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S g UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

: &3 ¢ REGION 5
AN74. 77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

oy CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590

Technical Review Document on FibroMinn’s Petition! for a
Non-Waste Determination Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c)

Requirements under the Regulation

Under 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(¢c), EPA’s Regional Administrator is authorized to grant a non-waste
determination for a non-hazardous secondary material (NHSM) that has been managed outside of
. the control of the generator, provided that the applicant demonstrates and EPA finds that the
NHSM meets the criteria as follows:

¢ It has not been discarded in the first instance;
s It meets the three legitimacy criteria set forth in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(d), as follows:
o the NHSM is managed as a valuable commodity;

e the NHSM has a meaningful heating value and used as a fuel in a combustion unit
that recovers energy and;

o the NHSM must contain contaminants at levels comparable to traditional fuels.

e It meets the five factors identified in the rule as follows:
e market participants treat NHSM as a product, not a waste;
¢ chemical and physical identity of the NHSM is comparable to commercial fuels;
e the NHSM is used in a reasonable timeframe;
s whether the constituents in the NHSM that are released to air, water and land
from point of generation up until combustion, are at levels comparable to
traditional fuels and;

e it meets other relevant factors.

Procedures under the Regulation v

Once EPA has evaluated the application to determine if the material has been discarded in the
first instance, as well as evaluated the legitimacy criteria and other factors specified by the
regulation, EPA will engage in the following actions:

» Issue a draft notice tentatively granting or denying the application. Notification of the
tentative decision will be published in a newspaper advertisement or a radio broadcast in
the locality where the facility combusting the NHSM is located and be made available on
EPA’s Web site;

e Accept public comment for 30 days;
e May hold a public meeting upon request or at EPA’s discretion and;
e Issue a final decision after receipt of comments and after a hearing (if any).

! The terms petition and application are both used in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3 to indicate the document that is submitted to
EPA by an entity seeking EPA’s non-waste determination for NHSM that is combusted. The term application will
be used from this point forward in this document.



Background

In a letter dated July 1, 2013, Mr. Shiv Srinivasan, manager of the FibroMinn BioMass Power
Plant (Plant), submitted an application requesting that EPA make a determination, pursuant to 40
C.F.R. § 241.3(c)(3), that the poultry litter* received from poultry farmers under contract and
burned as fuel at its Plant is not a solid waste. The poultry farmers or “growers” are the
generators of the poultry litter for the purposes of FibroMinn’s non-waste determination
application. FibroMinn submitted additional information in support of its position in
correspondence dated January 10, 2014, April 8, 2014, May 5, 2014, January 21, 2015, February
25,2015 and April 2 and 17, 2015. EPA reviewed all of FibroMinn’s information per the
requirements of the Rule as set forth above. EPA’s evaluation of FibroMinn’s information is
presented below. '

Review

To demonstrate that a NHSM that is to be burned as a fuel has not been discarded in the first
instance, the petitioner needs to show that it was not initially abandoned or thrown away by the
generator of the non-hazardous secondary material. This threshold requirement is addressed in
Section 1 below.

In order to be considered a non-waste fuel, the petitioner must also demonstrate that the NHSM
satisfies the legitimacy criteria in § 241.3(d)(1) and the five factors in § 241.3(c). A more in-

depth analysis of the legitimacy criteria and five factors 1s found in Sections 2a and 2b below.

Section 1: Discarded in the first instance

In order to obtain a non-waste determination from EPA, FibroMinn must demonstrate, as a
threshold matter, that the NHSM, poultry litter (litter) that it burns in its combustion units, has
not been discarded in the first instance as that term is contemplated by the Resource
Conversation and Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 6901 to 6992k, (RCRA). Such demonstration 1s
based upon and consistent with the primary case law that uses the ordinary, plain-English
meaning of the term, “discard” for purposes of defining a solid waste. 76 Fed. Reg. 15456,
15463 (2011). See also American Mining Congress v. EPA, 824 F.2d 1177 (DC Cir. 1987), and
Safe Food and Fertilizer v. EPA, 350 F.3d 1263, 1268 (DC Cir. 2003) (court rejected argument
that material that is transferred to another firm or industry for subsequent recycling must always
be solid waste and noted that EPA has the discretion to determine if the material is not a solid
waste, even 1f it 1s transferred between industries). EPA further specified in the Preamble that
“[t]o demonstrate that the non-hazardous secondary material that is to be burned as a fuel has not
been discarded in the first instance, the petitioner would need to demonstrate that it was not

 Poultry litter is the term used to describe the bedding material and the poultry manure that is cleared from the barn
between growing cycles. FibroMinn has provided expert opinion that the manure consists of digested grains, dietary
grit, calcium, phosphorous, nutrients and salt. The bedding material that is used are materials that have been
mclhuded in the definition of clean cellulosic biomass at 40 C.F.R §241.2.
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initially abandoned or thrown away by the generator of the non-hazardous secondary material.”
76 Fed. Reg. 15456, 15538 (2011). (Emphasis added).

It is FibroMinn’s position that the manner in which it directs essential components of the
growers” production of the poultry litter through long-term contract specifications for the
growers, as well as the manner in which it harvests, transports, and manages the poultry litter
that it uses as fuel for the boiler at its Plant, demonstrates that the litter has not been initially
disposed of, abandoned or thrown away and therefore 1t has not been discarded in the first
instance. FibroMinn’s application indicates that its contracts with poultry growers require them
to meet specifications to ensure that the poultry litter produced and provided to FibroMinn 1s of
high quality, provides optimal fuel value and is consistent; these are characteristics of a valuable
fuel product.

The Company explained in its May 5, 2014 and April 2, 2015 submittals that its long-term
contracts for poultry litter average ten years in duration and constitute seventy-five percent of the
fuel supply with the remaining twenty-five percent of the fuel being procured through short
“spot” purchases. Some of the contract terms that FibroMinn requires growers to meet to ensure
that the litter has adequate fuel quality and is low in contaminants is as follows:

Contracted growers must use good animal husbandry practices in rearing the birds to
enhance the quality of the poultry litter, including, but not limited to:

e Using feed ingredients that are composed of grains and nutrients, as suggested by
the turkey nutrition experts’, to ensure that contaminants are not present in the
poultry litter at levels above traditional fuels.

e Using heating and ventilation systems in the barns where the poultry are kept,
which are continuously operated and monitored. This reduces the moisture
content of the litter, which improves the fuel value.

Limited amounts of layer bird litter are accepted, and no spot layer litter purchases are
allowed that do not meet the fuel specifications. Layer bird litter is from egg-laying
chickens and can have higher moisture levels than non-egg-laying chickens. The layer
litter purchases will require an additional inspection, by the fuel hall manger, to ensure
that the litter has acceptable moisture content and no contaminants, and thus, is
acceptable for burning as fuel.

Contracted growers can only use wood shavings for bedding material or seek permission
from FibroMinn for other bedding materials. FibroMinn clarified in its April 2, 2015
supplemental information, that wood shavings are the predominant type of bedding
material used, but that it gave the growers permission to use sun flower hulls as bedding
and ground wheat straw on a seasonal basis. This requirement that limits the type of
bedding used in the poultry litter helps to ensure that the growers use only locally grown
cellulosic biomass and do not use other types of bedding material that would diminish the
value of the litter as a fuel.

Contracted growers may not add any plastics, metals or water to the litter. This helps to
control the moisture content and contamination level for the litter.

3 Expert opinion was provided to FibroMinn from Dale Lauer, DVM, Poultry Program Director, Minnesota Board of
Animal Health, in a March 31, 2014 letter that FibroMinn submitted to EPA on April 8, 2014.
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¢ Contracted growers inspect and maintain the floor of the bamns to ensure that the litter
will maintain the fuel specifications in the contract.

FibroMinn also sets limits on maximum moisture and ash content for the contracted litter and
regularly samples and checks the litter supplied by the growers for compliance with the contract
specifications.

The poultry litter generated by contracted growers is removed from the grower’s barn
immediately following the completion of the two- to three-month poultry growing cycle. The
litter is in use up to the time it 1s harvested under the contract by FibroMinn. The litter is
transferred directly from the grower’s barn into a covered truck and delivered to FibroMinn’s
Plant on the same day. FibroMinn stressed it does not accept any litter that has been abandoned
by a grower or held in long-term outdoor storage piles.

The manner in which FibroMinn directs essential components of the growers production of the
poultry litter, through long term contracts with them for FibroMinn’s purchase of the poultry
litter in the future, as well as the manner in which it harvests and transports the material to its
facility and manages the poultry litter at its facility, demonstrates that the litter has been treated
as a valuable fuel that has not been initially disposed of, abandoned or thrown away. Therefore,
FibroMinn has established that the poultry litter, the NHSM that is the subject matter of this non-
waste determination, has not been discarded in the first insiance.

Section 2a: Legitimacy Criteria

Meeting of the legitimacy criteria is a way in which EPA determines that the NHSM is truly a
product fuel that is not discarded when combusted, and, thus, is not a solid waste. In general,
when the NHSM is handled as a valuable commodity rather than as a non-valued waste, has
significant fuel value and does not have contaminants that exceed those in traditional fuels, it
suggests that the NHSM is a fuel product that is not a solid waste. In contrast, if the NHSM has
low energy value and/or is highly-contaminated, EPA could conclude the material is not being
legitimately burned for energy recovery, but rather, is being burned for purposes of disposal or
discard. Such NHSM would be considered a solid waste.

In order to be considered a non-waste fuel, the poultry litter that FibroMinn burns as a fuel in its
combustion units must meet the three legitimacy criteria under 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(d)(1) as
follows:

1. the NHSM must be managed as a valuable commodity:
a. the storage of the NHSM prior to use must not exceed reasonable time-frames
b. the NHSM must be managed in a manner consistent with an analogous fuel
¢. 1f there 1s no analogous fuel, the NHSM must be adequately contained to prevent
releases to the environment;
2. the NHSM must have a meaningful heating value and be used as a fuel in a combustion
unit that recovers energy; and
3. the NHSM must contain contaminants at levels comparable to or less than those in
traditional fuels which the combustion unit is designed to burn.
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Material Managed as a Valuable Conmmmodity

In FibroMinn’s correspondence, it detailed the Company’s business practices with the growers to
support its position that the poultry litter it combusts in its boiler is managed as a valuable
commodity and thus, meets the first legitimacy criterion. As described above, FibroMinn’s
contract terms require that the growers supply poultry litter that meets specifications to ensure
that the litter has adequate fuel quality and is low in contaminants. FibroMinn regularly samples
and inspects the litter supplied under long-term contracts and spot purchases by growers for
compliance with the contract specifications.

FibroMinn pays for the pouliry litter that it procures as a fuel, similar to procurement of a
traditional biomass fuel, such as woodchips. Further, FibroMinn has economic incentive
language in its contracts with growers for delivery of litter that is lower in moistare content (i.e.,
higher in fuel value). Full price is paid if the moisture content is below twenty-five percent, and
a sliding scale is applied for loads up to fifty percent moisture. Litter with a moisture content
measuring above fifty percent is usually rejected. Special approval from a FibroMinn fuel hall
manager is needed for any load of poultry litter that is above fifty percent moisture and is only
allowed on a case-by-case basis.

The growers that contract with FibroMinn must provide quality poultry litter that is produced in
accordance with the contractual specifications. Once the poultry growing cycle has been
completed, the hitter is removed (either by FibroMinn or the grower), loaded into trucks, and
transported on the same day to FibroMinn. The trucks are always covered, and off-loaded in
FibroMinn’s enclosed fuel hall to prevent wet weather moisture from entering the litter. Each
truck carries litter from only one grower’s farm; litter from more than one farm is not mixed in
the trucks. Once inside the Plant, samples are obtained for analysis to verify that the litter meets
the contractual specifications. Aficr verification that the litter meets the contract specifications,

the litter, during normal operations, is burned as fuel within three days of its delivery to the
FibroMinn Plant.

FibroMinn’s use of covered trucks for transporting the poultry litter and placement in the
enclosed fuel hall at the Plant (which is maintained under negative air pressure prior to
combustion) contains the litter to prevent releases to the environment.

Based on the information discussed above, EPA finds that FibroMinn manages its poultry litter
as a valuable commodity, and does not exceed a “reasonable time frame”™ in storing its litter, as
required by the NHSM final rule (40 C.F.R. § 241.3(d)(1)(i}A)).* Further, EPA finds that the
growers that contract with FibroMinn, to provide it with poultry litter for combustion in the
Company’s boiler, also manage the litter as a valuable commodity.

* The NHSM final rule does not define reasonable time frame as such a time frame can vary among the large
number of non-hazardous secondary materials and industries involved. See 76 FR 15520 (March 21, 2011).
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Meaningful Heating Value and Use as a Fuel to Recover Energy

The second legitimacy criterion under the regulation is that the NHSM must have a meaningful
heating value and be used as a fuel in a combustion unit that recovers energy. In the Preamble to
the NHSM rule, dated February 7, 2013, EPA stated a heating value benchmark of 5,000 Btw/Ib -
as fired (which includes moisture) to define a meaningful heating value. See 78 FR 9172
(February 7, 2013). If heating values are lower than 5,000 Btu/lb as fired, however, the
petitioner is required to demonstrate to EPA that the energy recovery unit (ERU) can cost-
effectively recover meaningful energy from the NHSM used as a fuel. Factors that may be
considered by the Agency in determining whether a combustion unit cost-effectively recovers
energy from NHSMs include, but are not limited to, whether the facility obtains a cost savings
due to not having to purchase significant amounts of traditional fuels that it otherwise would
need; whether the facility purchases the NHSM to use as a fuel; whether the NHSM can self-
sustain combustion; and/or whether the facility’s operation produces energy that is sold for
profit. See 76 FR 15523 (March 21, 2011).

In its July 1, 2013 application, FibroMinn stated that the “individual™ heating values of its
poultry litter are between 3,400Btu/lb and 5,000Btw/b. In supplemental information submitted
to the EPA on April 8, 2014, FibroMinn showed that monthly heating value “averages” for the
calendar year 2013 were between 3,550 Btw/lb and 4,100 Btu/lb. In the recent (2014) analytical
results submitted by FibroMinn, the two heating values for the poultry litter samples, as received,
were 3,600 and 4,630 Btw/lb. These values are consistent with the heating value range stated in
the original application. Because the poultry litter that FibroMinn uses as a principal fuel has an
“as fired” heating value that is equal to or less than the EPA benchmark of 5,000 Btu/lb.
FibroMinn has presented documentation to show that its boiler cost-effectively recovers
meaningful energy from the poultry litter that is used as a fuel.

FibroMinn’s application explained that its Plant is the only large, grid-connected power plant in
the U.S. that is specifically designed to burn poultry litter as the principal fuel. It uses a standard
spreader-stoker boiler system that has been enhanced to enable the poultry litter to be efficiently
burned autogenously (self-supported without supplemental fuels) as the principal fuel.
FibroMinn indicated that since startup in 2007, it successfully burned poultry litter as the
principal fuel, co-fired with green wood chips as the normal secondary biomass fuel. There is no
need to add additional fossil fuel to keep the combustor burning; the only materials that the Plant
currently burns are wood chips and the poultry litter.

According to the application and supplemental information provided by FibroMinn, the poultry
litter fraction of the fuel versus the portion of wood chips is variable but has been as high as 75%
poultry litter. According to FibroMinn, the poultry litter burns autogenously in its stoker boifer
when comprising the majority fraction of the fuel mix of litter and wood chips. In addition,
FibroMinn’s analysis demonstrates that the heating value of its poultry litter, as received, is
typically within the range of 3,400 to 5,000 Btu/lb, based on the Company’s extensive testing.
Green wood chips, a traditional cellulosic biomass fuel, have a heating value that is less than the
benchmark of 5,000 Btu/Ib. EPA indicates a typical heating value for wood chips, as received at
50% moisture, to be 4,500 Btu/lb. See US EPA, AP-42, Section 1.6.1. FibroMinn notes that
while wood chips do not meet the heating value benchmark of 5,000 Btw/lb they are a traditional
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type of biomass fuel utilized today for energy recovery and are well-recognized to burn
autogenously in stoker boilers with meaningful energy recovery. Poultry litter similarly has a
heating value of less of than 5,000 Btw/Ib and burns autogenously in a stoker boiler with
meaningful energy recovery.’

Finally, FibroMinn sells the electric energy that it produces to an electric utility company, Xcel
Energy, at a profit. The application included the Company’s operation data for the years 2010
through 2012 which showed that when FibroMinn used poultry litter as the principal fuel
(~350,000 to 450,000 tons per year), the Company recovered highly reliable, meaningful and
cost—effcj:cti\,fe:6 fuel energy that enabled it to make a profit on the sale of the energy. In addition,
while FibroMinn asserts that it is the only large grid-connected power plant in the U.S. which is
fueled principally with poultry litter, it has supplied the names of five other power plants in
Europe that have successfully generated electricity for sale using poultry litter as the
predominant fuel. This further supports the position that burning poultry litter as fuel can yield
meaningful energy recovery.’

EPA finds that the data provided by FibroMinn, its description of the combustion process and the
information on its use of the poultry litter as the principal fuel, demonstrate that FibroMinn’s
boiler can cost-effectively recover energy and therefore, EPA finds that the poultry litter that
burns in its boiler satisfies the second legitimacy criterion under the Rule of being a material
with a meaningful heating value that is used as a fuel to recover energy.

5 In assessing whether the combustion unit cost-effectively recovers energy from the NHSM, the Preamble to the
NHSM rule, FR 76 15523 (March 21, 2011), suggests that EPA consider whether the petitioner encounters a cost
savings due to not having to purchase significant amounts of traditional fuels that they otherwise would need. Here,
FibroMinn explained in its July 1, 2013 application that it procures about 75% of its pouliry litter under long-term
contracts and the costs it pays to the growers under such contracts is significantly less than the price it would have to
pay to suppliers of green wood chips, the presumptive replacement traditional fuel. Thus, FibroMinn’s use of a
majority of pouliry litter {rather than green wood chips) as the fuel source for the stoker boiler at its Plant, enhances
the cost-effectiveness of the meaningful recovery of energy which is important when heating values are lower than
the presumptive meaningful heating value benchmark of 5,000 Btu/Tb.

¢ FibroMinn stated that the capacity factor of the Plant was between 85 and 91.6% and the availability factor was
between 88.1 to 92.3%. The annual capacity percentage is the ratio of the electric energy produced by the Plant in a
given year, divided by the electric energy that could have been produced at continuous full power operation during
that year. The annual availability percentage is the number of hours in a given year when the Plant was able to
produce electric power, divided by the number of hours in the year.

7 As stated in the FR 76, 15541 (March 21, 2011), “Factors that are important in determining whether an energy
recovery unit can cost effectively recover energy from the NHSM include, but are not limited to, whether the facility
encounters a cost savings due to not having to purchase significant amounts of traditional fuels they otherwise would
need, whether they are purchasing the NISM to use as a fuel, whether the NHSM they are burning can self-sustain
combustion, and whether their operation produces energy that is sold for a profit (e.g. a utility boiler that is
dedicated to burning specific type of NHSM that is below 5,000Btu/Ib but can show that their operation produces
electricity that is sold for a profit).”



Comparability of Contaminant Levels

Regarding the third legitimacy criterion, FibroMinn indicated in its application that its poultry
litter contains contaminants or groups of contaminants at levels that are comparable to or lower
than those in traditional fuel(s) that the unit is designed to burn, based on data submitted to the
Agency. As stated in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(d)(iii), “in determining which traditional fuel(s) a unit is
designed to burn, a person may choose a traditional fuel that can be or i1s burned in the particular
boiler, whether or not the combustion unit is permitted to burn that traditional fuel.” FibroMinn
presented information that its boiler operates on fuel that is composed of green wood and poultry
litter, and in its original application compared the NHSM against several matertals that have
been used as fuel, including coal, wood, distilled dried grains in soluble solution (DDGS), corn
stover and alfalfa. EPA compared more than 100 historical sample results of FibroMinn’s
analysis of its poultry litter and two recent (2014) sample results against the contaminant values
for the traditional fuels and developed the contaminant comparison table (contaminant table) that
is attached to this document. See Attachment A.

The results in the contaminant table of FibroMinn’s new and historic sampling were adjusted to a
dry weight basis. On February 25, 2015, FibroMinn submitted the monthly average moisture
values for thirty-two months (from June 2012 to January 2015). FibroMinn’s long term data on
moisture content of its poultry litter indicate an average moisture content of 34.1%.

FibroMinn’s data from the January 10, April 8 and May 5, 2014 tables were multiplied by 1.52
(100/(100-34.1)) to obtain the parts per million{ppm) dry basis value. This calculation was done
to allow the comparison of FibroMinn’s results against the EPA values in the wood and coal
contaminant tables which are based on an “as fired” dry basis. These changes and calculations
are also discussed in the note section of the contaminant table.

In the original application, the Company compared literature values and individual samples of
FibroMinn’s data. Pursuant to later conversations with EPA, FibroMinn provided new
comparison tables that included only FibroMinn data and agreed to perform additional sampling,
including semi-volatile (SVOCs) and volatile (VOCs) compounds, to demonstrate that its
historical data, from 1999 through 2002, was comparable to the new data. On January 10, April
8 and May 5, 2014 and April 17, 2015, FibroMinn submitted supplemental data and new tables.
It is FibroMinn’s position that, based on expert opinion,® there is no technical basis for expecting
either component of the poultry litter (the digested feed or the bedding material) to contain semi-
volatile (SVOCs) and volatile (VOCs) compounds at levels exceeding those in traditional fuels
and that the historical data is consistent with expert opinion and is representative of current litter-
contaminant levels.

The narrative results of the new and historical data, adjusted for moisture content compared to
the traditional fuel tables is discussed below. The numerical results can be found in the attached
contaminant table.

® Inthe April 8, 2014 supplement to the application, FibroMinn submitted three letters from third-party experts
about the components of the poultry litter and possible contaminants. These experts indicated that the composition
of the poultry feed used in Minnesota has not changed significantly since 2000, and as a result, no new or additional
contaminants would be added to the litter that is delivered to the FibroMinn plant.
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On April 8, 2014, FibroMinn submitted additional test results for levels of SVOC and VOC
contaminants along with letters from third party experts to EPA, to ensure that all contaminants
regarding its poultry litter were evaluated. The test results showed all forty-nine VOC
compounds below detection levels, except for formaldehyde, acetone and methyl ethyl ketone
(MEK). Acetone and MEK are compounds not regulated under the NHSM rule. The new test
results on eighty two SVOC compounds showed all to be below detection limits, including the
sixteen polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon (PAH) compounds regulated under the traditional coal
fuel table. These results were discussed in FibroMinn’s April §, 2014 letter.

EPA’s traditional fuel contaminant table for wood includes a literature value range of 1.6-27
ppm for formaldehyde. FibroMinn’s two new test results for formaldehyde were, less than 2
ppm and 3 ppm, lower than the upper range of the traditional fuel contaminant table for wood.
There are no listed formaldehyde levels for the other biomass (DDGS, alfalfa and stover) fuels.
FibroMinn mnvestigated the potential for formaldehyde to be present at elevated levels in the
poultry litter, and found that some poultry growers add small amounts of formaldehyde to
poultry feed to combat Salmonella disease which suggests that residual formaldehyde may be
present in the digested feed portion of the litter and any detection results are expected to be
small. This was confirmed by the sampling results.

The historical and new test data results for the metal elements were all lower or comparable to
the traditional fuel data, except for Nickel which was not tested. FibroMinn did not include
Nickel results in its historical or new test data of its own poultry litter. For this reason, literature
values were used for Nickel in the contaminant table. The literature values for Nickel were
lower or comparable to traditional fuel data.

FibroMinn’s historical and new tests results for the non-metal elements of nitrogen and sulfur are
fower than and comparable to traditional fuels. Comparing the historical and new tests results
for chlorine and fluorine, EPA found that some of the historical and the new data were above the
high range and required further investigation. FibroMinn’s February 2014 samples for chlorine
were higher than previous average results for FibroMinn’s litter. FibroMinn stated in its May 5,
2014 supplement letter that it thought it unlikely that the tested chlorine levels in the litter, from
two different growers, would both be above-average and also indicated that the laboratory test
that produced the higher-than-average results is less accurate than other laboratory tests which
are specifically used to test fuel materials. As a result, FibroMinn had both litter samples
reanalyzed by another laboratory that specializes in analyzing fuel materials, using the more
accurate test method. The original test method was the E776/9250 Titrimetric Silver Nitrate
Method versus the new ASTM D6721 test method used by the second laboratory. The new
method allows for the analysis directly on the litter sample itself and enables a more accurate
measurement at lower concentrations. The new and more sensitive laboratory tests showed
lower chlorine levels present in both of the FibroMinn’s litter (unadjusted for moisture content)
sample results (2,870 ppm and 4,010 ppm),” which were consistent with the average levels

¥ The company testing results incladed the total moisture levels and calculated dry basis results by using the
individual litter sample moisture levels. These adjusted new sampling results (5230ug/g and 7350ug/g) and
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historically found in FibroMinn’s poultry litter (3,800ppm). These new numerical results for
chlorine, were adjusted for moisture levels, and are reflected in the attached contaminant table.
The results are lower than the levels found in coal, stover and alfalfa.

As stated above, some of the historical test data reported for chlorine was above the range for all
of the traditional fuels. On April 17, 2015, FibroMinn submitted additional information on the
chlorine historical numbers. The information included the individual data points, calculations of
the upper confidence level (UCL) values and a rank order distribution graph. The individual
results showed that there were only five results (out of 112) that were above the high range. The
two highest results (§900ppm and 8100ppm) were taken on the same day, from the same brood,
and were at least 20% higher than the next three results (6800ppm, 6700ppm, and 6100ppm).
The next value 5800ppm (adjusted to 8816ppm, dry basis) represented the 95" percent upper
confidence value for the rest of the historical results. As a result of its statistical analysis the
company found that the chlorine results were comparable to traditional fuel.

In the Preamble to the Rule, 78 FR 9112, 9153 (February 7, 2013), EPA stated “To be clear, the
EPA does not object to the use of the confidence limits, or to the use of the UCL, of the mean, on
their own grounds.” “And with specific approaches suggested by the commenters, the EPA.
agrees with the approach of comparing the upper prediction limit (UPL) at a 90 percent
confidence level for each contaminant or group of contaminants in the appropriate traditional
fuel.” EPA had enough information to calculate the UPL, so EPA used the test results of the
adjusted chlorine values on a dry weight basis and calculated a UPL of 9156 ppm, or 91.6%,
which meant that the FibroMinn historical results are comparable to levels found in coal.

FibroMinn’s additional analysis, for the fluorine test data, as compared to traditional fuels is
similar to its approach on the analysis of the chlorine test data. The Company submitted
information including the individual data points and the calculations of the upper confidence
level. The Company submitted 42 individual sample results of which 27 results were non-detect
and only 15 had a measurable value. Of the 15 samples with measurable levels, only two results
adjusted for moisture content (760ppm and 680 ppm) were above the high end of the wood
range. In this case, EPA could not calculate a UPL on the fluorine samples because of the large
number of non-detection values, therefore, another statistical approach needed to be used. The
two highest results (760ppm and 608ppm) were taken on the same day, from the same brood, and
were at least 25% higher than the next three results (456ppm) and 50% percent higher than the
rest of the results. The next value (200ppm, adjusted to 304ppm, dry basis) represented the 93th
percent upper confidence value for the rest of the historical results. The two new sampling results
were lower or comparable to wood. As aresult of its statistical analysis, of the UCL, and the
results of the new sampling data, the company found that the fluorine results were comparable to
traditional fuel. For these reasons, EPA also concluded that levels of fluorine in the NHSM were
comparable to those in traditional fuels.

EPA finds that the data provided by FibroMinn, and that is presented in EPA’s attached
contaminant table, finds that FibroMinn’s poultry litter meets the third legitimacy criterion, as it
contains contaminants or groups of contaminants at levels comparable in concentration to or

corresponding adjusted average {6290 ug/g), are reflected in the attached contaminant table. [1ug/g is equal to
1ppm]
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lower than those contained in wood, coal, DDGS, alfalfa and stover, all traditional fuels that
FibroMinn’s boiler is designed to burn.

Section 2b: Criteria found in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c}(1)(i) through (v)

As outlined above, in the review section, the Agency must also evaluate FibroMinn’s non-waste
application against the applicable factors in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c)(1)(i) through (v). The
remainder of this document will address the factors found in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c)(1)(i)

through (v).

Market Participants treat NHSM as a Product, not a Waste

As noted above in the discussion of the first legitimacy criterion, FibroMinn established that the
poultry growers produce the poultry litter in compliance with contract specifications to ensure
high fuel quality and limited contamination. The Company has monetary incentives for its
growers that provide it with litter containing a lower moisture content which helps ensure that
the high quality of the poultry litter is maintained and the material is recognized as a valuable
commodity. FibroMinn’s shipment and storage procedures, prior to combustion, are additional
measures which add value to the poultry litter by reducing additional moisture content to the
NHSM and ultimately increase the heating value. Based on the information discussed above, the
Agency finds that FibroMinn’s market participants treat its NHSM as a product, thus satisfying
the requirements in 40 C.E.R. § 241.3(c}(1)(3).

Chemical and Physical Identity of the NHSM is Comparable to Commercial Fuels

As noted above in the discussion of the third legitimacy criterion, FibroMinn presented historical
data and additional sampling results to establish that all levels of elemental metals and non-
metals, including chlorine, fluorine, nitrogen and sulfur, were below or comparable to the levels
of traditional fuels that could be burned in the Company’s stoker boiler. See Attachment A.
FibroMinn did additional testing on the poultry litter for volatile and semi-volatile compounds.
The results were at detection limits, with one exception. The result for formaldehyde was just

. above detection limits, but lower than levels found in wood, the traditional fuel used for
comparison. The FibroMinn Plant uses a stoker boiler which has the capability to combust a
variety of solid fuels as long as the fuel particle size 1s less than approximately two inches. As
delivered, the size of the poultry litter, the principle fuel, is normally at the required particle size,
but is mixed with a secondary biomass'® by hydraulic cranes at the Plant to ensure that all
clumps of the mixture meet the fuel particle size. The crane places the blended fuel mix on a belt
conveyor system, where it proceeds through a machine with a pair of toothed rollers that rotate in
opposite directions (with the roller teeth intermeshed) to break up any fuel clumps that are larger
than the required particle size. The Agency believes that based on this information and the
attached contaminant table, the chemical and physical identity of its NHSM is comparable to that
in commercial fuels, and, thus, satisfies the requirements in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c)(1)(i1).

10 n the April 8, 2014 letter, FibroMinn states that the secondary biomass fuels presently being blended with the
poultry litter are wood chips; however the same cranes would be used to blend other solid fuels (coal, stover, alfalfa,
oat stems or DDGS) if needed. ' ‘
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The NHSM is used in a Reasonable Timeframe

As noted above in the discussions of discarded in the first instance and the first legitimacy
criterion, FibroMinn established that under normal operations, the litter 1s transported the same
day from a poultry grower’s barn to the Plant. During normal operations, the litter is burned
within three days of its delivery to the FibroMinn Plant. FibroMinn also has short-term staging
procedures in place if the Plant is subject to a temporary power outage. FibroMinn has stated
that it will not accept any NHSM from growers’ legacy or long-term storage piles. The Agency
believes that based on this information, and information further described above, the NHSM is
used in a reasonable time frame, thus satisfying the requirements in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c)(1)(111).

Whether the Constituents in the NHSM that are released to the Air, Water and Land, from
Point of Generation up until Combustion, are at Levels Comparable to Traditional Fuels

As noted above in the discussions of discarded in the first instance and the first legitimacy

~ criterion, FibroMinn established that the poultry litter is transported to the FibroMinn Plant in
Hfully covered trucks and upon delivery, is received, off-loaded and stored in a fully-enclosed fuel
hall, prior to combustion. These measures are specifically intended to prevent contact between
the litter and the environment, which reduces the potential for impacts to the air, water (from
storm water runoff) and land (from spillage). These measures lessen the potential for
environmental contamination, to a level that is less than that which would exist with standard
handling and storage of traditional biomass fuels, like wood chips. Based on this information,
and that described above, the constituents in its NHHSM that are released to air, water and land
from point of generation up to combustion are at levels comparable to those in traditional fuels,
and thus, satisfy the requirements in 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c)(1)(i1i1).

Other Relevant Factors

In considering other relevant factors, EPA recognizes that the FibroMinn Plant was designed to
burn poultry litter, as well as other sustainable biomass material, in its boiler. By operating such
a specialized Plant, FibroMinn avoids burning fossil fuels (coal) to produce electricity. Thus, the
Agency believes that FibroMinn has met the final criterion under 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c)X1)(v). As
stated in the Preamble to the Rule, FR 76, 15542 (March 21, 2011), “We (the Agency) believe
NHSMs that have meaningful heating values that are used as non-waste fuels, in a combustion
units, provide a useful contribution and are valuable products, since they are replacing traditional
fuels that otherwise would be burned.”

Contact

Technical Contact at EPA
Carol Stamec

Project Manager

Region 5 NHSM
312-886-1436
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ATTACHMENT A

(To the Technical Review on FibroMinn’s Petition for a
Non-Waste Determination Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 241.3(c))
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Contaminant Concentrations in Wood, Coal and Select Non-woody Biomass Materials

All values reported in parts per million

<.05-<.05

No Data No Data ND - 26 ND - 10 Lower than Coal and Wood
Arsenic (As)s 1'9732 :.'0011.::38 ND.aog | ND—174 <32 2,50 Lower than Coal, Wood , DDGS
Beryllium (Be)® = :g:ta <N%5_d;'toas \b1o | ND-208 <0.093 <0.089 I;tc;\\flveerr than Coal, Wood, DDGS and
Cadmium {Cd) Ng‘é;ta UN%gboé:j ND-17 ND — 19 <0.048 <(0.45 Lower than Coal, Wood and Stover
Gomium 1 I Np.aa | ND-168 <0.50 <0.45 Lower than Wood and Coal
Cobalt (Co) Nc?g:ta ONiabOéfaS ND-213 ND — 252 Lower than Wood and Coal,
Lead (Pb)s 8;1 003,{8_10;34 ND-229 ND — 148 <0.046 0.46 Lower than Wood, Coal and stover.
'(\gfr:‘)ga”ese S 225299 | o 5,800 | ND-512 15.82 1042 | 234 Lower than wood and coal
Mercury (Hg)a ::g; :;8;::3; o4 | ND=3.1 <0.010 <0.010 Lower than Woad, Coal, DDGS and
Nickel (Ni)7 45ppm 1.58-185 ND-540 ND - 730 0.87 <0.45 Lower than Wood and Coal
Selenium (Se)s 19'195 _ 00_'382'_1?'?5 ND.oo | ND-743 1.80 <1.30 Lower than Wood, Coal, DDGS,

No

. 62905 5230-73508° 1,200- 500- 300-
Chlorine (CI)3% ND-5400 | ND —9,080 1,800 : 3,600 3,600 Comparable to Coal'™
5776 1520-13528 3,600 7,600° 7.800°
- <200 200-<200 ND-300 ~ y
Fluorine (F) 203 152750 ND - 178 Comparable to Wood
23,712
26,144 : 19,800
Nitrogen (N)s 28,576 | 200-39500 | 45 500 _54.000 | 47,000 45000- 1 5450 5900 | 47900 |- Lower than DDGS
39,976 15,504- 54,000 7,400 21400
' 66,272 :
3,648-3,952 | ND-8700 3,300- 600- 200-
Sulfur (8 3,800 740-61,300 6,700 10,500 470 1,000 780 2 000 Lower than Wood, Coal, DDDS
5776 2,432-10,640

Notes:

This tanle was created by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region § Office, Chicago, IL on June 11, 2015.




DDGS (Distiflers Dried Grains with Solubles), con stover, and alfalfa stems are all defined by EPA to be “clean cellulosic biomass.”

a. Average values were drawn from different fiterature sources and from limited testing performed in the past by FibroMinn. Where muitiple averages were obtained for a given
material and contaminant, a weighted average was calcufated based on quality factors assigned to each data source. Data, sources, and calculations are presented in the
supporting documentation spreadsheet. Quality factors were assigned as follows:

— Data from peer reviewed, journal published sources were assigned a QF of 3.
— Data from sources having limited scope or sources for which we were uncertain of peer review were assigned a QF of 2.
— Data from stakehalders, unpublished data, and data summaries for which original sources could not be located were assigned a QF of 1.

In these cases, no ranges were provided in data sources. The lowest reported data point was used as the iower bound, and the 90% UPL (upper prediction limit) was calculated for the
upper bound. '

1.

FinroMinn's data is from two different time frames. The bottom vaiue ranges are documented FibroMinn data from 1999-2002, and the results of 118 iitter tests. Further
information is found in foctnote 2. This information was received in the ¢riginal application dated July 1, 2013, EPA requested that the cormpany submit current test data to
confirm that the historical data was stili comparable and applicable to the application. The Company sampled (February 2014) and analyzed (march 2014) two more sets of
data. The two individual data points are displayed as the ‘new” range values. The average value was calculated by summing the two individual data values and dividing by
two.

The histerical average and range values for poultry litter are based on poultry litter test data; for N (111 tests), 8 (109 tests}, Cl {112 tests) and for F (42 tests) ; for elemental
metals, based on FibroMinn test data, ranging from 3 to 8 tests, depending on the particular metal. FibroMinn's historical values only include results from the following
elemental metals: arsenic, chromium, lead, mercury and selenium.

Specific references follow for the poultry litter test data (except antimony and beryllium; see Note 5 below), both FibroMinn test data and literature vaiues:
FibroMinn poultry litter, As Received, Two Litter Samples-Test Data Summary for ali the contammants listed in Table 1A (March 2014)
FibroMinn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, S, Cl, and HHV (1999 fo 2002)

FibroMinn LLC, 2001. "FibroMinn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Analysis on the As-Received Samples,” Aprif 1, 2001 and Galbraith Laboratories,
"Laboratory Report" to Fibrowatt LLC on Tested Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (06/23/2001)

As stated in note 1, the new values were a direct result of an EPA, Region 5 (Ms, Carol Staniec) and a FieroMinn representative (Mr, Dave Minott) telephene conversation
about the age of the historical data. In February 2014, FibroMinn took multiple grab samples and aggregated them to yield two samples for laboratory analysis. The test
results were submitted to EPA in the April 8, 2014 supplement to the application. The new test data results are from two samples of turkey litter, from two different poultry
growers, delivered to FibroMinn ‘s Plant in February 2014. The sampfes were analyzed by a third party laboratory in March 2014,  FibroMinn's data, except for Sb and Be,
are on as-received basis. FibroMinn's fong term data on moisture content of pouléry litter indicated an average moisture content of 34.1%. To adjust the data from an as-
received ppm concentration data to the dry basis, the vaiues were muitiplied by (100/(100-34.1)) or 1.52. These adjusted values allowed for direct comparisons to the
traditional fuel data. Sb and Be were not adjusted, as the sampling resuits were recorded as a dry basis.

For the elemental metals: As, Cr, Pb, Hg and Se, the historical values are based on FibroMinn samples. Number of samples that the average value was caloulated is
between three and eight samples. See note two above.

The results of nitrogen, sulfur, chioring and flucrine have been converted from the original application value of percentage basis to parts per million by using the following
calculation: by multiplying the value by 10,000 equals parts per million.

On Aprit 8, 2014 the company submitted additiona! information to corroborate that the historical database of FibroMinn’s sampling results was stiff representative of current
poultry litter operations. The informaticn consisted of an opinion letter (third party expert), a letter from a poultry grower, a letfer from a feed mill operator, and the results of
recent testing performed on two random samples of FibroMinn's potuliry litter fuel. The two new samples were obtained in February 2014 and analyzed in March of 2014; the
initial reported resuits for chiorine were 5000 and 8000 ppm (wet basis). Since both these results were higher than FibroMinn's historical results, the company had the
samples reanalyzed. The resuits reported in the table are those obtained using a more accurate test method for analyzing fuel materials. The results were 4010ug/g and
2870 ug/g. The laboratory sheets also reported the total meisture values and calculated a dry basis result. EPA used the unadjusted results and actual moisture levels to
calculate the dry weight basis, and compare that with the laboratory numbers. The unadjusted results, moisture percentage and dry basis results are as follows: 4010ug/g
with a 45.45% moisture changes to 7350 ug/g and 2870 ug/g with a 45.16% moisture changes to 5230 ug/g. More information about the test methods and these
calculations can be found In the contaminant section of the technical document. The laboratory sheets and discussion of the test methods are from the May 5, 2014
supplemental information.

The company has never tested for the pollutant parameter nicke! (Ni}. In the July 1, 2013 application (Tables 1 to 4) and the January 10, 2014 supplement (Table 1A) the
values for nickel were based entirely on literature values: i.e. the average value (45 ppm) and the range of values {1.68 to 185 ppm). Since there was no FibroMinn data,
these literature values were used to compare against the traditional fuel values.

The new and the historical data of the NHSM, i.e. poultry litter, was compared to the traditional fuel values. The result was that the NHSM was lower or comparable to
traditional fuel values for all of the parameters.



10.

1.

FikroMinn testing results included the total moisture levels and a calculated dry basis resuit using the individual moisture levels. These adjusted numbers {5230ug/g and
7350ug/l) and corresponding adjusted average (6290 ug/g,) are reflected here.

EPA used the test results of the adjusted chlorine vaities on a dry weight basis and calculated a UPL of 9156 ppm, comparable to coal. More information about the
statistical method and comparison can be found in the technical document.

The company submitted information including the individual data points and the calculations of the upper confidence level. The company submitted individual results from 42
samples, 27 resuits which were non-detect and 15 had a measurable value. A UPL could not be caiculated due 1o the large number of non-detection values, therefore
another statistical approach needed to be used. The two highest results (760 and 608) were taken on the same day, from the same brood, and at least 25% higher than the
next three results (456) and 50% percent higher than the rest of the results which are comparable to wood. The next values (200} (adjusted to 304 dry basis) represented the
93th percent upper confidence value for the rest of the historical results. The new test sample results were lower or comparable to wood. More information can be found in

the technical document.






Contaminant Concentrations in Wood, Coal and Select Non-woody Biomass Materials
All values reported in parts per million

Metal Eloments — dry weight basi

Antimony (Sb)® - Saotg <}3§5£2 ND - 26 ND — 10 Lower than Coal and Wood

Arsenic (As): 1%5 :6?1;0; \D.268 ND — 174 <3.2 2.50 Lower than Coal, Wood, DDGS

Beryllium (Be)? i ND - 206 <0.093 <0.089 Lower than Coal, Waad, DDGS and

Cadmium (Cd) — g.a‘It; OSS-DO:;; NDA7 ND ~ 19 <0.046 <0.45 Lower than Coal, Wood and Stover

%‘lr;{:mium 138 ‘ gggg?; D340 ND — 168 <0.50 <0.45 Lower than Wood and Coal

Cobalt (Co) | " ga?;: Di&?g;ﬁ ND.213 ND — 25.2 Lower than Wood and Caal,

Lead (Pb)s ggl 003?:323 ND.22 ND — 148 <0.046 0.46 Lower than Wood, Coal and stover.

%angganese No dzastz 2:\12: -dzaﬁtg ND-15,800 ND - 512 15.82 1 ?."145; 23.4 rower fhan weod and coa

Mercury (Hg)s =y u Iy ND - 3.1 <0.010 <0.010 Lower than Wood, Goai, DDGS and
 Nickel (N’ A8ppm (68185 | ND-540 ND - 730 0.67 <0.45 Lower than Wood and Goal

Selenium (Se)a : Eai ND - 74.3 1.80 <1.30 gower than Wood, Ceal, DDGS,

Matndelcle 5230-7350% 1.200 500 Comparable to Coal™

Chlorine (C1% e | ND-5400 ND — 9,080 1,900 so00 | 3800 Lo 3,600 7;88;

Fluorine (F)° <§gg Z?g;jgg ND-300 ND — 178 Comparabie{to Wood"

26,144 - 23,712- 19.800 Lower than DDGS
Nitrogen (N)° 5% 125?’5%2‘? 200-39500 | 13 600 — 54,000 47,000 4\,?4%”& 5,100 57’?‘?5’6 a0 -
66,272 ;
Sulfur (S)° 3,800 3,648-3,852 | ND-8700 740 — 61,300 6700 136150[(}30 470 16(%)(3 780 2(2)38; Lower than Wood, Coal, DDDS
5776 | 2,432-10.640

Notes:

This table was created by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5 Office, Chicago, IL on May 8, 2015,

DDGS (Distillers Dried Grains with Sofubles), corn stover, and alfalfa stems are all defined by EPA to be “clean cellulosic biomass.”



a. Average values were drawn fram different literature sources and from limited testing performed in the past by FibroMinn. Where multiple averages were obtained for a given
material and contaminant, a weighted average was calculated based on quality factors assigned to each data source. Data, sources, and calculations are presented in the
supporting documentation spreadsheet. Quality factors were assigned as follows:

— Data from peer reviewed, journal published sources were assigned a QF of 3.
— Data from sources having limited scope or sources for which we were uncertain of peer review were assigned a QF of 2.
— Data from stakeholders, unpublished data, and data summaries for which original sources could not be located were assigned a QF of 1.

In these cases, no ranges were provided in data sources. The lowest reported data point was used as the lower bound, and the 90% UPL {upper predvctmn limit) was calculated for the
upper bound.

1.

FibroMinn's data is from two different time frames. The bottom value ranges are documented FibroMinn data from 1998-2002, and the results of 118 litter tests. Further
information is found in footnote 2, This information was received in the original petition of July 1, 2013. EPA requested that the company submi{ more current test data to
confirm that the historical data was still comparabie and applicable to this petition. The Company obtained and analyzed two more sets of data, in March 2014. The two data
points are displayed in the range values. An average value was determined by summing the two {range) values and dividing by two.

The histerical average and range values for poultry litter are based on poultry litter test data; for N (111 tests), S (109 tests), Cl (109 tests) and for F {14 tests) ; for elemental
metals, based on FibroMinn test data, ranging from 3 to 8 tests, depending on the particular metal. FibroMinn historical elemental values only include the following metals:
arsenic, chromium, lead, mercury and selenium.

Specific references follow for the poultry litter test data (except antimony and beryllium; see Note 5 below), both FibroMinn test data and literature values:
FibroMinn poultry litter, As Received, Two Litter Samples-Test Dafa Summary for all the confaminants listed in Table 1A (March 2014)
FibroMinn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, S, Ci, and HHV (1998 fo 2002)

FibroMinn LLC, 2001, "FibroMinn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Analysis on the As-Received Samples,” Aprif 1, 2001 and Galbraith Laboratories,
"Lahoratory Report” to Fibrowaltt LLC on Tested Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (05/23/2001}

As stated in note 1, the new values were a direct resulf of an EPA, Region 5 {Ms. Carol Staniec) and a FibroMinn representative (Mr. Dave Minott) telephene conversation
about the age of the historical data. In February 2014, FibroMinn took multiple grab sampies and aggregated them to yield two samples for laboratory analysis. The {est
results were submitted to EPA in the April 8, 2014 supplement to the petition. The new test data results are for two samples of turkey litter delivered from two different
pouitry growers to FibroMinn in February 2014 and analyzed by a third party laboratory in March 2014, FibroMinn’s data, except for Sh and Be, are on as-received basis.
FibroMinn's long term data cn moisture content of poultry litter indicate an average moisture content of 34.1%. Based on this the as-received ppm concentration data are
multiplied by (100/(100-34.1)) or 1.52 to obtain the ppm dry basis value for comparisons to the fraditional fue! data. Sb and Be were not adjusted, as the sampling results
were recorded as a dry basis.

For the elemental metals As, Cr, Pb, Hg, Se the historical values are based on FibroMinn samples. Number of samples that the average value was caiculated is between
three and eight samples. See note two above.

The results of nitrogen, sulfur, chlorine and fluorine have been converted from the original petition value of percentage tasis to parts per million by using the following
calculation: by muitiplying the value by 10,000 equals parts per million.

On April 8, 2014 the company submitted additional infermation to corroborate that the historical database of FibroMinn's sampling results was still representative of current
poultry litter operations. The information consisted of an opinion letter {third party expert), a letter from a poultry grower, a latter from a feed mill operator, and the results of
recent testing performed on two random samples of FibroMinn's poultry litter fuel. The two new samples were obtained in February 2014 and analyzed in March of 2014; the
initial reported results for chlorine were 5000 and 8000 ppm (wet basis). Since both these results were higher than FibroMinn's histerical resulis, the company had the
samplas reanalyzed. The results reported in the table are those obtained using a more accurate test method for analyzing fuel materials. The results were 4010ug/l and
2870 ug/l. The laboratory sheets also reported the total moisture vaiues and calculated a dry basis results.  The unadjusted resuits, moisture percentage and dry basis
results are as follows: 4010ug/l with a 45.45% moisture changes to 7350ug/l and 2870ug with a 45.16% moisture changes to 5230ug/l, More information about the test
methods and the re analyzing the results can be found in the contaminant section of the technical document. The numbers have alsc been adjusted using a different
moisture content. These laboratory sheets and discussion of the methods are from the May 5, 2014 petition.

The company has never tested for the pelivtant parameter nicke! (Ni). In the July 1, 2013 original submission (Tables 1 to 4) and the January 10, 2014 supplement (Table
1A) the values for nicke! were based entirely on literature values: i.e. the average value {45 ppm) and the range of values (1.68 to 185 ppm). Since there was no FibroMinn
data, these literature values were used to compare against the traditional fuel values.

The new and the historicai data of the NHSM, i.e. poultry litter, was compared to the traditional fuel values. The result was that the NHSM was lower or comparable to
traditional fuel values for all of the parameters.



9. FibroMinn testing results included the total moisture leveis and a calculated dry basis resuit using the individual moisture levels. These adjusted numbers (5230 and
7350ugfl) and corresponding adjusted average (6290 ug/l,} are reflected here,

10. EPA used the test resuits of the adjusted chlorine values on a dry weight basis and calculated a-UPL of 9156 ppm, comparable to coal. More information about the statistical
method and comparison can be found in the technical document,

11. The company submitted information inciuding the individual dafa points and the calculations of the upper confidence level. The ASTM D7359 test had a confidence level of
100G ppm, (well above the high range value) and the individual resuits that the company submitted from 42 samples, 27 results which were non-detect and 15 had a
measurabie value. A UPL could not be calculated due to the large number of non-detection vaiues, therefore another statistical approach needed to be used. The two
highest results (760 and 608) were taken on the same day, from the same brood, and at ieast 25% higher than the next three results (458) and 50% percent higher than the
rast of the resuits which are comparable to wood. The next values (200) {(adjusted to 304 dry basis) represented the 93th percent upper confidence value for the rest of the
historical results. The new test sample results were lower or comparable to wood. More information can be found in the technical document.






szroan

\-@ aCONTOURGLOBAL company

Fibrominn Power Plant
900 Indusiry Drive

PO Box 265

Benson, MIN 56215

Tel: (320) 843-9013
Fax: (320) 843-9014

July 1, 2013

Ms. Susan Hedman,
Regional Administrator
US EPA Region V

77 West Jackson Blvd
R19]

Chicago, IL 60604-3590

Submitted Electronically to Ms. Hedman through Mr. Bharat Mathur, Deputy Regional Administrator
at mathur.bharat@epa.gov

Subject: Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant, Benson, MN - Poultry Litter Fuel
(MPCA Air Permit No. 15100038)

Application for Non-Waste Determination Under 40 CFR Part 241.3(c)

- Dear Ms. Hedman:

Fibrominn LLC owns and operates the 55-MW Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant (“Fibrominn
Plant”) in Benson, Minnesota, which has been in continuous operation since 2007. The
Fibrominn Plant is fueled principally with poultry litter obtained from poultry producers who
grow turkeys and chickens in Minnesota. Poultry litter is a material comprised of only two
components: poultry droppings and poultry bedding material, typically, wood shavings.
While the Fibrominn Plant combusts poultry litter as its principal fuel, it also co-combusts
vegetative biomass (typically, wood chips) as a secondary biomass fuel. Historically, the
majority fraction of the fuel mix has been poultry litter, a 50% to 75% fraction.

Under 40 CFR Part 241, U.S. EPA presently considers animal manure categorically to be a
secondary non-hazardous material that is a solid waste material when combusted. This
includes poultry manure. Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 241.3(c), Fibrominn LLC submits this letter
to U.S. EPA as an application for a non-waste determination for the poultry litter (chicken litter
and turkey litter) that Fibrominn burns as a fuel. '
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As documented below, Fibrominn can demonstrate that its poultry litter fuel meets all
requirements for a non-waste determination, including, specifically, that the poultry litter has
not been discarded, see 40 CFR § 241.3(c), and that it meets the fuel legitimacy criteria at 40 CFR
§ 241.3(d,) as well as the related criteria at 40 CFR § 241.3(c)(1).

1.0 REGULATORY BACKGROUND

Pursuant to Section 1004 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and Section
129 of the Clean Air Act, U.S. EPA (EPA) sets out at 40 CFR Part 241 procedures for identifying
non-hazardous secondary materials (NHSM) that are waste materials when used as fuelsin a
combustion unit. This Part 241 rule is commonly referred to as the Non-Hazardous Secondary
Materials Rule (NHSM Rule). The combustion of any NHSM that is a solid waste material is
regulated under Section 129 of the Clean Air Act, for example, under the Commercial-Industrial
Solid Waste Incinerator (CISWI) Rule. Under the NHSM Rule, EPA presumptively considers all
manures to be secondary materials that are a waste material when combusted. Because
Fibrominn burns poultry litter as fuel, and poultry litter contains manure, the Fibrominn plant
is presumptively subject to regulation under the CISIWI Rule. However, Fibrominn can apply
to EPA for a case-specific non-waste determination under 40 CER § 241.3(c) for its poultry litter
fuel material, based on a demonstration that the material has not been discarded and does meet
stated criteria at 40 CFR § 241.3(c)(1), as well as the fuel legitimacy criteria at 40 CFR § 241.3(d).

For such petitions, EPA states at 40 CFR § 241.3(c)(1) the factors it considers in weighing
whether to grant a non-waste determination for a given NHSM:

*  Whether market participants treat the NHSM as a fuel rather than as a waste;

e Whether the chemical and physical identity of the NHSM is comparable to commercial fuel;

e  Whether the capacity of the market would use the NHSM within a reasonable timeframe;

¢ Whether the constituents in the NHSM are released to the air, water, or land from the point
of generation to just prior to the point of combustion, atlevels comparable to what would
otherwise be released from traditional fuels; and

e Other relevant factors.

Specifically in these regards, EPA has developed fuel legitimacy criteria that a NHSM must
meet to enable a non-waste determination. Listed at 40 CFR § 241.3(d(1)) are the three fuel
legitimacy criteria:

1. The NHSM must be managed as a valuable commodity.

2. The NHSM must have a meaningful heating value and be burned in units that recover
energy.
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3. The NHSM must contain contaminants that are comparable to or lower than in traditional
fuel products. '

In the sections that follow, Fibrominn demonstrates that it meets, in turn, each requirement for
EPA to grant a non-waste determination for Fibrominn’s poultry litter fuel. The applicable
non-waste criteria at 40 CFR § 241.3(c)(1) overlap very closely with the specific fuel legitimacy
criteria at 40 CFR § 241.3(d). Accordingly, rather than addressing compliance with the two sets
of criteria separately (and redundantly), Fibrominn has ensured that in addressing compliance
with the fuel legitimacy criteria, 40 CFR § 241.3(d), below, it has also explicitly addressed the
criteria at 40 CFR § 241.3(c)(1).

2.0 MANAGED AS A VALUABLE COMMODITY - 40 CFR § 241.3(d)(1) (i)-

One of the fuel legitimacy criteria that must be met is that the NHSM be managed as a valuable
commodity, based on the following factors :

e Storage prior to use must not exceed reasonable time frames.

e If there is an analogous fuel material, the NHSM must be managed in a manner consistent
with the analogous fuel or otherwise be adequately contained to prevent releases to the
environment.

o If there is no analogous fuel, the NIISM must be adequately contained so as to prevent
releases to the environment.

The management by Fibrominn of poultry litter as a valuable commodity is documented below.

Managed as a Valuable Commodity, in a Manner Consistent with Analogous Traditional
Fuels

Poultry litter fuel is procured via contract. As abaseload power generation facility, Fibrominn
is reliant upon a consistent supply of poultry litter fuel, sourced principally from poultry

growers in Minnesota. To ensure a consistent fuel supply, Fibrominn procures poultry litter
fuel through both long-term contracts and short-term “spot” purchases, as is done with
traditional biomass fuels such as wood chips. Long-term contracts are 10 years in duration.
Approximately 75% of Fibrominn's poultry-litter fuel supply is under long-term contracts, with
25% procured through spot purchases. The fuel supply contracts are directly between
Fibrominn and the poultry producer generating the poultry litter fuel. Both the long-term and
spot purchase contracts contain a fuel specification that is clearly intended to ensure that the
litter has adequate fuel quality and is low in contaminants. The contract specifies: wood
shavings as the only permissible bedding material without prior approval from Fibrominn for
substitution, maximum moisture and ash contents, no plastics or metal present, no water
added, and poultry rearing in accordance with good animal husbandry practices.

3
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Poultry litter has a purchase price. Fibrominn has always paid a price for the poultry litter it

procures for use as a fuel. The specific pricing information is proprietary. That Fibrominn
always pays for its poultry litter fuel, and via both long-term contracts and spot-market
procurements, is directly analogous to how traditional biomass fuel (wood chips) is procured.

Physical management of the poultry litter as a valuable fuel product. Poultry litter fuel
handling begins with removal of the litter from the poultry grower’s barn, following the
completion of a poultry growing cycle. The litter is removed by the grower, or by a Fibrominn
contractor, using a front-end loader or loader conveyor system. The litter removed from the

barn is loaded directly into trucks, and under normal conditions, is transported the same day to
Fibrominn. Fibrominn contracts with the trucking companies to transport the litter from
grower to Fibrominn. Ownership of the litter transfers from the grower to Fibrominn when the
litter is loaded into the truck at the poultry farm. The trucks transporting the litter to
Fibrominn are always covered. When trucks delivering poultry litter to Fibrominn enter the
plant, the delivered fuel is weighed on a truck scale, then the truck drives into the fully-
enclosed fuel hall of the power plant, where the poultry litter is off-loaded and stored prior to
combustion. The fact that the poultry litter is transported in covered trucks and off-loaded and
stored in the enclosed fuel hall preserves fuel quality by prohibiting weather-related moisture
uptake. Before trucks dump the poultry litter into the fuel storage pits within the enclosed fuel
hall, fuel samples are obtained for subsequent analysis to verify that the litter meets contractual
fuel specifications. Handling of poultry litter so as to preserve fuel quality and regular
sampling to verify fuel quality are clear indications that the poultry litter is being managed as a
valuable fuel product.

Storage prior to use must not exceed a reasonable time frame.

Storage of the poultry litter fuel used by Fibrominn does not exceed reasonable time frames. As
noted above, under normal operations, the litter is transported same-day from the poultry
grower’s barn to Fibrominn, with no intermediate staging or storage. The delivered litter is off-
loaded and stored within Fibrominn's totally enclosed fuel hall. During normal operations, the
litter is burned as a fuel within three days of its delivery to Fibrominn, which is notably shorter
than with almost all traditional solid and liquid fuels.

During Fibrominn plant outages, which are infrequent, the poultry litter removed from the
grower’s barn may have a staged delivery to Fibrominn. That is, the litter removed from a
poultry grower’s barn is temporarily stored at the transporter’s facility, either within a shed or
on a pad outdoors, then re-loaded and delivered to Fibrominn as soon as the plant comes back
on line. The duration of such staging is restricted to a maximum of one to two months,
specifically to ensure that the quality of the poultry litter fuel does not significantly degrade and
in order to minimize the potential for runoff-related environmental impacts that could occur

4
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with longer-term storage. The potential for fuel-quality degradation similarly limits the normal
duration of outside storage for some common, traditional fuels such as wood chips. In
addition, with the common practice of outside storage of traditional fuels such as coal and

wood chips, there is also the potential for environmental impacts resulting from storm water
runoff,

Importantly, Fibrominn does not accept any poultry litter that had been abandoned by the
poultry grower, transporters, or others to long-term outdoor storage piles. Such long-term
outdoor stockpiling of poultry litter would constitute discarding, in a manner analogous to
used tires that have been abandoned long term in “legacy piles,” rather than having been
managed in an established tire collection program.

The Material Must Be Adequately Contained so as to Prevent Releases to the Environment.

As previously stated, the poultry litter is always transported to Fibrominn in fully-covered
trucks and upon delivery to Fibrominn, is received, off-loaded, and stored in the fully-enclosed
fuel hall prior to combustion. These measures are specifically intended to prevent contact
between litter and the environment, hence, reducing the potential for impacts to the air, water
(from storm water runoff), or land (from spillage). With this practice there is less potential for
environmental contamination associated with storm water runoff with Fibrominn’'s handling
and storage of poultry litter fuel indoors, than would exist with standard outdoor storage of
traditional biomass fuels like wood chips. While not likely related to “contaminants” as defined
by the NHSM Rule, the potential for litter-related odor impacts is effectively reduced by
Fibrominn's use of covered trucks, as well as by having a totally-enclosed fuel
receiving/storage hall that is maintained under negative air pressure, as part of the original
plant design.

3.0 MEANINGFUL HEATING VALUE AND ENERGY RECOVERY -
40 CFR 241.3(d)(1) ii).

Another fuel legitimacy criterion required to be met is that the NHSM must have a meaningful
heating value and be used as a fuel in a combustion unit that recovers energy. In the preamble
to the amendments EPA made to the Final NHSM Rule on February 7, 2013, see 78 FR 26, p.9172,
EPA reiterated its use of a heating value benchmark of 5,000 Btu/1b as fired (which includes
moisture), to define a presumptively meaningful heating value. There, EPA specifically stated
that to meet “. . . the meaningful heating value legitimacy criterion, the material would need to
meet an “as fired”” heating value of 5,000 Btu/1Ib, or if lower than 5,000 Btu/1b, as fired, a person
would need to demonstrate that the [energy recovery unit] can cost-effectively recover
meaningful energy from the NHSM used as a fuel.” A material’s heating value inclusive of
moisture, as fired, is normally referred to as the material’s Higher Heating Value (HHV).



&QroMinn

‘_ﬁ ACONTOURELOBAL company

Factors that can be considered in demonstrating cost-effective and meaningful energy recovery
were outlined by EPA in the rulemaking it promulgated on March 11, 2011, see 76 FR p.15,523:

¢  Whether the facility can realize a cost savings by not having to purchase significant amounts
of traditional fuels they would otherwise need to use

o  Whether they are purchasing the NHSM to use as a fuel
¢  Whether the NHSM the facility is using as a fuel can burn autogenously
s  Whether the energy produced is sold for a profit

The poultry litter that Fibrominn uses as a principal fuel has an “as fired” heating value
(measured as the HHV) that is less than the EPA benchmark of 5,000 Btu/lb. However,
Fibrominn has a strong commercial operating record demonstrating that, with its stoker boiler
system, it can combust poultry litter as the principal fuel autogenously (i.e., without using
supplemental fuel), in turn, recovering meaningful energy cost-effectively and with high
reliability, thus resulting in profitable sale of the energy. Poultry litter fuel is analogous to
traditional, green wood chips as a fuel in this regard. Both poultry litter and green wood chips,
as fired, have high moisture content. The higher moisture content of poultry litter and green
wood chips reduces the heating value of the material, compared with the same materials if
dried. Even though green wood chips and poultry litter have significant moisture content, one
can achieve meaningful heat recovery and profitable energy sales using either fuel material,
despite both fuel materials having heating values that are below the 5,000 Btu/Ib benchmark.

The bases for establishing that Fibrominn's poultry litter fuel has a meaningful heating value
and is combusted to achieve cost-effective, meaningful energy recovery are documented in
further detail below.

Poultry litter is more cost-effective.

As discussed above under “managed as a valuable commodity,” Fibrominn procures its
principal fuel, poultry litter, under contract from the poultry producers who generate it. About
75% of Fibrominn’s poultry litter fuel supply is procured under long-term contracts. Currently,
the typical long-term contract price for the poultry litter fuel (which is proprietary) is
significantly less than for green wood chips, the presumptive replacement traditional fuel.
Hence, poultry litter is a more cost-effective fuel for this particular biomass power plant
location than are wood chips.

Poultry litter is purchased as a fuel material.

As discussed above, Fibrominn procures all its principal fuel, poultry litter, under contract, and
all the litter supply contracts include a fuel specification. Deliveries of poultry litter fuel to
Fibrominn are regularly sampled and tested for conformance with the fuel specification.
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Hence, the poultry litter is procured under contract specifically as fuel material and the material
is regularly tested to ensure adequate fuel quality.

Poultry litter burns autogenously. / Energy produced is sold for a profit.

The Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant is the only large, grid-connected power plant in the U.S.
that is specifically designed to use poultry litter as the principal fuel. The Fibrominn facility
uses a standard spreader-stoker grate boiler system, with design enhancements to enable
efficient firing of poultry litter as the principal fuel. The Fibrominn facility was both designed
and permitted to fire up to 100% poultry litter autogenously (self-supported combustion,
without supplemental fuels). Propane is used as a fuel at Fibrominn, but only during boiler
startup and shutdown, as is normal practice with similar boiler systems fueled with traditional
biomass fuels such as wood chips. Spreader-stoker boiler systems in general, including
Fibrominn's, are also capable of energy recovery using a wide variety of traditional solid fuels
and also other solid fuel materials that are classified as NIHISMs. While the Fibrominn facility is
designed to burn up to 100% poultry litter, the intent in practice was to use poultry litter as the
principal fuel, and use vegetative biomass as the secondary fuel. When the Fibrominn facility
was being designed, a number of different vegetative biomass materials were specifically
evaluated for design purposes to serve as the secondary fuel materials, including wood chips,
corn stover, oat hulls, alfalfa stems, distillers dried grain (DDG), and switchgrass.

Historically since startup in 2007, Fibrominn has successfully fired poultry litter as the principal
fuel, co-fired with green wood chips as the normal secondary biomass fuel. Again, propane
supplemental fueling does not take place, except for boiler startup and shutdown. Typically,
the poultry litter fraction versus wood chips exceeds 50%, has often exceeded 60% historically,
and has been as high as 75% poulfry litter. The specific fuel mix of poultry litter and secondary
vegetative biomass at any given time is determined by market factors, for example, the current
availability and prices of poultry litter versus wood chips. The heating value for Fibrominn’s
poultry litter, as received, is typically within the range of 3,400 to 5,000 Btu/Ib, based on
extensive testing. While the heating value for poultry litter, as received, is less than EPA’s
presumptive benchmark of 5,000 Btu/Ib for meaningful heat recovery, poultry litter burns
autogenously in stoker boilers, and particularly at Fibrominn, when comprising the majority
fraction of the fuel mix of litter and wood chips. Green wood chips, a traditional fuel, similarly
has an HHV value that is less than the benchmark of 5,000 Btu /1b. EPA indicates a typical
heating value for wood chips, as received at 50% moisture, to be 4,500 Btu/lIb, see Us EPA, AP-42,
Section 1.6.1. While wood chips don’t meet the heating value benchmark, they are the dominant
type of biomass fuel utilized today for energy recovery. Despite not meeting the 5,000 Btu/Ib
benchmark, wood chips are well-recognized to burn autogenously in stoker boilers with
meaningful energy recovery. Poultry litter similarly has a heating value less than 5,000 Btu/1b,
but burns autogenously in stoker boilers with meaningful heat recovery.
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The Fibrominn plant sells the electric energy it produces to the electric utility company, Xcel
Energy. The commercial performance of the Fibrominn plant for the most recent three years of
operation (2010, 2011, 2012) is illustrated in the table below, indicating the tonnage of poultry
litter combusted, the amount of power sold, and the high capacity factors achieved by the plant.
Clearly, the performance data demonstrate that when using poultry litter as the principal fuel
(~ 350,000 to 450,000 tons per year), the Fibrominn plant recovers meaningful energy, and that
energy is recovered cost-effectively and with high reliability, enabling profitable sale of the
energy.

Fibrominn - Net Power Generation with Poultry Litter as the Principal Fuel

Year | Poultry Litter Burned (TPY) | Net MWh Sold | Capacity Factor (%) | Availability Factor (%)

2012 344,900 442,522 ' 91.6 921
2011 412,700 430,080 89.3 92.3
2010 451,200 409,573 85.0 88.1

Finally, while the Fibrominn Plant is the only large grid-connected power plant in the U.S.
fueled principally with poultry litter, there are at least six other power plants in Europe that
have successfully generated power for sale using poultry litter as the predominant fuel (see
table below). This further illustrates that poultry litter fuel combustion can yield meaningful
energy recovery, enabling commercially-viable energy sales.

Poultry Litter Power Plants in Europe

Plant Location Capacity (MW) Date Commissioned
Eye Power Station (Suffolk, U.K.) 1.7 1992
Glanford Power Station (Lincolnshire, U.K.) 135 C 1993
Thetford Power Station (Norfolk, U.K.) 7 38.5 _ 1998
Fife (Scotland) 9.8 2001
Moerdijk (Netherlands) 7 36.6 2008
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40 COMPARABLE CONTAMINANTS LEVELS - 40 CFR § 241.3(d)(1)(iii).

US EPA Regulatory Background

The third legitimacy criterion for NHSM used as a fuel requires comparable contaminants
levels. That is, the NHHSM Rule requires that “the secondary non-hazardous material must contain
contaminants or groups of contaminants at levels comparable in concentration to or lower than those in
traditional fuel(s) a unit is designed to burn.”40 CrR § 2413w In revising the NHSM Rule since
2011, EPA has clarified the contaminants that must be considered when making contaminant
comparisons between secondary materials and materials that EPA deems to be traditional fuels.
EPA has also further evolved associated guidance regarding the bases on which contaminant
comparisons are appropriately made. Such regulatory information is summarized below, as is
relevant to the current contamination comparisons for the poultry litter material that Fibrominn -
uses as a fuel. '

Definition of Contaminant. The NHSM Rule, as amended by EPA in February 2013, defines
contaminants as all pollutants listed in Clean Air Act sections 112(b) or 129(a)(4), with certain
modifications. One relevant modification pertains to the elements chlorine (Cl), fluorine (F),

nitrogen (N), and sulfur (S). Those elements are included in the definition of contaminants for
making contaminant comparisons when they are precursors to the formation of the Section
112(b) or 129(a)(4) pollutants, HCI, HF, NOx, or SOz. The latter pollutants, however, are NOT
contaminants themselves for purposes of contaminant comparisons. ‘

Groups of Contaminants. The amended NHSM Rule revises the legitimacy criteria for
secondary materials used as a fuel to allow contaminants to be compared on either a
contaminant-by-contaminant basis or, where reasonable, on the basis of groups of
contaminants. The amended NHSM Rule and its preamble language addressed grouping of
contaminants as follows, 40 CFR § 241.3(d) and 71 FR, p.9146:

o The Rule indicated that contaminants could be grouped based on shared physical and
chemical properties as relate to combustion, including (but not limited to) volatility, the
presence of specific elements, and compound structure.

e One approach to grouping contaminants was given by EPA as: TOX, nitrogenated HAP,
VOCs, SVOCs, dioxins/ furans, PCBs, and radionuclides.

e EPA also noted, as another example, that the halogens, Cl and F, can be grouped as total
halogens.

o EPA noted clearly that “total metals” is not an appropriate grouping, because of the
disparity in volatility of various metals in the combustion environment, especially for
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mercury (Hg) which is highly volatile. EPA noted that metals can be appropriately grouped
as volatile, semi-volatile and low-volatile categories.

Contaminants in Manures. In the final NHSM Rulé issued in March 2011, EPA indicated
specific concern for N and Cl levels in manures as regards demonstrating comparable
contaminant levels. EPA stated that “levels of certain pollutants, such as nitrogen and chlorine,

in certain types of manure, as generated, may not be comparable to those levels found in

traditional fuels that otherwise would be burned. This is based on limited data....” [FR V76 N54,
P.15480 March 21, 2011]

Contaminant Comparative Statistics. The NHSM Rule, as amended by EPA in February 2013,
further addresses the appropriate bases for comparison of contaminant levels in a secondary

material with levels in a traditional fuel. To account for natural variability in contaminant
levels, the comparisons can be based on the full range of contaminant levels in traditional fuels,
provided such comparisons also consider the variability in the secondary material contaminant
levels. Preamble language to the amendments further indicates that one should not compare
the mean contaminant level of the secondary material with the upper end of the range of
contaminant levels for the traditional material. Rather, the comparisons should be based on
similar statistical data analyses, for example, comparison of means and standard deviations, or
comparisons of the statistical upper ends of the ranges.

Contaminant Information Sources. The NHSM Rule, as amended by US EPA in February 2013,
further addresses the appropriate data sources for information on materials contamination
levels, when making contaminant comparisons between secondary materials and traditional
materials. Contaminant testing by the petitioner is a legitimate data source; however, such

testing is not a requirement for making contaminant comparisons. Contaminant data may also
be obtained from the literature and other sources nationally. Expert knowledge of the specific
industry and secondary materials is also an acceptable basis for determining if contaminant
levels in a secondary material do or don’t exceed levels in traditional fuels.

Poultry Litter Composition as Relates to Contaminant Comparisons

Poultry litter is physically comprised of a mixture of only two components: poultry manure
and poultry bedding material, each of which is demonstrably a homogeneous biomass material.
The homogeneity of the poultry-manure and bedding-material components of the litter
contrasts with the heterogeneous composition of some other secondary materials used as a fuel,
such as municipal solid waste (MSW) and unsorted construction and demolition waste (C&D
waste).

The poultry litter combusted as a fuel at the Fibrominn plant includes both turkey litter and
“broiler chicken” litter. Broiler chickens are chickens raised for meat production. Turkeys and
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broiler chickens are raised on the floors of poultry barns. The barn floor is covered with poultry
“bedding material,”e.g., wood shavings. Poultry litter is the term used to describe the
accumulated mixture of bedding material and excreted poultry manure that is cleared from the
barn between bird growing cycles. Over the bird-growing cycle, typically several months, the
poultry litter loses moisture content as a result of both natural convection and forced ventilation
of the barn.

The manure and bedding material components of poultry litter are each further addressed
below, as regards their compositions and expected levels of contaminants.

Manure Component of Poultry Litter . Poultry manure is essentially grain that has been

biologically processed via digestion. Poultry feed is grain-based. The poultry litter used by
Fibrominn as a fuel comes from regional poultry growers whose poultry feed typically has the
following constituents, in descending order of composition fraction:

o Grains (corn, soybean)

o Processed grain (soybean meal, distillers grain, bakery meal)
e Dietary grit (bonemeal, ground shells)

e Dietary calcium and phosphorous nutrients

e Salt

The grain-based constituents of the poultry feed are all classified as clean cellulosic biomass
materials, as defined in the NHSM Rule and hence, are inherently low-contaminant materials.
Nothing about the digestion by poultry of those clean cellulosic materials imparts hazardous
contaminants or other regulated contaminants in significant quantity to the excreted manure
material, with the exception of two contaminants to be further discussed subsequently (nitrogen
and sulfur). The salt content of the poultry feed can impart a significant chlorine content to the
manure. The dietary grit and nutrients in the feed do not impart contaminants to the manure
in significant quantities. Besides poultry feed, poultry drinking water has the potential to
contribute small concentrations of chlorine to the manure, owing to water disinfection with
chlorine compounds. Some poultry growers add an arsenic-based anti-parasitic compound to
drinking water or poultry feed in small quantities and this can impart trace levels of arsenic to
the manure. Fibrominn concluded that the manure component of the poultry litter has the
potential to impart significant quantities of four contaminants: N, CI, 5, and arsenic (As).

Bedding Material Component of Poultry Litter. Bedding material used in poultry barns is
intended to mimic bedding conditions that birds establish in nature. For this reason, the
bedding material is a form of clean cellulosic biomass. The poultry litter burned by Fibrominn
as a fuel comes from regional poultry growers who use wood shavings and sunflower hulls as
the bedding materials, although materials such as sawdust and peanut shells are used in other
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parts of the country. The bedding-material component of the litter that Fibrominn uses as a
fuel is comprised entirely of materials that EPA has determined to be clean cellulosic biomass
materials. Accordingly, the bedding-materials component of poultry litter does not impart
contaminants to the poultry litter that differ in type or level from the contaminant types and
low levels that are inherently characteristic of clean cellulosic biomass.

Identification of Contaminants in Fibrominn's Poultry Litter that Warrant Numeric Versus
Qualitative Contaminant Comparisons

For Fibrominn’s pouliry litter, the contaminants that warrant numeric contaminant
comparisons versus those for which qualitative comparisons are appropriate and sufficient have
been identified based on:

¢ Review of the available laboratory analytical data on poultry litter contaminant levels,
including laboratory analyses commissioned by Fibrominn, as well as such data from the
literature.

e Fibrominn's extensive and unique experience in operating a 55MW biomass power plant
fueled principally with poultry litter, including Fibrominn’s knowledge of poultry growing
practices, poultry litter management practices, and poultry litter characteristics gained from
Fibrominn's direct interface with poultry growers while in the course of contracting poultry
litter fuel supplies.

Below, the contaminants present in Fibrominn's poultry litter are identified that are present at
levels sufficient to warrant numerical contaminant comparisons with levels present in
traditional fuels. Following that, the contaminants are identified for which qualitative
contaminant comparisons based on expert knowledge are sufficient to reasonably establish that
the contaminant is not present in Fibrominn’s poultry litter at a level higher than found in
traditional fuels.

Contaminants Warranting Numeric Contaminant Comparisons

Fibrominn has identified four contaminants for which its poultry litter fuel has the potential to
have contaminant levels that exceed levels in traditional fuels: nitrogen (N), chlorine (CI),
sulfur (S), and arsenic (As). Hence, explicit, numeric contamination comparisons have been
performed for each of those four contaminants. Further discussion of those four contaminants
follows.

Nitrogen (N) - Animal manures are highly organic materials that characteristically have a high
nitrogen content. As EPA has noted, animal manures can have elevated levels of nitrogen,
relative to traditional fuels. This is relevant because a high fuel nitrogen content implies the
potential for higher NOx emissions when the fuel is combusted.
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Chlorine (CI) - As EPA has noted, animal manures can have elevated levels of Cl, relative to
traditional fuels. Poultry litter has the potential to have higher Cllevels than many traditional
fuels, because chlorine compounds are present in the poultry diet (e.g., salt, chlorinated
drinking water). Furthermore, the Cl level in poultry litter can vary, depending on variations in
poultry diet. The Cllevel in poultry litter is relevant because higher fuel Cl content implies the
potential for higher HCl emissions when the fuel is combusted.

Sulfur (S) - Poultry litter has the potential to have higher sulfur levels than some traditional
fuels, because sulfur compounds are present in constituents of the poultry diet. This is relevant
because higher fuel sulfur content implies the potential for higher SO, emissions when the fuel
is combusted.

Arsenic Compounds (As) - Some poultry growers add a small amount of an arsenic compound
to poultry drinking water or poultry feed to prevent parasitic infections in the birds. The trend
in the poultry industry, however, is towards reduced use of arsenic compounds and the State of
Maryland is the first to be pursuing an outright ban. That said, because such arsenic
compounds remain in use, trace amounts of arsenic can be present in the poultry litter and can
potentially be emitted to the air when the poultry litter is combusted. Accordingly, the levels
of arsenic present in poultry litter have been compared numerically with arsenic levels present
in traditional fuels.

Contaminants Warranting Qualitative Contaminant Comparisons

Except for nitrogen (N), chlorine (Cl), sulfur (S), and arsenic (As) which were discussed above,

Fibrominn has determined that for all other contaminants and groups of contaminants, the
contaminant levels present in its poultry litter can be reasonably assumed comparable to levels
in traditional fuels. Examples of such other contaminants include halogens (other than Cl
addressed above), metals classified by volatility (other than As addressed above), volatile and
semi-volatile organic compounds, PCBs, and dioxin/furan precursors. Fibrominn has based its
determination of comparable contamination levels for pollutants other than N, Cl, S, and As on
its expert knowledge of the properties of poultry litter and poultry-growing practices.

With the exception of N, Cl, S, and As, it is reasonable to assume that Fibrominn’s poultry litter
does not have the potential to contain significant levels of any other regulated contaminant.
This conclusion is based on assessing the two components of poultry litter discussed above,
bedding material and excreted manure. It was noted previously that bedding material is
categorized by EPA as clean cellulosic biomass which is inherently low-contaminant material.
Also as noted, poultry manure derives from feed that is formulated mostly from grains and
processed grains, all of which EPA considers to be clean cellulosic biomass materials.
Therefore, with the exception of N, Cl, S, and As, qualitative assessment of contaminant levels
in poultry shows that Fibrominn’s poultry litter should contain no other regulated
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contaminants at levels that would be higher than levels present in traditional fuels. Nonetheless,
where data specific to poultry litter exist, Fibrominn has undertaken numerical contaminant
comparisons with traditional fuels for additional contaminants beyond N, C1, S, and As.

Finally, because potential concerns over mercury and dioxins/furans (“dioxin”) often arise
whenever an alternative fuel is combusted, further assessment was made for mercury and
dioxins/ furans. In the case of mercury, there were data available to make limited numeric
contaminant comparisons.

Fuels the Fibrominn Plant is Designed to Burn

As noted previously, EPA has stated that contaminant comparisons between a given secondary
material and traditional fuel materials can be made for any traditional fuel material that the unit
is designed to burn, whether or not the combustion unit is permitted to burn that traditional
fuel. In addition, EPA guidance indicates that “designed to burn” also considers the adequacy
of the fuel feed mechanism for getting the material into the combustion unit, as well as the need
to ensure that the material is well mixed during combustion and that the combustion
temperature is maintained within unit specifications. [78 FR 26, pp.9136, 9150]

The Fibrominn plant uses a standard spreader-stoker grate boiler system, with design
enhancements to enable firing poultry litter as the principal fuel (e.g., grate ash management).
The principal fuel, poultry litter, is mixed with secondary biomass in the enclosed fuel hall by
overhead hydraulic cranes. If necessary, the mixed fuel is minimally mechanically processed to
break down any clumps of material. The fuel is then moved using a standard conveyor belt into
the combustion unit.

While the Fibrominn plant was specifically designed to use poultry litter as the principal fuel,
its standard stoker combustion technology and simple fuel handling system, inherently enable
the combustion of a wide variety of solid fuel materials, as long as the fuel “particle size” is
adequately small. Stoker boilers are specifically noted for their fuel flexibility. Besides poultry
litter, the design of the Fibrominn plant would enable effective performance using the following
traditional fuels: solid fossil fuels (coal, petroleum coke), tire-derived fuel (TDF), and many
forms of “clean cellulosic biomass,” as defined by EPA. Examples of serviceable biomass fuels
include wood chips, crop residue (e.g. corn stover, alfalfa stems), and byproducts of ethanol
natural fermentation processes, notably distillers dried grains with solubles (DDGS).
Accordingly, Fibrominn has compared contaminant levels present in its poultry litter fuel with
contaminant levels present in the traditional fuels, coal, petroleum coke, TDF, woody biomass,
DDGS, corn stover, and alfalfa stems.
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Contaminant Comparisons

Fibrominn has assembled extensive test data on the contaminant levels present in poultry litter
for comparison with contaminant levels present in traditional fuels. Historically, to inform the
design effort for its power plant, Fibrominn had sponsored extensive testing of the poultry litter
generated regionally in Minnesota that now constitutes its fuel supply. Fibrominn has

supplemented its own substantial data base of the contaminant levels in poultry litter with
 additional data from the literature. These databases on contaminant levels in poultry litter are
summarized in Table 1, at the end of this letter.

Fibrominn prepared tabular comparisons between contaminant levels present in poultry litter
and contaminant levels present in a variety of traditional fuels as follows:

o Contaminants Present in Poultry Litter vs. Fossil Fuels (Coal, Petroleum Coke). Please refer
to Table 2.

o Contaminants Present in Poultry Litter vs. Tire-Derived Fuel (TDF). Please refer to Table 3.

e Contaminants Present in Poultry Litter vs. Clean Cellulosic Biomass (Wood Fuel, DDGS,
Corn Stover, Alfalfa Stems). Please refer to Table 4.

Results of the contaminant comparisons are presented below.

Nitrogen (N)

Manures, as highly-organic materials, are inherently high in N content. This includes poultry
manure, which is one of two materials of which poultry litter is comprised, the other being
bedding material (e.g., wood shavings). As shown in Table 1, the N content of poultry litter, as
received, averages about 3%, and ranges from approximately 1% to 6%. The N content for
Fibrominn's poultry litter (average and range) is slightly lower than the literature values of N in
poultry litter.

Comparing the N level in poultry litter (as received) with the N levels in traditional fuels
- (Tables 2 to 4), results in the following observations:

e The average N level in poultry litter (~3%) is higher than the average levels in coal (~1.5%),
TDF (0.36%), wood fuel (0.35%), corn stover (0.61%), and alfalfa stems (1.0%). However, the
average N level in poultry litter (~3%) is lower than the average level in DDGS (~5% dry
basis, ~4% as received). Note that Fibrominn tested DDGS to support design of the boiler,
and hence, considered DDGS specifically to be one of the biomass fuels that the plant would
be designed to burn. The Fibrominn test data for DDGS are included in Table 4.
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e The range of N levels in poultry litter (~1% to 6%) is consistent with the ranges in coal (~1 to
5.4%) and DDGS (4.5 to 5.5%), but greater than the range for pet coke (1% to 2.6%), TDF
(0.24% to 0.49%), and wood fuel (0.02% to 4%).

To summarize, the average N level in poultry litter is higher than in most traditional fuels,
except for at least one, DDGS, which has a higher average N level than poultry litter. However,
the range of N levels in poultry litter is consistent with those of both coal and DDGS. Notably,
DDGS is a biomass material the properties of which were tested and explicitly considered in the
design of the Fibrominn plant’s boiler system. Itis concluded that, on balance, considering
mean and range values of N, the N level in the poultry litter combusted by Fibrominn is
comparable to the N levels present in the traditional fuels, coal and DDGS.

In the specific case of Fibrominn’s poultry litter fuel and combustion system, “total nitrogen”
may not be an appropriate contaminant to utilize for the purpose of contaminant comparisons
with traditional fuels. Fibrominn's poultry litter material is demonstrated to have high N
levels, that while comparable to the traditional fuels, coal and DDGS, are numerically higher
than in most traditional fuels. However, functionally, the N level in poultry litter that is available
for conversion to NOx via combustion may not be higher than in additional traditional fuels
beyond coal and DDGS. EPA has made a case-specific determination that total N is not an
appropriate contaminant to consider in the specific case of a high-nitrogen organic material,
when that material is burned in a stoker boiler system equipped with a Low NOx firing system
that includes Low-NOx Burners and Overfire Air. EPA’s determination was in response to a
petition to EPA, in which the petitioner sought a non-waste determination for dried municipal
sewage sludge (biosolids) having a high N content of ~5% to 7% (dry basis), when the biosolids
are co-fired with coal in a stoker boiler. The petitioner had argued that most of the N in
biosolids is in the organic form (as ammonia, or converts to ammonia) and under the
combustion conditions commensurate with a Low NOx firing system (i.e., lower oxygen level
and lower flame temperature), the ammonia-related N will not convert to NOx, but rather, may
suppress its formation. The petitioner concluded that the organic N present in the biosolids is
not a contaminant, as it does not convert to NOx emissions during combustion. As summarized
below, EPA stated its concurrence that in the petitioner’s specific circumstances, total N is not
an appropriate contaminant to consider:*

“Regarding nitrogen, the processed biosolids have somewhat higher levels of total nitrogen than
coal. However, as you argue in your September 9, 2011 letter, tofal nitrogen is not an
appropriate way to assess this contaminant - in your specific situation — that will form NOx during
combustion. Specifically, you note that ammonia and organic nitrogen, which will be rapidly
converted into ammonia early in the combustion process, should not be considered as
contaminants provided the combustion unit has a Low NOx firing system (i.e., Low NOx burners
with Overfire Air). You also state that the majority of nitrogen in the processed biosolids is in fact
ammonia or organic nitrogen. Due to the oxygen-deficient nature and flame temperatures
characteristic of Low NOXx firing systems, introducing ammonia into the combustion chamber via
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the processed biosolids will actually reduce NOx emissions. This would happen as the ammonia
reacts with existing NOx - always present in some amount due to nitrogen's presence in air - to
form nitrogen gas and water. As such, we agree that total nitrogen is not an appropriate
contaminant to consider for your processed biosolids, but this finding only applies in situations
where the combustion unit receiving the fuel is equipped with a Low NOx firing system. This is
the case at [the petitioner’s combustion unit].”

* US BPA, 2012. Letter dated March 16, 2012 from James Berlow (EPA) to Fadi Mourad (DTEE) regarding biosolids
as a non-waste material under the 40 CFR Part 241 regulations.

Notably, Fibrominn believes that the conclusion EPA made above for combustion of biosolids in
a stoker boiler equipped with a Low NOx system also applies case-specifically to Fibrominn's

. combustion of poultry litter in the same type of combustion system. Like biosolids having a
high N content (5% to 7%, dry basis), poultry litter has a high N level (~1% to 6%, as received).
As with the biosolids case, the N present in the manure fraction of the poultry litter is mostly in
the organic form of N. In addition, as with the biosolids combustion case, Fibrominn combusts
its poultry litter in a spreader-stoker boiler equipped with the same Low NOx firing system; i.e.,
Low NOx burners plus Overfire Air. Hence, it is reasonable to assert that, as with the biosolids
combustion case, the organic N content of Fibrominn’s poultry litter is unlikely to convert to
NOx upon combustion. Accordingly, total N may not be an appropriate way to define N as a
contaminant in the case of Fibrominn's poultry litter combustion, for the same reason EPA
agreed this to be true for biosolids combustion in an analogous case-specific setting.

In conclusion, Fibrominn's poultry litter material is demonstrated to have high N levels;
however, on balance, those levels are comparable to the traditional fuels, coal and DDGS.

While comparable with N levels in coal and DDGS, the N levels in poultry litter are numerically
higher than in most traditional fuels. However, the N level in Fibrominn's poultry litter that is
available for conversion to NOx via combustion may not be higher than the N levels in some other
traditional fuels beyond coal and DDGS. This is because the N present in the manure
component of the poultry litter is largely in the organic form, which is unlikely to convert to
NOx in Fibrominn's specific combustion system, a stoker boiler equipped with Low NOx
burners and Overfire Air control. Hence, in the specific case of Fibrominn’'s poultry litter fuel
and combustion system, total N may not be an appropriate way to define N as a contaminant.

Chlorine (Cl

As shown in Table 1, the CI content of poultry litter, as received, averages about 0.4%, and
ranges from approximately 0.1% to 1%. The Cl content for Fibrominn's poultry litter (average
and range) is consistent with the literature values of Cl in poultry litter.
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Comparing the Cl level in poultry litter (as received) with the Cl levels in traditional fuels
(Tables 2 to 4), results in the following observations:

¢ The average Cl level in poultry litter (~0.4%) is higher than the average levels in coal
(~0.1%), pet coke (0.02%), TDF (0.11%), and wood fuel (0.026%), and marginally higher than
the average Cl level in DDGS, for which literature values for the average 'range as high as
0.3%. However, the average Cl level in poultry litter (~0.4%) is comparable with literature
values reported for the-average Cl level in corn stover (0.7%, 0.6%, 0.2%, dry basis) and
alfalfa stems (0.5%, 0.27%, 0.03%, dry basis).

¢ The range of Cllevels in poultry litter (~0.1% to 1%) is consistent with the ranges in coal
(ND% to 0.91%) and TDF (~0.01% to 0.7%). The range of Cl levels in poultry litter (~0.1%
to 1%) is marginally greater than in wood fuel (ND% to 0.54%, dry basis) and greater than
the range in pet coke (0.0007% to 0.3%). Literature data were not found regarding the ‘
ranges of Cl levels in DDGS, corn stover, or alfalfa stems. -

To summarize, the average Cl level in poultry litter is comparable with average levels found in
corn stover and alfalfa stems, which are materials that EPA includes under the category of clean
cellulosic biomass. In addition, the range of Cl levels in poultry litter is consistent with the
ranges for both coal and TDF. Itis concluded that, on balance, the Cl levels present in
Fibrominn’'s poultry litter fuel are comparable to levels present in four traditional fuels: coal,
TDF, corn stover, and alfalfa stems.

Fluorine (F)

As noted previously, fluorine (F) is one of the contaminants for which Fibrominn, based on
expert knowledge and experience with the composition and handling of poultry litter, has
determined that poultry litter is unlikely to contain significantlevels. The litter is comprised of
digested poultry feed and poultry bedding (clean wood shavings) and there is no known
mechanism by which significant amounts of fluorinated compounds would be present in those
materials.

The only data Fibrominn found on F levels present in poultry litter is the limited test data that
Fibrominn generated itself (14 tests total). As shown in Table 1, the Fibrominn poultry litter had
an average F level of 0.02% and a range of 0.01% to 0.05%. Except for coal and wood fuel,
Fibrominn has found little literature data on the ranges of F found in traditional fuel materials.
The limited test data available for poultry litter indicates that the F level in poultry litter,
although very small, may potentially be slightly higher than levels present in coal and wood
fuel (Tables 2 and 4). However, for poultry litter, wood fuel, and coal, the upper end of the
range of F concentrations is a very small amount in each case; i.e., all three materials have a
maximum concentration of F in the range of 0.013% to 0.05%. In addition, because of the
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limited F data available for poultry litter, the indicated differences in F levels for litter versus
coal and wood fuel may not be statistically meaningful. Finally, if the poultry litter is compared
with coal (Table 2) for the contaminant group, “halogens (Cl + F),” it is clear that the range of
halogen concentrations for poultry litter (~0.1% to 1%) is comparable with the range for coal
(ND% to 0.93%).

In conclusion, based on expert knowledge and experience with the composition and handling of
poultry litter, Fibrominn has determined that poultry litter is unlikely to contain significant
levels of F. Data are limited for assessing the average and range of F levels present in poultry
litter and in traditional fuels except for wood fuel and coal. An assessment of the limited
available data indicates that poultry litter and coal have comparable ranges for the contaminant
group, halogens, which includes both F and CL

Sulfur (S)

As shown in Table 1, the S content of poultry litter, as received, averages about 0.5%, and ranges
between approximately 0.13% to 1.1%. The S content for Fibrominn’s poultry litter (average
and range) is marginally lower than the literature values of S for poultry litter.

Comparing the S level in poultry litter (as received) with the S levels in traditional fuels (Tables
2 to 4), results in the following observations:

¢ The average S level in poultry litter (~0.5%) is lower than the average levels in coal (~1.36%),
pet coke (4.9%), and TDF (1.56%), and marginally lower than in DDGS (~ 0.6% to 0.8%).

o The range of S levels in poultry litter (0.13% to 1.1%) is less than the ranges in coal (~1 to
~6%), pet coke (~0.5% to ~8%), and TDF (0.9% to 2.8%).

Hence, the S level present in Fibrominn's poultry litter fuel is less than levels present in coal,
petroleum coke, and TDF, and is likely marginally lower than average levels in DDGS.,

Arsenic (As)

As discussed previously above, some poultry growers add a small amount of an arsenic
compound to pouliry drinking water or poultry feed to prevent parasitic infections in the birds.
Accordingly, trace amounts of arsenic can be present in the poultry litter and can potentially be
emitted to the air when the poultry litter is combusted. The most commonly used arsenic
compound for poultry parasite control had historically been Roxasone. An academic study
found that poultry litter from chickens receiving feed not containing Roxasone had arsenic
present in the litter at a concentration of ~1 ppm; while chickens receiving feed with Roxasone
had arsenic concentrations in the litter ranging from ~3 ppm to ~80 ppm.* Roxasone’s
manufacturer stopped distribution of the product to the poultry industry prior to 2012;
however, some poultry growers use another compound containing arsenic. Because some

19



FibroMinn

%\ ACONTOURGLOBAL company

growers still use anti-parasite compounds containing arsenic, the levels of arsenic present in
poultry litter have been compared numerically with arsenic levels present in traditional fuels.

*Fisher, Daniel etal., University of Maryland, 2011. “The Environmental Concerns of Arsenic Additives in Poultry
Litter: A Literature Review,” December 1, 2011. Prepared in response to a.request from the Maryland General
Assembly.

As shown in Table 1, the arsenic content of poultry litter, as received, averages ~14 ppm in
general, and ranges between approximately 0.13 to 41 ppm. This is based on test data for
Fibrominn's poultry litter as well as on data from the literature. Note that the upper end of that
range of arsenic concentration is consistent with the upper end of the range cited above for litter
derived from chickens receiving Roxasone in their feed. Notably, the arsenic content for -
Fibrominn’s poultry litter is substantially lower than levels based on the literature. The Fibrominn
poultry litter tested to have arsenic levels averaging ~0.1 ppm and ranging from ~0.2 to

~3 ppm. Itis likely that the higher levels of arsenic in litter as taken from the literature are
reflective of levels tested when Roxasone was still in common use. The much lower arsenic
values found in Fibrominn’s poultry litter are consistent approximately with levels found in
litter resulting from poultry not receiving Roxasone. It is likely, however, that some poultry
growers supplying litter to Fibrominn still use an anti-parasite additive that contains some
arsenic, although not the additive, Roxasone.

Comparing the arsenic levels in poultry litter (as received) with the arsenic levels in traditional
fuels (Tables 2 to 4), results in the following observations:

e Considering the entire data base (Fibrominn data and literature values), the average arsenic
level in poultry litter (~14 ppm) is somewhat greater than in coal (~8 ppm), TDF (~4 ppm),
and wood fuel (~6 ppm). However, considering only the test data for the poultry litter used
as fuel at the Fibrominn plant, the average arsenic level (~1 ppm) is somewhat lower than
the average levels for coal (~8 ppm), TDF (~4 ppm), and wood fuel (~6 ppm).

¢ Considering the entire data base for poultry litter (Fibrominn data and literature values), the
range of arsenic levels in poultry litter (0.1ppm to 41ppm) is less than the ranges in coal
(~ND to 174 ppm) and wood fuel (ND to 298 ppm). For Fibrominn litter only, the range of
arsenic levels (~0.2 ppm to 3.2 ppm) is two orders of magnitude less than the ranges for coal
and wood fuel.

In summary, the arsenic level present in Fibrominn’s poultry litter fuel is less than levels
present in wood fuel and coal, and the arsenic level in poultry litter in general (considering
literature values), is comparable, on balance, with levels in wood fuel and coal.
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Merecury (H g}

There is no mechanism by which mercury compounds in significant quantities would be added
to the poultry feed or to the clean cellulosic biomass material that serves as bedding material.
Therefore, there is no basis apparent for expecting elevated mercury levels in the poultry litter.
While significant mercury levels are not reasonably expected in poultry litter, potential concerns
over mercury emissions often arise whenever an alternative fuel is combusted. Accordingly,
numeric contaminant comparisons were made with traditional fuels using the limited available
data for mercury levels in poultry litter.

Fibrominn had samples of poultry litter from three of its suppliers tested for mercury and the
results showed no mercury present at a detection level of 0.05 ppm. [Galbraith Laboratories, Inc.,
Laboratory Report to T. Walmsley, Fibrowatt LLC, dated May 23,2001] The actual level of mercury may be lower
than the non-detection level of 0.05 ppm, given that achieving even lower detection limits for
mercury, specifically in organic substrates, is technically challenging.

From Table 1, the literature values for mercury present in poultry litter are higher than for
Fibrominn's tested poultry litter. The literature values shown in Table 1 indicate an average
mercury concentration of 0.12 ppm for poultry litter and a range up to 0.25 ppm. From Tables
2 through 4, the upper end of the range of mercury levels in coal (1.0 ppm) and pet coke (0.5
ppm) is higher than for poultry litter (0.25 ppm), and the upper end of the ranges for TDF (0.33
ppm) and wood fuel (0.2 ppm) are about the same as poultry litter. It is concluded that the
mercury level present in Fibrominn’s poultry litter is likely non-detectable, and in any case, is
comparable with levels found in wood fuel and TDF.

Dioxins/Furans

The precursors for formation of dioxin are thought to be chlorine, certain combustion-related
organic compounds, and metal catalysts such as copper. The presence of chlorine in a fuel
material, in and of itself, is not a predictor of potential dioxin emissions. While poultry litter
contains chlorine, it does not have the required organic-compound or metal catalyst precursors
to form elevated levels of dioxin when the poultry litter is combusted in a modern power plant.
By contrast, for example, municipal solid waste does have all required precursors for formation
and emission of dioxins/furans when the material is combusted. Indicative of the fact that
poultry litter does not contain the requisite contaminant precursors for significant dioxin
formation are the results of dioxins/furans emissions testing recently performed at Fibrominn.
Testing performed in 2012 indicated the emission rate of Total Dioxins/Furans to be 0.12

ng / dsem @ 7% O2. [Eagle Mountain Scientific, Inc., Test Report to Fibrominn LLC, May 8-10, 2012] The tested -
emission rate is well below any EPA Section-129 Emission Guideline or Section 112 MACT
standard that is potentially applicable to the Fibrominn Facility. Notably, the very-low tested
emission rate was achieved at Fibrominn without the need to have incorporated dioxin-targeted
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emission controls (i.e., activated carbon injection) that are standard at municipal waste
combustors, for example.

Other Contaminants

As discussed previously above, with the exception of N, Cl, S, and As, Fibrominn believes that
its poultry litter contains no other regulated contaminants at levels that could potentially be
higher than levels present in traditional fuels. Fibrominn has reasonably based this conclusion
on its expert knowledge of poultry growing practices, poultry litter composition, and litter
handling practices. While Fibrominn believes this to be a sufficient contaminants comparison
demonstration for contaminants other than N, Cl, S, and As, it has nonetheless undertaken -
numerical contaminant comparisons with traditional fuels for additional contaminants, where
data specific to poultry litter was available to enable this. Limited data on contaminant levels in
poultry litter were also found to be available for a number of metals beyond the metals, arsenic
and mercury, already addressed above. Contaminants comparisons are summarized below for
those metals, based on the limited data available. Results corroborate Fibrominn’s qualitative
determination, based on expert knowledge, that contaminants besides N, Cl, S, and As are not
present in poultry litter at levels that are potentially higher than levels found in traditional

fuels.
Contaminant Comparisons for Metals Based on Limited Available Data
Metal Comparison of Pouliry Litter with Traditional Fuels (Tables 2, 3, 4) -
Arsenic (As) Contaminant comparison was made separately above.
Beryllium (Be) Contaminant comparison data not available for poultry litter.
Cadmium (Cd) Levels in litter are approximately comparable with coal, TDF, and wood.
Chromium (Cr) Levels in litter are less than for coal, pet coke, TDF, and wood fﬁel, based on Fibrominn data
for litter.
Range for litter is comparable to wood fuel based on literature values for litter.
Cobalt (Co) Levels in litter are less than for coal, TDF, and wood fuel.
Lead (Pb) Levels in litter are less than for coal, TDF, and wood fuel, based on Fibrominn data for litter.
Range for litter is less than for TDF and wood fuel based on literature values for litter.
Manganese (Mn) Levels for litter are less than for coal and TDF.
Mercury (Hg) Contaminant comparison was made separately above.
Molybdenum (MO) Contaminant comparison data not available for traditional fuels.
Nickel (Ni) Range for litter is less than for coal and pet coke, and comparable to wood fuel.
Selenium (Se) Levels for litter are less than in coal and are comparable, on balance, to levels in pet coke,
| TDF, and wood fuel.
Zinc (Zn) Levels for litter are less than in TDF (no comparison data available for other traditional
fuels).
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5.0 CONCLUSIONS

Fibrominn has demonstrated that its poultry litter fuel meets all requirements for EPA to grant
a non-waste determination under 40 CFR § 241.3(c). Specifically, Fibrominn has demonstrated
that its poultry litter fuel has not been discarded and that it meets the fuel legitimacy criteria at
40 CFR § 241.3(d) as well as the related criteria at 40 CFR § 241.3(c)(1).

-Fibrominn’s Poultry Litter is not discarded; is managed as a valuable fuel product; and has a
meaningful heating value for energy recovery.

The poultry litter that Fibrominn combusts as a fuel meets the legitimacy criterion for
“managed as a valuable commodity” and hence, is not discarded. The poultry litter is managed
specifically as a valuable fuel product from generation, through transport to Fibrominn, and
receipt and storage of the poultry litter at Fibrominn just prior to combustion. The poultry litter
is always procured from the poultry growers under contract and must meet a prescribed fuel
specification by contract. Fibrominn always pays the generator a price for the poultry litter fuel.
The poultry litter is always transported in fully-covered trucks and upon delivery to Fibrominn,
is received, off-loaded, and stored in a fully-enclosed fuel hall prior to combustion. These
measures are specifically intended to (1) preserve fuel quality by prohibiting weather-related
moisture uptake and (2) to prevent contact between litter and the environment, and the
resultant potential impacts to the air, water, or land. Under normal operations, the potential for
environmental impacts during poultry litter transport and delivery is arguably less than with
some traditional fuels such as wood chips and coal, which are routinely stored in piles outdoors
prior to combustion. During infrequent plant outages, poultry litter contracted by Fibrominn
may be temporarily stored at the transporter’s facilities, indoors or outdoors, then delivered to
Fibrominn when the plant comes back on line. The duration of such staged delivery is limited
to a maximum of one to two months, specifically to ensure that the quality of the poultry litter
fuel does not significantly degrade and in order to minimize the potential for runoff-related
environmental impacts that could occur with longer-term storage.

The poultry litter that Fibrominn combusts as a fuel meets the criterion for having a
“meaningful heat value” for energy recovery. The pouliry litter that Fibrominn uses as a
principal fuel has an “as fired” heating value (expressed as HHV) that is less than the EPA
presumptive benchmark of 5,000 Btu/1b for meaningful heat recovery. While the heating value
for poultry litter, as received, is less than EPA’s benchmark, poultry litter burns autogenously in
stoker boilers, and particularly at Fibrominn, when comprising the majority fraction of the fuel
mix of litter and wood chips (50% to 75% poultry litter). Since 2007, Fibrominn has established
a strong commercial operating record demonstrating that, with its stoker boiler system, it can
combust poultry litter as the principal fuel autogenously (without using supplemental fuel), in
turn, recovering meaningful energy cost-effectively and with high reliability, resulting in
profitable sale of the energy. With poultry litter as its principal fuel, Fibrominn has combusted
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350,000 to 450,000 tons per year of poultry litter as the principal fuel to generate over 400,000
MWh annually of electric power that is sold on the grid.

Contaminant levels in Fibrominn’s poultry litter are comparable to or less than levels in
traditional fuels.

As regards contaminant comparisons, EPA had expressed a generic concern regarding the
levels of nitrogen (N) and chlorine (Cl) present in manures compared with traditional fuels.
This would include the poultry manure component of poultry litter. Besides N and Cl,
Fibrominn determined that sulfur (S) and arsenic (As) also warranted numerical contaminant
comparisons with levels in traditional fuels. This determination was based on the fact that
sulfur is present in poultry diets (and hence, in excreted manure) and that some poultry
growers add an arsenic-based compound to poultry feed or water in small amounts to combat
parasites. Contaminant levels in Fibrominn’s poultry litter (as well as literature values) were
compared with contaminant levels present in traditional fuels that Fibrominn's stoker boiler
system is designed to burn: coal, petroleum coke, tire-derived fuel (TDF), wood chips, distillers
dried grain with solubles (DDGS), corn stover, and alfalfa stems. The levels of N, CI, S, and As
present in the poultry litter that Fibrominn burns as a fuel were demonstrated to be at levels
numerically comparable to or less than levels in traditional fuel materials. Summary
conclusions resulting from the contaminant comparisons made for N, CI, S, and As are
presented below:

Summary Contaminant Comparisons for Nitrogen, Chlorine, Sulfur, and Arsenic

Contaminant Comparison of Poultry Litter with Traditional Fuels (Tables 2, 3, 4)

Nitrogen (N) e The average N level in poultry litter is less than the average level in DDGS, a clean
cellulosic biomass fuel, as defined by EPA

e  The range of N levels in pouliry litter is comparable, on balance, with the ranges present in
the traditional fuels, coal and DDGS.

*  “Total N” may not be an appropriate way to define the contaminant for Fibrominn’s
pouliry litter. The organic N in the litter does not likely convert to NOx emissions when
the litter is burned in Fibrominn’s specific boiler type: stoker boiler with a Low-NOx
firing system.

Chlorine (CI) e The average Cl level in poultry litter is comparable with the average levels in corn stover
and alfalfa stems, which are clean cellulosic biomass fuels, as defined by EPA

e  The range of Cl levels in poultry litter is comparable with the ranges present in the
traditional fuels, coal and TDF.

Sulfur (S) e  The average S level in poultry litter is less than average values in the traditional fuels, coal,
petroleum coke, TDF, and comparable with average level in DDGS.

e The range of S levels in poultry litter is less than the ranges in the traditional fuels, coal,
petroleum coke, and TDF.
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Arsenic(As) ¢  Fibrominn's poultry litter has low levels of As compared with literature values for poultry
litter nationally.

o Awverage levels of As in Fibrominn's poultry litter are less than average values in the
traditional fuels, wood, coal, and TDF.

e The range of As values present in poultry litter in general (including literature values
nationally) is comparable, on balance, with the ranges for coal and wood fuel.

In addition to N, Cl, S, and As, Fibrominn also determined that its poultry litter contains no
other regulated contaminants at levels that would be higher than levels present in traditional
fuels. Fibrominn had reasonably based this conclusion on its expert knowledge of poultry
growing practices, poultry litter composition, and litter handling practices. While Fibrominn
believed its qualitative analysis to be sufficient, it nonetheless performed numerical
contaminant comparisons with traditional fuels for additional contaminants beyond N, CI, S,
and As, where data specific to poultry litter was available to enable this. Limited data on
contaminant levels in poultry litter were found to be available for mercury and a number of
other metals. Results of those contaminants comparisons corroborated Fibrominn's qualitative
determination, based on expert knowledge, that contaminants besides N, Cl, S, and As do not
have the potential to be present in poultry litter at levels higher than those found in traditional
fuels.

6.0 PRECEDENT NON-WASTE DETERMINATION

Under its delegated regulatory authority, the North Carolina Department of Environment and
Natural Resources (NCDENR) has made a case-specific determination in 2012 that poultry litter
is not a solid waste when used as a fuel in a combustion unit.# Prestage Farms, Inc. applied for
the non-waste determination for the poultry litter it plans to combust as a boiler fuel to recover
saleable energy at its feed mill in North Carolina. NCDENR determined that the poultry litter
in that case is not a solid waste when combusted because the poultry litter is “. . . . maintained
within the control of the generator, and meets the fuel criteria provided in 40 CFR 241.3(d)(1).”
The NCDENR determination that poultry litter meets the fuel legitimacy criteria is a directly
relevant precedent with regard to the application Fibrominn makes here for a non-waste
determination for its poultry litter fuel. While Fibrominn’s poultry litter fuel is not maintained
within the control of the generator, it was clearly demonstrated above that the litter has not
been discarded. Accordingly, because Fibrominn’'s poultry litter also meets the fuel legitimacy
criteria at 40 CFR 241.3(d), Fibrominn's poultry litter is a non-waste material, consistent with the
non-waste determination made by NCDENR for the Prestage Farms poultry litter.

When Prestage Farms performed its contaminants comparisons, the contaminant levels in its
poultry litter were reported on a dry basis, rather than on the basis EPA prefers and Fibrominn
used - an as-received basis. Because of the significant technical differences in reporting bases, it
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was not technically appropriate for Fibrominn to include Prestage’s poultry-litter contaminant
data in the literature data base when Fibrominn performed its contaminant comparisons.

# North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources (NCDENR), 2012. Letter from Donald van der

* Vaart (DENR) to John Prestage (Prestage Farms) dated July 19, 2012, Subject: Applicability Determination No. 1887 -
Secondary Materials Determination. Accessed April 2013 at: '

http:/ / daq.state.nc.us/ permits/memos/ prestage %20farms % 20NHSM % 20determination. pdf

Fibrominn appreciates the Agency’s efforts in reviewing this application for a non-waste
determination. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or should you need
further information to facilitate your review. My contact information is:

e Shiv Srinivasan, Fibrominn Plant Manager
(Shiv.Srinivasan@contourglobal.com; 320-297-0821).

Please also copy the following individuals on any email or written correspondence:

e David Minott, Arcb Environmental Consulting (david.minott@arc5enviro.com);
¢ Scott Knudson, Briggs and Morgan (SKnudson@Briggs.com).

Sincerely,

/2

Shiv Srinivasan,
Plant Manager
Fibrominn LLC

cc: MPCA via email -
¢ Trevor Shearen (trevor.shearen@state.mn.us)
e Richard Cordes (richard.cordes@state.mn.us)
e Steve Gorg (steven.gorg@state.mn.us)

Also -
¢ David Minott, Arc5 Environmental Consulting LLC (david minott@arc5enviro.com)
e Scott Knudson, Briggs and Morgan (SKnudson@Briggs.com)
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Table 1: Contaminant Levels in Poultry Litter
Fibrominn Poultry Litter- As Revd. (1999 - 2002) Literature - Poultry Litter - As Revd . Poultry Litter - As Revd.: Fibrominn™® and Literature®
Units | No. of Samples Average Range No. of Samples Average Range No. of Samples Average Range

N, S, Halogens

v/ [Nitrogen () % 11 2.63 1.02-4.36 - 1545 327 0732-593 1,656 323 0.732-5.93
Sulfur (S) % 111 0.38 0.16-0.70 1419 0.54 0133 -1.11 1,530 0.53 0133 -1.11

v Chlorine {(Cly % 109 038 ' 0.1-089 - . 0.63 0.318 - 0.97 118 0.40 0.1-0.97
Fluorine (F) % 14 0.02 0.01 -0.05 - - - 14 0.02 0.01 - 0.05
Metal Elements
Arsenic (As) ppm 7 1.13 0.22 - 3.16 9 23.5 13.5 -40.5 16 13.71 0.22 - 40.5
Beryillum (Be) ppm - - ' - - - - - - -
Cadmium (Cd) ppm - - - 16 146 0.068 - 4,39 16 146 0.068 - 4.39
Chromium (Cr) ppm 8 119 0.19 - 1.82 9 75 8.5-230 17 4027 0.19 - 230
Copper (Cu) ppm = - = 1447 278 17.1- 632 1,447 278 17.1 - 632
Lead (Ph) ppm 8 0.55 0.09-1.07 14 20 0.8-70 » Co1293 0.09 - 70
Manganese (Mn) ppm - - - 1,448 0.794 0.249 - 1.54 1,448 0.794 0.249 -1.54
Mercury (Hg) ppm 3 <0.05 <0.05 3 0.195 0.105 - 0.25 6 <0.123* <0.05 - 0.25
Molybdenum (Mo) ppm - - - 446 0.439 0.102 - 2.15 446 0.439 0.102 - 2.15
Nickel (i) ppm - - - 15 45 1.68 - 185 15 45 1.68 - 185
Selenium (Se) ppm 8 0.76 0.21 -0.99 3 0.00041 0.00034 - 0.00045 . 11 0.55 0.00034 - 0.99
Zinc (Zn) ppm - - ) - 1,454 346 76.9 - 664 1,454 346 76.9 - 664

References
IFibrominn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, S, Cl, and HHV (1999 to 2002)

*Fibrominn LLC, 2001, "Fibrominn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Analysis on the As-Received Samples," April 1, 2001 gnd Galbraith Laboratories, "Laboratory Report” to
Fibrowatt LLC on

Tested Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (05/23/2001)

?Barker et al,, January 1994 (Rev. 2001). "Animal and Poultry Manure Production & Characterization," Tables 61 and 71 combined. Accessed
March 2013 at http:/ /www.baencsu.edu/ programs/ extension/ manure/awm/ program/ barker/a&pmpére/cover_page_apmpdéec.html

“Non-detect values were included in calculating the average and range.
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Table 2: Contaminant Comparisons - Poultry Litter Versus Fossil Fuels

Poultry Litter - As Received Coal - Dry Basis® Pet Coke - Dry Basis®
Fibrominn Poullry Litter - As Rewd. (1999 - 2002) 12 Poultry Litter - As Rewd: FiI_'u'm:m'nn]"2 & Lilc;ralure3 All EPA ODAQPS EPA - Literalure
No. of No. of No. of
Unils Samples Average Range Samples Average Range Samples Average Range Range Average Range

N, S, Halogens

Nitragen (N) % 111 2,63 1.02 -4.36 1,656 323 0.732 -5.93 17,000 1.51 1.36 -54 - - 1.0-2.6
Sulfur (S) %o 111 0.38 0.16 - 0.70 1,530 053 0133 -1.11 17,000 1.36 0.074 - 6.13 - 4.87 0.54 - 7.91
Chlorine (CI) % 109 0.38 0.1 -0.89 118 040 01-097 17,000 0.099 ND - 0.908 - 0.02 0.0007 - 0.3
Fluorine (F) % 14 0.02 0.01 - 0.05 14 0.02 0.01 -0.05 17,000 0.006 ND-0.0178 = 0.001 -
Metal Elements

Arsenic (Asg) ppm 7 113 0.22 -316 16 13.71 0.22 -40.5 ) 17,000 8.2 ND -174 0.5 -80 - ND - 0.3
Beryillum {Be) ppm - - - - - - 17,000 19 ND - 206 01-15 - ND-15
Cadmium (Cd) ppm - - -- 16 146 0.068 - 4.39 17,000 0.6 ND -19 01-20 - 0.00005 - 0.1
Chromium (Cr) ppm 8 119 019 -1.82 17 40.27 0.15 - 230 17,000 134 ND - 168 0.5 - 60 5.0 -
Cobalt (Coj ppm - - - 4 0.0019 0.0014 - 0.0029 17,000 6.9 ND - 252 0.5-30 -- -
Lead (Pb) ppm § 0,55 0.09 - 1.07 22 12.93 0.09-70 17,000 8.7 ND -148 2-80 = 0.00008 - 0.6
Manpganese (Mn) ppm - - -- 1,448 0.794 0.249 -1.54 17,000 26.2 ND - 512 5.0- 300 - 24-40
Mercury (Hg) ppm 3 < 0.05 < (.05 6 <0:123* <0.05 - 0.25 17,000 0.09 ND - 31 0.02-10 0.05 0.001 - 0.5
§Molybdenum (Mo) ppm - -- - 446 0.439 0.102 -2.15 - - - - - -
Nickel {Ni) ppm - - - 15 45 1.68 - 185 17,000 215 ND - 730 0.5-50 - 200 - 500
Selenium (Se) ppin g 0.76 0.21-0.99 11 0.55 0.00034 - 0.99 17,000 34 ND -74.3 02-10 - ND-2.0
Zinc (Zn) ppm = > - 1,454 346 76.9 - 664 o » - o 0.0005 =

References

IFibrominn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, S, Cl, and HHV (1999 to 2002)

Fibrominn LLC, 2001. "Fibrominn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Analysis on the As - Received Samples," April 1, 2001 and Galbraith Laboratories, "Laboratory Report”
to Fibrowatt LLC on Tested

Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (05/23/2001)

*Barker et al., January 1994 (Rev. 2001). "Animal and Poultry Manure Production & Characterization," Tables 61 and 71

combined. Accessed March 2013 at

http:/ /www.bae.ncsu.edu/ programs/ extension/ manure/ awm/ program/ barker/a&pmpéec/cover_page_apmpéee.hitml

4EPA "Contaminant Concentrations in Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison." November 29, 2011.

STables 4.1 - 4.3. National Council for Air and Stream Improvement, Inc, (NCASI). 2005. Alternative Fuels Used in the Forest Products Industry: Their Composition and Impact on
Emissions. Technical Bulletin No. 0906. Research Triangle Park, NC: National Council for Air and Stream Improvement, Inc.
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Table 3: Contaminant Comparisons -- Poultry Litter Versus Tire-Derived Fuel

Poultry Litter - As Received

Tires - Dry Basis*

Fibrominn Poultry Litter - As Revd. (1999 - 2002) L2 Poultry Litter - As Revd.: Fibrominn'® & Literature’
Units | No. of Samples Average Range No. of Samples Average Rauge Average Range
N, S, Halogens
Nitrogen (N) % 111 2,63 1.02 -4.36 1,656 3.23 0.732-593 0.36 0.24 - 0.49
Sulfur (S) % 111 0.38 0.16 -0.70 1,530 0.53 0.133-1.11 1.56 0.86 -2.8
Chlorine (Cl) % 109 0.38 0.1-0.89 118 0.40 0.1-0.97 0.11 0.01 - 0.6483
Fluotine (F) % 14 0.02 0.01 - 0.05 14 0.02 0.01 - 0,05 0.001 -
Metal Elements
Arsenic (As) ppm Z 1.13 0.22 -3.16 16 13:71 0.22 -40.5 3.82 0.58 -17.52
Beryillum (Be) ppm - - -- - - - 0.03 0-017
Cadmium (Cd) pPpm - - - 16 1.46 0.068 -4.39 11 0.39-1.91
Chromium (Cr) ppm B 15 0.19-1.82 17 40.27 0.19 - 230 29.65 5.29-92.74
Cobalt (Co) ppm = = = 4 0.0019 0.0014 - 0.0029 253 105 - 400
Lead (Pb) ppm 8 0.55 0.09-1.07 2 12,93 0.09-70 70.65 22.76 -154.5
Manganese (Mn) ppm - = 2 1,448 0.794 0.249 - 154 460 63.2-1786
Mercury (Hg) ppm 3 <0.05 <0.05 6 <0123 <0.05-0.25 0.056 0.01-0.328
Molybdenum (Mo) ppm - = 446 0.439 0.102-215 = =
Nickel (Ni) ppm - - - 15 45 1.68 - 185 30.95 4.69 - 86.54
Selenium (Se) ppm 8 0.76 0.21-0.99 11 0.55 0.00034 - 0.99 0.71 0.0-40
Zinc (Zn) ppm - - - 1,454 346 76.9 - 654 14,501 12,000 - 24,400
References

Fibrominn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, 8, Cl, and HITV (1999

to 2002)

2Fibrominn LLC, 2001. "Fibrominn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Analysis on the As - Received Samples," April 1, 2001 and
Galbraith Laboratories, "Laboratory Report" to Fibrowatt LLC on Tested Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (05/23/2001)

®Barker et al., January 1994 (Rev. 2001). "Animal and Poultry Manure Production & Characterization," Tables 61 and 71 combined. Accessed
March 2013 at http:/ / www.bae.ncsu.edu/ programs/extension/manure/awm/ program/ barker/ a&pmpé&c/cover_page_apmpéc.html

Tables 3.1 - 3.4. National Council for Air and Stream Improvement, Inc. (NCASI). 2005. Alternative Fuels Used in the Forest Products
Industry: Their Composition and Impact on Emissions. Technical Bulletin No. 0906. Research Triangle Park, NC: National Council for Air and
Stream Improvement, Inc.
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Table 4: Contaminant Comparisons -- Poultry Litter Versus "Clean Cellulosic Biomass"
Pouliry Liller - As Received Wood & Biomass - Dry Basis * DDGS? - Dry Basis Corn Stover - Dry Dasis Alfalfa Stems - Dry
Fiisromirn Poulry Litter- A5 Rord (1999 - 2002) 2 Poultey Litter - As Rl - Fibrominn'® & Literature® All EPACAQPS  EPA - Literature Literature Husly
No. of No. of n Nov of No. of Samples Average Range
Units | Samples Average Range Samples Average Range Samples  Avaage  Range Range (vof. A/ref B.) fref Afref B.) (eef Afuek. B} Literahure Average Literature Average
N,
[Halogens 111 263 102436 1,656 an 0732-59 12,000 035  D2.046 0.02-3.95 32/4 4947 36”  45-54%/— 061%70.13% 100™/1.78™
Mitrogen. (M) % m 038 016-0.70 150 05 0133 -121" 12000 007 ND-061 ND - 087 32/4 061"/0.777 /064" 031 - 106"/~ oo®/o0” 0.02"/013%
z\l::;::,(cu :- 109 038 01-089 18 040 01-097 12,000 0% ND-DS54 ND-0.26 2/~ 018770.30" /013 o 0.60"/0.22'"7 0,23 70,724 0.03%/0.277 /050"
Fluorine (1) % 14 002 0.01 - 0.0 14 o 001 -0.05 12,000 D03 ND-0O128.  ND-0.03 V - = 5 =
Metal Elements Mo Date No Datn No Data
Arsenic (As) ppm .
i it b 7 1 0m-a16 1 1371 022- 105 12000 63 ND-28  ND-68
Cadmin (C) P i E ; :
Cheamium (Cr) ppm 12 = - - = 12,000 na ND-10 -
jCobalt (Co) prm = = = 16 146 0.068 - 4.39_ 12,000 a6 NB-17 ND- 2.0
Leadd (P ppm 8 12 0319-182 17 02 019 - 230 12,000 59 ND - 340 ND-130
Manganese (Mi) b + - = 4 0.0019 0.0014 - D.0029 12000 653 ND-213 ND-24
ercury (Hg) ppm & 053 009 - 107 2 129 009 -70 12000 45 ND-225 ND - 340
IMolybdenum (Mo) ppoy = & = L8 0.7 0.249 - 1.54 1200 3020 ND-15800 7.9 - B40
INickel (Ni) ppm hait <08 6 01 <005-025 12,000 om  ND-11 ND-0.2
Sclenium (Se) ppm B = s 0.439 010 - 215 o - - —
inc (Zn) ppm * i 5 15 &5 1.68- 185 12,000 28 ND -175 ND - 50
iz g G -um 1 055 000034 - 0.99 12,00 11 ND-9 ND-20
References

1Fibrominn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, 5, Cl, and HHV (1999 to 2002)

2Fibrominn LLC, 2001. "Fibrominn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Analysis on the As - Received Samples," April 1, 2001 and Galbraith Laboratories, "Laboratory
Report" to Fibrowatt LLC on Tested Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (05/23/2001)

3Barker et al., January 1994 (Rev. 2001). "Animal and Poultry Manure Production & Characterization," Tables 61 and 71 combined. Accessed March 2013 at
http:/ / www.bae.ncsu.edu/programs/extension/manure/awm/ program/barker/ a&pmpéc/cover_page_apmpézchtml

*EPA "Contaminant Concentrations in Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison." November 29, 2011.

SDistillers Dried Grains with Solubles (DDGS), which is a "byproduct of ethanol natural fermentation processes," defined by US EPA as a type of "clean cellulosic biomass."
éUniversity of Minnesota, 2005. "The Value and Use of Distillers Dried Grains with Solubles (DDGS) in Livestock and Poultry Feeds." Accessed at www.ddgs.umn.edu
"Morey, R.V. etal, 2009. "Fuel Properties of Biomass Feed Streams at Ethanol Plants." Applied Engineering in Agriculture, Vol. 25, No. 1, pp. 57 - 64.

8Jenkins, Bryan etal, 1985. "Thermochemical Properties of Biomass Fuels," California Agriculture, May-June 1985, Table 1.

“Fibrominn LLC, "Fibrominn Composite Fuel EvaluationBased on 50 MW Export and Average Fuel Characteristics," April 10, 2001. (Note: Data on As Received basis)
10Tilman, David et al., 2008. "Chlorine in Solid Fuels fired in Pulverized Coal Boilers - Sources, Forms, Reactions and Consequences: A Literature Review."
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Staniec, Carol

From:
Sent:
Teo:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Dear Carol,

David Minett [david.minott@archenviro.com])

Friday, January 10, 2014 4:50 PM

Staniec, Carol

Mooney, Susan; frevor.shearen@state. mn.us; richard.cordes@state.mn.us;
steven.gorg@state. mn.us; ‘Bradley J. Pecora’; grady.third@contourglobal.com; 'Mandy
Tenner'; david. minott@arc5enviro.com; 'Knudsan, Scett'; 'Robert Fraser'; *Chisom Amaechi’
FibroMinn Non-Wasie Petition Supplement

Fibrominn - NonWaste Suppimnt - 10Jan2014.pdf

As you know, Fibrominn LLC submitted to EPA Region 5 a petition for a case-specific non-waste determination under 40
CFR § 241.3(c) for the pbu[try fitter material that Fibrominn uses as the principal fuel at its biomass power plant operating
in Benson, Minnesota. When we discussed the petition in a telephone call on December-12, 2013, you had requested
Fibrominn to put its poultry litier contaminants data into a prescribed tabular format for which you provided a template.
Yout also asked Fibrominn to provide the rationale, should Fibrominn choose to assess certain contaminants subjectively
based on expert knowledge, rather than on the results of laboratory test data. Attached is a Supplement to Fibrominn’s
original non-waste petition, providing the infermation you regquested on December 12. '

Fibrominn appreciates your efforts to review these submissions and | look forward to our next update call, which we
scheduled for 10AM CST on January 31. In the meantime, please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.

Kindly confirm via email that you have received this Supplement. Thank you!

Sincerely,
Dave

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM
President and Principa!l Sonsultant

Arch Envirenmental Consulting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA D1450

+1 878 877 7718

Www.arcbenvire.com

david. minott@arcsenvire.com

Environmental Consulting to Management ~ Experience and Value




iR o - Arc5 Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane
Groton, MA 01450

Arcd
(978) 877-7719
T david.minott@arc5enviro.com

http:/fwww.arc5enviro.com

January 10, 2014

Ms. Carol Staniec

US EPA Region V

77 West Jackson Blvd
R19] ‘
Chicago, IL 60604-3590

Subject: Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant, Benson, MN - Poultry Litter Fuel
(MPCA Air Permit No. 15100038)

Supplement to Application for Non-Waste Determination Under 40 CFR Part 241.3(c)

Dear Ms. Staniec:

In response to your request of December 12, 2013, this letter provides supplemental information
pursuant to a non-waste petition submitted previously by Fibrominn LLC for its poultry litter
fuel. The supplemental information is provided below following a brief background discussion.

BACKGROUND

On July 1, 2013, Fibrominn LLC submitted to EPA Region 5 a petition for a case-specific non-
waste determination under 40 CFR § 241.3(c) for the poultry litter material that Fibrominn uses
as the principal fuel at its biomass power plant operating in Benson, Minnesota. Following a
telephone conversation you and I had on December 12, 2013 regarding EPA’s review of the
petition, you emailed me a request on that date for Fibrominn to summarize contaminant levels
in poultry litter, compared with contaminant levels in traditional fuels, using a prescribed
tabular format for which you provided the template. You also asked for Fibrominn to provide
the rationale, should Fibrominn elect to base the contaminants comparisons for certain
pollutants on its expert knowledge (allowable under the regulations), rather than on laboratory
sampling of the poultry litter. I agreed to complete the tables as quickly as possible, and we set
the date of January 31, 2014 for a subsequent telephone update discussion.

The table templates you furnished derived from a recent action in which EPA concurred with
Waste Management Inc. (WM)'s self-determination that the engineered fuel WM produces by
processing municipal solid waste is a non-waste material. The contaminant comparisons
prepared by WM to support its non-waste determination were notable compared with most
preceding non-waste determinations nationally in that the analysis by WM went beyond a
focus on contaminants such as nitrogen, sulfur, chlorine, and elemental metals, to include a
detailed assessment of specific volatile organic compounds (VOC) and semi-volatile organic



Ms. Carol Staniec ArcS Environmental Consulting, LLC
January 10, 2014

compounds (SVOC). As is discussed further below, while VOC and SVOC contamination of
municipal solid waste is clearly likely and warrants quantitative assessment, there is no similar
basis for expecting significant levels of such VOC or SVOC contaminants to be present in
poultry litter.

CHANGES TO THE ORIGINALLY SUBMITTED PETITION WITH THIS SUPPLEMENT

With very limited exceptions, all data and analyses presented in the requested tabular format in
this supplemental submission were previously presented in the original petition submitted on
July 1, 2013. Accordingly, there is only limited new information presented in this supplement.

~ The supplement represents mostly a reformatting of previously submitted data, but using the
requested tabular format template.

Conclusions in the Original Non-Waste Petition Do Not Change with this Supplement.

Conclusions presented in Fibrominn's original non-waste petition, including specifically with
regard to contaminants comparisons, have not changed with this supplemental submission. To
summarize, the conclusions of the original non-waste petition as regards contaminants
comparisons are:

s Inits original non-waste petition, Fibrominn identified four contaminants for which its
poultry litter fuel has the potential to have contaminant levels that exceed levels in
traditional fuels, warranting quantitative contaminants comparisons with traditional fuels:
nitrogen (N), chlorine (Cl), sulfur (S), and arsenic (As).

o Thelevels of N, Cl, S, and As present in the poultry litter that Fibrominn burns as a fuel
were demonstrated, based on sampling data from both Fibrominn’s poultry litter and on
literature values, to be at levels numerically comparable to or less than levels in traditional
fuel materials.

e Inadditionto N, Cl, S, and As, Fibrominn also determined that its poultry litter contains no
other regulated contaminants at levels that would be higher than levels present in
traditional fuels. Fibrominn reasonably based this conclusion on its expert knowledge of
poultry growing practices, poultry litter composition, and litter handling practices.
Fibrominn, nonetheless, performed additional numerical contaminant comparisons with
traditional fuels for contaminants beyond N, Cl, 5, and As, where data specific to poultry
litter was available to enable this comparison. Data on contaminant levels in poultry litter
were found to be available for a number of elemental metals, including mercury. Results of
those contaminant comparisons corroborated Fibrominn's qualitative determination, based

Arc5
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on expert knowledge, that contaminants besides N, CL S, and As do not have the potential
to be present in poultry litter at levels higher than those found in traditional fuels.

New Information Provided in this Supplement

Additional information supplied with this supplemental submission is summarized as follows:

1. The quantitative contaminants comparisons furnished with the original non-waste petition
have been re-formatted here using the table templates you have furnished.

2. New quantitative data became available and are presented here for two additional
elemental metals (antimony and beryllium), enabling comparison of levels present in
poultry litter versus traditional fuels.

3. New quantitative data have been included here for one specific VOC compound,
formaldehyde. A contaminants comparison was added for formaldehyde levels present in
poultry litter versus traditional fuels because some poultry growers add formaldehyde in
clinical doses to poultry feed to combat Salmonella disease, resulting in the potential for
residual formaldehyde to be present in the poultry litter above background levels.

COMTAMINANT COMPARISION TABLES

Attached, as listed below, are the contaminant comparison tables Fibrominn was requested to
complete. The format for these tables follows that of the templates you had furnished.

o Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants

s Table1B: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, HAP Compounds (i.e., VOC and
SVOC Compounds)

o Table2:  Contaminant Comparison, Low-Volatile Metals (LVM) Group
e Table3: Contaminant Comparison, Total Halogens Group

e Table4: Contaminant Comparison, Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVOC) Group

The new data enabling quahtitaﬁve contaminants comparisons for antimony, beryllium, and
formaldehyde are included in the tables.

ArcS
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Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants

e This table compares the levels of chlorine (Cl), fluorine (F), nitrogen (N), sulfur (S), and the
individual elemental metals present in pouliry litter compared with levels in several
traditional fuels and clean cellulosic biomass fuels. For all elemental contaminants, the
levels present in poultry litter are shown to be comparable to or less than in the benchmark
fuels. With the exception of antimony and beryllium, discussed next below, all of the data
and contaminants comparisons included here in Table 1A had been previously supplied in
the original non-waste petition of July 1, 2013.

e Since Fibrominn's non-waste petition was originally submitted, relevant test data regarding
levels of antimony (Sb) and beryllium (Be) in poultry litter have become available in the
literature#. Those data indicate very low levels in poultry litter relative to traditional fuels.
The Sb and Be concentrations in Table 1A were not presented in Fibrominn’s original non-
waste application, so they represent newly submitted data here. The average Sb and Be
concentrations in this table are based on test results from 27 samples of pouliry litter (turkey
litter) obtained from poultry operations in three different locations in North Carolina since
2010. The average Sb and Be concentrations were reported on a dry weight basis.

# Letter dated July 19, 2012 from North Carolina Dept. of Environment and Natural Resources (NCDENR) to Prestage Farms
{J. Prestage), Subject: Applicability Determination No. 1887 - Secondary Material Determination . . ..” This letter granted a
non-waste determination to Prestage Farms for using regional poultry litter as a combustion fuel to generate energy.

Table 1B: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, HAP Compounds (i.e., VOC/SVQOCQC)

¢ Asnoted above, in its original non-waste petition, Fibrominn had identified four
contaminants for which its poultry litter fuel has the pofential to have contaminant levels
that exceed levels in traditional fuels: nitrogen (N), chlorine (Cl), sulfur (5), and arsenic
(As). As discussed further below, EPA had cited the potential for elevated levels of N and
Cl in manures (which would include poultry litter). Besides N and Cl, Fibrominn saw the
potential for elevated levels of S and As in poultry litter as well, because sulfur is a
component of the normal poultry diet and because some poultry growers add clinical doses
of As to pouliry feed to combat parasites. Accordingly, quantitative contaminants
comparisons between poultry litter and non-waste fuels were presented in the original non-
waste petition for N, Cl, S, and As.

e In the original non-waste petition, Fibrominn had also determined that for all other
contaminants and groups of contaminants, the contaminant levels present in its poultry
litter can be reasonably assumed to be comparable to levels in traditional fuels. Examples of
such other contaminants were cited in the oﬁginal petition to include “ . . . . halogens (other

4
Arc5

f



e e e S e - Arc5 Environmental Consulting, LLC
January 10, 2014

than Cl addressed above), metals classified by volatility (other than As addressed above),
volatile and semi-volatile organic compounds, PCBs, and dioxin/furan precursors.”
Fibrominn had based its determination of comparable contamination levels for pollutants
other than N, CI, 5, 'and As on its expert knowledge of the properties of poultry litter and
poultry-growing practices, as is specifically allowed by the Non-Hazardous Secondary
Materials (NHSM) Rule.

e There is specific rationale to support reliance on expert knowledge, rather than using
sampling data, to determine that the levels in poultry litter of all regulated contaminants
besides N, CL 5, and As, are comparable to or less than levels present in traditional fuels or
other EPA-designated non-waste fuels. The elements of that rationale are summarized
below.

a. EPA’s Data Base. EPA’s own review of contaminants present in manures, while citing a
general lack of data, identified no specific contaminants of concern besides N and CI.
Specifically, EPA has stated no specific concern over levels of organic compounds or
metals contaminants present in animal manure, including poultry litter. In determining
that animal manure “as generated” is a presumptive waste material when burned as a
fuel, EPA stated that “levels of certain pollutants, such as nitrogen and chlorine, in
certain types of manure, as generated, may not be comparable to those Ievels found in
traditional fuels . .. This is based on.limited data. . ..” [76 Fed. Reg. 15480 March21,2011]. EPA
did not cite any potential concern or uncertainties over levels present in poultry litter of
other specific contaminants or contaminant groups, e.g., VOC, SVOC, PCBs, '
dioxins/ furans, or elemental metals.

b. Expert Literature Information. The academic researchers at North Carolina State
University who prepared the arguably most comprehensive investigation conducted to
date of contaminant levels present in poultry litter did not include organic compound
contaminants in their analytical study (i.e., did not include VOC, SVOC, PCBs, or
dioxins/furans).* -

*Barker et al., January 1994 (Rev. 2001). "Animal and Poultry Manure Production & Characterization,” Tables 61 and 71
combined. Accessed March 2013 at

http:/ / www.baencsu.edu/programs/extension/manure/awin

Currently accessible at: http:/ /www.bae.ncsu.edu/ topic/animal-waste-mgmt/ program/ land-
ap/barker/a&pmpéec/cover_page_apmpé&c.himl

c. Expert Determination by Fibrominn. In its original non-waste petition, Fibrominn
determined that levels of all contaminants except for nitrogen (N), sulfur (S), chlorine
(C1), and arsenic (As), can be determined subjectively to be less than or comparable to
levels present in traditional fuels; basing this determination on Fibrominn’s expert
knowledge of poultry growing practices, pouliry litter composition, and litter handling
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practices. This specifically includes VOC, SVOC, PCBs, or dioxins/furans, for which
Fibrominn has identified no technical basis for expecting those compounds to be present
in its poultry litter fuel at levels exceeding levels present in traditional fuels.

Based on its expert knowledge of poultry growing operations and litter handling
practices, Fibrominn assessed the potential contaminant levels in each of the two
components comprising poultry litter: the excreted manure and the poultry bedding
material. Fibrominn noted in its original petition that poultry manure is simply digested
poultry feed, and that the feed is comprised mostly of grains and processed grains,
which EPA considers to be clean cellulosic biomass. Fibrominn, therefore, saw no
potential for contaminants o be present at elevated levels in the manure component of
litter, beyond N, S, Cl, and As. Regarding the other component of poultry litter, the
bedding material, Fibrominn noted that the bedding material (e.g., wood shavings) is
categorized by EPA as clean cellulosic biomass which is inherently a low-contaminant
material.

The relative homogeneity of the poultry-manure and bedding-material components of
poultry litter contrasts with the heterogeneous composition of some other secondary
materials used as a fuel. In Fibrominn’s original petition, it specifically contrasted
poultry litter with heterogeneous waste materials such as municipal solid waste (MSW)
and unsorted construction and demolition waste (C&D waste). This contrast is directly
relevant to EPA’s request for Fibrominn to explain its rationale for not testing poultry
litter for the VOC and SVOC compounds listed in Table 1B, as had been done by Waste
Management Inc. MSW by its nature is inherently a heterogeneous and highly-variable
mix of numerous, discarded materials, many of which are not identifiable via physical
inspécﬁon of MSW. It is reasonable to expect that among the innumerable discards
comprising MSW are quantities — sometimes significant “slugs” — of consumer products
that are specifically comprised of VOC and SVOC compounds (e.g., concentrated
quantities of solvents, pesticides, herbicides, adhesives, paints). Accordingly, it is
rational and arguably essential to base contaminant comparisons involving fuel
materials derived from MSW on laboratory test data that includes VOC and SVOC
compounds. Hence, it was appropriate for Waste Management Inc. to have based its
contaminants comparison for its MSW-derived fuel product on test data for individual
VOC and SVOC compounds, as well as for the SVOC contaminant group. However,
that precedent is not relevant in terms of Fibrominn's having to test its poultry litter for

. the presence of VOC and SVOC compounds. Fibrominn has adequately determined,
based on its expert knowledge, that for poultry litter (unlike MSW), there is no technical
basis for expecting either component of poultry litter - poultry manure (digested feed)
or bedding material (clean wood shavings), to contain VOC or SVOC compounds at
levels exceeding those in traditional fuels.
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Finally, because EPA has specifically requested Fibrominn to address VOC and SVOC
compounds in the pouliry litter, Fibrominn has investigated the potential for one
particular VOC compound, formaldehyde, to be present at elevated levels in poultry
litter. This was done because some pouliry growers add small amounts of
formaldehyde to poultry feed to combat Salmonella disease, and this means residual
formaldehyde could be present in the excreted manure. Because the doses are clinical
in scale and because formaldehyde readily degrades in the environment, the residual
amounts of formaldehyde present in the poultry litter would be expected to be very -
small. However, because formaldehyde could be present in poultry litter beyond
background levels, an explicit contaminants comparison was made for formaldehyde,
based on the limited test data available from the literature for both poultry litter and
traditional fuels. The formaldehyde contaminants comparison presented here in Table
1B is new data beyond that presented previously in Fibrominn’s original non-waste
petition. It is shown in Table 1B specifically for formaldehyde that levels present in
poultry litter where the poultry feed contained clinical doses of formaldehyde are less
than in Clean C&D Wood and Resinated Wood, and comparable to levels in
Wood/Biomass.

Table 2: Contaminant Comparison, Low-Volatile Metals (LVM) Group

o Data comparison for the LVM Group is unnecessary, because contaminant levels were
shown in Table 1A to be comparable to or lower than in traditional or non-waste fuels on an
element-by-element basis. )

Table 3: Contaminant Comparison, Total Halogens Group

e Data comparison for the Total Halogens Group is unnecessary, because (1) contaminant
levels were shown to be comparable to or lower than in traditional or non-waste fuels for
chlorine (Cl) and fluorine (F) individually in Table 1A, and (2) from Table 14, it is clear that
chlorine heavily dominates over fluorine in the Total Halogen Group for poultry litter
(fluorine is a minor contributor to the Group-total contaminant levels).

Table 4: Contaminant Comparison, Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVOC) Group

e Fibrominn, based on its expert knowledge of poultry growing operations and poultry litter
- handling practices, has determined that VOC and SVOC compounds individually and as
contaminant groups, are not present in poultry litter at levels above those present in
traditional fuels. The rationale for that determination is detailed within the discussion of
Table 1B, above.
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Fibrominn appreciates your efforts in reviewing Fibrominn’s non-waste petition and this
supplement. Please do not hesitate fo contact me with any questions or should you need
further information to facilitate your review.

Please also copy the following individuals on any email or written correspondence:

e Brad Pecora, Fibrominn LLC (bradley.pecora@contourglobal.com);
e Grady Third, Fibrominn LLC (grady.third@contourglobal.com);
o Scott Knudson, Briggs and Morgan (SKnudson@Briggs.com).

Sincerely,

Klorcd AL P20, S~
David H. Minott, QEP, CCM 978-877-7719; david.minott@arcSenviro.com

President
Arc5 Environmental Consulting, LLC

Attachments: Tables 1A,1B, 2,3, and 4

cc: MPCA via email -
e Trevor Shearen (trevor.shearen@state.mn.us)
e Richard Cordes (richard.cordes@state.mn.us)
e Steve Gorg (steven.gorg@state.mn.us)

Also - ‘

e Brad Pecora, Fibrominn LLC (bradley.pecora@contourglobal.com)

e Grady Third, Fibrominn LLC (grady.third@contourglobal.com)
e Scott Knudson, Briggs and Morgan (SKnudson@Briggs.com
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Attachment

Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparisen, Elemental Contaminants! 2

22008
1833% ’ 300% Comparable to stover and alfalfa {(data
. 1000 - ND - ’ 2300%, i e ND - 7- 100 -
Chiorine (C1) ppm 4000 9700 259 =400 30002:, 5000 2700:; 992 9080 3000 6483 avg.)
1306 7200 5000 Comparable to coal (data range)
_ 100 - ND - ND - Compar{ibl:e to wood, within s.tat.istical
Fluorine {F) ppm 200 500 2.4 300 NoData | NoData Ne Data 64.0 178 NoData | NoData | uncertainties (datarange) Limited data
available,
36000%
. 7320 - 200 - e | 13008, 10000, 13600 - 10000 - 2400 - Lower than DDGS (data avg.)
Nitregen (N) ppm | 32300 | 503p9 | 3460 | 39509 j;gggs; 6100% 17s00 | 9% | sa000 | 26000 | 4900 Comparable to coal (data range)
6100%
1330 - ND - py 1008 2008, 740 - 5400 - 8600 - Lower than coal, coke, TDF {data range)
Sulfur (5) ppm | 5300 mico |7 Lezoo | 53000 | 100 1300 | 13580 | 61300 | 79100 | 28000 | and lower than DDGS and coal (data avg )
MetalElements S S — e L : - : N ~
Antimony (Sb) | ppm | <0.605 | -- 0.9 | ND-26|NoData | NoData | MNoData | 1.7 | ND-10 | NoData | NoData gggr,“;’a"ab‘e to wood & coa {data
Litter lower than wood & coal {data
. 13.7, 0.22 - ND - ND - ND- [ 0.58- range}
Arsenic (As) ppm 1.13¢ 40.5 6.3 298 NoData | NoData No Data 8.2 174 0.3 17.52 Fibrominn litter lower than wood
: {data avg.)
. : ND - ND - ND - Comparable to wood; less than coal
125 | -- . - D D . ’
Beryllium (Be) ppm <0.12 0.3 ND - 10 | NoData No Data No Data 1.9 | 206 1.5 0.17 (data avg.)
. 0.068 - [ ) .39 - | Lower than wood & coal; comparable
Cadrmium (Cd) ppm 1.46 4.39 0.6 ND - 17 | NoData | NoData No Data 0.6 ND-19 | < 0.1 1.91 to TDF (data range)
- 0.19 - ND - ND- 5.29 - Comparable to wood and coal (data
Chromium (Cr} ppm 40.27 230 5.9 340 No Data No Data No Data 13.4 168 No Data 92 74 range)
. 0.001 - ND - ND - 105 - Lower than wood, coal, TDF (data
Cobalt {Co) ppm 0.002 0.003 6.5 213 No Data No Data Ne Data 6.9 25.2 No Data 400 avg. and/or range)
0.09 -. ND - ND - 22.76 - § Lower than wood, coal, TDF (data
Lead (Pb) ppm 12.93 goz ! 4.5 iz@g No Data No Data No Data 8.7 148 < 0.6 164.5 range)
.249 - - ND - 2.4- 63.2 - Lower than wood, coal, TDF;
Manganese (Mn) | ppm 0.794 1.54 302 15800 NoData | NoData Mo Data 26.2 512 4.0 1786 comparable to coke (data range)
0.05 - 1 ND - ) ND - 0.001 - | 0.01 - Lower than woed, coal; comparable
Mercury (Hg) | ppm | <012 | o5y 1 0.03 | 44 NoData | Nobaa | Nobawa ] 0.09 | 34 0.5 | 0.328 | to coke, TDF (data range)
\ o 1.68 - ND - ND - 200 - 4.69 - Lower than woad, coal, coke (data
Nickel {Ni} _ ppm 45 185 2.8 540 NoData | NoData No Data - 1.5 730 500 86.54 range)
: ND - ND - ND - 0.0 - Lower than wood & coal; comparable
Selenium (Se) ppm | 0.35 <0.99 1 1.1 9.0 NoData | NoData No Data 3.4 74.3 2.0 4.0 to coke, TDF (data range)




Notes and References

Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants

Notes:
1,

NOTE: At the request of EPA, this tabular summary is submitted as a supplement to Fibrominn’s original non-waste application to US EPA Region 5; l.e., Letter dated July 1, 2013 from
Fibrominn LLC to US EPA Region 5 (S. Hedman), Subject: “Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant, Benson, MN — Poultry Litter Fuei, Application for Non-Waste Determination under 40 CFR Part
241.3(ck.”  Poultry litter is comprised of only two components: digested poultry feed and poultry bedding, which is clean celiulosic biomass such as wood shavings. In its original non-waste
application, Fibrominn determined that levels of elementat metals, except for arsenic (As), are subjectively determined to be less than or comparable to levels present in traditional fuels,
basing this determination on Fibraminn’s expert knowledge of poultry growing practices, poultry litter composition, and litter handling practices. Nonetheless, in the criginal application,
Fibrominn supplemented this subjective expert determination with guantitative contaminant comparisons for the individual metals, where test data were avallable to enable this.
Except for antimony (Sb) and beryllium (Be), all data presented here in Table 1A had been previously provided to EPA in Tables 1 - 4 of Fibrominn’s original non-waste application to EPA.
antimony and beryllium are further addressed in Note 5, below.
Concentrations (ppm) for poultry litter ara for the material on an “as-received” basis, as is technically correct for purposes of this analysis. Concentrations for all other fuel materials are
literature values and were availatle only on a dry-weight basis.
Averages and ranges for poultry litter are based on poultry litter test data; For N and $, based on > 1,5G0 tests (i.e., 100 Fibrominn litter tests, plus > 1,400 tests from literature}; for I,
based on 118 iftter tests (109 Fibrominn, 9 literature); for F, based on 14 tests (all Fibrominn litter); for elemental metals, based on Fibrominn and literature test data, ranging from 6 to 1,454
tests, depending on the particular metal. Specific references foliow for the poultry litter test data (except antimony and beryllium; see Note 5 below), both Fibraminn test data and literature
values:

»  Fibrorninn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, S, Cl, and HHV (1999 to 2002)

*  Fibrominn LLC, 2001, "Fibrominn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Anan'ys:s on the As-Received Samples,” April 1, 2001 and Golbraith Laboratories, "Laboratory Report” to

Fibrowuatt LLC on Tested Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (05/23/2001)
e Barker et al., January 1994 (Rev. 2601}, "Animal and Pouiltry Manure Production & Characterization,” Tables 61 and 71 combined. Accessed March 2013
at http://www.bae.ncsu.edu/pragrams/extension/manure/awm/program/barker/a&pmpc/cover_page_apmp&e.html

Reference for Antimony (Sk) and Beryllium(Be) in poultry litter. Since Fibrominn's non-waste petition was originally submitted (see Note 1 above), relevant test data regarding levels of
antimony {Sh} and beryllium {Be) in poultry litter have become available in the literature, and the data indicate very low levels relative to traditional fuels. The Sb and Be concentrations in
this table were not presented in Fibrominn’s original non-waste application, so they represent newly submitted data here. The average Sh and Be concentrations in this table are based on
test results from 27 samples of poultry litter {turkey litter) obtained from poultry operations in three different locations in Nerth Caralina since 201G, The average Sh and Be concentrations
were reported on a dry weight basis. Data reference: “Letter dated July 19, 2012 fram North Carolina Dept. of Environment and Natural Resources (NCDENR) to Prestage Farms (4,
Prestage), Subject: Applicability Determination No. 1887 — Secondary Material Determination , , ..” This letter granted a non-waste determination to Prestage Farms for using regional poultry
litter as a combustion fuel to generate energy.
The average arsenic concentration of 1.13 ppm is based on sampling of Fibrominn’s litter only (7 samples), and is an order of magnitude less than the average arsenic level of 13.7 ppm,
which is based on literature values. The average arsénic level in Fibrominn's {itter is comparable with the average level in Wood/Biomass.
Ranges and averages for Wood & Biomass Materials and Coal are from a combination of EPA data and litarature sources, as presented in EPA document Contaminant Concentrations in
Traditiona! Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011, available at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm.
DDGS {Distillers Dried Grains with Solubles), corn stover, and alfzifa stems are all defined by EPA to be “clean celiulosic hiomass.” Multiplé average values are shown for the chlorine {Cl),
nitrogen (N}, and sulfur ($) concentrations present in these materials. The multiple average values were drawn from different literature sources and from limited testing performed in the
past by Fibrominn. Specific references for the reported data averages are as follows:
+  Ba- Morey, R.V. et al., 2009. "Fuel Properties of Bicmass Feed Strearns at Ethanol Plants.” Applied Engineering in Agriculture, Vol. 25, No. 1, pp. 57 - 64.
s 8b-Jtenkins, Bryan et al., 1985. "Thermochemical Properties of Biomass Fuels," California Agriculture, May-iune 1985, Table 1.
*  8c- Fibrominn LLC, "Fibrominn Composite Fuel Evaluation Based on 50 MW Export and Average Fuel Characteristics,” April 10, 2001. {Note: Data on As Received basis)
e 8d - University of Minnesota, 2005. “The Value and Use of Distillers Dried Grains with Sclubles (DDGS) in Livestock and Poultry Feeds." Accessed at www.ddgs.umn.edu
s Be-Tilman, David et al., 2008, "Chiorine in Solid Fuels Fired in Pulverized Coal Boilers - Sources, Forms, Reactions and Consequences: A Literature Review."
Pet coke and tire-derived fuel (TDF} are defined as non-waste fuels by EPA. Ranges for the chlorine {Cl), nitrogen {N), and sulfur (S) concentrations present in these materials are litarature
values. The spacific reference for the range values of CI, N, and S presented for pet cocke and TDF is: National Council for Air and Stream Improvement, Inc. (NCASI). 2005, Alternative Fuels
Used in the Forest Products industry: Their Composition and Impact on Emissions. Technical Bulfetin No, 0906, Tables 3.1-3.4. Research Triangle Park, NC.




Attachment

Table 1B: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, HAP Compounds’

' Comparab(e fo traditionél fu'els, based on expert,

knowledge'.
Ethyl benzene ppm Ne Data No Data No Data Mo Data | No Data No Data 0.7-5.4
Quantitative data for poultry litter unavailable.
Less than Clean C&D Wood and Resinated Wood, deemed non-
waste fuet materials by EPA (basis: data ranges). Comparable,
5.8 <200 ¢ ® approximately, with Wood/Biomass, within the statistical
3 -0 - 6- . 4 - 1508 urren No Data uncertainties of limited data bases (basis: data range).
Formaidehyde ppm | 30.4%, 46.8° 1.6-27 1363 3.4 < 100 Future®
The comparative results are based on the limited available test data for
both poultry litter and the comparative non-waste fuel materials.
Isopropylbenzene pPpm No Data Mo Data No Data No Data | NoData No Data No Data
{Cumene)
Methylene chloride ' ppm Mo Data No Data Mo Data NoData | NoData No Data No Data
Styrene ppm | MNoData No Data Mo Data NoData | NoData No Data 1.0-26 | Comparable to traditionat fuels, based on expert
; knowledge'. )
Tetrachloroethylene ppm No Data No Data No Data NoData | NoData No Data No Data
Toluene ppm No Data No Data No Data Ne Data | NoData No Data 8.6-56 Quantizative data for poultry litter unavailable.
Xylenes ppMm No Data No Data No Data NoData | NoData No Data 4,028
pEM No Data No Data No Data NeData | NoData No Data ND - 38

21 Additional VOC

. .tdﬁ}bér.able“td traditional f”l.je'tﬂs',' 'Eased on éﬁcpert

: knowledge'.

Bis(2-ethylhexyl) ppm No Data No Data ND - 26 No Data | NoData No Data No Data g

phthalate (DEHP) o ) )
Quantitative data for poultry litter unavailable.
Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
knowledge'.

PAHS ppm No Data No Data ND - 298 | NoData | No Data Mo Data 14 - 209G
Quantitative data for pouitry Hiter unavailahle,
Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
knowledge'.

13 Additional SVOC ppm No Data Mo Data ND - 10 | NoData | NoData No Data No Data

Quantitative data for poultry litter unavailable.
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Table 1B: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, HAP Compounds

Notes;

1. NOTE: At the request of EPA, this tabular summary is submitted as a supplement to Fibrominn’s original non-waste application to US EPA Region 5; i.e., Letter dated July 1, 2013 from
Fibrominn LLC to US EPA Reglon 5 (S. Hedman), Subject: "Fibreminn Biomass Power Plant, Benson, MN — Poultry Litter Fuel, Application for Non-Waste Determination under 40 CFR Part
241.3(c).” Poultry litter is comprised of only two components: digestad poultry feed and poultry bedding, which is clean cellulosic biomass such as wood shavings. in its original non-waste
application, Fibrominn determined that levels cf all contaminants except for nitrogen {N), sulfur (S}, chiorine {Cl), and arsenic (As), are subjectively determined to be less than or comparable
to levels present in traditional fuels, basing this determination on Fisrominn’s expert knowledge of poultry growing practices, pouitry litter composition, and litter handling practices. This
specifically includes VOC and SVOC compounds, for which Fibrominn has identified no technical basis for expecting those compounds to be present in its poultry litter fuel at levels
exceeding those present in traditional fuels, However, one potential exception is formaldehyde, a VOC compound added in clinical deses to poultry feed by some growers nationally in
order to combat Salmonella disease. Because formaldehyde gresent in the poultry diet could increase formaldehyde levels in poultry manure and fitter beyond background levels, an
explick contaminants compariscn was made here in Table 1B for formaldehyde, based on the limited test data availakle for both poultry litter and traditional fuels. The formaldehyde
contaminants comparison presented here is new data beyond that presented previously in Fibrominn's original non-waste application. Itis shown specifically for formaldehyde in this table
that levels present in pouliry litter where the poultry feed contained formaldehyde are less than in Clean C&D Wood and Resinated Wood, and comparable, approximately {within statistical
uncertainty), with levels in Wood/Biomass.

2. Concentrations {(pem) for poultry litter are literature values and are either reported on a dry-weight basis, or are assumed to be such.

3. The European Commission has compiled test data from five different studies on formaidehyde levels measured in poultry litter from chickens whose feed was treated with formaldehyde at
a clinical dose of 660 mg/kg. The samptes of tested Iitter had been drawn from a large number of different poultry barns. Test data compiled from the five studies-showed measured
formaldehyde levels in the litter of 5.8, 42.4, 43.4, 33.0, and 46.8 mg/kg on a presumed dry-weight basis. Reference: European Commission, 2002. Health & Consumer Protection
Directorate-General, 2002, “Update of the Opinion of the Scientific Committee for Animal Nutrition on the Use Of Formaldehyde As A Preserving Agent For Animal Feeding Stuffs of 11 June
1259 (Adopted on 16 October 2002)”

4, Ranges/averages for Wood & Biomass Materials and Coal are from a combination of EPA data and literature sources, as presented in EPA document Contarninant Concentrations in
Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011, available at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm.

5. OnDecember 18, 2012, EPA received data supplied by Waste Management Inc, (W) regarding formaldehyde levels in clean construction and demolition (C&D) wood, which EPA has
determined to be a form of clean celiulosic biomass. WM had supplied the data to EPA pursuant to EPA’s information request made in the proposed NHSM Rule of December 23, 2011.
WM provided test data for formaldehyde levels in samples of sortad, clean C&D wood produced by WM's sorting processes located In three states: Washington, California (2 plants), and
Massachusetts. The average formaldehyde level (presumed, dry basis) ranged from 13.4 ppm to 58.7 ppm, depending on the plant, and the 4-plant average level was 36.3 ppm. The
overall range of formaldehyde levels over the four plants was 3.4 ppm to 150 ppm. Data reference:  Waste Management Inc., 2012. Memorandum dated November 29, 2012 from K,
Kelly, Waste Management, to S. Badine, Barnes & Thornburg, Re: Summary of Waste Management C&C Wood Fuel Data.

6. In designating resinated wood a non-waste, iegitimate fuel, EPA found that formaldehyde levels in the existing inventory of resinated wood would be less than 200 ppm; however, EPA
noted that new standards for such wood make it highly unlikely that formaldehyde levels will be present above 100 ppm in resinated wood that is currently generated. Reference: £PA,
2011. “Resinated Wood, Scrop Tire, and Pulp/Paper Sludge Support Document for the 2011 Propesed Rufemaking; Identification of Non-hazardous Secondary Materials That Are Solid
Waste,;” EPA Docket iD: EPA-HQ-RCRA-2008-0328 / Phase. Proposed Rule (2011); November 22, 2011,




Table 2: Contaminant Comparison, Low-Volatile Metals (LVM) Group

Average Range
Metal’ Units
Poultry Litter 2 | Coal® | Wood® | Poultry Litter 2 | Coal? Wood?

Antimony (Sb) ppm 1.7 0.9 ND - 10 ND - 26

Arsenic (As) Ppm 8.2 6.3 ND-174 | ND- 298

Beryllium (Be) ppm 1.9 0.3 . ND-206 | ND-10

Analysis of LVM Analysis of LVM
Chromium (Cr) ppm Group Is 13.4 5.9 Group Is ND - 168 | ND - 340
Unnecessary? Unnecessary?

Cobalt (Co) ppm 6.9 6.5 ND - 30 ND - 213

Manganese (Mn) | ppm 26.2 302 ND - 512 | ND - 15800

Nickel (Ni) | ppm 21:5 2.8 ND-730 | ND - 540

Total LYMs 4 ‘Ppm 79.8 324.7 ND - 767 | ND- 15871

Notes:

1. Low-volatile metals identified by citing 40 CFR 63.1219(e)(4)—National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
from Hazardous Waste Combustors.

2. Data comparison for the LVM Group is unnecessary, because contaminant levels were shown in Table 1A to be
comparable to or lower than in traditional or non-waste fuels on an element by element basis.

3. Data for coal and wood (i.e., clean wood and biomass materials) from a combination of EPA data and literature sources, as
presented in EPA document Contaminant Concentrations in Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011,
available at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm.

4, The high and low ends of each individual metal’s range do not necessarily add up to the total LVM range. This is because

maximum and minimum concentrations for individual metals do not always come from the same sample.

Table 3: Contaminant Comparison, Total Halogens Group

Average Range
Halogen Units :
Poultry Litter! | Coal? | Wood? | Poultry Litter! Coal* Wood?

Chlorine ppm | Analysis of Total | 992 259 Analysis of Total | ND - 9080 | ND - 5400

Halogens Group |- Halogens Group [s

Fluorine ppm Is Unnecessary' 64 32.4 Unnecessary! ND - 178 ND - 300

Total Halogens® | ppm : 1056 | 291 | 2425-3320 ND.- 9080 | ND- 5497

Notes:

1. Data comparison for the Total Halogens Group is unnecessary, because (1) contaminant levels were shown to be
caomparable to or lower than in traditional or non-waste fuels on an element by element basis in Table 1A, and (2) from
Table 1A, it is clear that chlorine heavily dominates over fluorine in the Total Haloegen Group for poultry litter (fluorine is a
minor contributor).

2. Data for coal and wood (i.e., clean wood and hiomass materials) from a combination of EPA data and literature sources, as
presented in EPA document Contaminant Concentrations in Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011,
available at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm. ‘

3. The high and low ends of each individual halogen’s range do not necessarily add up to total halogens range. Thisis

because maximum and minimum concentrations for individual halogens do not always come from the same sample.




Table 4: Contaminant Comparison, Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVYOC) Group

Average Range
Contaminant | Units
- Poultry 2 Poultry . 5
Litter! Coal Wood Litter! Coal? | Wood
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) A : :
ppm nalysis of No Data No Data | Analysis of No Data No Data
phthalate (DEHP) SVOC Group Is SVOC Group Is

PAHs 4

ppm | Unnecessary' | not Available | No Data | Unnecessary' | 44_2090 | No Data

Total !

L8 Fppmi (EERReEE ' Not Available | No Data ~ '14-2090 | NoData

Notes:

1.

Poultry litter is comprised of only two components: digested poultry feed and poultry bedding, which is clean cellulosic
biomass such as wood shavings. In its original non-waste application, Fibrominn determined that levels of
contaminants except for nitrogen (N), sulfur (S), chlorine (Cl), and arsenic (As), are subjectively determined to be less
than or comparable to levels present in traditional fuels, basing this determination on Fibrominn’s expert knowledge of
poultry growing practices, poultry litter composition, and litter handling practices. This determination includes VOC
and SVOC as individual compounds, and as contaminant groups. However, one potential exception is formaldehyde, a
VOC compound added to poultry feed in clinical doses by some growers nationally in order to combat Salmonella
disease. It was shown specifically for formaldehyde in Table 1B that levels present in poultry litter where the poultry
feed contained formaldehyde were less than in Clean C&D Woed and Resinated Wood, and comparable,
approximately, with levels in Wood/Biomass.

EPA does not have data for DEHP or PAHs in wood, but concentrations for each are presumed to be zero or close to
zero.

Data for coal comes from literature sources, as presented in EPA document Contaminant Concentrations in Traditional

Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011, available at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm.

This comparison is based on the assumption that the absence of 16 PAHSs is indicative of the absence of additicnal
PAHs.
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April 8, 2014

Ms. Carol Staniec

US EPA Region V

77 West Jackson Blvd
R19]

Chicago, IL 60604-3590

Subject: Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant, Benson, MN - Poultry Litter Fuel
(MPCA Air Permit No. 15100038)

Supplement #2 to Application for Non-Waste Determination Under 40 CFR Part
241.3(c)

Dear Ms. Staniec:

Fibrominn LLC submitted a non-waste petition for its poultry litter fuel to EPA Region 5 on July
1, 2013, and submitted supplemental information on January 10, 2014. In telephone
conversations on January 31, February 3, and March 17, 2014, you and I discussed the petition.
Fibrominn’s Plant Manager, Grady Third, participated in the telephone conversation on March
17,2014. During these telephone conversations, you furnished a number of comments on the
submitted petition materials.

This letter addresses the comments you made on January 31, February 3, and March 17, 2014.
The subject matter of your comments addressed in this supplemental submission is as follows:
Materials Comprising Fibrominn’s Fuel

Physical Management of the Poultry Litter Fuel

Heat Content (HHV) of the Poultry Litter Fuel

Fuels that the Fibrominn Boiler System Is Capable of Burning

U0 W R

Fibrominn’s Poultry Litter Contaminants Data Are Based on Older Laboratory Analyses
(The response to this comment also includes revised tables of contaminant comparisons.)

Respomnses to your comments follow.
A. Materials Comprising Fibrominn's Fuel

1. EPA requested further information in the January 31 and March 17, 2014 telephone
conversations regarding the materials comprising the fuel mix: -

a. Details regarding the types of permissible bedding materials used by the poultry
growers (p. 3 of the petition).
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b. Description of the relative mix of poultry litter and wood chips in Fibrominn’s fuel feed
(p. 6 of the petition).

Response

Fibrominn's Plant Manager, Grady Third, provided responses to these comments orally
during a telephone conversation with EPA’s Ms. Staniec on March 17, 2014. Mzr. Third's
responses provided orally are summarized below.

o EPA asked what the relative percentages of poultry litter versus wood chips are that
make up the fuel mix burned at Fibrominn. Fibrominn said that the current mix is
typically 50/50. David Minott (Fibrominn's consultant at Arc5 Environmental
Consulting,) noted that historically, the litter fraction had ranged from about 50% to a
high of about 75%. Fibrominn further explained that fuel deliveries (litter and wood
chips) are accepted in the fuel hall six days per week. All litter deliveries are made
inside the enclosed fuel hall. Most wood chip deliveries are also normally to the fuel
hall; however, some wood chips are stored in piles outside. Monday through Friday,
the fuel deliveries are roughly an even split between litter and wood chips presently.
On Saturdays, additional wood chips are typically brought in from out51de storage, and
the litter fraction burned can be lower than on weekdays.

¢ Regarding permissible poultry bedding materials, Fibrominn stated that wood shavings
are the predominant type of bedding material; however, sunflower hulls are also used.
Fibrominn reiterated that litter suppliers desiring to use bedding materials other than
wood shavings must obtain the prior approval of Fibrominn.

Additional relevant information is provided here, beyond that discussed between
Fibrominn and EPA during the telephone conversation of March 17, 2014. A major
supplier of poultry bedding material in Minnesota, D&D Ventures, was requested to
identify all materials it supplies as bedding materials. Its recent letter response,
included here in Attachment A, confirms that wood shavings and sunflower hulls are
the principal bedding materials supplied, with ground wheat straw sometimes
incorporated during the summer months. Wood shavings, sunflower hulls, and wheat
straw are all classified by EPA as types of “clean cellulosic biomass.”

B. Physical Management of the Poultry Litter Fuel Material

2. EPA requested further information in the January 31 and March 17, 2014 telephone
conversations relative to descriptions Fibrominn provided in its petition regarding the
physical management of the poultry litter:

ArcS
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a. Details of litter transport from the poultry grower’s barn to Fibrominn (p. 4 of the
petition).

b. Description of temporary interim storage of litter outdoors (pp. 4 and 5 of the petition).

¢. The criterion that litter storage must not exceed a reasonable time frame (p. 4 of the
petition)

Response

Fibrominn’'s Plant Manager, Grady Third, provided responses to these comments orally
during a telephone conversation with EPA’s Ms. Staniec on March 17, 2014. Mr. Third's
responses provided orally are also summarized below.

e Fibrominn confirmed that litter removed from the poultry grower’s barn is normally
transported directly to Fibrominn, deposited in the enclosed fuel hall, and then is
normally burned, all within 3 days.

e EPA had asked how often the plant goes down, necessitating temporary storage of litter
offsite. Fibrominn replied that scheduled maintenance outages occur in the spring
(about 10 days) and in the fall (about 5 days). Fibrominn noted that unplanned outages
typically last from about 1 hour to 2-3 days. This would not interrupt normal fuel
delivery to Fibrominn, unless the fuel hall happens to be full. In that event, Fibrominn
explained that either the supplying poultry grower or the contract hauler arranges for
temporary storage elsewhere, typically covered storage. As relates to litter storage
during plant outages, Fibrominn said that the fuel hall could store approximately 4 days
of litter fuel (about 10,000 tons).

3. EPA requested further information in the January 31 and March 17, 2014 telephone
conversations relative to descriptions Fibrominn provided in its petition regarding poultry
litter procurement and testing, specifically:

a. Details of how poultry litter is purchased under contract as a fuel material (p. 6 of the
petition).

b. Further details regarding Fibrominn's fuel specification (pp. 3, 4 and 6 of the petition).

c. Further details regarding Fibrominn's program for onsite testing of the fuel properties of
delivered poultry litter (pp. 4 and 6 of the petition).

Response

Fibrominn’s Plant Manager, Grady Third, provided responses to these comments orally
during a telephone conversation with EPA’s Ms. Staniec on March 17, 2014. Mr. Third’s
responses provided orally are also summarized below.

3
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e Fibrominn stated that litter is supplied under either long-term contract or spot basis,
and the delivered litter is contractually subject to Fibrominn’s Fuel Specification.

e Fibrominn stated that most litter is supplied under long-term, 10-year contracts;
however, Fibrominn does make spot purchases under spot contracts when additional
fuel is needed, usually from the same suppliers.

e EPA asked what the elements of the fuel specification are. Mr. Third said that there are
specific limits on maximum moisture content, maximum ash content, and permissible
bedding materials. David Minott noted that the elements of the fuel specification were
listed on page 3 of the petition: allows wood shavings as the only permissible bedding
materails without prior approval of Fibrominn for substitution; imposes maximum
moisture and ash contents; allows no plastics or metal to be present; allows no water
added; and requires poultry rearing in accordance with good animal husbandry
practices.

¢ Fibrominn provided further information regarding the moisture content provisions of
the fuel specification under the litter supply contracts:

—  Fibrominn explained that its litter supply contracts include specific economic
incentives to deliver litter that is lower in moisture, and hence, higher in fuel heating
value. He stated that Fibrominn pays for the litter it accepts, but at a price that is
tied to the tested moisture content. Full price is paid if the moisture level is no
greater than 25%. The price then lowers on a sliding scale with increasing moisture
content. For any litter delivery with tested moisture exceeding 50%, the load is
rejected unless case-specific acceptance is approved by the Fuel Manager. In that
case, the price Fibrominn pays only the supplier’s shipping cost.

— EPA asked specifically if Fibrominn takes litter with moisture content over 50%.
Fibrominn replied that such litter is sometimes accepted, but only with the express
approval of the Fuel Manager. The Fuel Manager is very experienced in judging
whether a particular Iot of litter with moisture content over 50% could cause
physical problems such as fuel clumping, or would not burn with adequate
efficiency.

e EPA requested further details of Fibrominn’s fuel sampling program. Fibrominn

provided the following related information:

— Trucks deliver litter obtained from over 40 poultry barns. Trucks are covered
and each carries abouf 22 to 25 tons. Each truck carries litter from only one
grower’s farm; litter from more than one farm is not mixed in the trucks.

— Litter from every arriving truck is sampled upon arrival at Fibrominn, before the
truck is allowed to off-load its litter delivery. Three grab samples are taken from
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different locations within a truck’s load, and then aggregated for subsequent
analysis onsite by Fibrominn.

—  The litter sample first goes to the Initial Analysis Station, where it is ground, then
analyzed for moisture content using a Near Infrared Analyzer. The resulting
moisture measurement is entered into a computer, which later provides a
corresponding preliminary estimate of the litter’s heat content (HHV). As noted
above, for any litter delivery with tested moisture exceeding 50%, the load is
rejected (turned away) unless case-specific acceptance is approved by the Fuel
Manager.

— Following the initial analysis and offloading of the litter, the litter sample is
labeled and sent to the onsite test laborétory, where further detailed laboratory
analyses are performed in accordance with detailed, written analytical
procedures. The parameters measured include moisture content, ash content,
and the heating value of the litter (FIEFV).

— EPA asked if other parameters are measured. Fibrominn replied that no others
are measured.

— EPA asked if truck loads of litter are mixed together. Fibrominn said that litter
truck loads are mixed only after delivery, and the mixing occurs in the fuel hall
“pit.” He explained that cranes take litter from various delivered litter piles and
mix the litter together. Then, a second crane is used to place the blended litter

- onto the fuel feed conveyor.

C. Heat Content (HHV) of the Poultry Litter Fuel

4. EPA requested further information in the January 31, 2014 telephone conversation relative
to the heat content of Fibrominn's poultry litter fuel:

a. EPA noted Fibrominn's statement in the petition (p. 7) that the HHV of the litter is
typically within the range of 3,400 to 5,000 Btu/Ib and requested further quantitative
data demonstrating the variability of the HHV profile for the litter.

Response

In Attachment B to this letter, Fibrominn provides a statistical summary of the range and
variability of the HHIV value of its poultry litter fuel over the course of a year. Figure 1in
Attachment B shows the variation in the average monthly values of the HHV of litter
burned at Fibrominn during calendar year 2013. The HHV values result from onsite
laboratory measurements of samples taken from every litter fuel delivery over the course of
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the year, with the HIV values measured using the standard laboratory analytical method,
bomb calorimitry. The test data in Figure 1 demonstrate that the monthly average HHV
value for poultry litter (as received) varied from month to month during 2013 from
approximately 3,600 Btu/1b to 4,100 Btu/Ib. As monthly averages, rather than individual
measurements, this range is somewhat narrower, but clearly within the historically typical
range stated to be 3,400 to 5,000 Btu/Ib.

D. Fuels that the Fibrominn Boiler System Is Capable of Burning

5. In the February 3, 2014 telephone conversation, EPA requested more detailed information
regarding the fuels that the Fibrominn boiler system is capable of burning; i.e., other fuels
- such as coal, pet coke, corn stover, alfalfa stems, and DDGS:

a. EPA requested further ]'rlfo:rmaﬁon_ documenting that the Fibrominn boiler and fuel feed
system is designed to burn other fuels for which contaminant comparisons are being
made.

Response

In its non-waste petition submitted to EPA on July 1, 2013, Fibrominn compared
contaminant levels in its pouliry litter fuel with levels present in a number of traditional
fuels, including wood chips, which Fibrominn does burn as secondary fuel, as well as coal,
pet coke, corn stover, alfalfa stems, and DDGS which Fibrominn can burn, but hasn’t
burned. In the present submission, oat stems have been added to the list of fuels for
contaminant comparisons. In its petition, Fibrominn stated that its stoker boiler system is
designed to be capable of combusting all these fuels; thus, contaminants comparisons
between poultry litter and those traditional fuels is permissible under the NHSM Rule.
Below, the capability of Fibrominn's stoker boiler to burn these traditional fuels is further
detailed. Then, the adequacy of Fibrominn's fuel feed system and boiler combustion control
system is addressed, as relates to combustion of these traditional fuels.

Fibrominn Stoker Boiler

Stoker boilers were developed in the early 1900's specifically for efficient combustion of
coal, and by the 1960’s, also became the boiler technology of choice for combustion of wood
and other biomass fuels. Presently, stoker boilers remain a preferred boiler for coal and
biomass fueling. The Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant uses a Foster Wheeler boiler
employing a standard, Detroit Stoker grate system, specifically, of the vibrating-grate
design. This stoker boiler, by its inherent design, has the capability to combust a wide
variety of solid fuels, as long as the fuel “particle size” is less than approximately ' 2
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inches. Besides the current fuels combusted, poultry litter and wood chips, this stoker boiler
can effectively combust solid fossil fuels (coal, petroleum coke) and many types of “clean
cellulosic biomass” fuel, as defined by EPA. Such biomass fuels include crop residue (e.g.,
corn stover, alfalfa stems, oat stems) as well as the byproducts of ethanol fermentation
processes (distillers dried grains with solubles - DDGS). To ensure that the boiler design
could accommodate such secondary biomass fuels as corn stover, alfalfa stems, and DDGS,
Fibrominn conducted laboratory testing of those materials during the project’s design
phase. Accordingly, Fibrominn's Title-V air operating permit issued by MPCA on February
9, 2005 (No. 15100038-004) specifically allows Fibrominn's stoker boiler to combust the
following types of clean cellulosic biomass materials as secondary fuel: “wood and wood
waste; agricultural crops; crop field residue or field processing by-products; shells, husks,
hulls, seed, dust, screenings and other agricultural processing residue, agricultural
feedstock residues and by-products; and cultivated grasses or grass by-products.” The
permit, however, specifically disallows Fibrominn to combust “contaminated agricultural
grains, waste from farms from an open dump, and farm chemicals.” This prohibits
Fibrominn from combusting contaminated or discarded biomass materials originating from
poultry or other agricultural operations.

Fuel Feed Mechanism and Combustion Controls

While stoker boilers, including Fibrominn's boiler, are designed to be inherently capable of
combusting a wide variety of solid fuels, both fossil fuels and biomass fuels, EPA guidance
indicates that “designed to burn” also considers the adequacy of the fuel feed mechanism
for getting the material into the combustion unit, as well as the need to ensure that the
material is well mixed during combustion and that the combustion temperature is
maintained within the boiler unit’s specifications [78 FR 26 9136, 9150].

For efficient fuel feed and combustion, stoker boilers require the fuel (e.g., coal, biomass
fuels) to be of a relatively consistent particle size. The Fibrominn stoker boiler and its fuel
feed system can efficiently burn any solid fuel material having a fuel particle size less than
approximately 2 inches. Consequently, biomass fuels in particular, are normally purchased
pre-ground or pre-shredded to the proper fuel particle size. Some biomass power plants,
however, may perform this initial fuel processing for size reduction themselves onsite.

As delivered, the pouliry litter fuel Fibrominn burns is normally of the required particle
size. However, Fibrominn subjects the poultry litter to minimal mechanical processing
onsite to ensure any clumps of litter are broken up to meet the fuel particle size
requirement. Prior to being conveyed to the boiler fuel feeder, the poultry litter proceeds
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through a moving-ladder de-lumper, which entails sending the litter through a pair of
toothed rollers that rotate in opposite directions, with the roller teeth intermeshed.

The wood fuel that Fibrominn presently burns as a secondary biomass fuel is purchased as
wood chips, sized properly for the stoker boiler. Any other types of biomass (e.g. stover,
alfalfa stems, oat stems, DDGS) would be purchased similarly pre-ground to the required
size. Coal and pet coke are appropriately sized as-delivered, if they were to be combusted
in Fibrominn's stoker boiler.

The fuel handling and combustion process at the Fibrominn plant is summarized as follows:

e The principal fuel, poultry litter, is mixed with secondary biomass fuel by overhead
hydraulic cranes within the enclosed fuel hall. Fuel blending to homogenize the fuel
composition so as to optimize combustion efficiency is standard industry practice. The
secondary biomass fuel presently being blended with the poultry litter is wood chips;
however, the same cranes would be used to blend other solid fuels with the poultry litter
(e.g., coal, pet coke, stover, alfalfa stems, oat stems or DDGS).

o The blended fuel mix is placed by a crane onto a belt conveyor system, where the fuel
proceeds through the de-lumper described above, then on to the boiler fuel feed
conveyor system, which is a “cross-feed” conveyor.

o The fuel mix is fed to 8 fuel distribution feeders, that each includes a hopper with a
center-hole sliding plate, through which fuel is removed from the hopper in successive
batches, then transported via screw conveyors to the boiler. There, the fuel is entrained
within a powerful jet of air that is directed into the boiler, which serves both to introduce
combustion air with the fuel and also to blow the fuel to the back of the boiler, which
distributes the fuel across the surface of the combustion grate. This results in an even
distribution of the fuel on the grate for efficient combustion.

e The operator has the ability to adjust numerous aspects of the combustion system in
order to ensure that efficient combustion is maintained, in response to changes in the
fuel mix, fuel types, or fuel properties. For each of the 8 fuel feed systems, the operator
can separately control the fuel feed rate to the boiler, likewise, the air jet volume flow.
For the vibrating combustion grate, the operator can vary the duration and frequency of
the vibration, enabling a range of 5 fuel “dwell times” on the grate. This ensures that,
despite variation in fuel types or properties, the fuel resides on the combustion grate
long enough for complete combustion fo be achieved. Finally, the operator has full
control over the absolute and relative amounts of combustion air introduced to the
boiler, both the overfire air (OFA) and underfire air )UFA).
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e The high degree of operator control over the combustion process, as described above
(i.e., operator control of the fuel feed rate, fuel dwell time on the combustion grate, and
combustion air) would ensure efficient fuel combustion for any of the solid fuels noted
above (e.g., poultry litter, wood chips, coal, pet coke, stover, alfalfa stems, oat stems or
DDGS).

Conclusion

Stoker boilers by their inherent design are fuel-flexible, with regard to coal, biomass, and
other solid fuels. Fibrominn's stoker boiler, its fuel feed system, and the high degree of
Fibrominn operator control of the combustion process would enable effective stoking and
subsequent efficient combustion of all the solid fuels that Fibrominn has included in its
contaminants comparison analysis: poultry litter, wood chips, coal, pet coke, corn stover,
alfalfa stems, oat stems and DDGS.

E. Fibrominn’'s Poultry Litter Contaminants Data Are Based on Older Laboratory Analyses

6. In the February 3, 2014 telephone conversation, EPA noted that the laboratory data on
contaminant levels in poultry litter that Fibrominn used in its contaminant comparisons
analysis (1999 - 2002) was 12 to 14 years old. EPA expressed a concern that the composition
of poultry feed, and hence poultry litter, may have changed over the intervening years, such
that the litter may now contain different contaminants and/ or higher levels of
contaminants.

_a. EPA requested further information addressing the current representativeness of poultry
litter analytical data that is over 12 years old. -

Response

In the February 3, 2014 telephone conversation, David Minott noted that, based on
Fibrominn's expert knowledge of poultry feed and poultry operations, Fibrominn continues
to believe that its historical poultry-litter data base is representative of contaminant levels
present in the poultry litter that Fibrominn burns today. Below, Fibrominn provides new
corroborating documentation that the historical database is representative of current litter
contaminant levels. The corroborating evidence consists of an opinion letter provided by a
third-party expert, a letter from a poultry grower and feed mill operator, and the results of
contaminants laboratory testing performed recently on two random samples of Fibrominn's
poultry litter fuel.
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The rationale for Fibrominn’s expert opinion, discussed with EPA during the February 3,
2014 telephone conversation cited above, is reiterated below, followed by presentation of the
new corroborating information.

Fibrominn’s Expert Opinion

In its non-waste petition of July 1, 2013, Fibrominn noted that poultry litter is comprised of
only two components: (1) poultry manure, which is simply digested poultry feed and (2)
poultry bedding material, which is clean wood shavings or similar material deemed by EPA
to be “clean cellulosic biomass.” Fibrominn noted that poultry feed used by regional
poultry growers typically has the following constituents, in descending order of
composition fraction: . '

[

Grains (ground whole grains, e.g., corn, soybeans)

Processed grain (e.g., soybean meal, distillers dried grain, bakery meal)
Dietary grit (e.g., bone meal, ground shells)

Dietary calcium and phosphorous nutrients

Salt

e @ @ o

In addition, Fibrominn described how some poultry growers nationally have used chlorine
to disinfect poultry drinking water. Fibrominn also noted that some poultry growers
nationally use small quantities of arsenic-based anti-parasitic compound to drinking water
or poultry feed, but further noted that the industry has been reducing such use of arsenic-
based compounds in poultry feed /water for parasite control.

Fibrominn stated, that based on its expert knowledge of poultry feed and poultry growing
practices, it had determined that the basic poultry feed composition above has not changed
significantly after 1999 (i.e., since 2000), and thus, there is no reason to expect a significant
change in the types and levels of contaminants present in the poultry feed.

Corroborating Expert Opinion

An independent expert has corroborated Fibrominn’s opinion - Dale M. Lauer, DVM,
who is the Poultry Program Director of the State of Minnesota’s Board of Animal Health.
Dr. Lauer, based on his own expertise, and after conferring with academic and industry
turkey nutritional specialists, concluded the following: “I would agree with ‘turkey
nutrition experts” and Fibrominn that the composition of the poultry feed used in
Minnesota has not changed significantly since 2000. As a result, no new or additional
contaminants should be added to the litter that is delivered to the FibroMinn plant.”
Dr. Lauer’s opinion letter is provided here in Attachment C.
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Also supplied in Attachment C is the opinion furnished by the proprietor of Northern
Turkeys, Inc. who has been growing turkeys and procuring commercial poultry feed in
Minnesota for 50 years, and during this period has also owned and operated a feed mill.

The opinion of Northern Turkeys, Inc. mirrors that of Dr. Lauer above, concluding that there
is no reason to expect any significant change in the types and levels of contaminants in
turkey feed.

Corroborating, New Test Data for Fibvominn's Poultry Litter

In February 2014, Fibrominn took multiple random grab samples of turkey litter and
aggregated them to yield two samples for laboratory analysis. The two samples were sent
to an independent testing laboratory (Maxxam/PSC), where the samples were analyzed in
March 2014 for HHV, moisture, and contaminant levels (N, S, Cl, F, NHSM-Rule metals,
VOC, and SVOC). The test results are presented and analyzed below. Relevant, original
laboratory test data, as reported by the laboratory, are documented as Attachment D to this
submission.

The recent analytical results for Fibrominn's poultry litter indicated HHV values for the
two, new poultry litter samples (as-received) of 3,600 Btu/Ib (50% moisture) and 4,630
Btu/Ib (41% moisture), respectively. Those HHV values are consistent with the typical
range for Fibrominn’s pouliry litter of 3,400 to 5,000 Btu/Ib that was stated in Fibrominn's
petition of July 1, 2013.

The results of the recent testing of Fibrominn's poultry litter for contaminant levels are
presented here, as revisions to the contaminant comparison tables that were previously
submitted to EPA in a January 10, 2014 supplement to Fibrominn’s non-waste petition of
July 12013. Revised tables are attached as follows:

e Table1A: Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental
Contaminants, Supplement April 7, 2014

e Table 1B: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, VOC and SVOC Compounds,
Supplement April 7, 2014

e Table 4: Contaminant Comparison, Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVOC)_ Group,
Supplement April 7, 2014

Note: Tables 2 and 3 submitted previously with Fibrominn’s petition supplement dated January 10, 2014, pertaining .
to the contaminant groups for low volatility metals and for halogens, have not been included in the present
submission because the current analysis demonstrates that levels of the individual contaminants present in poultry
litter are comparable to or lower than levels present in traditional fuels.
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An updated analysis of the contaminant comparisons, based on the revised tables which
include the recent test data for Fibrominn poultry litter, is summarized in the Conclusions
subsection, below.

Conclusions Regarding Contaniinant Comparisons

i.  Based on Fibrominn’s expert knowledge of poultry feed, the corroborating opinions
of third-parties with expert knowledge, and corroborating new test data for
Fibrominn poultry litter, it is reasonable to rely on Fibrominn’s historical base of test
data as representative of poultry litter fuel today. Hence, Fibrominn’s historical test
data base for poultry litter remains a reliable data base for use in contaminant
comparisons. Fibrominn's recent test data (March 2014) corroborate and supplement
the historical database; they do not replace it.

ii.  The contaminant comparison tables submitted previously January 10, 2014 have
been revised here to include the new Fibrominn litter-testing results (March 2014).
The new Fibrominn test data for its poultry litter fuel corroborate Fibrominn’s expert
opinion stated in its July 1, 2013 petition and January 10, 2014 supplement, that
numerical contaminant comparisons are unnecessary except for N, Cl, S, As, and
formaldehyde. That is for all other contaminants, Fibrominn has determined, based
on its expert knowledge of poultry litter and poultry growing practices, that the
contaminant levels in its poultry litter are lower than or comparable to levels in
traditional fuels. '

iii.  The revised tables of contaminant comparisons presented in this supplement to
Fibrominn’s non-waste petition of July 1, 2013 demonstrate that the levels of
contaminants present in Fibrominn's poultry litter fuel are lower than or comparable
to contaminant levels present in traditional fuels. This conclusion has the following
bases, which vary with the specific contaminant:

e Basis for N, S, Cl, As, and formaldehyde: Numerical contaminant comparisons
based on test data for Fibrominn poultry litter, supplemented by literature data
for poultry litter.

e Basis for F, Cr, Pb, Hg, and Se: Fibrominn’s expert knowledge of poultry litter
composition and poultry growing operations, indicating that these contaminants
are not present in Fibrominn’s poulfry litter at levels exceeding levels found in
traditional fuels. Fibrominn’s expert knowledge as the basis for this
determination is corroborated by literature values for poultry litter contaminant
levels and by the results presented in the tables of the Fibrominn litter tests
performed in March 2014.
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e e ‘ . 2 e Arc5 Environmental Consulting, LLC
April 8, 2014

e Basis for Sb, Be, Cd, Co, and Mn: Fibrominn's expert knowledge of poultry litter
composition and poultry growing opertions, as noted above. Fibrominn's expert
knowledge as the basis for this determination is corroborated by the results of
the Fibrominn litter tests performed in March 2014.

e VOC (except formaldehyde, addressed above) and SVOC: Fibrominn's expert
knowledge of poultry litter composition and poultry growing operations, as
noted above. Fibrominn’s expert knowledge as the basis for this determination is
corroborated by the results of the Fibrominn litter tests performed in March 2014.
The March 2014 tests showed tested levels of all 49 VOC compounds tested to be
below detection levels, except for formaldhyde (addressed above), and also
acetone and MEK, which are compounds not regulated under the NHSM Rule.
The March 2014 tests showed tested levels of all 82 SVOC compounds tested to
be below detection limits, including 16 PAH compounds EPA regulatesas
Priority Pollutants.
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Ms. Carol Staniec Arc5 Environmental Consulting, LLC
April 8, 2014

Fibrominn appreciates your ongoing efforts towards completing EPA’s review of Fibrominn's
non-waste petition. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or should you need
further information to facilitate your review.

Please also copy the following individuals on any email or written correspondence:

o Grady Third, Fibrominn LLC (grady.third@contourglobal.com);
¢ Scott Knudson, Briggs and Morgan (SKnudson@Briggs.com).

Sincerely,

Koirsl R Pty ST
David H. Minott, QEP, CCM 978-877-7719; david.minott@archenviro.com

President
Arc5 Environmental Consulting, LLC

Attachments: Revised Tables 1A, 1B, and 4 (Tables 2 and 3 are no longer included.)

cc: MPCA via email -
¢ Trevor Shearen (trevor.shearen@state.mn.us)
e Richard Cordes (richard.cordes@state.mn.us)
e Steve Gorg (steven.gorg@state.mn.us)

Also -
e Grady Third, Fibrominn LLC (grady.third@contourglobal.com)
e Scott Knudson, Briggs and Morgan (SKnudson@Briggs.com
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TABLES 1A, 1B, AND 4



Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants!

. NOTE: This supplements Fibrominn’s Non-Waste Petition (July 1, 2013) and Prior Supplement (January 10, 2014).

Supplement April 8, 2014

2

Data Units: ppm

All revisions since January 10, 2014 are shown in red font.

; Poultry Litter?® Pet
Poultry Litter el Wood / 5 9 9 Oat - 18 T i SEan
; : (Fibrominn Data) (FrLbiEZr;;ltrLr: ;nd Biomass® DDGS Stover? | Alfalfa Stems? Coal Coke! Results of Comparison
ontaminan
Range
Avg. Range®* | Ava. Range | Avg. | Range | Avegs. Avgs. Avegs. Avgs. Avs. Range a8
Non-metal elements = = =
5000, 75793,13 2200::, 300%, Comparable to stover and ,
Chlorine () | 8000° | 1,000- [a4000 | 2000|259 |EP |oeew | Z0D | 2700%, [ssesr 92 | Do |7- alfalfa (data avg.). Less than oat
s | 8900 3017, | 5000% 3000 stems (data avy,)
3800 1300% 7200°% Comparable to coal (data range)
200, Comparable to wood, within
Fluorine (F) ‘200 200 100-500 | 324 | NP | NoData | NoData | NoData | NoDam | 640 | Noo | NP statsica incertaitis (cata
" 100 - 500 2 300 i 178 range) Fibrominn test data
200 corroborates literature data.
15600, 36000°%
: 18800° i 7320 - 200 - o | 1300%, 10000, of 13600 - | 10000 - Lower than DDGS (data avg.)
Nitrogen (N) it o | 60 1 39500 | 400007 | s100% | 17800 | SO0 | 1900 | 54000 | 36000 | Comparable to coal (data range)
2400 ' 9d
2 6100 Lower than coal, coke, and DDGS
26007 1600 - 1330 - ND - 9 100 200%™, of 740 - 5400 - - ]
Sulfur (S) e 7000 5300 11100 704 8700 j]‘;gg?a’ 100% 1300% 900 13580 61300 79100 l{gz;ae?vg.) and pet coke (data
Metal Elements =
; < 0.05,
Antimony <0.05 | NoData < 0.60° | -- 0.9 ND - 26 | NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 1.7 ND - 10 | "oP*@ Climiaitabse. to wood coal
(Sb) i i (data avg.)
< 0.01, Litter lower than wood &
A 0.02° 002~ | 13.7, <0.02 - ND - ND - ND - 0.3 | coal (data range)
sl . 316 [ 1437 405 | &3 g9 | MoPum |teDaw jNoDan jNoBsta | 8.2 47 Fibrominn litter lower than
1-;305 wood (data avg.)
< 0.05,
Beryllium < 0.05* | NoData <0.126 | -- 0.3 ND - 10 | NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 1.9 iy ND - 1.5 Comparable to wood; less
(Be) b 206 than coal (data avg.)
0 Lata
. 0.06,
Cadmium (0,08 |wopaea | 146 | 2958 |06 |ND-17|nobata |NoData |NoData |Movatm [ 0.6 | ND-19|<0.1 | Lowerthan wood & coal
(Cd) St 4.39 (data range)
0 Data’
0.3, — Litter comparable to wood
Chromium 0.6° 0.19 - 0.19 - ND - ND - and coal (data range).
‘ ; P No D No D NoD : : 3
(Cr) 1.82 40.27 230 5.9 340 S elam e Nobata | 134 168 Fibrominn litter lower than
1.19¢
. wood and coal (data avg.)
0.17,
Cobalt (Co) 0.28° No Data 0.002 ggg; T 6.5 91')3 NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 6.9 ;[5? i i Lower than wood, coal
No Data*




Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants'  Supplement April 8, 2014 Data Units: ppm?

0.25, <0.6 Fibrominn litter lower than
Lead (Pb) 0.29° (138; : 12.93 %09 ) 4.5 2159' NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 8.7 :J4DS wood and coal (data avg. and
0.55* ' range)
M Lo Nr D 0.249 ND ND i L th d L (dat
anganese 167? o Data . - - - 4.0 ower than wood, coal (data
pret 6 0.794 167 302 15800 No Data No Data No Data No Data 26.2 512 range)
No Data*
< 0.01,
<0.01 | . 0.01- 0.05 - ND - ND - 0.001 - | Lower than wood, coal;
Mercury (Hg) y <0.12 3 0.03 NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 0.09 0.5 comparable to coke (data
< 0.05¢4 <0.05 .25 1.1 3.1 - range)
05, Lower than wood & coal
. 0.73 0.21 - ND - ND - ND - (data avg. and range);
Selenium (Se) 0.99 0.55 <0.99 1.1 9.0 NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 3.4 74.3 2.0 comparable to coke (data
0.76* range)
Notes:
1. NOTE: This tabular summary is submitted as a supplement to Fibrominn’s original non-waste application to US EPA Region 5 dated July 1, 2013, and supplement dated January 10, 2014. All new

entries to this table since the January 10, 2014 supplement appear in red font. Poultry litter is comprised of only two components: digested poultry feed and poultry bedding, which is clean
cellulosic biomass such as wood shavings. In its original non-waste application, Fibrominn determined that levels of elemental metals, except for arsenic (As), are subjectively determined to be
less than or comparable to levels present in traditional fuels, basing this determination on Fibrominn’s expert knowledge of poultry growing practices, poultry litter composition, and litter
handling practices. Nonetheless, in the original application, Fibrominn supplemented this subjective expert determination with quantitative contaminant comparisons for the individual metals,
where test data were available to enable this.

Concentrations (ppm) for poultry litter are for the material on an “as-received” basis, as is technically correct for purposes of this analysis. Concentrations for all other fuel materials are
literature values and were available only on a dry-weight basis.

Fibrominn poultry litter test data, two samples of poultry litter, analyzed March 2014. Test data are for two samples of turkey litter delivered from two different poultry growers to Fibrominn in
February 2014 and analyzed by a third-party laboratory in March 2014. This Fibrominn test data is intended to corroborate, not replace Fibrominn’s prior determination, based on Fibrominn's
expert knowledge, that levels of all contaminants except for nitrogen (N), sulfur (S), chlorine (Cl), arsenic (As), and formaldehyde are subjectively determined to be less than or comparable to
levels present in traditional fuels.

Fibrominn poultry litter test data for turkey and chicken litter, analyzed 1999 to 2002. Fibrominn has demonstrated these data to be representative of contaminant levels present currently in
its poultry litter. The number of samples comprising Fibrominn’s 1999-2002 data base of poultry litter test data was documented in Fibrominn’s non-waste petition of July 1, 2013, Table 1.
Averages and ranges for poultry litter are based on poultry litter test data; For N and S, based on > 1,500 tests (i.e., >100 Fibrominn litter tests, plus > 1,400 tests from literature); for Cl, based
on 118 litter tests (109 Fibreminn, 9 literature); for F, based on 16 tests (all Fibrominn litter); for elemental metals, based on Fibrominn and literature test data, ranging from 8 to 1,454 tests,
depending on the particular metal. Specific references follow for the poultry litter test data (except antimony and beryllium; see Note 5 below), both Fibrominn test data and literature values:

e  Fibrominn Poultry Litter, As Received, Two Litter Samples — Test Data Summary for all the contaminants listed in Table 1A (March 2014)

e  Fibrominn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, S, Cl, and HHV (1999 to 2002)

e Fibrominn LLC, 2001. “Fibrominn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Analysis on the As-Received Samples," April 1, 2001 and Galbraith Laboratories, "Laboratory Report” to

Fibrowatt LLC on Tested Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (05/23/2001)

e  Barker et al.,, January 1994 (Rev. 2001). "Animal and Poultry Manure Production & Characterization,” Tables 61 and 71 combined. Accessed March 2013

at http://www.bae.ncsu.edu/programs/extension/manure/awm/program/barker/a&pmp&c/cover_page_apmp&c.html

Reference for Antimony (Sb) and Beryllium(Be) in poultry litter: The average Sb and Be concentrations are based on test results from 27 samples of poultry litter (turkey litter) obtained from
poultry operations in three different locations in North Carolina since 2010. The average Sb and Be concentrations were reported on a dry weight basis. Data reference: “Letter dated July 19,
2012 from North Carolina Dept. of Environment and Natural Resources (NCDENR) to Prestage Farms (J. Prestage), Subject: Applicability Determination No. 1887 — Secondary Material
Determination . . ..” This letter granted a non-waste determination to Prestage Farms for using regional poultry litter as a combustion fuel to generate energy.

The average arsenic concentration of 1.13 ppm is based on sampling of Fibrominn’s litter only (7 samples) between 1999 and 2002, and is an order of magnitude less than the average arsenic
level of 13.7 ppm, which is based on literature values. The average arsenic level in Fibrominn’s litter is comparable with the average level in Wood/Biomass.




Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants!  Supplement April 8, 2014 Data Units: ppm
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Ranges and averages for Wood & Biomass Materials and Coal are from a combination of EPA data and literature sources, as presented in EPA document Contaminant Concentrations in
Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011, available at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm.

DDGS (Distillers Dried Grains with Solubles), corn stover, alfalfa stems, and oat straw are all defined by EPA to be “clean cellulosic biomass.” Multiple average values are shown for the chlorine
(Cl), nitrogen (N), and sulfur (S) concentrations present in these materials. The multiple average values were drawn from different literature sources and from limited testing performed in the
past by Fibrominn. Specific references for the reported data averages are as follows:

9a - Morey, R.V. et al., 2009. "Fuel Properties of Biomass Feed Streams at Ethanol Plants.” Applied Engineering in Agriculture, Vol. 25, No. 1, pp. 57 - 64.

9b - Jenkins, Bryan et al., 1985. "Thermochemical Properties of Biomass Fuels," California Agriculture, May-June 1985, Table 1.

9c¢ - Fibrominn LLC, "Fibrominn Composite Fuel Evaluation Based on 50 MW Export and Average Fuel Characteristics," April 10, 2001. (Note: Data on As Received basis)

9d - University of Minnesota, 2005. "The Value and Use of Distillers Dried Grains with Solubles (DDGS) in Livestock and Poultry Feeds." Accessed at www.ddgs.umn.edu

9e - Tilman, David et al., 2008. "Chlorine in Solid Fuels Fired in Pulverized Coal Boilers - Sources, Forms, Reactions and Consequences: A Literature Review."

9f — AURI, 2008. “Agricultural Renewable Solid Fuels Data — Agricultural Utilization Research Institute Fuels Initiative Il Brochure. www.auri.org/research/fuels/downloads.asp

Pet coke is defined as non-waste fuels by EPA. Ranges for the chlorine (Cl), nitrogen (N), and sulfur (S) concentrations present in this material are literature values. The specific reference for the
range values of Cl, N, and S presented for pet coke is: National Council for Air and Stream Improvement, Inc. (NCASI). 2005. Alternative Fuels Used in the Forest Products Industry: Their
Composition and Impact on Emissions. Technical Bulletin No. 0906, Tables 3.1-3.4. Research Triangle Park, NC.
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Table 1B:

Supplement April 8, 2014

NOTE: This supplements Fibrominn’s Non-Waste Petition (July 1, 2013) and Prior Supplement (January 10, 2014).

Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, VOC and SVOC Compounds!

All revisions since January 10, 2014 are shown in red font.

- Wood / Clean Resinated e
L T = Poultry Litter Biamiss C&D Wood Wood Coal Results of Comparison
ontaminan nits
Avg, Range | Range’ Avg. Range Range Range’
Volatilz Orecric tomipoi |
Fibromin? Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
Benzene ppm <0.12, No Data lggta No Data No Data ND - 38 knowtedge'. Corroborating Fibrominn test data
<0.16 indicates less than coal.
FibrominZ Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
Ethy! benzene ppm <0.12, | NoData No Data b0 | Nobata No Data 0.7 - 5.4 | knowledge'. Corroborating Fibrominn test data
<0.16 indicates less than coal?.
Fibromin®
- Less than Clean C&D Wood and Resinated Wood, deemed non-
3, <2 ! 5
< 200 caiiend? waste fuel materials by EPA (basis: data averages and ranges).
Formaldehyde ppm - 1.6 - 27 36.3 | 3.4- 150° < 100 Future’ No Data Comparable, approximately, with Wood/Biomass, within the
— I;tgrature UEbre statistical uncertainties of limited data bases (basis: data
30.44 4.6 8-“ ' range).
Fibromin Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
Methylene chlorid <0.40 No D No Dat Ho i S
etnylene chtoriae | ppm s datd iate pata | NeData o 2atd ho:Fata knowledge', corroborated by Fibrominn test data
<0.
Fibromin? N Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
Styrene ppm <0.40, No Data No Data th 2 | NeData No Data 1.0- 26 knowledge'. Corroborating Fibrominn test data
<0.30 indicates less thari coal’.
Fibromin® No Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
Tetrachloroethylene | ppm <g-;g; No Data No Data pata | NeData No Data No Data knowledge’, corroborated by Fibrominn test data
<U.
Fibromin? N
P No D No D - No D No D .6 - "
Toluene PRI ig ;é‘ e s Data L SRRt &6 - 96 Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
Fib'mmmz knowledge’. Corroborating Fibrominn test data
Xylenes ppm <0.12, No Data No Data gzta No Data No Data 4.0- 28 iicntes cess Shan-eoal,
<0.16
» Fibrominn? No Comparable to traditional fuels, based on expert
40 Additional VOC ppm No Data <0.16 - No Data Data | NoData No Data No Data knowledge'. Corroborated by Fibrominn test data.
<24




Table 1B: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, VOC

and SVOC Compounds’

Supplement April 8, 2014

Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SYOC)

Hcanic A Coniparable to or lower than traditional fuels, based
16 PAHs ppm No Data (’5“_’":';‘0 No Data gzm No Data No Data 14 - 2090 | on expert knowledge'. Corroborating Fibrominn test
data indicates less than coal?.
66 Additional SVOC N - Comparable to or lower than traditional fuels, based
(Not all are NHSM ppm No Data <5 - <200 | NeData Data | Mo Data No Data No Data on expert knowledge'. Corroborated by Fibrominn test
contaminants) data.

Notes:

1. NOTE: This tabular summary is submitted as a supplement to Fibrominn’s original non-waste application to US EPA Region 5 submitted July 1, 2013 and to a supplement submitted January

10, 2014. All new entries to this table since the January 10, 2014 supplement appear in red font. Poultry litter is comprised of only two components: digested poultry feed and poultry
bedding, which is clean cellulosic biomass such as wood shavings. In its July 1, 2013 non-waste application and the January 10, 2014 supplement, Fibrominn determined that levels of all
contaminants except for nitrogen (N), sulfur (S), chlorine (Cl), arsenic (As), and formaldehyde are subjectively determined to be less than or comparable to levels present in traditional fuels,
basing this determination on Fibrominn’s expert knowledge of poultry growing practices, poultry litter composition, and litter handling practices. This specifically includes VOC and SVOC
compounds (except formaldehyde), for which Fibrominn has identified no technical basis for expecting those compounds to be present in its poultry litter fuel at levels exceeding those
present in traditional fuels. A numerical contaminant comparision is provided in this table for the VOC compound, formaldehyde, Formaldehyde is added in clinical doses to poultry feed by
some growers nationally in order to combat Salmonella disease. Because formaldehyde present in the poultry diet could increase formaldehyde levels in poultry manure and litter beyond
background levels, an explicit contaminants comparison was made here in Table 1B for formaldehyde. It is shown specifically for formaldehyde in this table that levels present in poultry
litter where the poultry feed contained formaldehyde are less than in Clean C&D Wood and Resinated Wood, and comparable, approximately (within statistical uncertainty), with levels in
Wood/Biomass.

Test data are for two samples of turkey litter delivered from two different poultry growers to Fibrominn in February 2014 and analyzed by a third-party laboratory in March 2014. This
Fibrominn test data is intended to corroborate, not replace Fibrominn’s prior determination, based on Fibrominn’s expert knowledge, that levels of all contaminants except for nitrogen (N),
sulfur (S), chlorine (Cl), and arsenic (As), are subjectively determined to be less than or comparable to levels present in traditional fuels.

Concentrations (ppm) for poultry litter are literature values and are either reported on a dry-weight basis, or are inferred to be such.

The European Commission has compiled test data from five different studies on formaldehyde levels measured in poultry litter from chickens whose feed was treated with formaldehyde at a
clinical dose of 660 mg/kg. The samples of tested litter had been drawn from a large number of different poultry barns. Test data compiled from the five studies showed measured
formaldehyde levels in the litter of 5.8, 42.4, 43.4, 33.0, and 46.8 mg/kg on a presumed dry-weight basis. Reference: European Commission, 2002. Health & Consumer Protection
Directorate-General, 2002. “Update of the Opinion of the Scientific Committee for Animal Nutrition on the Use Of Formaldehyde As A Preserving Agent For Animal Feeding Stuffs of 11 June
1999 (Adopted on 16 October 2002)” ‘

Ranges/averages for Wood & Biomass Materials and Coal are from a combination of EPA data and literature sources, as presented in EPA document Contaminant Concentrations in
Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011, available at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm.

On December 18, 2012, EPA received data supplied by Waste Management Inc. (WM) regarding formaldehyde levels in clean construction and demolition (C&D) wood, which EPA has
determined to be a form of clean cellulosic biomass. WM had supplied the data to EPA pursuant to EPA’s information request made in the proposed NHSM Rule of December 23, 2011. WM
provided test data for formaldehyde levels in samples of sorted, clean C&D wood produced by WM's sorting processes located in three states: Washington, California (2 plants), and
Massachusetts. The average formaldehyde level (presumed, dry basis) ranged from 13.4 ppm to 58.7 ppm, depending on the plant, and the 4-plant average level was 36.3 ppm. The
overall range of formaldehyde levels over the four plants was 3.4 ppm to 150 ppm. Data reference: Waste Management inc., 2012. Memorandum dated November 29, 2012 from K. Kelly,
Waste Management, to S. Bodine, Barnes & Thornburg, Re: Summary of Waste Management C&D Wood Fuel Data.

In designating resinated wood a non-waste, legitimate fuel, EPA found that formaldehyde levels in the existing inventory of resinated wood would be less than 200 ppm; however, EPA noted
that new standards for such wood make it highly unlikely that formaldehyde levels will be present above 100 ppm in resinated wood that is currently generated. Reference: EPA, 2011.
“Resinated Wood, Scrap Tire, and Pulp/Paper Sludge Support Document for the 2011 Proposed Rulemaking; Identification of Non-hazardous Secondary Materials That Are Solid Waste;” EPA
Docket ID: EPA-HQ-RCRA-2008-0329 / Phase: Proposed Rule (2011); November 22, 2011.

Test data are for two samples of Fibrominn turkey litter (See Note 2, above). The test data are for the following 16 PAH compounds that are EPA Priority Pollutants: naphthalene,
acenaphthylene, acenaphthene, fluorene, phenanthrene, anthracene, fluoranthene, pyrene, benzo[aJanthracene, chrysene, benzo[b]fluoranthene, benzo[k]fluoranthene, benzo[a]pyrene,
dibenz(ah)anthracene, benzo[ghiJperylene, and indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene.




Table 4: Contaminant Comparisen, Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVOC) Group —
Supplement April 8,2014

NOTE:

e  This supplements Fibrominn’s Non-Waste Petition (July 1, 2013) and prior Supplement (January 10, 2014). All
revisions since January 10, 2014 are shown in red font.

e Tables 2 and 3 submitted previously with Fibrominn’s petition supplement dated January 10, 2014, pertaining to the
contaminant groups for low volatility metals and for halogens, have not been included in the present submission
because the current analysis demonstrates that levels of the individual contaminants present in poultry litter are
comparable to or lower than levels present in traditional fuels.

Average Range
Contaminant | Units
Poultry Litter Coal* | Wood? Pqultry Coal? Wood?
Litter
Numerical analysis of
SVOC Group Is
Unnecessary'
Fibrominn:
SEp— Numerical
4 16 PAHs ‘ analysis of )
PAHs ppm (EPA Priority Pollutants) No Data | No Data SVOC Group Is ¥=2050 | NeData
5. <108 Unnecessary'
Fibrominn:
66 Other SVOCs
(Mot all NHSM pollutants)
<5 - <200°
TotalSVOC ‘NoData | NoData | 14-2090 | No Data
Notes:

1. Poultry litter is comprised of only two compenents: digested poultry feed and poultry bedding, which is clean cellulosic
biomass such as wood shavings. In its original non-waste application of July 1, 2013 and the January 10, 2014
supplement, Fibrominn determined that levels of contaminants except for nitrogen {N), sulfur (S), chlorine {Cl), arsenic
(As), and formaldehyde (a VOC, not an SVOC) are subjectively determined to be less than or comparable to levels
present in traditional fuels, basing this determination on Fibrominn’s expert knowledge of poultry growing practices,
poultry litter composition, and litter handling practices.

2. Data for coal and wood come from literature sources, as presented in EPA document Centaminant Concentrations in
Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011, available
at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm.

3. Test data are for two samples of turkey litter delivered from two different poultry growers to Fibrominn in February
2014 and analyzed by a third-party laboratory in March 2014. This Fibrominn test data is intended to corroborate, not
replace Fibrominn’s prior determination, based on Fibrominn’s expert knowledge, that levels of all contaminants
except for nitrogen (N), sulfur (), chlorine (Cl), and arsenic (As), are subjectively determined to be less than or
comparable to levels present in traditional fuels.

4. Levels of SVOC as a contaminant group in poultry litter are shown to be lower than or comparable to levels in coal,
based on the comparison in this table. This comparison is based on the assumption that the absence of 16 PAHs that
are EPA Priority Pollutants in poultry litter, as well as the absence of 66 other SVOCs, are indicative of the absence of
additional PAHs and SVOCs in poultry litter.
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ATTACHMENT A

Documentation for Materials Used as Poultry Bedding Material



D & D Ventures, Inc.
PO Box 61, Grove City, MN 56243
ddventures@embargmail.com

Maxch 11, 2014

Fibrominn

Dear Fibrominn,

As per a recent request, our bedding materials consist of a variety of hardwood shavings,

sunflower hulls, and softwood shavings which we manufacture from pine, poplar and aspen.
In the summer months we may incorporate ground wheat straw as well.

Warm regards,

Dale Hoerchler, Président




ATTACHMENT B
Variation of HHV in Fibrominn Poultry Litter Fuel



FIGURE 1 FibroMinn - Lab-Test HHV Data — Calendar Year 2013

Litter (As Received) Monthly Avg Btu/lb

Jan-13 Turkey Litter 3889
Feb-13 Turkey Litter 3847
Mar-13 Turkey Litter 3550
Apr-13  Turkey Litter 3664
May-13 Turkey Litter 3786
Jun-13  Turkey Litter - 3719
Jul-13  Turkey Litter 4005
Aug-13 Turkey Litter : 4100
Sep-13 Turkey Litter 4055
Oct-13 Turkey Litter 3779
Nov-13 Turkey Litter 3779
Dec-13 Turkey Litter 3601
| Avg Btu/Ib
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ATTACHMENT C
Third-Party Expert Opinions on the Representativeness

of Fibrominn’s Poultry Litter Data Base



. MINNESO}A BOARD

ANIMAL HEALTH Minnesota Poultry Testing Laboratory

poultry@statenmn.us * www.ingov/bah

March 31, 2014

Ms. Heidi Gandsey, Fuel Manager

FibroMinn Power Plant

900 Industry Drive : N
PO Box 265 .

Benson, MN 56215

Dear Heidi,

As discussed earlier this month, [ am responding to your request for an opinion on the composition of turkey
feed ingredients used in commercial turkey operations in the region. When asked if | could get some
additional information from some “turkey nutrition experts,” | contacted the University and Turkey Industry
nutritionists that | know for their insight. Their nutrition group meets annually at the Midwest Poultry
Federation Convention and so the timing was right, To follow are their comments:

1) There have been no substantial changes to the feed rations of Minnesota turkey flocks that would
increase contaminants levels as suggested in your letter dated March 5, 2014, The ingredients cited
below still form the basic poultry rations in the Midwest. They include in descendmg order of
composition fraction:

s Grains (ground whole grains, e.g., corn, soybeans)

° Processed grain {e.g., soybean meal, distillers dried grain, bakery meal)
*  Dietary grit (e.g., bone meal, ground shells}

. Dietary calcium and phosphorous nutrients

. Salt

2) Any changes that may have been made such as the increasing use of phytase (enzyme to release
phosphorus from grains) and the addition/use of supplemental amino acids to reduce digiary protein
content, allow poultry producers to reduce manure phosphorus and nitrogen content. These
supplements are approved for use in animal feeding.

As a result of the information presented,  would agree with “turkey nutrition experts” and FibroMinn that the
composition of the poultry feed used in Minnesota has not changed significantly since 2000. As a result, no
new or additional contaminants should be added to the litter that is delivered to the FibroMinn plant.

If you have any questions or require additional information let me know.

Sincerely,

gaie C. Lauer, DVM
Poultry Program Director '

Minnesota Board of Animal Health

P.O. Box 126 * 622 Busiress Hwy 71 NE * Willmar, MN « 56201-0126 + 320-231-5170 * Fax 320-231-607]

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilifies Act, this information I3 avaitable in allemative formats of communication upon request by calling 651-296-2042.
TTY users can calk the Minnssolz Relay Service at 711 or 1-800-627-3529, The Board of Animal Heslth is an equal opporiuaity employer and provider.



Dear Heidi Gandsey, FibroMinn Fusl Manager: ‘ Aprit 3, 2014

My name is John Gorton and | am a turkey grower from Pelican Rapids, M. My family has been raising
turkeys for over fifty years of which | have been actively involved for the past twenty years. We have
owned and operated feed mills and purchased turkey feed from commercial fead mills.

] am in agreement with FibrobMinn's position that the composition of turkey feed has not changed
significantly since 2000. If there ever was a fime to change the turkey feed ration it would have beenin
2012 when the price of a bushel of corn was aver $7.00 and soybeans were over $13.00. Even wilth
these Incredibly high grain input prices, the ingredients in a ton of turkey feed remained the same as any
other year. The feed ration that a turkey eats is continucusly adjusted to get the maximum growth
performance out of the turkey. However witly all the adjusting, the main ingredients remain the same,
all that changes is their inclusion level. Ground corn is still the largest component of a ton of turkey Teed
followed by soybean meal. |see no reason 1o expect any significant change in the types and levels of
contaminants in turkey feed, :

lohn Gorton yé%f
Northern Turkeys, Inc =

Pelican Rapids, MN 56572




ATTACHMENT D
Fibrominn Poultry Litter — Laboratory Test Data — March 2014
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2889 Sarvistons Dr. Halfiski Pa, 18440

(lol}215-622-8985 (1ax)215-622-1299 Certificate of Analytical Results
Date: 10-Mar-14
CLIENT: Maxxam Analytical Services
6740 Campobello Road

Mississaugs, Ontario L5N 2L8
Lab Order: R14020065
Project: B428351

Analyses AsReceived Basis DryBasis  Units Method Date Analyst

UY8493-01R\BROOD#1328 RED HOR./JOTS E WAD

Lab1D: R14020065-01A
Date Sampled: Date Received: 02/27/2014 Matrix: SOLID
PERCENT MOISTURE

Maolsture, Tolal B50.0 % D 2218 26-Feb-14 WO |
ASH, 863t

Ash 105 21.0 % D3174 03-Mar-14 VIO
CARBON, HYDROGEN, NITROGEN, OXYGEN
(CEEEE)

Carbon 199 39.8 % DB2g1/587  07-Marid VIO

Hydrogen (Excl. H In Moisturs) 265 630 %

Hydrogen (inel. H In Moisture) 824 %

Nitrogen 156 a1z o,

Oxygen (Excl. O In Molstura) 15.1 302 %

Oxygen {Incl. O In Molsture) 58.5 %
FIXED CARBON, SEiS:. '

Fixad Carbon 8.10 122 % D372 03-Mar-14 WO
HEATING VALUE, B2t

Heating Value 3800 7.200 Btuib D5865 08-Mar-14 VIO
SULFUR

Sulfur 0.260 0.52 % 04230 07-Mar-14 WO
VOLATILE MATTER; SO :

Volatile Matiar 334 58.8 % D3175 03-Mar-14 WO
< Indicates less than the limit of quantitation - .
H - Hold Time excedance ’

Page 1 of 2
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2859 Sandstona Dr. Hatfield Pa 13440

4418 POTTSVILLE PIKE, READING, PENNSYLVANIA 19805 810-821-8833 FAX 610-021-9687

(01)215-822-5865 (f)21 5-622-1293 Certificate of Analytical Results
Date: 10-Mar-14
CLIENT: Maxxam Analytical Services
6740 Campobello Road
Mississaugs, Ontario L3N 218

Lab Order: R14020065
Project: B428351
Analyses As Received Basis DryBasis  Units Method Date Analyst
UY8494-01R\BROOD:#1037/HULS/JOTS B SCOTT L
Lab ID: R14020065-02A
Date Sampled: Date Received: 02/27/2014 Matrix: SOLID
PERCENT MOISTURE

Maolsture, Total 412 % D 2216 26-Feb-14 WJO
ASH,S8aL

Ash 858 1.2 % D3174 03-Mar-i4 VUO
CARBON, HYDROGEN, NITROGEN, OXYGEN
(QERL)

Carbon 28.1 444 % D5281/537 07-Mar-14 VJO

Hydrogen (Excl. H In Molsture) 3.39 577 %

Hydroegen (Incl. H In Molsture) 8.00 %

Nitrogen 1.88 3.20 %

Oxygen (Excl. O In Molsture) 208 35.0 %

Oxygen {Incl. O In Molstura) 5§72 %
FIXED CARBON, SO#.

Fixad Carbon 823 16.7 % Da172 03-Mar-14 VJO
HEATING VALUE, GSSL ‘

Heating Value 4630 7,870 Biufib D5865 06-Mar-14 VIO
SULFUR

Suliur 0.240 0.41 % D4239 07-Mar-14 VIO

* VOLATILE MATTER, GGl

Volatile Matter 43.0 73.1 % D3175 03-Mar-14 WO
< Indicates less than the limit of quantitation
H - Hold Time excedance

Page2 of 2
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Maxxam Job #: B428351 Elemental Alr, LLC
Report Date: 2014/03/14 Client Project #: E13083
: Site Location:  FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSON, MN

RESULTS OF ANALYSES OF SOLID

Maxxam ID Uys493 UY8494
Sampling Date

unis| HomzoNjoTs. | PROCPHOTIMUSIIOTS| o | o

W WADENA

Inorganics
Chloride (CI). % 0.8 0.5 0.1 | 3549913
Fluoride (F-) 9% <0.02 . <0.02 0.02| 3549913
Moisture % 52 40 1.0 | 3532340
RDL = Reportable Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Control Batch

Page 2 0f 23
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Ma?§2am

Maxxam Job #: B428351
Report Date: 2014/03/14

Elemental Air, LLC

Client Project #: £13063
Site Location: FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSON, MN

ELEMENTS BY ICP/MS (SOLID}.

Maxacam 1D Uys493 UYg494
Sampling Date
BROOD#1328/RED
Units HORiZON[JéTS BROG?‘;]&CE_;I{TKEHQTS RDL | QC Batch
W WADENA
Metals
Antimony (Sb) ugle <0.05 <0.05 0.05| 3531086
Arsenic (As) ug/g 0.2 <0.1 0.1 | 3531086
Beryllium (Be) ug/e <0.05 <0.05 0.05] 3531086
Cadmium {Cd) ug/e 0.08 0.06 0.01| 3531086
Chromium {Cr) uglg 0.6 0.3 0.3 | 3531086
Cobalt (Co) ugle 0.28 0.17 0.01] 3531086
Lead (Pb) ugle 0.25 0.29 0.03 3531086
Manganese (Mn) uglg 167 148 0.3 | 3531086
Selenium (Se) ug/g 0.7 0.5 0.2 | 3531086
RDL = Reportable Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Control Batch
Page 3 of 23
Maxsam Analytics internaticnal Corpatation ofa Markam Analytcs 574D Campobello Boad, Mississauga, Ontasio, LSH 2(8 Tel [90%] 817-5700 Toll-Free: B00-563-5266 Fox: (305) 817-5777 www maweam ca
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Maxxam Job &: B428351

Elemental Air, LLC
Report Date: 2014/03/14

Client Project #: E13063
Site Location:  FIBROMIN, LLC, - BENSON, MN

ELEMENTS BY ATOMIC SPECTROSCOPRY (SOLID})

[Maxxam iD - UY8493 UY8494
Sampling Date
N e [omyerees Y
W WADENA
Metals
Mercury (Hg) [were] <001 | <0.01 |0.01] 3548448
RDL = Reportable Detection Limit
"lQC Batch = Quality Control Batch

Pagedof23
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Maégam

Maxxam lob # B428351 * Elemental Air, uce
Report Date: 2014/03/14 Client Project #: E13063
Site Location:  FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSON, MN

VOLATILE ORGANICS BY GC/MS (SOLID)

Maxxam ID uY8493 UY84394
Sampling Date
Unis| WonZoN/TS | ro| RODHOITIULSIOTS oy | o
W WADENA

) Volatile Organics ;

% |Acetone (2-Propanane) ugle 130 4.0 19 3.0 | 3528489
Benzene . ug/s <0.16 0.16 <0.12 0.12| 3528483
Bromodichloromethane o ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30{ 3528489
Acrolein ug/g <24 24 <18 18 | 3524468
Bromoform ug/g <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30] 3528483
Bromomethane ugle <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/g <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30) 3528489
Chlorobenzene ug/s <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
Chloraform ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
Dibroemochicromethane ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
1,2-Dichlorcbenzene ugle <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
1,3-Dichlorocbenzene ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 35284839
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ug/g <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
Dichlorodifluoromethane (FREON 12) ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30] 3528485
1,1-Dichloroethane ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30( 3528489
1,2-Dichloroethane ug/g <0.40 0.40| <0.30 0.30| 3528489
1,1-Dichloroethylena ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene ugleg <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30) 3528489
trans-1,2-Dichlorcethylene ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
1,2-Dichloropropane ugle <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ug/g <D.24 0.24 <0.18 0.18| 3528483
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ug/e <0.32 0.32 <0.24 0.24) 3528483
Ethylbenzene ug/e <0.16 0.16 <0.12 0.12| 3528489
Ethylene Dibromide ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
Hexana ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
Methylene Chloride(Dichloromethane) | ug/g <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone ugle <4.0 4.0 <3.0 3.0 | 3528489

% |Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) ug/g 30 4.0 39 3.0 | 3528489
Methy! t-butyl ether (MTBE) ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30] 3528489
Styrene : ug/e <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane ugfs <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30( 3528489
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ugfz <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3523489
Tetrachloroethylene ugle <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
Toluene ) ug/g <0.16 0.16 <0.12 0.12| 3528489
RDL = Repartable Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Cantrol Batch

¥ ner regosalicl voder WAIFT Ol
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Maﬂam

Maxxam Job #: B423351
Report Date: 2014/03/14

Elemental Air, LLC
Client Project #: E13063

Site Location:

VOLATILE ORGANICS BY GC/MS (SOLID)

FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSCN, MN

Uyg454

Maoxam ID uyg4s3
Sampling Date
1
Units a?—t?)?a?zfazifé:;u RDL anoo:ﬁ)&#l&ﬁnms RDL | QC Batch
W WADENA

1,1,1-Trichloroethane ug/g <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489
1,1,2-Trichloroethane ug/g <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30] 3528489
Trichloroethylene ug/g <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30] 3528489
Vinyl Chloride ug/g <0.16 0.16 <0.12 0.12| 3528489
p+m-Xylene ug/g <0.16 0.16 <0.12 0.12] 3528489
o-Xylene ug/g <0.16 0.16 <0.12 0.12| 3528489
Xylene (Total) ug/g <0.16 0.16 <0.12 0.12) 3528489
Trichlorofluoromethane (FREON 11) ugle <0.40 0.40 <0.30 0.30| 3528489 |
Surrogate Recovery (%)
4-Bromofluorobenzene % 95 94 3528489
D10-0-Xylene % 97 97 3528489
D4-1,2-Dichlorosthane % 106 106 3528489
D8-Toluene % 96 a7 3528489

RDL = Reportable Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Control Batch

s 0730

AT

Page 9 of 23

bllo Raad, Mississaugs, Ontano, LSN 208 Tel; (905) BI7-5700 Toll-Free: 300-553 5768 Fan: |90




Mazgam

Elemental Air, LLC

Maxxam Job #: B428351
Report Date: 2014/03/14 ) Client Project #: E13063
; — AT Site Location:  FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSON, MN
3 & & (__ ) ) 4
r-—-F@a-nﬂecfclﬁ‘l"Y‘{t ('{ b
MISCELLANEOUS (SOLID) %
Maxxam 1D uy84s3 i uya494
Sampling Date i
BROOD#1328/RED
Units| HORIZON/IOTS BROO:#;JC.:[‘;S;I{II:I:\J:(SE[JOTS RDL| QC Batch
W WADENA
[Miscellaneous Parameters '
L__‘La |Miscellaneous Organics l uglg I 3 | <2 r 2 I 3524368

RDL = Reportable Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Control Batch

Page 10 of 23
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Mazé(.am — == A

Maxxam Job #: B428351 Elemental Air, LLC
Report Date: 2014/03/14 Client Project #: E13063
Site Lacation:  FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSON, MN

SEMI-VOLATILE ORGANICS BY GC-MS (SOLID}

Maxsam ID uYg493 Uyg494
Sampling Date
N e N [y O
W WADENA
Semivolatile Organics
** No Parameter Attached ** ug/Kg ATTACHED N/A ATTACHED N/A| 3536646
Acenaphthene ug/g <5 5 ' <10 10 | 3529143
Acenaphthylens ug/s <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Anthracena ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3525143
Benzo(a)anthracene vg/s <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Benzo(a)pyrene ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Benzo(b/j)flucranthene ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Benzo(g,h.i)perylene vg/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Benzo(k)fluoranthene ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3525143
1-Chloronaphthalene ug/g <50 50 <100 100} 3529143
2-Chloronaphthalene ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Chrysene ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Dibenz{a,h)anthracene g ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Fluoranthene ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Fluorene ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Indero(1,2,3-cd)pyrene ugfg <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
1-Methylnaphthalene ugfe <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2-Methylnaphthalene ugfg <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Naphthalene ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
5 Perylene ug/e <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
Phenanthrene ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Pyrene ugfe <5 5 <10 10 |.3529143
Quinaline ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
1,2-Dichlorobenzene ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
1,3-Dichlorobenzene ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
1,4-Dichlorabenzene ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Hexachlorobenzene ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
Pentachiorobenzene ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
1,2,3,4-Tetrachlorobenzene ug/e <10 10 <20 20 | 3528143
1,2,3,5-Tetrachlorobenzene ugfe <10 i0 <20 20 | 3529143
1,2,4,5-Tetrachlorobenzene ugle <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene ug/e <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene ug/e <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
RDL = Reportable Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Control Batch
N/A = Not Applicable

Page5o0f23
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Mazé(.am

Maxxam Job #: B428351
Report Date: 2014/03/14

Elemental Air, LLC

Client Project #: E13063
Site Location:  FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSON, MN

SEMI-VOLATILE ORGANICS BY GC-MS (SOLID})

[Maxxam 1D UY8433 UY8494
Sampling Date

Units amc;gg:%::n RDL BROO:’&?#T:EIJOTS RDL| QC Batch

W WADENA

1,3,5-Trichlorobenzene ug/e <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
2-Chlorophenal ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
m/p-Cresol uz/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
o-Cresol ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
2,3-Dichlorophenol ug/e <5 § <10 10 | 3529143
2,4-Dichlorophencl ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2,5-Dichlorophenal ugle <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2,6-Dichlorophenol ug/g <5 5 <10 10 [ 3529143
3,4-Dichlorophenol ug/g <5 5 <10 110 | 3529143
3,5-Dichlorophenol ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2,4-Dimethylphencl ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2,4-Dinitrophenal ug/e <50 (1) 50 <100 (1) 100 3529143
4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol ug/g <50 (1) 50 <100 (1) 100| 3529143
2-Nitrophenol ug/e <30 30 <50 50 | 3529143
4-Nitrophenel vg/e <30 30 <50 50 | 3529143
Pentachlorophenol ugle <100 (1) 100 <100 (1) 100 | 3529143
Phenol ug/g 120 10 <20 20 | 3529143
2,3,4,5-Tetrachlorophenol ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2,3,4,6-Tetrachlorophenol ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2.3,5.6-Tetrachlorophenol ug/e <50 (1) 50 <200 (1) 200 3529143
2,3,4-Trichlorophenol ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3525143
2,3,5-Trichlaraphenol ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2.3,6-Trichlorophenol ugle <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2,4,5-Trichlorophenaol uglg <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
2,4,6-Trichlorephenol ugfe <5 S <10 10 | 3529143
3,4,5-Trichlorophenol ug/eg <5 S <10 10 | 3529143
Benzyl butyl phthalate ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3525143
Bis{2-chloroethoxy)methane vg/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl)ether ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate ug/e <30 30 <50 50 | 3529143
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether vglg <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
p-Chloreaniline ug/e <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
4-Chlorephenyl phenyl ether ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143

RDL = Reportatle Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Control Batch
(1) Detection limit was raised due to matrix interference.

Manaarr Lnglytics inteinatiopal Corporanon o/a Maveam Analytcs 5730 Campobalio Road, Mitistsuga, Ortano, ISH 208 Tel (9
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Maé(.am

Maxxam Job #: B428351 ' Elemental Air, LLC
Report Date: 2014/03/14 Client Project #: E13063 -
Site Location;  FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSON, MN

SEMI-VOLATILE ORGANICS BY GC-MS (SOLID)

Maxxam ID Uyg493 Uy8494
Sampling Date
unis| HORIZON/IOTS | ot | BROCPHOSHULSI0TS | o |
W WADENA
3,3"-Dichlorobenzidine ug/e <30 30 <50 50 | 3529143
Diethyl phthalate ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
Di-N-butyl phthalate ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
_ |Di-N-octyl phthalate ug/g <30 30 <50 50 | 3529143
2,4-Dinitrotoluene ug/g <5 5 <10 . 10 | 3529143
2,6-Dinitrotoluena ug/e <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Dimethyl phthalate ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
Biphenyl ugle <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Bis(2-chloroethyl)ether ug/e <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
Hexachlorocbutadiene ug/a <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene ug/e <30 30 <50 50 | 3529143
Hexachloroethane ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Isophorone ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Nitrobenzene ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Nitrosodiphenylamine/Diphenylamine | ug/g <10 10 <20 20 | 3529143
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine ug/g <5 5 <10 10 | 3529143
Surrogate Recovery (%)
2,4,6-Tribromoghenal % 81 78 3529143
2-Fluorobiphenyl % 81 34 3529143
2-Flucrophenal % 71 68 3529143
D14-Terphenyl % 85 86 3525143
D5-Nitrobenzene % 64 68 3525143
D5-Phenol % 72 72 3529143
RDL = Reportable Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Control Batch
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W S : Arc5 Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane
Groton, MA 01450

Arch
(978) 877-7719
T david.minott@arc5enviro.com

hitp:/fwww.arc5enviro.com

May 5, 2014

Ms. Carol Staniec

US EPA Region V

77 West Jackson Blvd
R19]

Chicago, IL 60604-3590

Subject: Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant, Benson, MN - Poultry Litter Fuel
(MPCA Air Permit No. 15100038)

Revision to Supplement #2 to Application for Non-Waste Determination Under 40 CFR
Part 241.3(c) '

Dear Ms. Staniec:

Fibrominn LLC submitted a non-waste petition for its poultry litter fuel to EPA Region 5 on July
1, 2013, and submitted supplemental information on January 10, 2014 and again on April 8,
2014. With this letter, Fibrominn revises two data points that appeared in Table 1A of its
supplemental submission dated April 8, 2014. Table 1A is attached here, showing two revised
values in blue font for the chlorine level recently measured in Fibrominn's poultry litter. The
revised chlorine levels in the litter are lower than previously reported and reinforce Fibrominn's
prior conclusion that the chlorine levels present in Fibrominn’s poultry litter are less than or
comparable to levels in traditional fuels. The basis for revising the reported chlorine levels is
further explained below.

Table 1A had summarized the contaminant levels present in samples of Fibrominn's poultry
litter obtained from two different pouliry growers. The two litter samples had been obtained in
February 2014 and were originally laboratory tested in March 2014. The then reported levels of
chlorine, at 5,000 and 8,000 ppm for the two litter samples, were higher than average for
Fibrominn litter, although within the historical range of values for Fibrominn litter. While
possible, Fibrominn thought it unlikely that those tested chlorine levels in litter from two
different poultry growers would both be above average. In addition, the standard laboratory
test that produced the reported results is less accurate than other laboratory tests that are
specifically used to test fuel materials. Accordingly, Fibrominn had both litter samples (same
litter samples as tested in March 2014) re-analyzed for chlorine by another laboratory that
specializes in analyzing fuel materials using a more accurate test method.

The test method used originally (March 2014) is the standard method for ultimate/proximate
analysis in which chlorine is measured using flow injection analysis following bomb
combustion calorimetry (i.e., Chlorine - E776/9250 Titrimetric Silver Nitrate Method). The
subsequent re-analysis (April 2014) employed a microcoulometric technique following the
ASTM D6721 test method. Using that test method, the analysis for chlorine is performed



Ms. Carol Staniec
May 5, 2014

ArcS Environmental Consulting, LLC

directly on the litter sample, not following combustion of the sample as with the standard
method. Coulometric analysis directly of the litter sample itself enables more accurate

measurement at lower concentrations.

A comparison of the chlorine test results via the two test methods follows for the same two
samples of Fibrominn poultry litter. The laboratory fest results, as reported by the two test

laboratories are attached.

Standard Test Method for Ultimate/Proximate
Analysis - Chlorine-E776/9250

More Sensitive Method for Direct Testing of
Fuel Samples -~ ASTM D6721

Laboratory: Maxxam

Laboratory: MVTL

Litter Analysis Date: March 2014

Litter Analysis Date: April 2014

Litter Sample from Poultry Grower A
(Labeled “Red Horizon™)

Litter Sample from Poultry Grower A
(Labeled “Red Horizon™)

Litter Chlorine Level (As Received): 8,000 ppm

Litter Chlorine Level (As Received): 4,010 ppm

Litter Sample from Poultry Grower B
(Labeled “Huls”)

Litter Sample from Poultry Grower B
(Labeled “Huls”)

Litter Chlorine Level (As Received): 5,000 ppm

Litter Chlorine Level (As Received): 2,870 ppm

The more sensitive laboratory analytical method showed lower chlorine levels present in both
of the Fibrominn litter samples (2,870 and 4,010 ppm), consistent with the average level tested

historically in Fibrominn's poultry litter (3,800 ppm).

ArcS

t




Ms. Carol Staniec ArcS Environmental Consulting, LLC
May 5, 2014

Thank you for reviewing this revised data. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any
questions or should you need further information to facilitate your review.

Please also copy the following individuals on any email or written correspondence:

e Grady Third, Fibrominn LLC (grady.third@contourglobal.com);
e Scott Knudson, Briggs and Morgan (SKnudson@Briggs.com).

Sincerely,

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM 978-877-7719; david minott@arcbenviro.com
President
Arch Environmental Consulting, LLC

Attachments: Revised Table 1A

cc: MPCA via email -
e Trevor Shearen (trevor.shearen@state.rm{.us)
o Richard Cordes (richard.cordes@state.mn.us)
¢ Steve Gorg (steven.gorg@state.mn.us)

Also -
e Grady Third, Fibrominn LLC (grady.third@contourglobal.com)
e Scott Knudson, Briggs and Morgan (SKnudson@Briggs.com

Arch
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Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants!

NOTE: This supplements Fibrominn’s Non-Waste Petition (July 1, 2013) and Prior Supplement (January 10, 2014).

Supplement April 8, 2014

Data Units: ppm?

(Revised May 5, 2014, updating chlorine data, blue font)

All revisions since January 10, 2014 are shown in red or blue font.

: Poultry Litter® Pet
Poultry Litter LY Wood / Sl [ 9 o | Oat 8 ~ ka0 ;
(brorinmDat:) (FIEEE::;}&[? :)nd Biomass® DDGS Stover? | Alfalfa Stems’ Coal Coke Results of Comparison
Contaminant
Range
Avg. Range’* Avg. Range | Ave. | Range | Avss. Avgs, Avgs. Avgs, Avg, Range
Non-metal elements
50600 1823
2870, 7577 13 22002“, 300% Comparable to stover and ,
; 8000 1000 - ND - X 2300, e . ND - T's alfalfa (datd avg.). Less than oat
Chlorine (Cl) 4010° ;{;%%O - 4000 9700 259 5400 gg?;zf 6000°, %ggg:e’ 8,568" 992 9080 3000 stems (data avg.)
2 1300%’ 7200% Comparable to coal (data range)
3800
< 200, Ml Comparable to wood, within
i < 200° i ND - ND - o Data statistical uncertainties (data
Fluorine (F) 100 - 500 | 290 100-500 | 32.4 | 359 NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 64.0 178 range)  Fibromsinn test data
200* corroborates literature data.
15600, 36000%
. 18800° - 7320 - 200 - o | 1300%, 10000%, - 13600 - | 10000 - Lower than DDGS (data avg.)
Nitrogen (N) , |- |20 lsegp | P40 | aes00 | iitir [ e1oo | 47so0 6,000 1 13090 | g2000 | 26000 | Comparable to coal (data range)
26300
2400, 6100% Lower than coal, coke, and DDGS
2600° 1600 - 1330 - ND - oy 100%* 200%, - 740 - 5400 - 2 2
Sulfur (S) 7000 5300 11100 704 8700 6400%, 100% 1300% 900 13580 61300 79100 (data avg.) and pet coke (data
38004 7700 range)
Metal Elements
Anti ¥R, No Data Comparable to wood & coal
ntimony 3 g B )
(sb) ; OI:;'DS4 No Data < 0.60 0.9 ND - 26 | NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 1.7 ND - 10 (data avg.) |
o Data
< 0.01, Litter lower than wood &
: 0.023 <0.02- | 13.7, <0.02 - ND - ND - ND - 0.3 | coal (data range)
Arsenic (As) 3.16 1.137 | 405 6:3 | 908 Mols || Momaky | debata | Belkd | B 174 Fibrominn litter lower than
1.134 wood (data avg.)
< 0.05,
Beryllium 053 6 | __ B ND - ND - 1.5 | Comparable to wood; less
(Be) < 0.05° | NoData < 0,12 0.3 ND - 10 [ NoData No Data No Data No Data 1.9 206 than coal (data ave.)
No Data*
Cadmi vy, 0.068 Lower than wood & coal
admium 0.083 -Ues - " s < 0.1
(Cd) i) No Data 1.46 4.39 0.6 ND - 17 | NoData No Data No Data NoData | 0.6 ND - 19 (data range)
o Data
0.3, it Litter comparable to wood
Chromium 0.63 0.19 - 0.19 - ND - ND - EE L and coal (data range).
(Cr) 1.8 40.27 230 5.9 340 NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 13.4 168 PThrsamiinng [itter Lovoes thih
1.19* wood and coal (data avg.)
0.17,
Cobalt (Co) 0.28° No Data 0.002 888; © 6.5 g? 3_ NoData | NoData No Data NoData | 6.9 EISD i SR Lower than wood, coal
No Data*




Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants'  Supplement April 8, 2014 Data Units: ppm?
0.25, < 0.6 : oo
0,26} 0.09 - 0.09 - ND - ND - Fibrominn litter lower than
Lead (Pb) * 1.07 12.93 70 4.5 229 No Data | No Data No Data NoData | 8.7 148 wood and coal (data avg. and
0.554 ’ _ range)
M e No Dat. 0.249 ND ND 2.4 Lower than wood, coal (data
danganese 1673 | No Data ; - - B 4.0 1
(Mn) 0.794 167 302 15800 No Data No Data No Data No Data 26.2 512 range)
No Data*
b3 Lower th d, coal
<0.013 } _ . } 0.001 - ower than wood, coal;
Mercury (Hg) < 0.01 <0.12 0.05 0.03 ND NoData | NoData No Data MoData | 0.09 ND 0.5 comparable to coke (data
<0.05% | <0.05 0.25 1.1 3.1 . range)
05, Lower than wood & coal
. 0.7 0.21 - ND - ND - ND - (data avg. and range);
Selenium(3e) 0.99 0.53 0.9 1',1 9.0 rebaa | Mobeg HpReR Napam | FA 74.3 2.0 comparable to coke (data
0.76* range)
Notes:
1. NOTE: This tabular summary is submitted as a supplement to Fibrominn'’s original non-waste application to US EPA Region 5 dated July 1, 2013, and supplement dated January 10, 2014. All new

entries to this table since the January 10, 2014 supplement appear in red font. Poultry litter is comprised of only two components: digested poultry feed and poultry bedding, which is clean
cellulosic biomass such as wood shavings. In its original non-waste application, Fibrominn determined that levels of elemental metals, except for arsenic (As), are subjectively determined to be
less than or comparable to levels present in traditional fuels, basing this determination on Fibrominn’s expert knowledge of poultry growing practices, poultry litter composition, and litter
handling practices. Nonetheless, in the original application, Fibrominn supplemented this subjective expert determination with quantitative contaminant comparisons for the individual metals,
where test data were available to enable this.
Concentrations (ppm) for poultry litter are for the material on an “as-received” basis, as is technically correct for purposes of this analysis. Concentrations for all other fuel materials are
literature values and were available only on a dry-weight basis.

Fibrominn poultry litter test data, two samples of poultry litter, analyzed March 2014. Test data are for two samples of turkey litter delivered from two different poultry growers to Fibrominn in
February 2014 and analyzed by a third-party laboratory in March 2014. This Fibrominn test data is intended to corroborate, not replace Fibrominn’s prior determination, based on Fibrominn’s
expert knowledge, that levels of all contaminants except for nitrogen (N), sulfur (S), chlorine (Cl), arsenic (As), and formaldehyde are subjectively determined to be less than or comparable to
levels present in traditional fuels.

Fibrominn poultry litter test data for turkey and chicken litter, analyzed 1999 to 2002. Fibrominn has demonstrated these data to be representative of contaminant levels present currently in
its poultry litter. The number of samples comprising Fibrominn’s 1999-2002 data base of poultry litter test data was documented in Fibrominn’s non-waste petition of July 1, 2013, Table 1.
Averages and ranges for poultry litter are based on poultry litter test data; For N and S, based on > 1,500 tests (i.e., >100 Fibrominn litter tests, plus > 1,400 tests from literature); for Cl, based
on 118 litter tests (109 Fibrominn, 9 literature); for F, based on 16 tests (all Fibrominn litter); for elemental metals, based on Fibrominn and literature test data, ranging from 8 to 1,454 tests,
depending aon the particular metal. Specific references follow for the poultry litter test data (except antimony and beryllium; see Note 5 below), both Fibrominn test data and literature values:
e  Fibrominn Poultry Litter, As Received, Two Litter Samples — Test Data Summary for all the contaminants listed in Table 1A (March 2014)

e Fibrominn Poultry Litter, As Received - Test Data Summary for N, S, Cl, and HHV (1999 to 2002)

e Fibrominn LLC, 2001. "Fibrominn Fuel Sampling and Testing Program - Metals Analysis on the As-Received Samples," April 1, 2001 and Galbraith Laboratories, "Laboratory Report” to

Fibrowatt LLC on Tested Mercury in Poultry Litter Samples (05/23/2001) '
e  Barkeretal, January 1994 (Rev. 2001). "Animal and Poultry Manure Production & Characterization," Tables 61 and 71 combined. Accessed March 2013
at http://www.bae.ncsu.edu/programs/extension/manure/awm/program/barker/a&pmp&c/cover_page_apmp&c.html _

Reference for Antimony (Sb) and Beryllium(Be) in poultry litter: The average Sb and Be concentrations are based on test results from 27 samples of poultry litter (turkey litter) obtained from
poultry operations in three different locations in North Carolina since 2010. The average Sh and Be concentrations were reported on a dry weight basis. Data reference: “Letter dated July 19,
2012 from North Carolina Dept. of Environment and Natural Resources (NCDENR) to Prestage Farms (J. Prestage), Subject: Applicability Determination No. 1887 — Secondary Material
Determination . . ..” This letter granted a non-waste determination to Prestage Farms for using regional poultry litter as a combustion fuel to generate energy.
The average arsenic concentration of 1.13 ppm is based on sampling of Fibrominn’s litter only (7 samples) between 1999 and 2002, and is an order of magnitude less than the average arsenic
level of 13.7 ppm, which is based on literature values. The average arsenic level in Fibrominn’s litter is comparable with the average level in Wood/Biomass.




Table 1A: Contaminant-by-Contaminant Comparison, Elemental Contaminants!  Supplement April 8, 2014 Data Units: ppm
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10.

Ranges and averages for Wood & Biomass Materials and Coal are from a combination of EPA data and literature sources, as presented in EPA document Contaminant Concentrations in
Traditional Fuels: Tables for Comparison, November 29, 2011, available at www.epa.gov/epawaste/nonhaz/define/index.htm.

DDGS (Distillers Dried Grains with Solubles), corn stover, alfalfa stems, and oat straw are all defined by EPA to be “clean cellulosic biomass.” Multiple average values are shown for the chlorine
(Cl), nitrogen (N}, and sulfur (S) concentrations present in these materials. The multiple average values were drawn from different literature sources and from limited testing performed in the
past by Fibrominn. Specific references for the reported data averages are as follows:

e 9a- Morey, R.V. et al., 2009. "Fuel Properties of Biomass Feed Streams at Ethanol Plants.” Applied Engineering in Agriculture, Vol. 25, No. 1, pp. 57 - 64.

e  9b-Jenkins, Bryan et al., 1985. "Thermochemical Properties of Biomass Fuels," California Agriculture, May-June 1985, Table 1.

e  9c- Fibrominn LLC, "Fibrominn Composite Fuel Evaluation Based on 50 MW Export and Average Fuel Characteristics,"” April 10, 2001, (Note: Data on As Received basis)

e 9d - University of Minnesota, 2005. “The Value and Use of Distillers Dried Grains with Solubles (DDGS) in Livestock and Poultry Feeds." Accessed at www.ddgs.umn.edu

e 9e-Tilman, David et al., 2008. "“Chlorine in Solid Fuels Fired in Pulverized Coal Boilers - Sources, Forms, Reactions and Consequences: A Literature Review."

e 9f—AURI, 2008. “Agricultural Renewable Solid Fuels Data — Agricultural Utilization Research Institute Fuels Initiative Il Brochure. www.auri.org/research/fuels/downloads.asp

Pet coke is defined as non-waste fuels by EPA. Ranges for the chlorine (Cl), nitrogen (N), and sulfur (S) concentrations present in this material are literature values. The specific reference for the
range values of CI, N, and S presented for pet coke is: National Council for Air and Strearn Improvement, Inc. (NCASI). 2005. Alternative Fuels Used in the Forest Products Industry: Their
Composition and Impact on Emissions. Technical Builetin No. 0906, Tables 3.1-3.4. Research Triangle Park, NC.
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Maxxam lob #: B428351
Report Date: 2014/03/14

Waxnam AnalyTag !

ternatc

Elemental Air, LLC
Client Project #: E13063
Site Location:  FIBROMIN, LLC. - BENSON, MN

RESULTS OF ANALYSES OF SOLID

Maxxam ID uYs4s3 UY8494
Sampling Date

Units EEI?J?%?:::?JBE{'RI‘;D BROD:’;‘:;?I{ E;J!::'”OTS RDL [ QC Batch

W WADENA
Inorganics
Chloride (Cl) % 08 0.5 0.1 | 3549913
Fluoride (F-) o <0.02 <0.02 0.02] 3549913
Moisture % 52 40 1.0 | 3532340
ROL = Reportable Detection Limit
QC Batch = Quality Control Batch
Page 2 0f 23
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MINNESOTA VALLEY TESTING LABORATORIES, INC.

1126 N. Front St. ~ New Ulm, MN 56073 ~ 800-782-3557 ~ Fax 507-339-2890
M V T L 2616 E. Broadway Ave. ~ Bismarck, ND 58501 ~ 800-279-6885 ~ Fax 701-258-9724 MEMBER
51 W. Lincoln Way ~ Nevada, 1A 50201 ~ 800-362-0855 ~ Fax 515-382-3885 . ACIL

MVTL guarantees the accuracy of the analysis done on the sample submitted for testing. It is not possible for MVTL to guarantee that a (est result oblained on a particular sample will be the same on any othter sample unless
ull conditions affecting the sample are the sume, inchiding samipling by MVTL. As a mutual protection to clienis, the public and ourselves, all reports are submitted 25 1 confidential propeny of clients, and authorization.

for publication of staterments, conclusions or extracts rom or reparding our reports is reserved pending our wiitten approval.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

Sample Number: 14-MB6S

Mark Carlson

Elemental Air, LLC

830 Tower Drive, Suite 100
Medina MN 55340

Sample Description: Red Horizon
Sample Site: Fibrominn '

* PROXIMATE #
ANALYTE A8 RECEIVED DRY BASIS

* SULFUR FORMS *
ANATLYTE A5 RECEIVED DRY BASIS

* MINERAL ANALYSIS OF ASH *
ANALYTE DRY BASIS

Report Date: 4/24/14
Work Order #: B1-405
P.O. #: E14021

Date Received: 4/16/14

* ULTIMATE *

ANALYTE AS RECEIVED DRY BASIS
Total Moisture 45.45 wt. %
Chlorine 4010  ug/g 7350 ug/g

: * ACH FUSION *
ANATLYTE REDUCTING OXTIDIZING

- * MISCELTANECTS =
ANALYTE . AS RECEIVED DRY BASIS

Approved by: T s emrnetei
i 2



MINNESOTA VALLEY TESTING LABORATORIES, INC.

1126 N. Front St. ~ New Ulm, MN 56073 ~ 800-782-3557 ~ Fax 507-359-2890
M v .F !m 2616 E. Broadway Ave. ~ Bismarck, ND 58501 ~ 800-279-6885 ~ Fax 701-258-9724 MEMBER
51 W. Lincoln Way ~ Nevada, IA 50201 ~ 800-362-0855 ~ Fax 515-382-3885 ACIL

MYVIL puarantees the accumey of {he analysis done on the sample sabsmilled for testing. ILis not possible for MVTL 1o guarantze that 2 test result obtained on a particular sample will be (he same on any odher sample unless
all conditions affecting the sasple are the same, Including sampling by MVTL. As a nunal protection (o clients, the pubiic and ourselves, all reports are submitted as the confidential propenty of clients, and aulhiorization
fior publication of statements, conclusions or extracts from of regarding our reports is resened pending our written approval,

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER,

Sample Number: 14-MB&9 Report Date: 4/24/14
Mark Carlson Work Order #: 81-405
Elemental Air, LLC P.O. #: E14021

830 Tower Drive, Suilte 100
Medina MN 55340 .
Date Received: 4/16/14

Sample Description: Huls
Sample Site: Fibrominmn

* PROXIMATE * ) * JLTIMATE *
ANALYTE AS RECEIVED DRY BASIS ANATYTE AS RECEIVED DRY BASIS
Total Moisture 45.16 wb. % Total Moisture 45.16 wk. %

' . Chlorine 2870 ua/g 5230 ug/g

* SULFUR FORMS * * ASH FUSION #*

ANALYTE AS RECEIVED DRY BASIS ANALYTE REDUCING OXIDIZAING
* MINERATL ANALYSIS OF ASBH * * MISCELLANEQUS =

ANATYTE DRY BASIS ANALYTE AS RECEIVED DRY BASIS

Approved by: N o pnr, || Pemrratac
o 2






Staniec, Carol

From: David Minott <david minott@arc5enviro.com:>
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Staniec, Carol .

Cc: 'Grady Third'; 'Jog Richards”; 'Knudson, Scoft’
Subject: Fibrominn - NonWaste Pefition

Hello Carol,

Provided here are the data clarifications you requested in our telephone conversation today (January 21, 2015) with
regard to the hon-waste peiition submitted for the poultry litter fuel burned at the Fibrominn Biomass Power
Plant. After checking Fibrominn's related submissions, t confirm the following:

e Test data for the metals content of Fibrominn’s poultry litter were presented only for Arsenic (As), Barium (Ba),
Chromijum (Cr), Lead {Pb), and Selenium {Se) in Fibreminn’s original submission dated Juiy 1, 2013 (Tables 1
through 4}.

e Test data for additional metals were presented within the April 8, 2014 supplemental submission {Table
1A): Antimony (S}, Beryllium (Be}, Cadmium (Cd), Cobalt {Co}, and Manganese {Mn). With that submission,
additional new data were also presented for Arsenic {As), Chromium (Cr}, Lead {Pb}, Mercury {Hg), and Selenium
(Se). The test data presented in that submission for Manganese {Mn} are the only Fibrominn-specific data that
has been submitted for Manganese. '

« No data, based on testing of Fibrominn’s poultry [itter, has ever been submitted with regard to the level of
Nickel (N\1) present in the litter, '

s The test data that was presented for the Nickel (Ni} level in poultry litter had been based entirely on literature
values; i.e., the average value {45 ppm} and range ofvaﬁues {1.68 to 185 ppm), as presented in the July 1,2013
original submission {Tables 1 to 4) and the January 10, 2014 supplement (Table 14).

Please don't hesitate to contact me should you find that further discussion would facilitate your review.

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM
President and Principai Consultant

Arch Environmental Consulting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 978 877 7718 david minott@arcSenviro.com

www_arcSenvirg.com
Environmental Consulting fo Management ~ Experfence and Value







Staniec, Carol

From: David Minoft <david minoti@arc5enviro.com>
Sent; _ Wednesday, February 25, 2015 4:30 PM
To: Staniec, Carol
Cc: 'Morecroft, Robin'; 'Joe Richards'; "Grady Third"
Subject: _ Fibrominn - Litter Moisture
Attachments: MonthlyAvgl.itterMoisture - 2012-2015.xlsx
Dear Carol,

Pursuant to our telephoné conversation earlier today, attached is a data summary Fibrominn has on hand that
summarizes the monthly average moisture content of Fibrominn’s poultry litter delivered during each morith of the 32
month period, June 2012 to January 2015. Forthe 32 month period, the moisture averaged 34% for the 776,193 tons of
pouliry litter combusted. In terms of recent history, calendar year 2014, the annual average moisture content was
similar at 37% and the monthly average moisture percentages ranged from 32% to 41%.

Fibrominn is preparing another special summmary this afterncon of the moisture levels measured on a per-load basis for
every load of poultry litter delivered 1o Fibrominn in calendar year 2014. We will supply that as soon as it is ready,
hopefully, this afternoon.

In the meantime, this attached summary provides relevant information. Please don’t hesitate to call should questions
arise '

Sincerely,
Dave Minott

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM
President and Principal Consuitant

Arch Environmenial Censulting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 978 877 7719 david.minoﬁ@arCSeﬁviro.com

www arcbenviro.com
Environmental Consulting to Management ~ Experience and Vaiue




Stfaniec, Carol

From: David Minoit <david. minott@arcSenviro.com=

Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2015 6:26 PM

To: Staniec, Caral

Cc: 'Morecroft, Robin'; 'Joe Richards'; "Grady Third"

Subject: . Fibrominn - Litter Moisture - More Data : '
Attachments: MonthlyAvgl.itterMoisture - 2012-2015.xlsx; Litter Moisiure - 2014 Per-Load Statistics. xisx
Dear Carol,

Earlier this afternoon, | had sent you the attached summary statistics on Fibrominn’s monthly average values of poultry
litter moisture content. Here, I'm attaching a second summary Fibrominn has prepared today of the moisture levels
measured on a per-load basis for over 10,000 loads of pouitry litter delivered to Fibrominn in calendar year 2014,

First, recapping the information sent earlier on the average moisture content of Fibrominn’s poultry litter defivered
during each month of the 32 month period, June 2012 to January 2015:
e Forthe 32 month period, the moisture averaged 34% for the 776,193 tons of poultry litter combusted.

e Interms of recent history, calendar year 2014, the annual average moisture content was similar just over 37%
and the monthly average moisture percentages ranged from 32% to 41%.

Regarding the attached new statistical analysis of the moisture levels measured on a per-load basis for 10,335 loads of
poultry litter delivered to Fibrominn in calendar year 2014:

¢ 10,335 loads of pouitry litter, delivered to Fibrominn during calendar year 2014, were tested for moisture content.

e The annual average moisture content was 37.8%, éonsistent with historical norms at Fibrominn.

e Over 75% of all litter samples in 2014 had moisture contents in the range of 25% to 50%.

s« Only 9% had moisture contents exceeding 50%. . _

e Fibrominn's fuel manéger will accept loads of litter with moisture over 50% rarely, and only if ihey can be accommod

s NOTE: The moisture distribution annually for the litter on a per-load basis is consistent with that of green woaod chip:

Please don’t hesitate to call should questions arise; I’'m available all day tomorrow, Friday.

Sincerely,
Dave Minott

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM
resident and Principal Consultant
Arch Environmentat Consulling, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450 _
+1 978 877 7719  david. minott@arcSenviro,com

WWW.arcoenvirc.com
Environmental Consuffing fo Management ~ Experience and Value




FIBROMINN LITTER

MONTHLY TONNAGES AND AVERAGE MOISTURE -- June 2012 to January 2015

Period Average Moisture '_I'ota] Litter Tonnage

Jun 2012 to Jan 2015 (32 Mos.) 34.10%
Jan 2014 to Dec 2014 37.4% (Monthly Range: 32% to 41%)

Product Tons

24608
2294
7186

447

25188
807
7316

1819
6752
140

604
4002

16225
1508
5576

357

22998
998
4894
268

26678.2

659.57
3482.12
405.53

15662.75
663.54
2828.79
136.31
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465

19393

17080

776,193
272,428

Moisture%

37.9
35.0
18.0

33.9

372
34.6
19.9
29.2

37.2
345
2725
23.9

35.1
25.3
21.1

34.9
29.4
16.6
352

39.3
31.0
22:3
27.0

35.89
28.43
19.48

41,7

41.98
30.68
2067
37.35




FIBROMINN LITTER

MONTHLY TONNAGES AND AVERAGE MOISTURE -- June 2012 to January 2015

Period Average Moisture Total Litter Tonnage
Jun 2012 to Jan 2015 (32 Mos.) 34.10% 776,193
Jan 2014 to Dec 2014 37.4% (Monthly Range: 32% to 41%) 272,428

Product Tons Moisture%
2y Littel 4043.09 38.82
479.1 38.13

23074.39 41.82
2592.56 26.27
4985.82 42.28

23147.08 40.62
150.1 294
5679.51 25.78
5274.8 41.57

19824.11 38.63
692.47 29.52
4546.05 24.74
4817.68 30.73

20133.42 39.17
67.73 16.9
3787.55 2172
5586.26 37.36

154393 36.74
14205.68 32.39
71551 28.75
6012.13 40.92

17652.91 34.15
1813.07 30.94
2627.35 26.9

2605.4 35.78

17893.72 35.04
696.2 31.42
334.22 36.64

11026.88 35.57
116.08 27.66
1740.03 3781
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FIBROMINN LITTER

MONTHLY TONNAGES AND AVERAGE MOISTURE -- June 2012 to January 2015

Period Average Moisture Total Litter Tonnage
Jun 2012 to Jan 2015 (32 Mos.) 34.10% - 776,193
Jan 2014 to Dec 2014 37.4% (Monthly Range: 32% to 41%) 272,428

Product Tons Moisture%

14657.05 38.76
363.38 3535
2523.71 39.88

17700.63 40.64
113.48 19.75
2734.34 43.36

26176.85

40.29

81.25 29.42
4166.32 39.97
22223.65 40.19
407.07 30.57

1970.35 45.72
20671.74 41.85
504.94 36.49
842.44 45.44

B ST IR

26341.19 42.01
215.22 27.63
4537.46 43.98

13273.99
5674.01

39.23
43.77

26623.34 38.09
958.05 34.19
3122.09 44.4
20994.04 34.74
1387.15 32,7
3243.87 42.7
18835.46 34.66
206.53 32.61
3927.05 42.31
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FIBROMINN LITTER

MONTHLY TONNAGES AND AVERAGE MOISTURE -- June 2012 to January 2015

‘ Period Average Moisture Total Litter Tonnage
Jun 2012 to Jan 2015 (32 Mos.)  34.10% 776,193
Jan 2014 to Dec 2014 - 37.4% (Monthly Range: 32% to 41%) 272,428

Tons Moisture%

14505.06 33.37
143.18 C:
155.78 - 49.9

7356.9 30.6
39 26.55
1366.18 39.36

14593.52 33.39

4306.35 39.33
18200.02 35.44
88.16 29.54
5289.78 3791
20488.62 38.06

11984.38 38.25
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FIBROMINN -- DISTRIBUTION OF PER-LOAD POULTRY-LITTER MOISTURE LEVELS IN 2014

Analysis, Based on Statistics Presented Below:
> 10,335 loads of poultry litter, delivered to Fibrominn during calendar year 2014, were tested for moisture content.
> The annual average moisture content was 37.8%, consistent with historical norms at Fibrominn.
> Over 75% of all litter samples in 2014 had moisture contents in the range of 25% to 50%.
> Only 9% had moisture contents exceeding 50%.
> Fibrominn's fuel manager will accept loads of litter with moisture over 50% rarely, and only
if they can be accomodated during nermal fuel blending.
> NOTE: The moisture distribution annually for the litter on a per-load basis is consistent
with that of green wood chips, which is Fibrominn's co-fuel.

2014 Poultry Litter Moisture Ranges (%)

Range <20 220-<25|225-<30|230-<35|235-<40|>240-<45|245-<50|250-<55 =55 Total
No. Points 353 865 1212 1408 1738 1957 1903 752 147 10335
Range <20 220-<25(225-<30|230-<35|235-<40]240-<45|>45-< 50| 250-<55 =255 Total
% Total 3.4 8.4 11.7 13.6 16.8 18.9 18.4 7.3 1.4 100.0

MEAN MOISTURE, 2014: 37.8%




FIBROMINN -- DISTRIBUTION OF PER-LOAD POULTRY-LITTER MOISTURE LEVELS IN 2014
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Staniec, Carol

From: David Minott <david.minott@arc5enviro.com:>

Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2015 2:03 PM

To: Staniec, Carol

Cc: 'Myers, Greg'; 'Richards, Joe'

Subject: Fibrominn - Non-Waste Petition - Supp! Information-2Apr2015

Dear Ms. Staniec,

During our telephone conversation today, you asked for additional information pertaining to the composition of
Fibrominn’s poutltry litter fuel and regarding the current legal owner of the Fibrominn facility. | furnish below the
information you requested.

1. Regarding Fibrominn’s control over permissible, poultry bedding materials:

« For all poultry litter procured by Fibrominn under both long-term centracts and spot-purchase contracts, the
predominant bedding material is wood shavings. Sun flower hulls are also used as bedding by some poultry
growers supplying Fibrominn, and ground wheat straw is sometimes used seasonally as bedding material.

¢ The poultry litter Fibrominn procures under both long-term and spot purchases is generally obtained from the
same poultry growers; hence, there is generally no difference in the bedding materials comprising the litter
procured on a spot-contract basis versus a long-term contract basis.

© For litter supplied to Fibrominn under long-term contract, the associated poultry litter Specification requires
that “All Poultry Litter shall consist of a bedding base of wood shavings, unless otherwise agreed by the
parties.” Fibrominn has not agreed with any poultry grower to permit use of any bedding material other than
materials classified by US EPA as “clean cellulosic biomass” materials.

s For litter supplied on a spot contract basis, the litter supplier is held to the same Specification as above as
regards permissible bedding materials.

2. Regarding the legal entity that is the Petitioner:

e  Facility Owner: Fibrominn, LLC

e Owner’'s Representative: Donald Atwood, Asset Manager Representative, Competitive Power Ventures
{CPV) —(781) 848-2202; datwood®@cpv.com

¢ Plant Contact: Greg Meyers, Fibrominn Plant Manager — 320-843-9013 x 18201;
Greg.Myers@naes.com

Please note that the Fibrominn plant is in the process of being sold to an entity to be called Benson Power; however,
this transaction will take some time because the sale must first be approved by FERC.. Until the transaction is
complete, the legal owner and its representatives are as summarized above. After the sale, the plant owner and
responsible officials will change.

Please let me know should you have further questions.

Sincerely,
David Minott

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM

President and Principal Consultant
Arch Environmenta! Consulting, LLC



20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450
+1 978 877 7718  david. minocHt@arcSenviro.com

www.arcéenviro.com
Environmental Consuiting to Management ~ Experience and Value







Viewing "Contaminant Concentrations - F_Cl - Arc5 Inputs - 4172015.docx"

Fibrominn - NonWaste - Further Cl and F Analyses |
Delete  Reply

David Minott <david.minott@arcSenviro.com>
Fri 4/17/2015 12:23 PM

To: Staniec, Carol;

You forwarded this message on 4/17/2015 3:02 PM

Contaminant Concentra...
51 KB

1 attachment (61 KB)  Download all

Hello Carol,

Reply all

Page 1 of 1

Forward

Mark as unread

Attached please find an amended contaminant comparision table reflecting results of further analysis

for Chlorine and Fluorine. Please let me know should you have any questions.

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minotf, QEP, CCM

President and Principal Consultant

Arch Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 878 877 7719  david. minott@arcsenviro.com

www._arcsenviro.com

Environmental Consuling to Management ~ Fxperience and Value

_ﬁf'ﬁ%

https://outlook.office365.com/owa/

5/29/2015



Fibrominn Non-Waste Petition

Additional Analysis of the Historical Litter Sampling Data
Submitted to US EPA Region 5 (Carol Staniec) by David Minott, Arc5 Environmental Consulting on April 17, 2015

Wood /
FibroMinn Poultry Litter! Biomass: Coal: s
DDGS Stover Alfalfa Results of Comparison®
Average Range
new)3 new)?3 Range Range
(hey) (pew]} 9 e Avg® Range | Avg” | Range | Avg® Range
Average? Range? (Historical) ' ¥
| Contaminant | (Historical)
Metal Elements — dry weight basis
: " <.05 <.05-<.05 - _ Lower than Coal and Wood
Antimony (Sb) ¥ip Daka No Data ND - 26 ND -10
| .03 <.01-03 Lower than Coal, Wood , DDGS
Arsenic (As)s 172 <0148 ND-298 ND - 174 <3.2 2.50 and stover
] 4 <.05 <.05-<.05 » Lower than Coal, Wood, DDGS and
Beryllium (Be) D No data ND-10 ND - 206 <0.093 <0.089 stover
0.1 0.09-0.12 Lower than Coal, Wood and Stover
Cadmium (Cd) No Data No Data ND-17 ND - 19 <0.046 <0.45
1.5 0.32-1.5
Non-metal elements - dry basis ;
62908 5230-73508 Lower than Coal (Range for Recent
ND-5400 . ‘ | Test Data)
Chlorine (C1)% 5776 Range: 1520-13528 ND-9,080 | 1900 | 1291 3600| _300-| 3600 | _ 300 || swerthan Coal (Range, 95"
Range, 95" Percentile; 8816* 3,600 7,600 7,800 Percentile for Historical Test Data)
<200 200-<200 ND-300 Lower than Wood (Range for Recent
5 127 Range: ND-759 Test Data)
Fluorine (F)° Range, 93" Percentile: 304% ND —178 Comparable to Wood (Range, 93"
Percentile for Historical Test Data)
26,144 23,712-28,576 19,800 | Lower than DDGS (Average)
. 13,600 — 45,000- 5,900- !
5 ] s 1 ] ¥y _
Nitrogen (N) 39,976 15,504-66,272 | 200-39500 54,000 47,000 54 000 5,100 7 400 17,300 i s
3,800 3,648-3,952 ND-8700 e 3,100- 600- 200-
Sulfur (S)° T40—813800 | G700 | 4aspp| 479 4p0p 780 | 5 ooob
5776 2,432-10,640

* In the Historical Data Base, there were 110 litter samples with chlorine (Cl) measurements. Of the 110 samples, the top six had Cl mass
fractions, as received, of 0.0089, 0.0081, 0.0068, 0.0067, 0.0061, and 0.0058. The last value, 0.0058, is the 95! Percentile value in the
distribution of all 110 samples. Recalculated on a dry weight basis, the 95" Percentile value is 8816 PPM. The scatter plot below illustrates that
sample Cl levels measured above the 95" Percentile appear to be a very few, extreme values (outliers).



DOCUMENTATION FOR SUPPLEMIENTAL ANALYSIS SENT EPA
OF FIBROMINN'S LITTER SAMPLING DATA
FOR FLUORINE CONCENTRATIONS, HISTORICAL DATA BASE ONLY.

Supplied to EPA (Carol Staniec) by ArcS Environmental Consulting (David Minott) on April 17, 2015

Flugrine (F) in Litter, As Received .~

Avg., As Received
Avg., Dry Basis

s M ass. F_.rg'c't_ib.n. EE

0.0003 95th Percentile Value
0.0002 93rd Percentile Value

0.0001

0.000005 Not Detected. Value set at 1/2 the lowest detected value.

0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
(.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
(.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Mot Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
(0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected
0.000005 Not Detected

0.0000832
127

Assumes concentration {dry) = concentration (as revd) time 1.52, per EPA documentation.
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Fibrominn - Raw Cl and F Data Page 1 of 1

Fibrominn - Raw Cl and F Data
Delate  Reply  Replyall  Forward

David Minott <david.minott@arc5enviro.com> Mark as unread

Thu 4/16/2015 6:19 PM

To: Staniec, Carol;

You forwarded this message on 5/27/2015 5:04 PM

Fibrominn Litter - Histor...
19KB

1 aﬁachmentl{19 KB) Download all

Hi Carol,

Here is a spreadsheet that provides all the Chiorine and Fluorine sampling data for the “Historical
Sampling Data” data base. Note that of the total of 40 Fluorine tests, 14 have data values and 26 were
non- detects. That, in itself, says something. :

i'll give you a call as planned at 9:45AM Central today {Friday) to discuss.

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM

President and Principal Consultant

Arch Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 978 877 7719  david minott@archenviro.com

www.archenviro.com

Envirenmental Consuiting to Management ~ Experience and Value

https://outlook.office365.com/owa/ : 5/29/2015



FIBROMINN LITTER SAMPLING DATA

HISTORICAL DATA BASE - CHLORINE AND FLUORINE DATA FOR LITTER, AS RECEIVED
Supplied to EPA {Carol Staniec) by ArcS Environmental Consuiting {David Minott) on Aprit 17, 2015

NCTE: Sample Dates are not tied electronically to the litter sampiing data.

If the crder of the sampling data columns is changed, the dates will not match the datz properly.

.. Chlorine {Cl) in Litter, As Received = - i g

~Fluorine {F} in Litter, As Received

: 'Samp:i;e Date '

. Percent{%)

Mass Fraction]

Percent (%} -

Mass Fraction

17-Nov-00k (0.24% 0.0024 Mo Test No Test
28-Jan-00] 0.40% 0.004 No Test No Test
12-May-00] 0.32% 0.0032 No Test No Test
23-Aug-00j 0.44% 0.0044 No Test No Test
17-Jan—00] 0.58% 0.0058 No Test No Test
5-0ct-00] 0.34% 0.0034 No Test No Test
7-Apr-00} 0.45% 0.0045 No Test No Test
28-Jun-00] 0.28% 0.0028 No Test No Test
20-Jul-00] 0.26% 0.0026 No Test No Test
3-Aug-00} 0.25% 0.0025 No Test No Test] .
21-Nov-00} 0.21% 0.0021 No Test No Te'st
3-Aug-00} 0.48% 0.0048 No Test No Test
8-Nov-00} 0.49% 0.0049§ No Test No Test
9-May-00} 0.36% 0.0036 No Test No Test
3-Aug-00] 0.43% 0.0043 No Test No Test
3-Aug-00} 0.38% 0.0038 No Test No Test
8-Nov-00} 0.34% 0.0034 No Test No Test
5-May-00k 0.28% 0.0028 No Test No Test
14-Dec-00f 0.39% 0.0039f No Test No Test
14-Dec-00] 0.42% 0.0042 No Test No Test
14-Dec-00f 0.35% 0.0035 No Test No Test
18-Jul-00} 0.37% 0.0037 No Test No Test
18-1ul-00f 0.20% 0.002 No Test No Test
28-)un-00} 0.30% 0.003 No Test No Test
14-jul-00 0.35% 0.0035 No Test No Test
I—Jun—OOE 0.28% 0.0028 No Test No Test
22-Jun-00f 0.38% 0.0038 No Test No Test
28-)un-00 0.25% 0.0025 No Test No Test
14-Jul-00f 0.30% 0.003 No Test No Test
1-Jun-00f 0.39% 0.0029 No Test No Test
22-)un-00} 0.31% 0.0031 No Test No Test
28-Jun-00} 0.52% 0.0052 No Test No Test
14-3ul-00f 0.34% 0.0034 No Test No Test
1-Jun-008 0.33% 0.0033 No Test No Test
22-Jun-00j 0.39% 0.0039] No Test No Test
28-Jun-00] 0.36% 0.0036 No Test No Test
14-iul-00f 0.39% 0.0039 No Test No Test
22-Jun-00f 0.41% 0.0041 No Test No Test
5-jan-01 0.19% 0.0019 No Test No Test

Page 1 of 3




FIBROMINN LITTER SAMPLING DATA

HISTORICAL DATA BASE - CHLORINE AND FLUORINE DATA FOR LITTER, AS RECEIVED
Supplied to EPA (Carol Staniec) by Arc5 Environmental Consulting {David Minott) on April 17, 2015

NOTE: Sampie Dates are not tied elecironically to the litter sampling data.

i the order of the sampling data columns is changed, the dates will not match the data properly.

: Sample ts:a'te -l Chiorine (Cl} in Litter, As Received - i . I “Fluorine {F) in Litter, As Received - .-
IV 5 “Percentd%}| 7 Mass Fraction] 0 o Percent{%)] tass Fraction
5-Jan-01 0.23% 0.0023 No Test No Test
8-Jan-01 0.19% 0.0015 No Test No Test
8-lan-01 0.12% 0.0012 No Test No Test
8-Jan-01 0.21% 0.0021 No Test No Test
28-May-02 0.32% 0.0032 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 0.42% 0.0042 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 0.40% 0.004f 0.05% 0.0005
28-May-02 0.36% 0.0036 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 0.43% 0.0043 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 0.39% .0039 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 0.46% 0.0046 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 0.51% 0.0051 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 0.34% 0.0034 0.04% 0.0004
18-May-01 0.31% 0.0031 No Test No Test
10-Jul-02 No Test No Test No Test No Test
10-Jul-02 No Test No Test No Test No Test
15-Aug-00 0.51% 0.0051 No Test No Test
5-0ct-00 0.51% 0.0051 No Test No Test
5-Oct-00f 0.46% 0.0046 No Test No Test
18-May-01 0.51% 0.0051 No Test No Test
10-Jan-01 0.10% 0.001 No Test No Test
10-Jan-0L 0.15% 0.0015 No Test No Test
. 18-0ct-00F 0.33% 0.0033 No Test No Test
12-Dec-01 0.45% 0.0045 0.02% £.0002
12-Dec-01 0.47% 0.0047 No Test No Test
12-Dec-01 0.58% 0.0058 0.02% 0.0002
12-Dec-01 0.36% 0.0036 No Test No Test
12-Dec-G1 0.40% 0.004 No Test No Test
12-Dec-01 0.37% 0.0037 No Test No Test
12-Dec-01 0.19% 0.0019 No Test No Test
12-Dec-01 0.41% 0.0041 0.01% 0.0001
24-Jan-02 0.52% .0052 No Detect No Detect
24-lan-02 0.47% 0.0047 No Detect No Detect
24-lan-02 0.21% 0.0021 No Detect No Detect
7-Mar-02 0.68% 0.0068 No Test No Test
1-Apr-02 0.38% 0.0038 No Test No Test
22-Dec-01 0.50% C.005 No Detect No Detect
22-Dec-01 0.53% 0.0053 No Detect No Detect
22-Dec-01 0.28% 0.0028 0.01% 0.0001

Page 2 of 3




FIBROMINN LITTER SAMPLING DATA

HISTORICAL DATA BASE - CHLORINE AND FLUORINE DATA FOR LITTER, AS RECEIVED
Supplied to EPA (Carol Staniec) by Arc5 Environmental Consulting {David Minott) on April 17, 2015

NQTE: Sample Dates are not tied electronically to the iitter sampling data.

If the order of the sampling data columns is changed, the dates wili not match the data properly.

Sa.r&bie ‘Date. | “iChiorine (CI) in Litter, As Received : Eiqoriin_e .(:F} :i.n'ti,i.tt.er, As .Be;eived R
S . Percent{%}]. . ' <~ 'Mass Fractiong - Percent {%) - - Mass Fraction
24-Jan-02 0.36% 0.0036 Ng Detect No Detect
4-Feb-02 0.49% 0.0049 No Detect No Detect
4-Feb-02 0.48% 0.0048 No Detect No Detect
4-Feb-02 0.33% 0.0033 No Detect No Detect
18-Dec-01 0.44% 0.0044 0.02% 0.0002
24-Jan-02 0.44% 0.0044 No Detect|- No Detect
12-May-00§ 0.23% 0.0023 No Test No Test
12-May-00f 0.50% 0.005 No Test No Test
12-May-00} 0.34% 0.0034 No Test No Test
12—May—00l 0.27% 0.0027 No Test No Test
12-May-00j 0.30% 0.003 No Test No Test
19-Feb-02 0.67% 0.0067 0.01% 0.0001
21-Dec-01 0.21% 0.0021 0.01% 0.0001
18-May-01 0.14% 0.0014 No Test No Test
1-Aug-00f 0.40% 0.004 No Test No Test
10-Dec-01 0.15% 0.0015 0.02% 0.0002
24-)an-02 0.52% £.0052 No Detect No Detect
24-lan-02 0.54% 0.0054 No Detect No Detect
24-lan-02 0.49% £.0049 No Detect No Detect
11-Dec-01 0.47% 0.0047 0.02% 0.0002
28-Dec-01 0.36% 0.0036 No Detect No Detect
28-Jan-02 0.48% 0.0048 No Detect No Detect
28-Dec-01 0.45% 0.0045 0.02% 0.0002
11-Dec-01 0.24% 0.0024 0.02% 0.0002
28-Dec-01 0.31% 0.0031 0.03% 0.0003
28-Dec-01 0.31% 0.0031 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 0.81% 0.0081 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 (0.51% 0.0051 No Detect No Detect
28-May-02 C.89% 0.0089 No Detect No Detect
17-bun-02 0.42% 0.0042 No Test No Test
17-Jun-02 0.61% 0.0061 No Test No Test
17-bun-G2 0.44% 0.0044 No Test No Test
5-0ct-00 0.12% 0.0012 No Test NG Test
5-0ct-00 0.43% 0.0043 No Test No Test
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Staniec, Carol -

From: David Minott <david. minott@arcSenviro.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 12:39 PM

To: Staniec, Caral

Subject: Fibrominn - Sampling Question

Hi Carol,

Regarding the litter samples analyzed in 2014, Fibrominn reports that those samples were taken from the litter delivery
trucks inside the Fuel Hall. Let me know if you have further questions on this.

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM
. President and Principal Consuitant

ArcS Environmental Consuiting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Grotan, MA 01450

+1 978 877 7719  david.minott@arcsenviro.com

www.arcbenviro.com
Environmental Consulting to Management ~ Experience and Value
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Staniec, Carol

From: David Minott <david. minoti@arc5enviro.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 12:03 PM

To: Staniec, Carol

Subject: Fibrominn - Sampling Question

Hi Carol,

I've asked Fibrominn to check on where they obtained the litter samples in 2014; i.e., from either the turkey barns or the
Fuel Hall. They are checking now and I'll let you know as soon as they get back to me.

Regards,
Dave

Pavid H. Minott, QEP, CCM

President and Principal Consuftant

Arcs Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwpod Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 978 877 7719  davidminoti@arcSenviro.com

wWww.archenviro.com
Environmental Consulting to Managemenf ~ Experience and Yalue
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Staniec, Carol

From: David Minoit <david. minott@arcSenviro.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2015 2:45 PM

To: : Staniec, Carol

Subject: Resinated Wood

Attachments: 2012 NSHM Rediine regulatory text.pdf; 2011 Final NHSM 78 FR 1456.pdf;, 2011 NHSM Rule

Excerpts - Resinated Wood. pdf

Hello Carol,

Thank you very much for the update today on the status of EPA’s review of Fibromnn’s Non-Waste Petition. During the
discussion, | had mentioned in passing EPA’s classification of resinated wood as a non-waste secondary material under
the NHSM Rule. Attached here and summarized below are the relevant regulatory references:

+ The Amended 2012 Final NHSM ~— Entire rule is attached (See pp. 2 and 6). Gives resinated wood a categorical
designation as a non-waste secondary material when burned as a fuel.

« The 2011 Final NHSM Rule — Entire rule is attached here and also two highlighted excerpted pages (pp. 15499 and
15500). This rule designated resinated wood to be a non-wasie material, indicating that resinated wood
“generally” meets the legitimacy criteria, this despite acknowledging that resinated wood had formaldehyde fevels
{a Hazardous Air Pollutant and carcinogen} at 200 ppm, compared with under 10 ppm for natural wood. This was
accompanied by convaluted language regarding acceptable levels of formaldehyde in resinated wood to meet the
legitimacy criteria. '

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minoti, QEP, CCM

President and Principal Consultant

Arch Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 878 877 7719  david.minctt@archenviro.com

www . arcbenviro,com
Environmenial Consulfing io Management ~ Experience and Value
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This is the Amended Final NHSM Rule signed December 20, 2012 (Changes from the 2011 final

rule are shown by EPA in red)

Part 241 Regulations

- The amendments pursaant to the final rale (signed December 20, 2012) are indicated in red text.

PART 241-—-S0OLID WASTES USED AS FUELS OR INGREDIENTS IN COMBUSTION UNITS

Section Contents

Subpart A—General
§241.1 Purpose,
§241.2 Defimitions.

Snbpart B—JIdentification of Non-Hazardous Secondary Materials That Are Solid Wastes When Used as
Fuels or Ingredients In Combustion Units
§241.3 Standards and procedures for identification of non-hazardous secondary materialg 1hat are solid
wastes when used as fuels or ingredients in combustion units,
I $241.4 Non-waste determuinations for specific non-hazardous secondary materials tvhen used as a {ue).

Anthorkty: 42 U.8.C. 6903, 6912, 7429,

Source: 76 FR 15549, Mar. 21, 2011, unless otherwise noted.
{This will be updated when the regulafory amendments are published in the Federal Register. )

Subpart A—General

§241.1 Purposc.
This part identifies the requirements and procedures for the identification of solid wastes used as fuels or ingredients
in combustion units 1nder section 1004 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act and section 129 of the Clean
Adr Act,

£241.2 Definitions.
For the purposes of this subpart:

Clean celluioszc biomass means those residuals that are akin to traditional cellulosic biorass_including, but - JLDeleted: sech as

ot limited to; ggricudourg] and forest-derived biomass (¢.5., green wood, forest thinmings, clean and unadulieraled

bark, sawdust, trim, free harvesting residuals from logging and sawmill materials, hogge {neleted and

untreated yeeod pallets): urban wood (6.g.. tree rimmings. stumps. and related foresi-derived biomass from urban uﬁ.)an N -{ Dalatad: ),

settings). com siover and other biomass crops used specifically for the productionof cellulosic biofuels (e.g.. _ . { Deletet: enery
energy cane, other fast growing grasses, byvproduets of ethanol natural fermentation processes): bagasse and other - .

crop residues (e.g., peanut shells, vines. orchard trees, hulls, seeds, spent grains. cotton byproducts. comand  “~ {Ddemﬂ: ¢

peanut produetion residues, rics milling and grain | elevator operation residues); wood collected from forest fire . “{Deieted: ),

clearance activities, trees and clean wood found in disaster debris, clean biomass from land cleaning operations, A ‘{ beleted: ),

and clean construction and demelition wood. These fuels are not secondary materials or solid wastes unless
discarded. Clean hiomass is biomass that doss not confain contaminants at concentrations not normally associated
with virgin biomass materials.

Contained means the non-hazardous secondary material is stored in a manner that adequately prevents
releases or other bazards to human heglth and the environment considering the nature and toxicity of the non-
hazardous secondary material.

1
The regulations for non-hazaedous secapdary matarials (NHSM) were initially promulgated under the 2011 WHSW fival tale. For
additional infonmation on the NHSM rulenrakings. see hifn/fweaw ena ravipsw/nonbay/define/rilemakiang him,




Part 241 Regulations

- The amendments pursuant to (he final mle (signed Decomber 20, 2012) are Indicated in red toxt, -

- - 1 Pelated; Contaminaits means any constituent in
nonhizardous secendary materials thes will result m

R T T T T T T e TR
Comtaminanis means all pellwtants Hsted in Clean Air Act sections 112¢b) or 129(a¥4). with the following o fusioos oftho air pollatants [deptified ( Cleam Al

three modifications: Act section 132(b) or the nine polluianis listed nnder
. Clean Air Act pectionf]
{1} The definition includes the elements ¢htorine. fuorine. nitrosen. and suifur in cases where nen-hazardoys 129(2X4)) when such non-hazardous secondary

secondary materials ave burned as a fuel snd combustion will result inthe formation of hvdrogen chioride (HCI). materials are burned a= & fuef or used a3 an

ingredient, including those constituerts that could
generate products of incomplets combustion ¥

bvdrogen fluoride (HF). pitrogen oxides (N, or sulfii dioxide

are pot inclnded in the definition in cases where non-hazardops seocmdm materials are ysed as an mgredient ang
not as a fuel,

hvdrozen fivoride H’F nitrogen oxides NONL sulfr

dioxide (SO,). fme mineral fibers, particulate matter. coke oven emissions. gpacity, diazomethane, white
phosphorus, and titanium tetrachloride,

The definition does not include ni-cresgl, o-cregol.
contawinanis distinct from the grouped polivtants total cresols and total xyienes.

Control means the power to direct the policies of the facility, whether by the ownership of stock, voting
rights, or otherwise, except that contractors who operate facilities on behalf of a different person as defined in this
section shatl not be decmed to “control” such facilities.

Lstahlished tire collection program means a comprehensive collection system or contractual arranpement that :
ensures scrap tires are not discarded and are handled as valuable commodities through arrival at the combustion . -  Deleted: in socardance with seetion 241 3GX2)H)

facility_This can include tires that were not sbandoned and were received from the general piblic at collection | rom the pofat of temaval from the vehicle

progtam events,

Generating facility meaps all contiguous property owned, leased, or otherwise controlied by the non-
hazardous secondary material generator.

Ingredient means a non-hazardous secondary material that is a component in 2 compound, process or product.

Non-hazardous secondary material means a secopdary maferial that, when discarded, woutd not be identified
as a hazardous waste under Part 261 of this chapter.

Person is defined as an individual, trust, firm, joint stock company, Federal agency, corporation (including
government corporation), partnership, associatior, State, municipality, commission, political subdivision of a
state, o any interstate body.

Pracessing means any operations that transform discarded non-hazardous secondary material into a non-waste
fuel or non-waste ingredient preduct. Processing includes, but is not Hmited to, operations. necessary fo: Remove
or destroy confaminants; significantly improve the fuel characteristics of the material, ¢.g., sizing or drying the
material in combination with other operations; chemically smprove the as-fired energy content; or improve the
ingredient characteristies. Minimal operations that result only in modifying the size of the material by shredding
do not constitute processing for purposes of this definition.

Resinated wood means wood products (containing hinders and adhesives) prodyced by primary and secondary, - - { Deleted: resin

wood products manufacturing,_Resinated wood includes residues from the maﬁufaqurg and use of resmated 77~ pefeted; dmived from
- “E_ Deleted: and comprised of

2
Te regulations for non-hazardous secondary materials (NHSM) were initiatly promulgated ander the 2011 WHSM tioal nile. For
additional informwtion en the NFISM rulemakings, see bitp:/wwye.ena. sov/oswinonhaz/defineirilemaking him,




Part 241 Regulations

-"Thz amendments pursuant to the final rle (signe";fi.DeC'ember 20, 20125 are indicated in ted fext.

3/

wood, in¢lnding malerials such,as board rim, sander dust, panel trim, and off-specification resinated wood . - -{ Deleteds ems
products thai do notmeet a mahiufactirmg quality or stngard. T { Deleted: anid

Secondary material tgans any mdterial thait is 1ot the prismary product of & mamifacturing or commefcial
procéss, #ind can include pgst-col {material, off-specification commercial chemical products or
manufacturing chemical mtermech es post—mdustna‘l madterial, and sorap.

Solid waste means the term soli€ waste ag defined in 40 CFR 2582,

Traditional fuels means inaterials that afe produckd as firels and are unsed products that have not been
discarded and therefore, are not solid wastes, including: (1) Fuels that have been historically managed as valuable
fuel produicts rather than being managed a5 waste materials; including fossit fuéls (e, toal, nil and namaral gas),
{heir dérivatives (g.g., pelroléum coke, bitiitninous coké, coal tar oil, refinery gag, synthetié el heayy recycle, |
asphalts, blast furpace gas, recovered gaseouy butane, and coke oven gas) and cellulosic blomass {virgin wood);
and (2) alternative: fuels developed from virgin materials that can now be used as fuel products, inoluding vsed oil
which meets the specifications outlined in 40 CFE 279,11, currently mined coal refuse that previously had not
been visable as coal, and elean cellulasic biomass, These fiels are not secondary Tiaterials or-solid wastes unfess
discarded.

Within tortrol af thé generator ineans that the non-hazardous gecondary material i§ generated and bumed m
combustion unifs at the generating facility; ot that such material is: ;penerated and burned i gombus
different facilities, provided the facility combusting the non-hazardous secondary material is-controfled by the
genetator; of both the generating facility-and the facility combusting the non-hazardous secondary mateifal are
under the control of the same person as defined in this section.

Subgart B—Identification of Non-Razardous Secondary Materials That Ave Solid Wastés When Used as Fucls
or Ingredients Yo Combistion Units

§241.3 Standards znd procedures for identification of non-hazardous secondary materials that are sofid wistes
‘when nsed as foels or ingredients in combustion units.

| (a) Except as pmvided in paragraph (b) of this sechon ot m §24§ 4{avof this subgaﬂ, Nt haza.rdous secondaly

..~ | ‘Deleted: Regoral Administrator _

progiams.§

Deleted: (1) Sérap tires used fn-a combrstion
unit that are rémioved from vekictes and managed
underthe oversicht of established e collection

(3) Non-hazardous s¢condary materials used as an ingredient 4n a combustion unit that meet the legifimacy (i) Resinated wood used if a combistion: tnit.§

criteria specifisd In paragraph (d)(Z) of this section.

3
The tepuiations for on-li s secandary, nipterials (INFISM) were initially promuiizaiéd under the 2011 NISM final rine. For
additional infommating.on (e WEHSM tulomakines, see himuiweny epp roviesaionipddefine/ndemakina.bion,




Part 241 Regulations

~ The amendments pursuant o the final rule (sigred Deeember 20, 2012) are indicated in rod text.

(4) Fuel or ingredient products that are used in a combustion unit, and are produced from the processing of
discarded non-hazardous secondary materials and that meet the legitimacy criferia speeified in paragraph
(d)(1) of thig section, with respact to fuels, and paragraph (dX2) of this section, with respect to ngredients.
The legitimacy criteria apply afier the non-hazardous secondary material is processed fo produce a fuel of

ingredient produet. Unti! the discarded non-hazardous secondary material is precessed to produce a non-waste

fuel or mgredient, the diséarded non-hazardous secondary material is considered a solid waste and would be
subject to all appropriate federal, state, and local requirements.

{c) The Regional Administrator mey grant a non-waste determination that 2 non-hazardous secondaty material
that is used as a foel, which is 00t managed within the control of the generator, is not discarded and is not a solid
waste when combusted. This responsibility may be retained by the Assistant Administrator for the Office of Solid

Waste and Emersency Response if combustors are located in multinle 5P A Regions and ihe petitioner requests

that the Assistant Adminisirator process the non-waste detepmination petition. I multiple combustion units are
located in one EPA Region the application myst be submitied to the Regional Administrator for that Repinn, The
criteria and process for making such non-waste determinations includes the following: .
(1) Submittal of an application o the Regional Administrator for the EPA Region where the facilitypr
facijilies are located gr the Assisiant Adminigizator for the Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
for a determination. that the non-hazardous secondary material, even thongh i has been transferred to a third

determination will be based on whether the noa-hazardons secondary material that has been discardedisa
legitimate fuel as specified in paragraph (d){1) of this section and on the following criteria:
{i) Whether market participants treat the non-hazardous secondary material as a product rather than as a
solid waste;
{ii) Whether the chemical and physical identity of the non-hazardous secondary rhaterial is comparable to
commercial fuels;
{ilf) Whether the non-hazardous secondary material will be used in a reasonable time frame given the
state of the market;
(iv) Whether the constituents in the non-hazardous secondary material are released to the air, water or
land from. the point of generation to the point just prior t commbustion o the secondary material at Jevels
comparable 0 what would otherwise be released from traditional fuels; and
(v) Other relevant factors,

Respensg will evaluate the application purseant to the following precedures:
(1} The applicant must subimit an application for the non-waste determination addressing the legitimacy
critexia in paragraph {(d)}(1) of this seclion and the relevant criteria in paragraphs (¢)(1){E) through {v} of
this sectjon. In addition, the applicant pust also show that the non-hazardous secondary material has not
been discarded in the first instance.
(if) The Regional Administrator or Agsistant Administrator for the Office of Solid Waste and Fmergency
Response will evaluate the application and issue a draft notice tentatively granting or denying the
application. Notification of this tentative decision will be published in a newspaper advertisement or
radio broadcast in the locality where the facility combusting the non-hazardous secondary material is

located, and be made available on the EPA's web gife. R

(iif} The Regional Administrator or the Assistant Administrator for the Office of Solié Wasie and

hold a public hearing upon request or at his discretion. The Regional Administrator gr the Assigtant
Administrator for the Office of Solid Waste and Fmergency Response will issue 2 final decision after

receipt of comments and after g hearing (if any). If a determination is made that the pop-hazardous

secondary material is 2 non-waste fuel_it will be rstroactive and apply on the date the petition was
submitted.

4
The repulations for non-hazardous secomdary materials (NFISM) were initially promuigated under the 20 11 NESM final rule. For
additional information o the WHSM rulemakings, see hubpn/fwww. epa.eovinswiophas/deinemulemalon e b,
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Part 241 Regulations

- The amendments parsuant to the final rule (sfgne.d December 20, 2012) are indicated in red texi.

(iv) Ifa change occurs that affects how a non-hazardous secondary material meets the relevant criteria
contained in this paragraph afier a formal non-waste determination has been granted, the applicant must
1e-apply te the Regional Administrator or the Assistant Administrator for fhe Office of Solid Waste and -
Emersency Response for a formal determination that the non-hazardous secondary material continues to
meet the relevant critenia and, thus, 1s not 2 solid waste.

(dy Legitimacy criteria for non-hazardous secondary materials.
{1) Legitimacy critenia for non-hazardous secondary materials used as a fizel in combustion units include the
following:
(i) The non-hazardous secondary material must be managed as a valuable commodity based on the
following factors:
{A) The storage of the non-hazardous sccondary material prior to nse must not exceed reasonahle
time frames;
{B) Where there is an analogous fuel, the non-hazardons secondary material must be managed in a
manner consistent with the analogous fuel or otherwise be adequately contained to prevent releases to
the environment; '
() Ifthere is no analogous fuel, the non-hazardous seeondary material must be adequately contaned
%0 as to prevent releases o the envirormeni;
(ii} The non-hazardous secondary material must have a meaningful heating value and be used as a fue in
a combustion upit that recovers energy. .
(iif} The non-hazardous secondary material must contain contaminants pr groups of contammants at levels
comparable in concentration to or lower than those i traditional fuel{s) which the combustion unit is
desipned to bum,_In detersmtining which traditional fuel(s) a unit {s desigmed {0 burn. persons mav choose
atraditional fuel that can be or 1s bumed in the particular tvpe of boiler, whether or not the combustion
unit is permitfed to bum thal traditional fuel. 1o comparing contaminants between fraditional fuel{siand a
non-hazardous secondary material, persons ¢an nse data for traditional fuel contaminant levels compiied
from nationai survevs, g well as contaminant level data from the specific traditional fuel being replaced.
To account for natural varighility in eontaminant levels. persons can use the full range of traditional fuel

contaminau‘: 1evels provided soch comuari s0ns alsu consider va:ciabﬂin in non- hazardnus secondar\

- peleted: j

—[ Deleted: 1othe

2 Legltmnacy criteria for non-hazardous secondar)' matenals used as an ingredient in oombustmn units

Deleted: iisel
include the following: 1 eleted: iself

(i} The non-hazardous sceondary material must be managed as 2 valuable commodity based on the
following factors:
(A) The storage of the non-hazardous secondary material prior io use must not exceed reasonable
time frames;
(B} Where there is an analogous ingredient, the non-hazardous secondary material must be managed
in & manner consistent with the analegous ingredient or otherwise be adequately contained to prevent
refeases fo the environment;
(C} I there is no analogous ingredient, the non-hazardous secondary material must be adequately
contained to prevent releases to the environment;
(it} The non-hazardous secondary material musi provide 2 useful contribution to the production or
manufacturing process. The non-hazardous secondary material provides a useful contribution if il
coniributes a valnable ingredient to the product or intermediate or is an effective substitate for a
cormumercial product.
(1) The non-hazardons secondary material must be used to produce a valuabie product or mtermediate,
The product or intermediate 15 valuable if:
(A) The non-hazardous secondary mutenial is sold to a third party, or

5
The regulations for non-hazardonus secondary materials (HSMY were inditially promudgated under the 2011 NHEWM final rele. For
arlditional inlormation on (he NHSM rueinakings, see ufpirwww epa mov/oswinonhae delinefrulemakine htm |




Part 241 Regulations

- The amendments pursuant to the final rule (signed December 20, 2012) arc indicated in red text.

(B} The non-hazardous secondary material is used as an effective substituie for a corumereial product
or as an ingredient or intermediate in an indugtrial progess.
(iv} The non-hazardous secondary material must result in products that contain contaminants at levels that
are comparable in concenitration to or lower than those found in traditional products that are manufactured
without the non-hazardous secondary material.

§341.4 Non-waste determinations for specific non-hazardous secondary materials when used as a fuel
(a) The following non-hazardous secondary magerials are not solid wastes when nsed as a fuel in 2 combustion
unt:
{1) Serap tires that are not discarded and are managed under the oversight of established tire collection
programs. include tres removed from vehicles and o ff-specification tives.
(2) Resinated woed.
{33 Coal refase thiat has been tecovered from legacy piles and processed jn the same manner as currently-
generated coal refuse, .
{4) Dewatered pulp and paper sludges that are not discarded and are generated and burned on-site by pulp and
paper mills that bwn s significant portion of such materigls where such dewatered residuals are managed ju a
menner that preserves the meaningful heating value of the materizls.

{b) Any person mav submit a rulemakin
secondary materials to be Hsted in paragraph (a) of this sectign, Contents and procedures for the submmal afthe
petjtions include the followine;
{1} Each petition must be submitied 1o the Admmisirator by certified mail and must include;
(i} The petitioner's name and address:
(if +A stafement of the petitioner’s interest in the proposed action
{iiy A desorintion of the proposed actien, including (where appropriate) suggested regulatory language:

studies. or otber information. Where the non-hazardous secondary material does not meet the legitimacy
criteria. the applicant must gxplain why such nop-hazardous secondary material should be considered a
non-waste fucl. balapcing the Jegitimacy criteria with other relevant factors. ‘
2) The Administrator will make a tentative decision to grant or denv a petition and will puhlish notice o
such tentative decision. either in the form of an advanced notice of proppsed rulemaking a proposed rule or a
tentative determination to deny the petition. mn the Federal Register for written pablic coppment.
{3) Uvon the written request of any interested person, the Adminigtraior may, at its discretion, hold an
informal public heazing to consider oral comments on the tentative decision. A person requesting a hearing
must state the issues 10 be raised and explain why written comments would not suffice to comnmunicate the
person's views, The Adroinistrator may in any case decide on its own motion to hold an informal public
hearimg. ’
{4) After evaluating all public comments the Administrator will make a final decision by publishing in the
Federal Regigter a repuiatory amendment or a denial of the petition.
{5Y The Adipinistrator will grant or deny a petition based on the weight of evidence showing the following;
(i) The non-hazardous secondery material has not been discarded in the first instance and is legitimately
used as a firel I a combastion wnit, or if discarded. has been snfficiently processed info & material fhat'is
legitimately used as a fuel.
{13} Where anv one of the legitimacy criteria in section 241.3(d¥ 1) is not met. that the use of the non-
hazardous secondarv material is integrally tied to the industrial production process. that the non-
hazardous secondary material is functionallv the same a3 the comparable traditional fuel. or other re}evam
factors as appropriate.

6

The regulations Tor nonhazardous secondary materials (NHSM) were initially promulgated uder 1he 2011 NHSRM fnat refe. For
additonal information on the NHSM rulemrakings, see hilpu/fww epa sovipswmonbas/de finefrulamakins i,
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Staniec, Carol

From: - David Minott <david. minott@arc5Senviro.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 04, 2015 4:34 PM

To: Staniec, Carol

Subject: Power Plant Definitions

Hi Caral,

t believe that the following definitions are appropriate:

The Annuaf Copacity Factor is the ratio of the electric energy produced by the power plant in a given year, divided by the
efectric energy that could have been produced at continuous full power operation during that year.

The Annual Avaitability Factor is the number of hours in a given year when the power plant was able to produce electric
power, divided by the number of hours in the year.

As you pointed out correctly, the Capacity Factor is always less than the Availability Factor.

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minott, GQEP, CCM

President and Principal Consultant

ArcS Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+4 878 877 7719  david.minctt@arcSenvire.com

WAWW.ArcSenviro.com
Environmental Consufting to Management ~ Expsrience and Value







Staniec, Carol

From: Miller, Jesse

Sent: Tuesday, February 03, 2015 3:43 PM
To: Stariec, Carol

Subject: Fibrominn

Carol,

| tatked this over with Jason...

Here’'s what he said...

I took a look at the meaningful heating value discussion in this, and fo me, these seem like some key concepts:

1. The unit is was designed with poultry fitter as the primary fuel in mind, and is capable of running without fossil
fuel assist with a blend of primarily poultry litter and biomass (see page 7); '

2. The heating value of poultry litter ranges from 3,400-5,000 Btw/1b (p.7);

3. ‘The other biomass considered in the unit’s design include wood chips, corn stover, oat hulls, alfalfa stems,
distillers dried grain {DDQ), and switchgrass (p.7);

4. 'The unit is a net generator of electricity (p.8);

5. The poultry litter is procured under contract and tested for conformance with fuel specification (p. 6);

6. The collection, transport, and storage description indicates that the material is used in a short time frame and is
handled to prevent moisture increase from precipitation (p.4) (also helps reduce odor from the facility, though, so
dual benefit there...) .

Considering these, it seems that they demonstrate meeting the criteria presented in the March 21, 2011 preamble
discussion on materials with heating values less than 5,000 Bou/lb,

While I know from previous research on this facility they have not had a stellar past with compliance with air quality

requirements, [ cannot argue that the Fibrominn facility was designed and has been operated all along with the intent of

using poultry litter as the primary fuel, so in that regard, it scems they have met the meaningful heating value
requirements.

Does this agree with your thoughts, or do you have some other concerns or questions?

Thanks,
Jason
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Staniec, Carol

From: David Minoit <david minott@arc5enviro.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Staniec, Carol .

Ce: '‘Grady Third'; "Joe Richards', 'Knudson, Scott’
Subject: Fibrominn - NonWaste Petition

Helio Carol,

Provided here are the data clarifications you requested in our telephone conversation today (January 21, 2015) with
regard to the non-waste petition submitted for the poultry litter fuel burned at the Fibrominn Biomass Power
Plant. After checking Fibrominn's related submissions, | confirm the following:

e Test data for the metals content of Fibrominn’s poultry litter were presented only for Arsenic {As), Barium {Ba),
Chromium (Cr), Lead {Pb), and Selenium (Se} in Fibrominn's original submission dated July 1, 2013 (Tables 1
through 4).

¢ Test data for additional metals were presented within the Aprif 8 2014 supplemental submission (Table
1A): Antimony (Sb}, Beryllium (Be}, Cadmium (Cd), Cobatt (Co), and Manganese {Mn}. With that submission,
additional new data were also presented for Arsenic {As), Chromium {Cr), Lead {Pb), Mercury (Hg), and Selenium
{Se). The test data presented in that submission for Manganese {Mn) are the only Fibrominn-specific data that
has been submitted for Manganese.

* No data, based on testing of Fibrominn’s poultry litler, has ever been submitted with regard to the level of
Nickel (Ni) present in the litter.

® The test data that was presented for the Nickel (Ni} level in poultry litter had been based entirely on literature
values; i.e., the average value {45 ppm} and range of values {1.68 to 185 ppm), as presented in the July 1, 2013
original submission (Tables 1 to 4} and the January 10, 2014 supplement (Table 1A).

Please don't hesitate to contact me should you find that further discussion would facilitate your review.

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM
President and Principal Consultant

Are5 Environmental Consulting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 978 877 7719 david minott@arc5envire.com

www.archenvire.com
Environmental Consulting to Management ~ Expetfence and Yalue







Staniec, Carol

From: Miller, Jesse

Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 3:59 PM
To: Staniec, Carol

Subject: Fibrominn

Carol,

t checked about adding the chart to the website.

Verdict:

We can use it as a reference for Fibrominn, but it won’t go on the website.
So, just plan on using it and we can put it in the final.

Take care,
Jesse

PS ~ I'm warking on the heating value stuff.
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Staniec, Carol

From: David Minott <david minoit@arc5enviro.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 5:54 AM

To! Staniec, Carof

Subject: ‘ Fibrominn - NonWaste Supp!mnt - BApr2014

Atiachments: Fibraminn - NonWaste Suppimnt - 8Apr2014.pdf, Fibrominn - Table 1A Elements -

8Apr2(14.docx; Fibrominn - Table 1B VOC-SVOC - BApr2014.docx; Fibrominn - Table 4
SVOC Contam Gp - 8Apr2014.docx

Hello Carol,

| checked my records for a submission made on April 8, 2014, found that submission, and am re-sending it here. Kindly
let me know if there is something more you need.

Regards,
Dave

Pavid H. Minott, QEP, CCM

President and Principal Consuitant

ArcH Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane, Greton, MA 01450

+1 978 877 7719 david.mincti@arcSenviro.com

AW, archenvire.com
Environmental Consufting to Management ~ Experience and Value

From: David Minott [mailto:david.minoti@archenvire.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2014 4:43 PM

To: 'Staniec, Carol' -

Cc: 'mooney.susan@epa.gov’; 'trevor.shearen@state.mn.us’; 'richard.cordes@state.mn.us'; 'steven.gorg@state.mn.us’;
‘grady.third@contourglobal.com'; 'Mandy Tenner’; 'david.minott@arc5Senvire.com’; *Knudson, Scott’; 'Robert Fraser';
'Chisom Amaechi’ :

Subject: Fibrominn - NonWaste Supplmnt - 8Apr2014

" Dear Carol,

As you know, Fibrominn LLC submitted a non-waste petition for its poultry litter fuel to EPA Region 5 on July 1, 2013,
and submitted supplemental information on January 10, 2014, In telephone conversations on lanuzry 31, February 3,
and March 17, 2014, you and i discussed the petition. Fibrominn’s Plant Manager, Grady Third, also participated in the
telephone conversation on March 17, 2014, During these telephone conversations, you furnished a number of
comments on the submitted petition materials.

Attached is a letter dated April 8, 2014 that addresses the comments you made during our telephone conversations on
January 31, February 3, and March 17, 2014. This letter is being submitted as a further supplement to Fibrominn’s
petition dated luly 1, 2013 and supplement of January 10, 2014,

Fibrominn appreciates your ongoing conversations with us as you review our petition-related submissions. Please don’t -
hesitate to contact me with any questions.



Kindly confirm via email that you have received this Supplement. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Cave

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM

President and Principal Consultant

Arch Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+4 878 877 7719  david. minott@arcSenviro.com

WWW.SFGOenVIrn. com
Environmental Gansuliing to Management ~ Exparience and Value







Staniec, Carol

From: David Minott <david. minott@arc5enviro.com>

‘Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 6:39 AM

To: Staniec, Carol

Ce: Mooney, Susan; "Grady Third"; 'Knudson, Scotf’
Subjeet: Fibrominn - Non-Waste Petition

Attachments: EPA Response - Area Source RDA - 25Nov2014. pdf
Dear Caral,

When { had {ast inquired regarding the status of Fibrominn’s Non-Waste Petition in August, | was informed that EPA’s
Land and Chemicals Division and EPA’s Alr and Radiation Division needed 1o coordinate in reviewing certain pertinent
matters before the Land Division could issue its determination on Fibromnn's Non-Waste Petition. The Air Division
recently issued a letter to Fibrominn on November 25, 2014, addressing the guestions Fibrominn had asked them
regarding permitting ground rules for coming under the Section 112 Area Source Rule. While the Land Division’s letter
also addressed some aspects of CISWI applicability, it did not address the fact that Fibrominn is subject to the CISWI
Rule’s Emission Guidelines for existing energy-recovery facilities, nor did it address the disposition of Fibrominn's Non-
Waste Petition in that regard. | presume that you have by now received a copy of Land Division’s letter (attached
here}.

Land Division’s letter affirms Fibrominn’s understanding that, if exempted from CISWI, Fibrominn faces a very tight -
deadline for modifying its existing Title V permit to come under the Area Source Rule, this because of the EPA’s “Once-In
Always-In" policy regarding MACT standards. Accordingly, it is now essential for Fibrominn to know the disposition of its

Non-Waste Petition. Would you kindly advise when EPA will convey this information to Fibrominn?
Thank you for your attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,
David Minott

Pavid H. Minott, QEP, CCWi
President and Principal Consultant

Arcs Environmental Consulting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 978 877 7718  david minott@arcBenviro.com

WWW. archbenviro.com
Environmental Consufting to Management ~ Experience and Value
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Summary:

L,l-krsenic {As)  |ppm <3.2 2.50
Beryllium {Be} o ppm ' <0.093 <0.089

Cadmium {Cd) ppm <0.046 . <0.45

Chromium (Cr)  |ppm 050 <0.45

Lead (Pb) ) ppm <0.046| 0.46
Manganese (Mn) |ppm 1582 1542 17.10 234
Mercury {Hg) ppm <(.010 <0.010

Nicke! {Ni} " lppm 087| <0.45

Selenium (Se)  |ppm -

Chlorine (Cly ppm 1900 1200 3600 3600
Nitrogen (N) ppRm A7000 45000 54000 ) SlQD
Sutfur (5) ppm ' 6700 s3to0] 10500 470

Ranges from References:

Material Contaminant  Range Ref
DDGS Chlorine 1200-3600 gl
DDGS N Nitrogen 45000-54000 g2
PDGS Nitrogen 48000-53000 gl
PDGS Sulfur 3100-10500 g2
DDGS Sulfur 3600-8400 gl
Stover Nitrogen 5900-7400 i
Stover Sulfur 600-1000 i
Alfalfa Nitrogen 19800-21400 i

90% UPLs for remaining ranges (assumes normal distribution):
Materiat Contaminant avg count stdev t-stat
DDGS Manganese 15.685 2 0374767 3.07768354



Stover Chlorine 3263.333333 6 2691.778 1.47588405

Alfalfa Chlorine 2666.666667 3 2350.177 1.88561808
Alfalfa Sulfur 765.6666667 3 55007571 1.88561808
References:

a, Morey, RV, et al, 2009, "Fuel Properties of Biomass Feed Streams at Ethanol Plants.” Applied Er

b. Jenkins, Bryan et al., 1885. "Thermochemical Properties of Biomass Fuels,” California Agricuiture,

c. Fibrominn LLC, "Fibrominn Composite Fuel Evaluation Based on 50 MW Export and Average Fue
basis}

d. University of Minnesota, 2005. "The Value and Use of Distillers Dried Graings with Solubles (DDGS
www.ddgs.umn.edu C

e. Tiliman, David et al., 2008. "Chlorine in Solid Fuels Fired in Pulverized Coal Boilers - Sources, For

f. AURI, 2008. “Agriculiural Renewable Solid Fuels Data — Agricultural Utilization Research Institute
www.auri.org/research/furels/downloads.asp

g. Moray, R. V., "Generating Eleciricity with Biomass Fuels at Ethanol Plants.” University of Minnesot
Report Date: March 3, 2006. Addifional data were available from this source, based on the following

g1. U of IL data: DDGS N and S values and ranges.

g2, U of MN data: DDGS N, S, and Cl means and ranges.
g3. DDGS data from Daketa Gold.

g4. DDGS and Stover S values from AURI 2005.

h. www.dakatagoldmarketing.com March 2013

i, Delone, Max M. et al, 1995. “Alfalfa Stem Feedstock for IGCC Power System Fuel,” accessed at:
htip:h‘web.anl.goviPCSfacsfue!!pzreprinf%ZOarchivefFilesMO_B_C_HICAGO_08-95_0699.pd'f, Note: Da
Values are wet basis. .

|- U.S DOE EEREs Biomass Feedstock Composition and Properiy Database search results for corn
http:/Awww afde.energy.gov/ibiomassiprogs/searchl.cgi  Note: unsure if values on dry or wet basis, a




Contaminant Concentrations in Select Non-woody Biomass Materials

Arsenic {As) ppm <3.2 2.50
Beryliium {Be} opm <0.083 <(,089
Cadmium (Cd) pom <0.046 <(.45
Chromium {Cr) pPM <0.50 <0.45
Lead (Pb} ppm <0.046 0.48
E‘f\na;‘)ga”ese pom 15.82 |  15.42-17.10° 234 ..
Mercury (Hg} ppm <0.010 <0.010-
Nickel (N} ppm 0.87 <0.45

Selanium (Se)

Chlorine {Cl)

1,200-3,60 300-7,800
Nitrogen (N} ppm 47,000 | 45,000-54,000 0-7,400 { 47,300 | 19,800-21,400
Sulfur (S) ppm 6,700 | 3.100-10,500 00-1,000 780 200-2,000°

DDGS (Distillers Dried Grains with Solubles), com stover and alfatfa stem

a. Average values were drawn from different Inerature sources and fro
Where multiple averages were obtained for a given material and contamina
cuakly factors assigned io each data source. Data, sources, arad calcuiatlons =S
spreadsheet. Quality Factors were asssgned as fol!ows

— Data from peer revj

- Data from stakehdoi
assigned a QF of 1
In these cases o ranges
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Staniec, Carol

From: Faison, George

Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 8:11 AM
To: Maoney, Susan; Staniec, Carol
Subject: FW: FW: Reference Review

From: Amber Allen <Amber.Allen@erg.com>
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 9:00 AM

To: Faison, George

Cc: Huckaby, fason

Subject; Re: FW: Reference Review

Good morning George,

| looked into to references and associated notes listed for the DDGS contaminant values in the comparison

table from the file you sent. | was able to hunt down a few of them, and they look like reasonable references

to me. | also did a brief search to see if | could find other sources with values that were inconsistent with

these, but most of these searches seemed to lead me back to the University of Minnesota's DDGS website,

developed specifically to house research summaries, nutrient profiles, and presentations on DDGS. In other

words, based on my searching (albeit brief), the U of Minn references below appear to be the best readily

available sources | can find for what limited DDGS contaminant data is out there. I'm not sure about reference
8 or 9, however.

My comments on each reference/note are in green, below.

If you'd like me to dedicate more time to this, let me know, but | didn't want to go too far if you thought this

review was sufficient. '

5. Distillers Dried Grams wnth Solubles (DDGS), which is a byproduct of ethanol natural fermentatlon
processes,” defined by US EPA as a type of "clean cellulosic biomass." Correct

6. University of Minnesota, 2005, "The Value and Use of Distillers Dried Grains with Solubles {DDGS) in
Livestock and Poultry Feeds.” Accessed at www.ddgs umn.edy,

Could not find same source, but similar source from U of Minn that contains same values and references the
same source {http://www.biomasschpethanol.umn.edu/Proiect1/ProjectReports/XcelRD-
56ProgressReportOne3-3-06.pdf) also comparable means and ranges for S.

7. Morey, R.V. et al., 2002. "Fuel Properties of Biomass Feed Streams at Ethanol Plants." Applied Engineering
in Agriculture, Vol. 25, No. 1, pp. 57 - 64. Unable to get access to this article, but also through University of
Minn. Another source from 2006 {httn://www.biomasschpethanel.umn.edu/papers/ASABEPaper064180.0df)
actually has the same values as well. ,

8. Jenkins, Bryan et al., 1985. "Thermochemical Properties of Biomass Fuels,” California Agriculture, May-June
1985, Table 1. Found this reference {http://ucce.ucdavis.edu/files/repositoryfiles/ca3505p14-62863.0df) but
“Table 1 does not appear to list DDGS specifically. Even if it goes by another name in this table, | did not see any

Clvatues matching the 0.2 % shown in Fibrominn's comparison table. '

9. Fibrominn LLC, “Fibrominn Composite Fuel Evaluation Based on 50 MW Export and Average Fuel
Characteristics," April 10, 2001. (Note: Data on As Received basis) Unable to track this down online - perhaps
FibroMinn could provide this evaluation for our rewew?

Regards,




Amber

>>> "Faison, George" <Faison.George@epa.gov> 2/26/2014 12:35 PM >>>

George Faison

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
OSWER, ORCR

1200 Pennsylvania Avernue, NW

Mail Code 5303pP

Washington, DC 20460

Phone - (703)305-7652
falson.george@epa.gov

From: Faison, George

Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 6:54 PM
To: 'Amber Allen'; 'amanda.singleton@erg.com'
Ce: Jason Huckaby'; Jason Price; Miller, Jesse
Subject: Reference Review

Hi Amber and Amanda-- this petition uses distitied dried grains with solubles as a traditicnal fuel for contaminant
comparison. Needless to say, we haves’t run across this before. The company provides a long list of references
regarding this material, We'd like to get your best technical judgement on the validity and reliability of these
references. -

Can we talk tomorrow 7 Need this by Friday, unfortunately.

George Faison 7

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
OSWER, ORCR

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Mail Code 5303P

Washington, DC 20460

Phone - {703)305-7652
faison.george@epa.cov

From: Mooney, Susan

Sent: Tuesday, July 02, 2013 12:13 PM

To: Staniec, Caral

© Ce: Faison, George; Tesnau, Tab

Subject: FW: Fihrominn - Part-241 Non-Waste Application

Another to add to the list. | didn’t ook at it fong enough to see if this is a clarification letter request or an actual
petition. Focus is on poultry litter

Susan Mooney
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Staniec, Carol

From: David Minott [david minoti@archenvira.com)]
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 5:04 PM

To: Staniec, Carol '

Subject: RE: FibreMinn Non-Waste Petition

Helic Carol,

Fhank you again for committing the time today for us to engage in an extended discussion of Fibrominn’s 241.3(c}
petition for a non-waste determination for its poultry litter fuel. The underlying NHSM rule is a very complex one, and |
appreciate that the Agency’s reviews of thesa petitions are resource-intensive during a time when resources are being
curtailed by budget limitations. Your email here has summarized the status of Fibrominn’s petition ai Region 5 and the
path forward accurately and succinctly, as you conveyed to me by the end of our conversation today.

Fibromina will complete and return to you the new data tables you have requested.

Regarding an.update call in late January, my schedule is presently open as well. Would any of the following be better for
you: January 29, 30, ar 31 at say 10AM CST or 1PM CST?

Once again, thank you for your efforts to review this petition.

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minott, GEP, CCM

President and Principal Gonsultent

Arch Environmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+ 8T 877 7718 davidminoit@arcSenviro.com

wWww archanvire.com .
Envirorimental Consulting to Management ~ Experience and Value

From: Staniec, Carol [mailto;staniec.carol@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 5:35 PM

To: David Minott

Subject: RE: FibroMinn Non-Waste Petition

Pear Dave,

i only have you calling late on 12/9 and then | returned the call on 12/10 and again on 12/11/13. | definitely apologize
for not being able to get a live person until today December 12, 2013. Thank you for the conversation and | understand
that you are frustrated that the Agency cannot give you a definitive date for a response to the issuance of & letter, the
petition review process or even a time frame for completion of the review of the company’s submittal.

As you stated the facility you represent was previously given a CAA permit as a process unit that does not combust solid

waste, regulated under CAA 112, Since manure has been defined as a solid waste you have applied for a petition to

determine that your manure is not a solid waste. You state that this was necessary because FibroMinn could not meet
1



the stricter CAA requirements undar CAA 128, You need to have the review completed, so the .company could make
informed decisions about its compliance. Region 5 will be reviewing this submittal as a petition submitted under
241.3(c).

During our discussion, 1 stated that | have begun a review and am asking you to compiete, the attached tables and
provide a basis for not including information about parameters you chose not to monitor for. Let us touch base the last
week In January 2014, and’| will call you with questions, if | have any beforehand If you would like to set up a time and
date, | currently have nothing pending that week.

1 hope this summary was helpful moving forward.

From: David Minott [mailtordavid. minott@arcSenviro.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 12:17 PM

To: Staniec, Carol -

Cc: Mooney, Susan

Subject: Fibrominn Nen-Waste Petition

Hello Carol,

We've been playing telephone tag over the past two weeks and haven’t been able to compiele our discussion regarding
the status of Fibrominn’s non-waste application. Accordingly, why dont we agree toa specific day and time to speak on
the phone, and I'd be happy to call you then.

As it has been nearly six months since the Fibrominn application was submitted, Fibrominn needs to know the Region’s
timeframe for making a determination. When we last conversed about this in September, you were targeting to have

preliminary feedback for us on Fibrominn’s non-waste petition by mid-November, and management had set a goat for

farmal decision-making by the end of the year.

What date/time would be convenient for you to speak with me on the phone?

Rega rds,
Dave

David H. Minoti, QEL, CCM

Fresident and Princinal Consultant

Arch Environmenial Consulting, LLC

20 Reockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 §TB 877 7718  gavidminoli@arcSenviro.com

W, archenvirn.com
Envircrimsiial Consuling 1o Managemesnt ~ Experiences and Valug
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Staniec, Carol

From: Staniec, Carol

Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 4:35 PM
To: ‘David Minott

Subject: RE: FibroMinn Non-Waste Petition
Attachments: empty tables template docx

Dear Dave,

| anly have you calling late on 12/9 and then | returned the call on 12/10 and again on 12/11/13. | definitely apologize
for not being able to get a live person until today December 12, 2013, Thank you for the conversation and [ understand
that you are frustrated that the Agency cannot give you a definitive date for a response to the issuance of a letter, the
petition review process or even a time frame for completion of the review of the company’s submittal.

As you stated the facility you represent was previously given a CAA permit as a process unit that dees net combust solid
waste, regulated under CAA 112, Since manure has baen defined as a solid waste you have applied for a petition to
determine that your manure is not a solid waste. You state that this was necessary because FibroMinn could not meet
the stricter CAA requirements under CAA 129. You need to have the review completed, so the company could make
informed decisions about its compliance. Region 5 will be reviewing this submittal as a petition submitted under
241.3(c).

During our discussion, | stated thatl have begun a review and am asking you to complete, the attached tables and
provide a basis for not including information about parameters you chose not to monitor for. Let us touch base the last
week in January 2014, and [ will call you with questions, if | have any beforehand. If you would like to set up a time and
date, | currently have nothing pending that week,

| hope this summary was helpful moving forward.

From: Dawd Mlnott [___a_:_}:o_ david, mg_g_’gt@arcSen virg, c:\_m]
Sent; Thursday, December 12, 2013 12:17 PM

To: Staniec, Carcl

Cc: Mooney, Susan

Subject: Fibrominn Non-Waste Petition

Hello Carol,

We've been playing telephone tag over the past two weeks and haven’t been able to complete aur discussion regarding
the status of Fibromina’s non-waste application. Accordmgly, why don’t we agree to a specific day and time to speak on
the phone, and 'd be happy to call you then.

As it has been nearly six months since the Fibrominn application was submitted, Fibrominn needs 1o know the Region’s
timeframe for making a determination. When we last conversed about this in September, you were targeting to have

preliminary feedback for us on Fibrominn’s non-waste petition by mid-November, and management had set a goal for

formal decision-making by the end of the year.

What date/time would be convenient for you to speak with me on the phone?

Regards,
Dave

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM

President and Principz! Consultant



Arch Envirenmental Consulting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groion, MA 01450
+1 Q7R BI7 TTIe  davidminglifarchenvire.com

www arehenviro com
Environmental Conselting to Management ~ Experience and Valve
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Staniec, Carol

From: Staniec, Carol

Sent; Wednesday, September 25, 2013 5:08 PM
To: 'Pavid Minott'

Ce: Susan Mooney

Subject: RE; Fibrominn Submissions

* There is a commitment to management by December 31, 2013. My goal then would then be mid November { around

the 22). 1 will be out of the office starting this Monday till October 17 on [eave.

From: David Minott [maiifo:david.minoctt@arcbenviro.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 4:20 PM

To: Staniec, Carol

Subject: RE: Fibrominn Submissions

Hello Carol,

Thank you for such a quick response. Yes, in the real world, our best-intentioned schedule goals often get thwarted by
unforeseen obstacles. Chronic computer problems can really affect a professional’s productivity.

When might you have a better handle on the likely timeline? While Fibrominn is understandably eager to get some
initial feedback an their non-wasie petition, you den’t need me pestering you every week for the status, would be
better, if we can, to give tham some sert of amended timeframe.

Regards,
Dave

Bavid H. fiinott, GEP, CCM

Fregident and Principal Consultant

Arch Envirenmental Consulting, LLC

20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+i 9F8 B7Y 7718 david minoti@arcSenviro.com

WWW.arcBenviro,com
Environmental Consuiting to Management ~ Experience and Value
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From: Staniec, Carol [mallto staniec.carcl@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:16 PM
To: David Minott

Subject: RE: Fibrominn Submissions

Hi David,
It was my goal, which | will not be ab[e to reach. | have had days of computer problems. At least five hours a day for the
last two weeks, | de not have a time frame for you.

From: David Minott [mailte;david. minott@arcSenyire,com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 6:40 AM



To: Staniec, Carol
Subject: Fibrominn Submissions

He!‘lo Carol,

When we last conversed on the phone, you indicated that you were targeting to have preliminary feedback for us on
Fibrominn’s non-waste petition by the end of September. Is that still the expectation at your end? Thanks very much.

Regards,
Dave Minott

Bavid H. Minott, QEP, CCM

- President and Principal Consulfant }
Arcs Environmental Consulting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+4 878 BF7 7719 ‘david.miaatt@arcﬁehviro.com

VWww archenviro.com .
Environmeshial Consulting to' Management ~ Expetience and Vale
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From: David Minott [maitto:david. minott@arcsenviro.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2013 3:35 PM

To: 'staniec.carol@epa.gov’; 'Hall, Charles'

Subject: Fibrominn Submissions.

Hello Carol and Charlie,

To facilitate coordination of your respective reviews, | thought it would be a good idea to make sure each of you is
‘aware of both submissions to the Region recently made on behalf of the Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant that operates.
in Benson, Minnesota, fueled principally with pouliry itter.  I'm Filbrominn’s environmental consultant in this maiter.
The two submissions are as follows: .

1. Pursuant to 40 CFR 241.3(c)], Fibrominn had submitted to Region 5 on July 1, 2013 an application (petition) for.
a non-waste determination for its poultry litter fuel. Charlie, regarding coordination, the Region 5 reviewer for
this submission is Carol Staniec.

2. Pursuantto 40 CFR 60.2020{g), Fibrominn had submitted to Region 5 on July 20, 2013 a Netification of
exemption from the CiSWI Rule by virtue of Fibrominn's being a Qualified Facility(“QF”) burming a homogeneous

waste fuel (poultry litter). Carol, regarding coordination, the Notification was submitted to Region 5’s Margaret

Sieffert, and she has indicated that review responsibility hes now been assigned to Charlie Hall.

Fibrominn's principal objective is to secure a non-waste determination for its poultry litter fuel under the first submission
ahove, Should EPA grant that non-waste determination, then Fibrominn’s poultry litter would no longer be regulated as
a waste material when combusted, and Fibrominn's second submission above {the QF Notification) would be moot. If,
however, EPA decides not to grant the non-waste determination, with poultry litter then remaining a waste material,
the second submission (QF Notification} prevides a backup means for exemption from CISWI. Hence, if initial review of
the non-waste application indicates a non-waste determination is likely for the poultry litter, then EPA would not need
to expend resources reviewing the QF Notification. Fibrominn could withdraw the Notification in that event if EPA

thought it appropriate.




In any case, should either of you have questions going forward, please dor’t hesitate to contact me.  Carol and Charlie,
your efforts and time in reviewing these submissions are very much appreciated.

Regards,
Dave Minott

-P.8. Charlie, my middle initial stands for Hall, via my matemai grandfather. His name was, of course . ., .. Charlie
Hail

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM

Prestdert and Principal Consultant

Arch Envirenmental Consulting, LL0

20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 878 877 7719 david minoit@arcsenviro,com

www . arcbenviro.com
Environmertal Consuliing to Mapagsmant ~ Experience and Value
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CLllo poleamic.

Staniec, Carol

Frem: David Minott [david minoti@arcBenviro.com]

Sent; Weadneésday, September 25, 2013 6:40 AM
To: Staniec, Carol

Subject: Fibroininn Submissions

Hello Carol,

When we last conversed on the phone; you indicated that you were targeting to have preliminary feedback for us on
Fibrominn™s fion-waste petition by the end of September. Isthat stili the expéctation at your end? Thanks very much.

Regards,
Dave Minott

David-H. Minott, GEP, CCM
President snd Principal Consultant

#Areh Environmental Consulting, LLC
20 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 878 B77 7719 david minoti@arcienviro.com

www areBenviro.com
Enviranmental Consulting to Management ~ Experience snd Valug

From: ﬁa\;id Minott [mailtodavid.minott@arcSenviro.cam]
Sent: Wednesday, August 28, 2013 3:35 PM

To: 's_t'a_h_%e,c.caro_l@epa.gov’.; 'Hall, Charles'

Subject: Fibrominn Submissions

Helle Carol and Charlie,

To facilitate coordination of your respéctive reviews, | thought it would be a good idea to make sure each of you is
aware bf both submissions to the Region recently made on behalf of the Fibrominn Biomass Power Plant that operates
in Benson, Minnesotg; fueled principally with poultry litter. I'm Fibrominn's environmental consultant in this matter,
The two submissions are as follows: '

1. Pursuant to 40 CFR 241.3(c)], Fibrominn had submitted to Region 5 on July 1, 2013 an application {petition) for
a non-waste determination for Its poultry litter fuel. Charlie, regarding coordinatian, the Region 5 reviewer for
this submission is Carol Stariiec.

2. Pursuant to 40 CFR 60.2020(e), Fibrominn had submitted to Region 5-on July 20, 2013 a Notification of
exemption from the CISW! Rule by virtue of Fibrominn’s being a Qualified Facility{“QF”} burning.a homogeneous
waste fuel (poultry litter). ‘Carol, regarding coordination, the Netification was submitted to Region 5’s Margaret
Sieffert, and she has indicated that review responsibility has now been assigned to Charlie Hall.

Fibrominn’s principal objective is to secure a non-waste determination for its poultry litter fuel under the first submission

above. Should EPA grant that non-waste determination, then Fibrominn’s poultry litter would no longer be regulated as

a waste material when combusted, and Fibrominin's second submission above (the QF Notification) would be moot. 1f,
) .



however, EPA decides not to grant the non-waste determination, with poultry litter then remaining a waste material,
the second submission (QF Notification] provides a hackup means for exemption from CiISWLE Hence, If Initial review of
the non-waste application indicates a non-waste determination is likely for the poultry litter, then EPA would not need
1o expend resources reviewing the QF Notification. Fibrominn could withdraw the Notification in that event if EPA
thought it appropriate.

In any case, should efther of you have guestions going forward, please don’t hesitate to contact me. Carol and Charlie,
your efforts and time in reviewlng these submissions are very much appreciated.

Regards,
Dave Minott

P.S. Charlie, my middle initial stands for Hali, via my maternal grandfather. His name was, of caurse . . . .. Charlie
Hall !

David H. Minott, QEP, CCM
Prasident and Principal Consultant

Arch Environmental Consulting, LLT
20 Roskwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+f YR BYT 7719 devid.minot@arcSenvire.com

www, arcbenviro.com
Enviranmerital Consulting to Managemant ~ Experience and Value
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Staniec, Carol

From: Mooney, Susan

Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 10:32 AM

To: Staniec, Carol ‘
Subject: FW: Fibrominn - Part-241 Non-Waste Application
Hi Carol,

Can you follow-up with the Mr. Minott to let him know we have received the submittal and that you are the contact?
Thanks.

Susan Mooney
312-886-3585

From: Guerriero, Margaret

Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 9:32 AM

To: Garl, Jerri-Anne; Mooney, Susan

Subjecl: WL Flbromlnn Part-241 Non-Waste Apphcatlon

As cirscussed

From: Mathur, Bharat

Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 9:19 AM

To: Guerriero, Margaret; Kaplan, Robert

Subjeck: RE: Fibrominn - Part-241 Non-Waste Application

Yes please

From Guerrierg, Margaret

Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 9:18 AM

To: Mathur, Bharat; Kaplan, Robert

Subject: RE: Fibrominn - Part-241 Non-Waste Application

Yes we got it and we are working on it. D Would you like me to reply and give him our centact info?

Froim: Mathur, Bharat
Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 7:07 AM

To: Guerriero, Margaret; Kaplan, Robert

Subject: Fw: Fibrominn - Part-241 Non-Waste Application

| hope somebody got this. Please forward as appropriate

From: David Minott
. Sent: Wednesday, luly 10, 2013 6:44:06 AM
" To: Mathur, Bharat
Subject: Fibrominn - Part-241 Non-Waste Application

Hello Mathur,

t had emailed a Part 241 non-waste petition last week, as indicated below, and want tc make sure you received it.
Would you kindly confirm receipt? Thank you very much.



Dave Minott

David H. Minott, GEP, CCM

Prestdent and Principal Consuitant

Arch Environmental Consuliing, LLC

29 Rocikwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 878 877 7712 davidminott@arcSenviro.com

WWW. archenvire.eom
Environmental Constilting to Managemen! ~ Experience and Value

From: David Minott [mailto:david.minotti@arcsenviro.com]

Sent: Manday, July 01, 2013 7:29 PM

To: ‘mathur.bharat@epa.gov’

€c: 'Shiv Srinivasan'; 'Mandy Tenner'; 'trevor.shearen@state.mn.us'; 'richard.cordes@state.mn.us’;
'steven.gorg@state.mn.us'; 'david.minott@arc5Senviro.com'; 'Knudson, Scott'

Subject: Fibrominn - Part-241 Non-Waste Application

Dear Mr. Bharat,

Fibrominn LLC owns and operates a biomass power plant in Benson, Minnesota, fueled principally with poultry litter.
Fibrominn submits herewith to the Regional Administrator, pursuant to 40 CFR Part 241.3(c), a non-waste petition
(application) for its poultry litter fuel material. Fiarominn reguesis that you kindly confirm receipt of this email and the
attached non-wasie petition.

Please do not hesitate to contact Fibrominn with any questions or should you need further information to facilitate your
review. Fibrominn's contact information is:

e Shiv Srinivasan, Plant Manager, Fibrominn LLC {Shiv. Srinivasan@contourglobal. com; 320-297-0821).

Please also copy the following individuals on any email or written correspondence:
»  David Minott, Arcd Environmental Consulting {david. minott@arcSenviro.com);

»  Scott Knudson, Briggs and Mergan {SKnudson@Briggs.com).

Fibrominn appreciates the Region’s efforts in reviewing this application.
Submitted on behalf of Fibrominn LLC by its environmental consultant, ArcS Environmental Consuliing, LLC:
Sinceraly,

David Minott
Are5 Environmental Consulting, LLC

Pavid H. Minott, QEP, CCM



President attd Principsl Consuitant

Arch Envircnmenial Consulting, LLC

203 Rockwood Lane, Groton, MA 01450

+1 978 877 ¥719  david.minoti@arcSenvire.com

www arehenvire. com
Environmentai Cansulfing to Management ~ Experience ang Value
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