about testing, beyond time and temperature?, STA? 

· How do the "organic" and CDFA requirements affect this?

· Composters Impacts… what are they?

· Chip & Grind Facility Impacts … what are they?

· Haulers, MRF's, Landfill Impacts … what are they?

· Especially what are the larger economic impacts (including analyses) between these industries?

· Where is the tipping point where the proposed rules cause the market and industry investments to collapse?
· Will the proposed rules drive more green waste to landfills rather than true recycling?
· Will the proposed rules put certain green material processing facilities out of business (both chip & grinding operations as well as composting), by making them uneconomic?
· Or will the proposed rules put only existing green composters out of business, while raising costs for processing uncomposted green material?
· What's the best way to get meaningful answers to these questions?

· What timeframes are we looking at in both San Joaquin and South Coast

Action Plan - What are appropriate Next Steps?
· Establish, extend existing, Industry Working Group?

· Develop letter from ACP and/or Working Group?

· Set up meetings with Governing Board Members to discuss impact of rules?

· ACP request meetings with Air District's staffs?

� For more info on the Association of Compost Producers, see � HYPERLINK "http://www.healthysoil.org" ��www.healthysoil.org� 
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