I support the adoption of a hydrogen sulfide standard
if it 1s based on the best available scientific
information. The proposed 15 ppb health effects
level is not based on the best available information
and should be abandoned. The University of
Iowa/lowa State University Report recommendation
1s outdated and based on flawed assumptions.

I support the rule requiring all measurements be
taken within 300 feet of the separated location. If the
field study shows there is a health impact from AFOs
at a separated location, I would support the
development of air quality rules as long as they are in
compliance with statutory law and developed with
the support of sound science.
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I support clean air rules for factory farms based on
the recommendations in the joint University of
Iowa/Iowa State University CAFO air quality study.
The joint University study is current, sound, and
based on the best science available. I support the
Department of Natural Resource’s proposal for a
hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per billion.
However, the department must move forward with an
ammonia (150 ppb) and odor standard (7:1 dilution
rate) as called for in the joint University study.
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Dear Mr. Bunton:

- I'support clean air and a vibrant livestock industry in this state, I support
regulations that are based on the best scientific research available. 1 support the
levels proposed in the Iowa legislature, but am opposed to the DNR’s proposed
15 ppb hydrogen sulfide standard. Iowans have come out overwhelming in
opposition to the proposed DNR standard by a 4:1 margin.

Air quality monitoring should be done at separated locations (including
residences). - They should not be placed up to 300 meters (984 feet) away
because we need to find out if there are health impacts on neighbors from
livestock operations. The standards should set at'levels protective of public
health, not at levels designed to find violations by livestock operations.

Iowa Code section 459.207 requires that this hydrogen sulfide standard be set at
a level commonly known to cause a material and verifiable adverse health effect.
Exposure to 15 ppb over a one hour average is not commonly known to cause a
material and verifiable adverse health effect. Even the University of lowa - Iowa
State University literature review recommendation does not claim to meet this
legal standard.

" House File 2523 and Senate File 2267 use the most recent recommendations
available from the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR), a
division of the U.S. Centers for Disease Control. The Centers for Disease Control
are nationally recognized public health experts. Their recommendations contain
a 30 times safety factor to protect even the most sensitive populations such as
asthmatics, children and the elderly. 1 urge the adoption of the standards in HF
2523 and SF 2267 to protect our state’s air quality and public health,

Sincerely,

SEE TABLE NEXT PAGE
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Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Uibandale, Iowa 50322

Re: Air Quality Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide
. Dear Mx. Bunton:

[ would like to provide public comments for fhe proposed air quality standard for
hydrogen sulfide. '

It is very important to base all regulations on science. It is also important that any air
quality standards follow the guidelines that are presented by federal government
data, such as Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR). This data
is used as a screening tool to protect the most sensitive individuals.

‘The monitoring of hydrogen sulfide conducted by the Jowa DNR at various distances
form the farming operation has shown that animal production can create short-term
exposure of hydrogen sulfide. The ATSDR indicates that short-term exposure of
hydrogen sulfide causes a health 1isk at 70 ppb. Based on the federal ATSDR level, I
don’t believe that the department is able to justify IS ppb as the public health Jevel.

Lastly, since state law requires enforcement at the separated distance, I encourage the
Iowa DNR to monitor at the neighbors residence. Iowa farmers have worked
diligently to minimize emissions to protect our own families. As a result of being a
heavily regulated business, we have maintained separation distances from neighbozs as
required by state law.

Sincetely,

SEE TABLE NEXT PAGE
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Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, lowa 50322

Re: Hydrogen Sulfide Air Quality Rule
Dear Mr. Bunton:

Recently | became aware that DNR is proceeding with an air quality rule for
hydrogen sulfide and its possible impacts on agricultural livestock production. |
would like to express my concern for these proposed rules.

- How is the department determining what the health effect level is? Where did the
15 parts per billion come from? | don't believe that the Joint University Report
can be used any longer as the justification for air quality rules and as the basis
for a standard. lowa State University has spoken out publicly against the
process and conclusions of this report. It was not based on good science.

According to the ATSDR, 70 parts per billion is the screening level for hydrogen
sulfide to do more investigation. In effect, an accurate health effect level would
be higher than 70 parts per billion. So why is the department proposing 15 parts
per billion when the health effect level is potentially more than four times higher
than that?

The required study needs to be completed, data needs to be collected to see if
there is a health threat, and then and only then, should the department take
action to develop regulations. These are serious-concerns that | believe the DNR
should honestly rethink and consider changing before they propose another
rulemaking. This rule is rushed and unfounded We need our rules and
regulations to be based on sound science, not on emotional politics

- Sincerely,

SEE TABLE NEXT PAGE
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Brvan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Re: Hydrogen Sulfide
Dezr Mxz. Bunton:

I would like to provide public comment for the proposed aix
quality standard for Hydrogen Sulfide.

I understand this rule is only setting a standard or a
level for the air quality study. Even so, I am not
convinced that it will stop thexe. To set a number at this
stage of the policy making process is only setting the ag
industry up for this to be THE number later down the road.

I don’t believe that the department is able to justify 15
ppb as the level at which the public’s health is at risk.
If we look at health standards from other national agencies
(ASTDA, OSHA, NIOSH, AIBA, AGCIH, and NAS) for Hydrogen
Sulfide, we see that their standards and levels established
to protect public health range from 70 ppb to 20,000 ppb.

Why does the Iowa DNR think they know better than these
national agencies about protecting public health? These
rules are supposed to be based on health, not nuisance. A
hydrogen sulfide standard should not be used as a backdoor
approach to solving odor as a social, annoyance issue.

Sincerely,

SEE TABLE NEXT PAGE



Comment Submitted By:

Carrie, Paul

Christenson, James

Dennison, Dan

Ehrh_ard_t, Sandra

Fisher, Robert
Grief, James
Harlin, Thomas
Howell, Dean
Hoye, Joe
Hoye, Wallace
Kasper, Glenn
Koehler, Ted
Kruger, Dennis
Leazer, Steve
Loutsch, Mark
Miller, Walter
Milligan, Craig
Priest, John
Ryan, Tim
Slach, Ray
Streeper, Mike

Vittetoe, Jerome

Zhorne, Gary

Ames
Bronson
Waukee
Knoxville
Monona
Kalona
Monticello
Manning
Jesup
Villisca
Villisca
Oxford

‘Monticello

Wesley
Wilton
LeMars
Reinbeck
Indianola
Diagonal
Oxford
West Branch
Onslow
Washington
Havelock



Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite |
Urbandale, Towa 50322

FAX (515) 242-5094

bryan bunton@dnr state ia. us

Re: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Suifide
Dear Mr. Bunton:

[ am writing to you in response to proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide Tam a farmer and
wish to continue to make my living through agriculture. 1 believe the proposed air
quality rule for Hydrogen Sulfide is too restrictive and I would like to see the DNR
reconsider their proposal.

Specifically, I am disappointed that the DNR has proceeded to develop the rule that is the
same as the nullified one from last year. The legislatute said that the 15 ppb standard was

too restrictive, why would you come back with the same number? I would like to see the
DNR reconsider their proposal and to develop a Hydrogen Sulfide standard after the field
study is completed and only if the field study determines there is a health impact from
CAFOs.

Sincerely,

SEE TABLE NEXT PAGE




Comment Submitted By:

N

hsery

Black, Norine
Carrie, Paul
Ehrhardt, Sandra
Ewoldt, Sally
Fisher, Gladys
Hamblin, Dean
Harlin, Thomas
Harris, Marge
Leazer, Steve
Martz, Earl
Martz, Phyllis
McKnight, James
Merrill, Richard
~Miller, Walter
Milligan, Craig
Priest, John
Ryan, Tim
Schroeder, Gary
Slach, Ray
Vittetoe, Jerome
Zhorne, Gary

Muscatine
Ames
Bronson
Monona
Davenport
Kalona
Jesup
Manning
Thornton
Wilton
Blue Grass
Blue Grass
Afton

Fort Dodge
Reinbeck
Indianola
Diagonal
Oxford
Bryant
West Branch
Washington
Havelock




Mzr. Bryan Bunton .
Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Utbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This letter is in response to the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock
production. Pork producers are committed to clean air and a quality envitonment. We
‘support 1ules and regulations that are based on science. I do not suppott the 15 ppb as it is
not based on science.

As a livestock producer I would like to voice my comments on the proposed air quality
standards of 15 ppb for hydrogen suifide Iam aware that the IDNR established air quality
standards last year for hydrogen sulfide and the Iowa Legislature nullified the rule. Now
you are proposing to use the exact hydiogen sulfide standard that the legislature nullified,
but even wotse one that is not based on science ot even the TUS/U of I literature review.

- Livestock production is very important to the State of Iowa and I am disappointed in your
actions to unfairly regulate agriculture. [ strongly encourage you to rethink your aetions
and conduct a scientific study, consider the information and determine if a public health
impact is in fact an issue for lowa and Iowa agriculture.

Sincerely,

SEE TABLE NEXT PAGE
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_ies, Nancy Northwood

Donahue, Cassie Osage
Havel, Troy Osage
Kraft, Mary Riceville
Lowman, Sharon Charles City
O'Brien, Jacqueline Waucoma
Olson, Patricia St Ansgar

Wilde, Dave Osage
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From: “Jane Shuttleworth <lakesidejane@yahoo.com>
To: : Bryan Bunton <Bryan. Bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date 1/6/04 1:17PM

Subject Re: air-rules

Thanks for your answer.
My conicern is if ambient monitoring is conducted, how can'the source of emissions be identified?
Second, is it common practice for the public, and not mdustry, to pay for the monitoring? Shouldn't this be
_included as cost of: doing business? _
- Thank you, '
Jane -
Bryan Bunton <Bryan Bunton@dnr state ia us> wrote:
Hi Jane,
The DNR'is monitoring air emissions of hydrogen sulfide and ammonia Ambient monitoring will be
conducted at residences or public use areas (parks, etc ) near to animal feeding operations No
monitoring will be conducted-on site at confinements. Funding has been provided by the lowa Legislature
through the state infrastructure fund for the purchase of monitoring equapment ($500 000).

Please feel free. to contact me lf you have any addlt:onal questlons or concems

Date Tue, 6 Jan 2004 09: 29 58 0800 (PST)
From: Jane Shuttleworth -

- Subject: air rules .

Ta: bryan bunton@dnr state ja

Dear Bryan,

1 undersatnd Yyou cam answer questlons about the new air emissions.rules. Will the air monitoring be done
on site at conflnements or: W|II it be ambient? Who IS to pay for momtormg'? :

thankiyou, -+ :

-Jane Shuttleworth

Bryan Bunton

Environmental Specialist

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air-Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road Suite 1
~Urbandale, 1A 50322

' 515-281-6729 .

: 515~242 5094 fax

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Hotjobs: Enter the "Signing Bonus" Sweepstakes




| Bryan Bunton - (no subject) T T T TPage 1

From: <KAQY @aol com>

To: <sean fitzsimmons@dnr state ia us>, <bryan bunton@dnr state ia. us>
Date: 1/18/04 1:00PM

Subject: (no subject)

January. 20, 2004 _
Comments on Health Effects Value and Health Effects Standard

Summary
I'looked over the rulemaking on establishing animal feeding operations on
health effects value and health effects standards in the proposal by the DNR for
the Environmental Protection Commission on fevels for hydrogen sulfide. The
proposed level of 15 parts per billion (ppb) averaged over 1-hour are a sound
level. These values are only applicable to animal feedmg operations and should
not effect any other operations. _
- They look well planned-and very good to me

- The only thing that | don't like about it is it will discriminate against
‘rural homeowners that have to live next to small animal feeding operations
(AFQ)(1250head) or less because the no separation distances rule. It will let them
build 250 ft or less next to your house weather you like it or not This hog
building will not fall under the new proposed rule (HEV/HES) for health hazard
of gases because of the no minimum distance requirement.

Now the DNR can't do anything about (AFQO) small animal feeding operations

being close to someone's house because the lowa State Legislature needs fo change
‘the minimum distance on separation distances for anything under 500au or 1250
head to 1320 ft or % mile from someone's else's home.

Then this new rule will take all animal feedlng operatlons in, ‘also for the

- (HEV/HES) proposal of a level of 15 parts per billion of hydrogen sulfide gas
averaged over 1-hour and will assure that we can be safe by any (AFQ) animal
feeding operations
This will be the only way it would be fair to all and not discriminate
against a few.

Now let think what | am asking to be done, very little really.

Just.change the separation distances from small (AFO) animal feeding

operations to 1320 or ¥ mile from the nearest residences and this will take care of
lot problems for the DNR, tocal supemsors and let people Ilve in peace

I'sit here thinkmg that | would rather live a % mile. from a jarge (AFO)

(4000head) animal feeding operations, than next to a 1250 head 200 ft from your
front door.

At least you could breath when the wind was not from that direction.

The one that is 200 ft from your front door will always have the hydrogen
sulfide smell, noise and insects 75% of the time or more You can't even have
your windows open at night, be out in the yard working without the hydrogen
sulfide smell, noise and insects.

Also property va!ues wnl plummet downward for that property

Kenneth Kucera .
2986160th ST -
Riverside, lowa 52327
319-648-5803
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2001 Forest Avenue
Des Moines, lowa 50311
0 wa (515) 282-0484 Fax (5 1.5_) 283-0031

iowacci@dwx.com www.iowacclorg Citizens for

Community lmprovement

IOWA CITIZENS FOR COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT CCl

January 31st, 2004

Bryan Bunton
Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Utrbandale, IA 50322

RE: Proposed Hydrogen Sulfide Health Effects Standard

Dear Mr. Bunton,

Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement membets have been pushing for clean air rules for factory farms for
mote than three years. We strongly suppott the Department of Natural Resources’ effort to adopt a hydrogen
sulfide health effects standard of 15 patts per billion at a separated location based on the recommendauon n the
joint University of lowa/Towa State University CAFO air quality study.

However, thete ate aspects of the draft rules that ate weak and must be changed to ensure that the mle
actually protects pubhc health and the environment. Our ptoposed changes mclude ' :

L Includmg an amifdonia standard of 150 ppb and an odox standard of 7:1 dilution rate at a separated location in,
the’ pxoposed rules - These standards were tecommended in the joint University of Iowa/ Iowa State Umvexmty
CAFO dit quality studyj "The department’s decision to back away f from the recommendations in the joint

University study and not include an ammonia and odor standard is sending the message to rural residents that
the Iowa DNR answers to special-interest pressute rather than working for the health and well-being of Iowans.
Commissioned by Governor Vilsack, the joint University study was compiled by 27 state university scientists
and peet-reviewed by eight national and international experts. The study’s ammonia standard recommendation
was based on ATSDR’s chronic standatd and is remnaining unchanged by ATSDR. The joint University study is
cutrent, sound, and based on the best science available All of the recommendations in the joint University
study must be followed, not just a select few.

II. Purchasing portable air monitors to: 1) Verify the amount of gases estimated to be given off from a particular
factory farm 2) Respond to citizen complaints 3) And make sure that best management practices ate actually
reducing gas emissions. Currently, the DNR only has a handful of permanent monitoring devices. The DNR
needs to purchase and use technology that will enable them to propetly check and regulate factory farms across
the state.

II. Removing the moniton'ng exemptions for certain factoty farms from the rules because they would unnecessarily
restrict DNR’s' monitoting. One of the exemptions is for factory farms that did not meet legal separation
distance requirements when they were constructed. The DNR should not want to tie its hands from protecting
residents living near large-scale factory farms, especially if that factory farm was built ﬂlega]ly The DNR needs
to enforce the sepatatxon distances, not write exetptions.

In addltlon, residents who had a factoty farm built near them before separation distances were established
should also have their health protected. The DNR must take out these monitoring exemptions in the proposed
rules. All people should have the right to breathe clean air. The DNR needs to protect evetyone’s health from
factory farm ait pollution, not just a portion. RECENED

PR DL 2L




IV Removing the seven day grace period from the proposed rules that would allow factory farms to have seven .
days of air quality violations each year that would not count as violations. There is no reason to give . .
exemptions for polluting our air-ot threatening public health. Each violation must be counted. .

V. Drafting immediately an enforcement component to the rules. . Iowa Code requires the IDNR to begin taking -

enforcement action against factory farms no sooner than December 1, 2004 However the DNR needs to.be

o taking the proper steps to move forward to draft rules for enforcement action against factory farms now, so that
enforcement action can begin on December 1, 2004. Factory farms have been polluting lowa’s ait and posmg a
health tisk for far too long. There is absolutely no reason to make Iowans wait any longer for relief. The
department must immediately begin drafting an enfotcement action component that would allow the
department to issue violations against factory farms and fotce them to comply with the department’s air quality
standards.

The health and environmental risks associated with factory farm air pollution is epldermc Unfortunately, factory
farms have been invading our local communities because out state has not yet put air quality standards on the book.

On November 19th, 2003 the Ametican Public Health Association adopted a resolution urging for federal, state,
and local govetnment to impose a precautionary motatotium on new CAFOs. One of the main teasons identified
was serious respiratory problems found among children, neighboring residents, and CAFQO workers.

Factory farm proponents claim that thete is not adequate science to back up the need for clean air regulations.
However, undet the Precautionary principle, which provides a guide to environmental policy and has been used in -
several different places, the burden is placed “on the proponents of a potentially harmful activity to prove that their
actions do notharm human health or the environment,” according to the Iowa CAFO Air-Quality Study. .-

call on the DNR to protect our air a.nd Towans from these toxic fumes by makmg these recommended_ changes :
For the above stated reasons, we believe these rules must be changed accordingly and request revision.

Respectfully submitted,
Kurt Kelsey Vern Tigges Christy O'Brien
Iowa CCI Board President - Iowa CCI Bo

ice-President Iowa CCI Board Secretary
Brenda LaBlanc etty Ligle Ramona Chavez%%

Iowa CCI Board Treasurer Iowa CCI Boatd Member Iowa CCI Board Member
Marlyn Andetsen Ron Tlgnex o  Bev Rutter
Iowa CCI Board Member -~ . Iowa CCI Board Member © . " Jowa CCI Board Member
I elyn) ndese) - | e -
REC E1ED
Garry Klicker Porter Dimery SEE N4 mee
[P ‘f-‘... hl‘*_r

Iowa CCI Board M Igwa CC_I Board Member
. % {/ &J‘u’:&—w BW""‘“;L




February 3, 2004

Mt . Brian Bunton _
Iowa Department of Natural Resources
An Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Re: Air Quality Standards
Dear Mr. Bunton

I amh having a haid time figuring out why abr anch of our government insists on workmg so diligently to stifle an

industry that is vital to the state’s economic future. The industry I am referring to is the livestock 1ndustry It has
come to my attention that the DNR is seeking public comment regarding proposed ait quality standards and I felt
compelled to submit comments. ‘

First‘ of all, ¥ definitely support clean air and a quality envitonment 1 also supportrules and regulations base on
scientific fact, not those driven by fear or a2 vocal minotity. The livestock industry in this state has made
rematkable progress addressing environmental issues over the last twenty yeats ot so. It makes no sense to burden
them with standards and regulations that are not consistent with the latest research and/ox endorsed by nationally
xecogmzed agencies such as the U.S. Center for Disease Contx ol.

Secondly, the 15 parts per billion standard for hydrogen sulfide you are suggestmg is the same standard nuliifled by
the Jowa Legislature last year The legislature sent the DNR a clear signal last year that your agencies efforts
exceeded the legislative intent they had established. They wanted a field study, not standards and regulations
Nothing has changed in this arena. This is a colossal waste of your agencies time and of our tax money. On top of
that, you are knowingly sending a false signal to Iowans that there is inherent danger in air that reaches the 15 ppb
‘standard. There is no sclentiﬁc ev1dence to support any danger to health at that level.

Lastly, this standard unfairly targets livestock oper ations. Are we only concetned by potent1a1 health effects 1f the
air we breathe carries hydrogen sulfide from livestock operations? Does hydrogen sulfide emitted by other
industties not have the same chemical makeup of that emitted by livestock operations? If, and when, any standard
is established after a thorough, consistent scientific study it should apply to all hydrogen sulfide emissions and it
should protect all Iowans. To proceed with standards based on faulty science is bad enough, to tar get one
component of economic activity in our state 1nakes no sense at all.

We hear all the time about the inefficiencies of government With the current budget situation in our state, it is time
our state agencies did the right thing. Complete the field study using sound science consistent with legislative
-intent and then make the decision concerning additional regulation in an area that is alieady over regulated.

incerely,
(R Q L N——
at Regaanq '

4016 46™ Street

Des Moines, lowa

Ce: Govetnor Tom Vilsak
Senator Tack Holveck
Representative Janet Petersen

HEQEIVED
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[Bryan Bunton - Ar Quallly Ruls for Hydrogen Sulfide

From: "Bill 3rd & Mary Fortin" <btmf3rd@danvilletelco net>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr.state ia us>
Date: - 215004 T:23AM

Subject: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide

Bryan- B_u'nton
!owa Department of Nafural Resources
Air Quality Bureau
790_0:Hi'ckman Road, Suite 1
| U__rbandale, lowa 50322
- FAX (51.5') 242-5094 o

bryan bunton@nr. state ia.us
Re: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide
DearMr Bunton:

l'am 'wrltlng to you in response to proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide. | am a farmer from Des Moines
' County:" I'have farmed for over.30 years and wish to continue to make my living through agriculture. |
“have 2 son who would like to farm and are farming today. However one is applying for a job off the farm
as bwrite this Why? Because they need fivestock to make farming a full ime job and the climet of
fivestock has changed in the last. several years and not for the best! 2 years ago wien the other son tried
to get a permit to build hog houses, one woman who lived % mile away tearfully spoke at a board of health
meeting about all the things she had heard about hog houses etc.! My wife worked in a confine farrowing
house wile she carried our son My self and children have worked and been around confinement hog
houses sence-19870 when we build our first Non of us have health problems. | was in a study with lowa
City to.study the effects in the 1980's and was dropped out - did not have problems | was told then that
“generaly only people who smoked-had problems I'm for a clean healthy envirnment! There.is so much
junk information out there:pushed by ICC etc..They make false statements then.carni not of will not back
them'upand-ali'to: get people: upset'and worried. We need GOOD: information then we can set some
standards. | believe the proposed-air quality rufe for- Hydrogen Sulfide is too restr[ctnve and | would like o
see the DNR reconsider their proposai

| would tike fo see the DNR reconsider their proposal and to develop a Hydrogen Sulfide standard after the
field study is completed and only if the field study determines there is a health impact from CAFOs

S_ir‘_\'cei_'e]y',

Bill Fortin 3rd
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LBryan Bunton - Clean Air Rules

From: "Northeast lowa Specialty Meats" <neism@iowa-natural-meats com>
To: "bryan bunton" <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 2/6/04 12:16PM
Subject: Clean Air Rules
~ BRYAN; '

Just a quuck noteto let you know | support stronger alr quaitty standards such as the ohes you are
'currentfy takmg public comments-on. I would also support a-hydrogen sulfide and odor standard.

We are farmers in-Benton county lowa. - My wife-and | both. grew up on farms and have been in that
occupation for-over 30 years. We have come to the conclusion that the odors and fumes from these
confinement buildings are NOT a agricultural smell. We know the difference More than once, we have
had
these operators dump thousands of gallons of fiquid hog manure 250 feet from our home, directly upwind
They make no &ffort to kmfe itin or discitin after application They show no regard for other peoples -
health. -

-~ We have put up with it long enough Somethlng has to be done We feel we have a right to breath clean
air -
- like everyone else. Please don't back away from doing what is right’ for our communlty and neighborhood.
'Thls is-one issue: that is not going away
Jim and Elly. ka
CV Farm
537829th. Ave Vinton la. 52349
319-443-2117




Daron Oherhroeckling

101010}
21962 120th Ave. @ Davenport, [A 52804

February 03, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa DNR Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, TA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,
1 am writing you in regards to the hydrogen sulfide emission standard that is being proposed by
the DNR I feel that this standard of 15 ppb is inappropriate based on the research that has been

done. I personally do not raise livestock but am a third generation grain farmer in eastern Towa
and I argue this proposal for several reasons

One reason is that too much other research says that this number is too low. 1 feel that more
reseatch needs to be done until the ppb number is established to be harmfil  Another reason is
that this standard is not being proposed to any other businesses other than livestock farmers. If 15
ppb is harmfil to our health than shouldn’t all businesses be held to this same standard.

1 would also like to comment that livestock production is a very important and vital enterptise to
the state of Iowa and every effort should be made to make decisions that are firmly based on
scientific research,

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter.

Sincerely,

(. 2z

Daron Oberbroeckling

. RECEIVED
FEB 0 ¢ 2004
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From: "mdanzer" <mdanzer@uwin-4-u net>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state.ia us>
Date: - 2/8/04 10:53PM
Subject: . Hydrogen sulfide

_'D,_e.ar Mr. Bunton:_'

L. am writing to you in response to proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide | am a farmer
from Cairroll county | have farmed for 21 years and wish to continue to make my living
through agriculture | believe the proposed air quality rule for Hydrogen Sulfide is too
restrictive and 1 would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal
Specifically, | am disappointed that the DNR has proceeded to develop the rule that is the
same as the nullified one from last year. The legislature said that the 15 ppb standard was too restrictive,
why would you come back with the same number? [ would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal
and to develop a Hydrogen Sulfide standard after the field study is compléted and only if the field study
determines there is a health impact from CAFOs.

Sincerely,

Marty Danzer
22663 Quail Ave
Carroll, lowa 51401
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I Bryan Bunton - hydrogen suffide .~

From: "Lisa Danzer" <ldanzer@templecfthai.com>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 2/9/04 11:43AM
Subject: hydrogen sulfide
2/_9/04
- Mr. Bunton

I am wr:tmg to you in response to proposed rulé for hydrogen su[flde |-am a farmer

from Carroll county | have farmed with my husband for 15 years and wish to continue to make my living
through agriculture. | believe the proposed air quality ruie for- Hydrogen Sulfide is too restrictive and |

would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal Specifically, | am disappointed that the DNR has
proceeded to develop the rule that is the same as the nullified one from last year The legislature said that
the: 15 ppb standard was too restrictive, why would you come back with the same number? | would like to
seethe DNR reconsider their proposal and to develop a Hydrogen Sulfide standard after the field study is
comp!eted and only if the field study determlnes there is a health impact from CAFOs

Sincerely, o
Lisa Danzer
22663 Quail Ave.
‘Carroll, lowa 51401
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From: " "Eric & Lisa" <Istick@infocom.com>

To: - <bryan bunton@dnr. state ia us>

Date:  2/9/04 6:32PM -

Subject:’ Questions on AFQ Air Quality standard
' Bryén- | -

[ve been surﬂng the internet for info on improving air quallty near AFOs and found your sites | find
fliem very impressive | saw a statement that there are 28 states with hydrogen sulfide and ammonia air
quality standards. Do you have a list of those states that you could e-mail or snail-mail to me’>

b Ilve in Indiana and, last year, ‘a dairy (that does not meet the indiana definition of an AFO, but certainly
does emit heavy odors) was constructed less than 1000 feet due west of my home | also am a farmer
and raise beef cattle on 120 acres. '

o notloed your proposed monitoring sites- only included two cases where the AFO was located somewhat
wast'of the momtormg site.- I propose that monitoring sites- due east of the emission sources represent the
worst case scenario for the home-owner (such as my situation) and that effort should be taken to monitor
the alr wuthm a determmed dlstance due east of the emission sources.

Do=you haveany idea if Indiana DNR would be performing similar studies? I'm checking their website
next. .
Tha_n_k'ycm,_ g

Eric Stickdom S
Brookstone Terrace Farm
PO Box 63. : :

New Lisbon, IN- 47366

7654:73.-56497- ‘_f



February 6, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa DNR, Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, IA 50322

RE: Air quality standards

I’'m very upset about the proposed 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide that the DNR and the EPC are
supporting Even after the Jowa Legislators nullified the earlier attempt last year, here you go
again. But there is one significant difference between the two, only farmers are being targeted.
The DNR felt the wrath of the public when everyone had to abide by unreasonable rules. It is
unfair for the DNR to target farmers just because it feels it can politically get by with it. This
standard is twice the CDC" strict levels.

[ also have problems with where the measurements are being taken. Instead of being at the
neighbor’s residence, I have seen the stations on the property line right next to a cattle
confinement operation (Sloux Center). That is NOT what the legislature had in their bill. I have
been told so by Rep. Ralph Klemme, who wrote the bill if you need clarification. Let’s get all the
date collected af separated locations, not at property lines ot 300 meters away from residences, but
as close as possible to neighbor’s houses before jumping to conclusions.

Finally, farmers live and work on the farms where these animal housing units are located. We
want clean air and water for our families and neighbors Sure a few days of the year there may be
some bad smells while the manure is being turned into natural fertilizer But that is part of
nature’s process that has been going on since the start of time. It is not a public health issue that
demands the DNR’s attention, but only an annoyance that should be talked about between
neighbots.

I urge you to reconsider your position on this matter The production of livestock is an important
value-added industry in Iowa.

Sincerely,

D)) A Cﬁ%

MARK BOHNER . - REGEIVED
Box 55 .- . mmemime e o
LeMas Towa 510310055 . FEB 09 2004




Wayne Geadelmann - 3030 Meadow Road, Adel, IA 50003
E-mail: wgeadelman@aol.com - Phone & Fax: 515-993-5147

February 9, 2004
Mr. Bryan Bunton
Iowa DNR Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing you to protest the proposed air quality standard for hydrogen sulfide
at 15 parts per billion emitted from any livestock operation.

The reasons for my objection to the proposed standard are as follows;

The standard was apparently set based upon a study by the University of Iowa
which used inaccurate assumptions and to my knowledge has not been repeated to
verify the results.

The standards are proposed for livestock operations only. What about other
industries located in or near large population areas?

I think it will be very difficult to measure hydrogen sulfide and other air
contaminants due to differences in air movement, temperature and atmospheric
conditions. Therefore if would be unfair to livestock producers to be punished if
they briefly violated the standard.

I live on an acreage in the country and one or two days a year we will get odor
from a neighboring farmer who is spreading hog manure. This usually goes away
in one or two hours.

I am not a farmer and I am very interested in protecting our environment but I get
concerned when the industry which is IJowa’s most important industry is subject to
undue regulation.

Thank you in advance for considering my comments.

'\S",zcerely, ' |

Wayne H. Geadelmann
Fepl 0 B




February 8, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureaun

Hickman Road, Suite 1

Utbandale, 1A 50322

Re: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide
Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing to express my concern over the proposed rule for Hydrogen Sulfide (15ppb)
that is currently only being proposed for Confined Animal Feeding Operations (CAFO).

The Towa State/Univetsity of Towa Report is grossly outdated and should not be used to
support the new rule. If we are to look at other national agencies, Agency for Toxic
Substances for example, they have set the standard at a much higher level. Why should
the livestock industry in Iowa be held accountable for an exceedingly lower number?
What makes that number fair for them and not for other business or entities? To me, the
15ppb standard does not appear to be justifiable or defensible on your behalf.

I would recommend that you continue your field studies at separated distances, close to
the nearést residence, business, school, etc., not at the CAFO building site. To place the
monitors closer than necessary will only falsely skew the data and will not provide the
public a tiye measurement to which our citizens atre exposed to under normal
circumstances.

I trust you will hear from many Iowa residents during the comment period, but I caution
you to complete your field study first before enacting a standard that has yet to be proven
justifiable to an industry that is so vital to Iowa’s economy.

Sincerely,

Terry geehusen

1803 Elmhurst Avenue
Humboldt, IA 50548

RECEIVED
FEB1 0 2004



From: "Carolyn Bolinger” <carolyn_bolinger@hotmail.com>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state.ia.us>
Date: - 211104 12:23PM
Subject: clean air

I want to encourage you to support the toughest clean-air-standards

possible, at least as strong as those proposed by the two largest state
universities: In Ames, we have several cases of Lou Gehrig disease, which
is highly unusual for this size population | know unusual things like this

are also happening around the state. Come on! If we demand it, businesses
will-confornt, as they have with other OSHA and federal regulations This
would be a good way to encourage people to visit lowa; I'm tired of reading

in the NY Times about our waters like India's, our air quality some of the
worst. . ...

Carolyn Bolinger, Ames

: Q.ptirhiz'eiy_ou_r. J_n_téfne_t'. experiencé.'_to fheﬁmax with the new MSN Prémifum '
~ Internet Software -http://click atdmt com/AVE/go/onm00200359ave/direct/01/




[Bryan Bunton - Alr Quality Rules Tor Hydrogen SURIE T e

From: - "Russ Kurth" <rkurth@pionet.net>
‘To: - <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: . - 2/11/04 9:05PM . - =
“Subject: -Air Quaiity-Rules for Hydrogen Stilifide

*-Bryan Bunton _ '
lowa Department of Natural Resources
Alr Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, lowa

The DNR shouid hot establish a standard of 15 ppb of Hydrogen Sulfide for the purpose of the study
because 15ppb over a one-hour average is not a correct health effect level. | would support setting a
health-effect level for hydrogen sulfide that is based on the best scientific information available The
. proposed level of 15ppb cannot be substantiated in research and is not.endorsed by nationatly recognized
- agencies. The Center for Disease Control (CDC), has screening levels established at levels higher than

. what DNR staff has proposed |
I récb._mmend_that' the DNR study this matter further before sét_ﬁn,g-up;a health standard )f the health
stand is set to-low it could have serious efforts on the economy of this state: 1 do farm nextto a large dairy

farm. 1am concern about the environment and air around the confinement but | do feel that any standard
set should be based on the best information available

‘Russell Kurth
2487°280th Street
“Logan, lowa |
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February 10, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Alr Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Re: Hydrogen Sulfide Air Quality Rule
‘Dear Mr. Bunton

I would like to comment on the proposed air quality standard for hydrogen sulfide. This
area is of concern to me due to my involvement in agtibusiness and production
agticulture, and also as a 1esident of rural Towa.

This rule making setting a level of 15ppb for hydrogen sulfide seems premature. First we
need the results of the required scientific study as to the level at which hydrogen sulfide
poses a measurable health risk. It is not prudent to rely on a Joint University Report that
utilized processes and formed conclusions that have now been questioned by Jowa State
University. Using a level of 15ppb establishes in the public's mind an expectation of
danger even though no scientific study has validated that number, and other federal
agencies utilize numbers far in excess of that level.

Livestock producers will support efforts to protect public health by maintaining air
quality consistent with a science-based determination of health risks. Please reconsider
implementing at this time the proposed Rule, allowing the legislatively required study to
first establish the actual level at which Hydrogen Sulfide poses a public health risk.

Sincerely

w

Roger Winterhof
210 Deere Road
Hubbard, IA 50122

e Fegees
FEB1 1 y9p




Thomas J. Vincent

313 South Tenth Strect « Perry, Iowa 50220
Telephone: (515) 465-3684

Cellular: (515) 238-0839

Fax: (515} 465-2390
E-mail:pertypork@surfmk com

February 10, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Jowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Re: Hydrogen Sulfide Air Quality Rule
Dear Mr Bunton:

I understand that the DNR is proceeding with an air quality rule for hydrogen sulfide and
its possible impacts on agricultural livestock production. Iam a farmer from Dallas
County and I would like to express my concern for these proposed rules

The 15 parts per billion threshold as proposed by the DNR is a completely unfounded
number © I don’t believe that the Joint University Report should be used any longer as
the justification for air quality rules and as the basis for a standard. Iowa State University
has Spoken out pubhcly agamst the process and conclusmns of thxs report It was not
based on good scnence

According to the ATSDR, 70 parts per billion is the screening level for hydrogen sulfide
to do more investigation. In effect, an accurate health effect level would be higher than
70 parts per billion. Why is the DNR proposing a 15 parts per billion standard when the
health effect level is potentially more than four times higher than that?

Past history of the DNR departing from the law established by the Legislature and signed
by the Governor, particularly when it set about measuring air quality at livestock facilities
rather than at separated distances as the law requires reflects a bias and lack of respect for
the law This 15 ppb threshold as proposed by the DNR is another example of that bias.

The required study needs to be completed, data needs to be collected to see if thereis a
health threat, and then and only then, should the department take action to develop
regulations. These are serious concerns that I believe the DNR should honestly rethink
and consider changing before they propose another rulemaking This rule is rushed and
unfounded We need our rules and tegulatxons to be based on sound 501ence, not on
emotmnal pOllthS : :

Smcerely

W | - RECEIVED

Tom Vincent FEB 1 1 2004
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" From: "Dan" <dan@wmtel net>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: - . 2/13/04 10:39AM

Subject - CAFOQ air quality regulataions
'Dear Mr Bunton | '

l am concerned about the soundness of the proposed air quallty regulatlons You may not like confined

livestock: operations, but that is no reason to single them out for standards that do not have to be met in

any other industry The monltorlng for health risks needs to-be done at the legal seperation distances, not
- on'the sites. Sticking your nose in'a gas tank is not a healthy proposition either, but that does not make

gas illegal

Dan Cramer
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F Bryan Bunton - Air quality standards

From: "Adolphson” <adolphson@redoak heartland net>

To: © <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 2/14/04 8:49PM

Subject: Air quality standards

Dear Byron

I believe more study needs to be done before standards can be set for hydogen sulfide The proposed
standard of 15 ppm is not reasonable :

" Marvin Adolphson
1099°230th - :

©~ Emerson,lowa 51533 -
adolphson@redoak heartland .net
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From: "Paul and Janet Hunter" <pjahunter@hotrnaii com>
To: . <bryan bunton@dnr state ia.us>

Date: - 2/15/04 9:27PM '

Subject: Air quality rule for hydrogen s_ulfid'e

Mr, Bunton: | | |

I.-Wo_uld like {o provide public comment for the proposed air quality standard for hydrogen sulfide

| don't believe the Department is able to justify 15 ppb as the level at which the public's health is at risk If
we look at standards from other national agencies (ASTDA, OSHA, NIOSH, AIHA, AGCIH, AND NAS) for
hydrogen sulfide we see that their standards and levels used to protect the public's health range from 70
ppbto 20,000 ppb

Why does the lowa DNR think that they know better than these national agencies about protecting public
health? These rules are supposed to be based on health, not nuisance = A standard should not be used
as a'backdoor approach to solving odor as a social, annoyance issue

$'i_ncereiy, _

PaUI H_u'hter :

700 College Drive
Decorah, IA 52101
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From: " Danielle Wirth <éhorizon@nefins net>

To:" <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
‘Date: .. 2/17/04 8:34PM
Subject: -air quality standards

Mr. Bunton:

| would like'my comments included in any written record that will
involve air quality standards involving CAFO's (confined animal feeding
operations)

Air quality standards for factory farms are essential The Jomt :
University of lowa and lowa State University report released;in February
_.of 2002 states: that hydrogen sulfide' and ammonia have been measured near
. factory farms in concentrations that could be harmful fo humans. |
attended a conference in Nov. 2001 where Gov. Vilsack explained that he
placed responsibility upon ISU and the'U  of lowa to research this
issue, Fhe state universities conducted research that is reliable, valid
and holds to high scientific standards.

A _demsio‘n.by the DNR not to include ammeonia standard of 150 ppb and

odor standard of 7:1 dilution rate in the rules is not acceptable based

on quality of life and health issues. A limit on ammonia and noxious

odors from- factory farms.is-a reasonable. standard to enforce Foulmg
_air quahty could become a matter of unfair "takmg“ of.a.resource,

especially if the factory farm was added to the area, rather than havmg
-other homes and busmesses grow up-around a CAFO.

I support the air standards proposed by the DNR of 15 parts per b|II|on
of. hydrogen sulfide for a one hour average This is a reasonable health
prowsuon that, once enforced will help protect public health

I.remain. concerned with the. makeup of the technical advisory groups
(TAG) that DNR plans on assembling - |'strongly encourage the DNR to
make sure that the TAGs are not stacked W|th industry representataves«
health experts must be mcluded! : o

. Backmg away from the: Joint Umversnty air quatrty study by not :
including an ammonia and.odor standard will send the wrong message to
all lowans that their state answers to specral interest pressure—- not
the health and well- belng of lowans - We can not back away from the
study simply because the industry is grappling for excuses to avoid
standards ‘With the drive to recruit new businesses , -especially high
fech companies, to the State of lowa, it seesm like an act of

- foolishness to allow further deteraoratlon of lowa's natural resource
mfrastructure

‘Also, the DNR must-purchase portable air monitors.to: 1) Verify the
amount of gases estimated to be given off from a particular factory-farm
2):Respond to citizen. complaints 3) And make sure that best management
practices are actually reducing the gas ermissions. Currently, the DNR..

- only-has:a handful of permanent monitoring devices ' The DNR needs to

. purchase and use technology that will enable them to property check and

' regutate factory farms

In _the DN_Rs proposal, the DNR will not monitor at:
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[Bryan Bunton - ar quailty standards

. Residences near factory farms that were built after the factory
farm .-
' Resudences near factory farms if the factory farm was buult before
there were ‘separation distance requirements :
'Residences near factory farms that built |Ilegally too close
(wathout meeting the legal separatlon distance requlrements ) - The .
DNR needs to enforce legal separation dlstance requirements, NOT exempt
factory farms from regulations! -
The DNR must take out the monitoring exemptions! The DNR needs
to protect everyone's health from factory farm air pollution Al
péople should have the right to breathe clean air

| object to the DNR's "7 day grace period" that factory farms would get
" each year. This proposal would allow factory farms to have 7 days of
air guality violations that would not count  There is no reason to-give
exemptlons for polluting: airand threatemng health Each violation
' should be counted

. Please contact me shouid you have fiirther. questlons or wish to comment
. on this communication:

Danielle Wirth, Ph.D
Rural Route
Woodward, 1A 50276




2njoy

Testimony for the D.N.R. re CAFO Air Quality

How many times are we going to have hearings on CAFO’s? The
Governor doesn’t want to solve the problem. The Republican controlled
legislature does not want to solve our CAFO problems. The D N.R. has
hearings to let people blow off steam and does not get to the root of the
problem. Even Iowa State University’s Dean of Agriculture has shown her
true colors by turning her back on rural Iowa. Apparently she is not a rural
resident

In Iowa the problem with CAFQ’s is that we have some of the weakest
laws in the United States. If your property line is 2ft fiom your home people
can legally spread manure 2ft from your house, 2ft from your well and 2ft
from your livestock. Until our Governor, the Republican legislature and the
D N R. support some reasonable distances in our state hogs will continue to
be dumped here from Canada, Minnesota, South Dakota, Illinois and
Nebraska. Young people will continue to leave the state so they don’t have
to worry about air with septic tank stench, polluted water, or having their
property values cut in haif.

One of the reasons the number of pork producers has declined from
130,000 twenty years ago to 7000 -- 8000 today is because of diseases that
corporate Ametica is spreading around the state of lowa. With the
chickenization of the hog industry by corporate America, many producets
couldn’t get their sows bred, or all their litters died in the farrowing house,
and they just gave up the fight and quit. Today at almost every veterinarian
conference they finally have the guts to have speakers warning livestock
producers about siting CAFO’s too close together and risking airborne
diseases spreading to other hogs. Many of us knew that years ago. For
example corporate America builds farrowing units 2 or 3 miles away from
other hogs in both Missouri and Canada.

I am President of the Palo Alto Co. Pork Producers. I have 52 buildings
within a 3-mile radius of my farm. 9 months out of a year we smell hog
- manure 6 days out of a month, we can live with that. However some fall
seasons —after harvest- you can smell this stench every day for up to a
month. We are the only county in the state that has a good neighbor policy;
no one can build a CAFO within a half-mile of any residence without the
owner’s permission. Thanks to our supervisors: in 1997 they took the time to
sit down and negotiate for hours with all the major players in the hog
industry. Something that the Governor, the Republicans or Jeff Volk could
do. They could do this without the help of the commodity groups or the




Farm Bureau. Sometimes I think those organizations believe that individuals
should have no property rights. If you would take a survey of my neighbors I
think they would tell you that they can live with a % mile distance, but that a
one - mile set back would be justified. However I am also sure they would
be adamant about spreading manure at least ¥ mile away from thelr homes —
unless pemnssmn has been granted.

Towa is a big state with 99 counties, and with all the ethanol plants being
built, we may need more livestock producers, big and small, but you just
can’t put all these CAFO’s in 20 counties or on top of a neighbor. Thanks to
the corporate hog lots in our county all but one has honored the county’s %2
mile policy. These are the kind of regulations that will promote the livestock
industry in Iowa and not tear it apart. Palo Alto county is proof that these
requirements have not hurt the number of hogs raised in our county. In the
1970°s & 1980°s, 250,000 hogs were raised in Palo Alto County, today it is
over 1 million. We will destroy the livestock industry by not setting
reasonable distances and being producer friendly.

The D N.R. should start being pro-active and stop using eveiy excuse in
the book and start treating the Towa citizens with Love, Respect and Esteem
or they can sit back and let the justice system do their job. Corporations can

“buy the executive branch and the legislative branch but-they haven’t ..lways.
controlled the ]udmal branch.

1. I support the air standards by the DNR of 15 parts per billion of
Hydrogen Sulfide.

2. 1 object to Jeff Vonk’s decision not to include ammonia standards and
odor standards.

3. 1 also object to the DNR backing away from the joint universities air
quality studies. This was sound science, now turned into a political
agenda by corporate America.

The problem is simple to solve if someone really cared. Right now you are

not protecting the people or our livestock producers. Someone needs to sit
down with the players, not hold more hearings.

L.J. Solberg,
3780 510" Avenue,
Cylinder, Jowa. 50528
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(BryanBunton - Hydrogen SulfideRule e Pagel

From: ~ "Brandon McHugh" <redcows@longlines.com>

To: - "Bryan Bunton” <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 2/18/04 8:48AM

Subject: Hydrogen Sulfide Rule

Dear Mr. Bunton,

This letter is in response to the DNR's proposed rule for Hydrogen Sulfide | am a beginning farmer in
Harrison Co and ['am here to tell you that farming is getting to be hard enough dealing with high
: equment costs and low commodity prices. We don't need to have to deal with a ridiculous rule that has
‘no-science behind it . The national agencies standards and levels for Hydrogen Sulfide range from 70ppb
t6:20,000 ppb Why wouid the DNR: want to set this their standard so low? This rule would be totally
against agriculture in-the state of lowa and that is what we are aii about.
. Please reconsider this proposal. I'have always had an appreciation for the DNR. ‘| have ordered trees
from the State Nursery for-the past two years for wrndbreaks wrthout applyrng for cost share from the
state

I-.am afraid that this is one mere thing that will be too hard on the farmers and drive more to quit farming
as it becomes too difficult to do, due to regulations. Take a look at how many farmers there are under the
age of 45 1am only 30 Please don't make life harder on us and our bottom line Itis hard enough Sure
we-have some good markets sometimes but that is when the weather is dry like it has been, then we have
a lack of crop to sell.

-As a farmer | have a great deal of respect for natural resources and most respectable farmers do

Please help us out here We need to work together. Thanks for Ilstenlng
Srncerely, O
Brandon'McHugh
3305'155th St
Duniap, 1A 51529
(712) 647-3002
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From: _ "Leonard" <leremi@rconnect com>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia.us>

bate: . - 2/18/046:42PM '

' -_S,ubjéct: S commentmg on air quallty standards for anlmal conflnement operatlons
Sir: '

My name is Leonard Slnnwell lama fourth generation farmer (on both sides} in Chickasaw and Floyd
-Counties here in fowa My Farm Bureau Spokesman's issue this week encouraged me to write as to my
opitiion. You might be surprised of the fact that | am strongly encouraging you to stand your (DNR's)
ground on the 15pph hydrogen sulfide standard | probably am more the silent majority opinion that never
takes the time to write. But, this seems too important. | think we all know that lowa's legislature had the
confinement regs shoved down the majority(Republican) party’s throat by the ovérwhelming feeling by the
voter here in lowa. That'something had to be done to control these large confinement setups The Hog
lndustry has been very good at "infiltrating" the Farm Bureau county committes with their people who have
lsrge animal confinement buildings ‘So, besides their lobbying, they get a second seat at the discussion
- table via the Farm Bureau. However, most people that ! know who belong to the Farm Bureau anymore
. belong just so they can get access.to health and otherinsurances. Not because they believe in-the
- diréction they are being driven by large animal corporate interests They don't know what their $40/yr
membership fee buys them for political persuasion. Yet, the Farm Bureau portrays itself as having 100%
- ofit's membership behind it's endeavors Itis just not true.

Back to the air quality monitoring issue |'am for measuring these gases at the property line Not my
-residence i my children or myself choose to take advantage of afl my property | should have the right to
expect that my neighbor Whether it be farmer or chemical or pharmaceutical company keep all it's
pollution on it's property and under control. If |'can't trust that fact and am scared of using a part of or all of
my property,-1 consider that a “taking of my property”. You know.as well as | that Farm Bureau and the hog

* indusfries agenda is to delay and prolong any atternpt at any real" klnd of standard that they could.ever.be
held accountable : L
N 'aye setat commumty meetrngs and llstened to'a County Farm Bureau Presrdent express how he
hlres a professronal company to comein and spread his' manure that uses Global. Positioning. So, that he
.'gets every bit of value as to the correct amount. So, as to not waste any precious drop. Yet, | know his
part:time hired man comes to. work and tells me that the manure company showed up and The F Bureau
'PreSIdent told him to spread in this field and that field. And the custom operator said that you know that we
have spread in all these close fields for the last 4 yrs. And they surely have way too much on them The

F.Bureau Pres. said’l can't afford to haul it any further and if you won't spread it there | will get someone
else who will. What's the point in bragging about Global Positioning? The next question is who is going to
trust this guy to give up atrue and accurate soil test result to prove that those fields needs more Yet, if
youwould've been settlng at that meeting you would've thought he and his wife were the most trustworthy
‘people (try looking in Butler county for them). -
' know of custorn built bulldmgs in Butler county that had cement poured for the plt that ranged
from10-12 thick down to1-2 it was never screeded off down there in‘the pit. No one'is going t6 go-roller

: -skatlng dowh there And wherever'thé.construction worker walked it cracked around his foot. No one is
present to watch over the construction of these buildings.

‘| have some friends that had to spend sometime up to the Rochester Mayo Clinic for health reasons
They shared a room with a guy that had lung cancer and who had spent most of his years working in

- buildings-over pits. | got to believe that the Mayo Clinic would have some kind of statistical info which
could be correlated into somethmg that would show actual facts onh this subject Wouldn't it be worth a
phone call by your-agency?

Anyway, thank you for your efforts and please stand your ground
Sincérely;, = - . '

~ Leonard Smnwell
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E:éryan Bunton.- Air Quality Standards

From: _ "Brent Naeve" <bdnaeve@irvnet net>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: ' 2/18/04 9:16PM _

Subject: Air Quality Standards -~

Dear Mr Bunfoh L

l-am a thlrd generatlon farmer in Humboldt County lowa [donot currently raise any livestock but there
are more than 35: conflnement hog buildings within two miles of my farming operation, for a total of 40,000

-prgs every day.

I am concerned that the 15 ppb fevel for proposed air quality standards for hydrogen sulfide are too low |
think a level of 70 ppb would be a better screening level if health risks are the concern | feel the purpose

of a 15 ppb level is not a health issue, but an odor issue, which is only a social annoyance | feel the rules
should be based on health risks, not social nuisance

Brent Naeve

- 114 Hall Street

. Humboldt, IA 50548
515/332= 5408 '



PRODUCING QUALITY ASSURED PORK

P.O.Box 8 Phone 319-256-6912
208 West Depot Fax 319-256-6913
Wayland, 1A 52654

February 13, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

As a member of a family farming operation in southeast Iowa whose main income comes
from pork production, I would like to provide my input on the proposed air quality standard
for hydrogen sulfide.

We have long realized the importance of protecting the enviroment and maintaining positive
neighbor relations. In order to achieve this, we do many things including, but not limited to,
directly injecting our waste into the soil. Although this requires more acres to spread our
manure on, we feel it is better for both the environment and our neighbors.

I would urge you to base any decisions and regulations on sound science rather than be
influenced by public opinion. I must also ask why the DNR has already given a benchmark of
15 ppb as the acceptable level of hydrogen sulfide. I fully realize this is only a standard given
for use in your air quality study, but once that number is in the minds of the general public, it
is very unlikely that the finally number will be anything other than 15 ppb. Additionally, from
what I have heard, 15 ppb is ludicrously low. If fact, this is even more stringent than the
indoor air quality standards adopted by the Centers for Disease Control! Please put a stop to
mentioning any number as a benchmark until further studies have be done.

Iowa has long been a state ideal for raising hogs, and raising hogs has served Iowa well. As
our society has become more focused on individual rights, many vocal opponents to hog
production have made it their mission to drive hogs out of Towa. While I fully support rules
and regulations based on sound science, I ask you again to not be influenced by the pressures

of the vocal minority.
BEBEEp

FEB 18 py,
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As a parting thought, I would like to give you a brief history of the past couple months for my
family. On the evening of December 26, my brother, his wife, and their two boys (ages 3 and
5 months) returned from grocery shopping to find their house in flames. Unable to reach 911
from his cell phone, he called me so I could call 911. Living only two miles away, my wife
and I got there as fast as we could. All that was left to do until the fire department arrived was
to get what we could out of the garage.

The house, which was a total loss, was the family house we grew up in. It is located on our
“Home Farm”, which consists of 3,600 sows. The house is about 600 feet away fiom the
neatest hog building.

The reason for telling you this story is because they have decided to rebuild on the same
foundation. If the living conditions near this farm were unhealthy, or even a nuisance, they
would not be building on the same spot — especially since they have two young boys. So why
are they rebuilding there? It is because they know it is safe, and the smell is noticeable maybe
two or three times a year, one of those times being during application in the fall.

The real question is why do people fear living next to a hog confinement facility when they
are required by law to be much farther away than 600 feet? It is because of people saying
things like “anything below 15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide might be unhealthy.”

Sincerely,
Brad Eichelberger

Eichelberger Farms, Inc.
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From: ~ . "Eric & Julie Monson” <ejec@fmcte com>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia.us>

Date: 2/19/04 6:53PM

Subjéct: ' Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide

Bryan Bunton
lowa Department of Natural Resources
~ AirQuality Controf '
7900 Hickman Rd , Suite 1
Urbandale, lowa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I .am. writing ‘to you in response to proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide | am a farmer from Shelby County |
have farmed for eleven years and wish to continue to make my living through agriculture. | believe the
proposed air quallty rule for Hydrogen Sulﬂde is too restrictive, and I would like to see the DNR reconsider

,thelr proposal

Specn‘lcaiiy, | am disappointed that the. DNR has proceeded. to develop the rile that is the same as the
. nullified one from Jast year. The legislature said that 15.ppb standard was too.restrictive; why would you
come back with the same number? | 'would like to'see: the DNR reconsider their. proposal-and to develop a
- Hydrogen Sulfide standard after the field. study i is completed and-only if the field study determines there is
a health impact from CAFQOs

Sincerely,

Eric C. Monson
1648 Street F24
Irwin, lowa 51446
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From: "Hoover, Thayer" <Thayer. HOOVER@Pfizer com>
- To: . <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>
_ "Date: . - - _' 2/20/04 1:54PM :
: _'-Siubject;':'_--_':— : 'Umver5|ty studles on hydrogen sulfide -

'HeIIo Nlr Bunton o '
| got your contact information from the web site announcmg ‘the publlc
meetings regarding the DNR's activities surrounding the hydrogen sulfide
content near CAFOs  In-the text of that message it was stated that:

"If approved, lowa would be the 28th state to adopt
hydrogen sulfide standards The lowa proposal is neither the most stringent
or most lenient-and is based on university recommendations " [emphasis

.added]

_ I have conducted several literature searches on the subject and have found.
quite a range of recommendations .For example, Texas, where oil- reflnerles
~ produce the'most hydrogen sulfide in terms of tonsfyear than-any other

source; the limit:is:80 ppb at.the setback . In'Minnesota, where - -
envrronmentallsts maintain and pursue ‘the: hlghest of standards; the- fimit i is.
30 ppb, doublé that which the DNR is proposmg and edvancmg as pursuant.to
university recommendations.

[ would like to see the university study reports upon which the DNR hased

thiS statement | would like to review the study design, (materials and
methods) the data generated, the conclusions drawn there from and the
hterature reviewed in.generating the protocol.. | believe it is necessary

to review:each’ study report individually to determine the veracity of any
cenc[usmns drawn there from especially since.a ‘wide range of .. o
recommeéndations exist, none of which suggest such-alow IeveE of amblent alr
content récommendations for hydrogen sulfide as15. ppb. . possm!y
.suggestlng that the Iowa proposal may be. the most strlngent T

o wou!d appremate an electromc version of those studles before the next
meeting, or at least reference information so | can retrieve those study
reports that caused those universities to make a recommendation.

Sincerely,
Thayer C. Hoover, DV.M

Leci <coyerdwa’goh@eve'rtek.'net>.‘ '



Bryan Bunton
Jowa DNR Air Quality Burean
7900 Hickman Rd.

Utbandale, Ia. 50322

February 17, 2004

Dear Mr.Bunton:

I am writing to express my objections to the new air quality standards that
are being proposed by the DNR and are presently in discussion phase around
the state of Iowa.

It is my belief that these new standards are not being based on accurate or
documented science and will have a negative impact on many of us in the
livestock industry.

Italsoappears that there ate & number of reputable sources that have
conducted studies and few of them have reached a consensus about air
quality standards and the health effects they may or may not have on the
public.

The proposals that the DNR is submiiting have already been rejected in 2003
by the Jowa legislature largely, I believe, for their unfairness and lack of
sound scientific basis. '

Finally, I feel it is unfair for the DNR to make a separate set of air quality

standards for the Towa livestock industry. The standards that the DNR are
proposing are excessive and, if applied equally across all of Iowa industry,
would cripple an already suffering Iowa economy and business sector.

Thank you for you time in this matter and I do hope that the DNR will begin
to realize the importance of the livestock industry to Iowa and begin to work
in partnership with that industry.

Cordially, [BE @E ” WE@

Dan Ruf FEB 2 0 2004




2931 Shadow Avenue
Greene, 1A 50636
February 18, 2004

Bryan Bunton

TIowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Re: Hydrogen Sulfide

Dear Bryan Bunton:

Setting air quality standards for hydrogen sulfide is a crucial first step because it sets a
precedent in establishing thresholds, which will make it difficult to reduce even when
science indicates that should be the case.

Towa State University has indicated federally published levels should be the basis for an
Towa ambient air standard. It seems reasonable to set health standards which mirror
standards from national agencies for Hydrogen Sulfide which range from 70 ppb to
20,000 ppb. When different thresholds are established for various sources, such as
livestock confinements and municipal waste disposal, the department is targeting a
specific source to achieve goals other than public health protection for Jowa’s citizens. It
appears the DNR is going beyond public health concerns to achieve social ideology.

In addition, it is disingenuous at best for the department to utilize proposed standards,
which the joint report proposed for separated distances, and then refer to those standards
with tests done at the property line or 1000 feet fiom the residence. The department
needs to reconsider its confiontational approach in dealing with ambient air standards and
balance fairness to the livestock industry with the need to protect public health.

Resp tfully,

e

Ronald Litterer

 REeEVED

FEB 2 0 2004



Twinam Farms Limited

3010 267th Street ~ Crawfordsvilie, 1A 52621
. Phone 319-658-2823

February 18, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,
I am writing in regards to the proposed Hydrogen Sulfide standards.

I don't think such standards should be considered since the report they are based on is flawed.
Towa State University has come out and said the report recommending 15ppb of hydrogen sulfide
is being misinterpreted and is flawed. That number was set in conjunction with other gases being
present, If any number should be considered it should be from 70 ppb to 20,000ppb which is used
by other national agencies.

The measurement should be taken where it impacts people, not at a property line. I don't
understand why hydrogen sulfide from livestock buildings is being targeted vs. all sources that
produce it. Is hydrogen sulfide from a hog building different from municipal sources or a factory?
In closing I don't think any standard should be set until it is determined if it is needed. This should

be determined by completing unbiased and standardized air test at points of impact. This issue has
strayed from sound science to emotion.

Sincerely,

 BEGEVED

FEB 2 0 2004
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Fr_orh:_ <lkspencer@wccta.net>

Tor <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
‘Date: 2/21/04 10:04AM
Subject: Air Quality Standards

Bryan Bunton
lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau.

D_ea'f-_ME: _BQn_ton;_ .

As the DNR works to develop Clean Air Rules for our state, please keep

the health of rural lowa citizens at the center of the discussion of air -~
" quality standards. Clean air is vital to the health and well being of

all lowans, including those of us who live and farm near large scale

livestock confinement operations

- Thank you for werking to protect one of our most important natural
resources -~ clean airl | |

‘Sincerely, . .. -

- Katheryn Spencer
1925 Utah Ave. .
Go]dﬁeid, 1A 50542



| Bryan Bunton - Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide

Frdmﬁ_ - "Bob Casterton" <rcastert@netins. net>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 2/22/04 8:18AM
Subject: AirQuality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide

Dear Mr Bunton:

| am writing to you in response to proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide 1am
a farmer from Bremer County, have farmed for 17 years and wish to continue
to make my living through agriculture. | understand the DNR is proceeding

- with-an.air quallty rule for hydrogen-sulfide which is too restrictive and |
would like: to see the DNR reconsider their proposal. The:15 ppb standard
came from a report by the fwo state universities, and now lowa State has
spoken: out publicly against using the 15 ppb standard, and the University of
lowa is reconsidering. ! don’t believe that the Joint University Report can
be used any longer as the justification for air quality rules and as the
basis for a standard. It was not based on good science

Itis-disappointing that the DNR has proceeded to develop the rule that is

the same as the nullified one from last year. The legislature said that the

15 ppb standard was too restrictive, why would you come back with the same
number? | would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal and to
develop a Hydrogen Sulfide standard after the field study is completed and
only if the field study determines there is-a health impact from CAFOs.

Bob: Casterton
2460 Qakland Ave.
Readiyn, |1A 50668

cc: o <bob brunkhorst@legls state: |a us> <da\nd lalk@legls state ia.us>,.
<W|IIard Jenklns@legls state ia. us> ' _



February 22, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources, Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mt. Bunton,

I am a small hog farmer, age 55. 1 started farming when I was 40 as a second career. I have
farmed long enough to understand the impact that government has on agriculture, but still
remember very clearly the trials and tribulations of a beginning farmer. Our son has joined
our farming operation as a beginning farmer with a degree in Swine Management. With the
leadership of the DNR in our state right now, it would be totally irresponsible on my part to
encourage him to stake his futore around hog production.

For all livestock producers the hydrogen sulfide proposed air quality rule of 15 ppb is
ridiculously off base. A farmer has to know a little about everything, but not be an expert on
anything, but even I know that something that small is way out of line. Anything I have
read, othér'than a DNR publication, sets their standards anywhere from 70 ppb to 20,000
ppb before they even start to get concerned. T honestly think you are out on a limb. Iowa
State University has spoken out publicly against the process and conclusions of the Joint
University Report. The Rules Committee of the Iowa Legislature has already rejected your
attempt to use 15 ppb and you (DNR) choose to ignore that. In a year that the legislature is
having a very hard time finding money to keep the doors of schools open, I am ashamed that
a “sacred cow division” of the governot can be so wasteful with money that is badly needed
by.other agencies. I have no idea why DNR thinks they can do things like this. Ihave heard
M. Gieselman say he is doing it because he has a mandate from the public to protect their
air, but Lalso thought the Leglslatme represents the public so I do not understand the
extreme discrepancy. . _

I am also working on a special project in the legislature. If 1 were to listen to the most vocal
students in the state of Iowa, we would be passing a bill where it would be legal to drink
when they are 10 years old — that would be their public mandate. But instead we chose to
use sound science and sound science says that underage drinking is very harmful to youth,
thus our bill is to reduce underage diinking and does not reflect the misguided statements of
the most vocal public.

Again, I think the way you are getting your samples is another attempt to skew your
justification for 15 ppb. Iam confident that the majority of the people can see through the
sinister attempt to justify a number that you seem to have p1cked before you ever tested one
air sample :

_.I.:,ebn Kéésel: .
12301 290" Street
Lamoni, IA 50140




Bryan Bunton ,

Ta Dept of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Towa — 50322
February 19, 2004

Re: Air Quality Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide
Dear Mr Bunton:
I am concerned about the proposed air quality standard for hydrogen sulfide

The livestock producers of Iowa support rules and regulations that are solidly based on
sound-science I have been producing livestock for 45 years and have worked hard to
raise healthy animals, as well as be a good neighbor More importantly we want our
farming operations to be safe and healthy for our families

DNR should NOT move forward with standards or regulations until all data has been
collected and field studies completed New regulations must be appropriate and sub-
stantiated by thorough research

Farmers are bombarded with regulations and added costs which we are unable to
recoup with sales of our product With increased time and expense to implement
regulations in our business, it becomes impossible to maintain out livestock business
Who will be left to pay taxes that support governmental agencies such as DNR?

I am really concerned that the small and medium sized producers will be extinct in the
future generations of livestock producers Only the ultra large producers will be able to
survive ' :

We must have common-sense and thoroughly researched facts before considering
increased regulations.

Sincerely,

James Ledger'
Washington, Iowa

2823




FBryan Buron - RE A Gy Rule or Fydrogen Suifds T ey

From: - Lillian Nichois <nichols@mddc com>

To: - <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
- Date: ~ 2/24/04 9:58AM
Subject: RE: Air Quallty Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide.

Dear Mr Bunton,

| am writing to you in response to the proposed rule for hydrogen

sulfide. ‘1 -am a farmer from Adair County | have farmed for nearly 30
*years and wish to continue to make my living through agricuiture. Even
more lmportantly, I'want young people-and their families to be able to
_make: their fiving in production agnculture I believe the. proposed air

quality rule for Mydrogén Sulfide is too restrictive and I would like to -

see: the DNR recon5|der their proposal

Specmcalty, | am dlsappomted that the DNR has proceeded to develop
the rule that is the same as the nullified one from last year The
Legislature said that the 15 ppb standard was too restrictive | seems
really odd that you have come back with the same number.

I'would:like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal and to develop a
Hydrogen Sulfide standard AFTER the field study is completed and ONLY IF
o the fleld study determrnes there'is-a health impact from CAFOs

_Smcere!y, .

- Lillian'Nichols
2188 Clay Ave =
Brzdgewater IA 50837



From: <FARMDIVER@aol com>

To: ' <bryan.bunton@dnr state.ia. us>
Date: 2/24/04 11:00AM

Subject: Hydrogen Sulfide Air Quality Rule

Dear Mr Bunton: _
I 'am writing 1o you in response to the proposed rule for hydrogen suifide

I am a-3rd generat:on farmer in southwest Pott County. | am a corn/soybean
farmer and | do not have livestock |.do sell some of my crop each year to a
local-cattle feeder. The selling of my crop to local livestock feeders-is an
rmportant marketing option to me

t do not beliéve that the department is able to justify the 15 ppb hydrogen

sulfide level, regardless of the Joint University Report lowa State University -

has spoken publicly-against the Joint University Report process.and its
~conclusion Other national agencies have standards and levels at or above 70 ppb

The lowa legislature has already said that the 15 ppb standard is too

restrictive.

More study is required before any rule or regulation is implemented and |

believe a starting level for the study would be at 70 ppb or above, not at 15

ppb. We need-seund scientific evidence to set rules and regulations, not personal
blas for or against the Ilvestock mdustry

iSlncerely, o
Dawd Brandt k'
11475 240th Street

Coungil Bluffs, A~
F‘armdrlver@aol com.

 Page .
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Bryan Bunton ~ B
- lowa Department of Natural Resources o

" AirQuality Bureau. - i

7900 Hickrnan Road' )

e “Urbandale, 1A 50322 |

o ?'fDear Bryan

L On behalf of Iowa Select Farrns I am wrrtrng thls Ietter in response to the Iowa Department o‘F Natural Resources

B -proposed hydrogen sulflde rule-for Ilvestock producers and -would like to pro\nde public commerit lowa Select -

" _,Drsease Control

. ‘Farnmis does not support the proposed 15 ppb hydrogen stilfide: standard fof onIy 8 hours per. year The proposed _
- standard is not consrstent wrfh even the most conservatwe Ievels establlshed by the Unrtes States Centers for SR, o

. Over the past several months I have observed the process of mformatlon gatherrng and ruIe makmg leadlng to

L / the proposed air: quallty standard From the: ICCI petition and. assertrons at Environmental Protection Commissron

o “(EPCY meetlngs fo: the development and’ results of the: Uruversrty of lowa and Iowa State University jolnt report to

e testlmony to the' EPC by:lowa livestock producers and agri- busmess representatrves “and to legisiative action -

réquesting an-air- quality’ field study and nullification of 2003 IDNR. proposed standards “You heard EPC testrmony Cos

o "f-_from lowa State Umversfty s Dean of Agricilture; Catherlne Wotekr,, strongly: requestlng the’ IDNR to base air -

B ‘quality standards on the’ Agency of Toxrc Substance ‘and Disease Regrstry (ATSDRY): conservative. gurdellnes of 30 .

o . ppb. These: gurdelrnes are'set to: protect sensitive populatlons and would aiso serve to- protect the citizens of Iowa _ SRS

‘-.';;-ffederal recommendatlons S

e :';*IDNR contmues to monltor hydrogen sulflde at vanous drstances from farmlng operatlons rather than at the -f' o

.. Dean'Woteki also- stated that the 30. ppb for hydrogen sulftde Ievel W|Il allgn Iowa W|th sclent|f|cally determlned LT

o t;;When the lowa Legrstature nullrfred your proposal Iast year rt prowded the IDNR wrth very ctear drrectron They R
‘i]requested the IDNR to base standards on good smence and stay within the boundartes ‘of Iowa Taw. However the

Even wrth the. preponderance of evrdence and dlrectlon to the contrary, the IDNR contrnues to move forward W|th

- .:-‘ﬂ.the 15 ppb hydrogen sulfide. standard -In-other words, if the percerved problem is serious, the. overwhelmmg, -

. . gvidence to the contrary.is |rrelevant to the IDNR. We' encolirage you.to reconsrder your actions and understand

. 'that good air quality.is- rmportant 1o all of us, and is not limited. to spécial interest or- activists groups Please " '.

o ) '-conduct the. monrtonng study in: accordance Wwith. lowa Code and evaluate the |nformat|on prlor to determrnrng a|r
'quatrty standards The best mterests of both Iowa cltlzens and Iowa agrrculture W|II be served L

"'ﬁ:‘-’j:_78|ncerely, : ',_:f

Dea na- RoeIfs : e
-'._‘Drrector of Communlcatlons

nrrsrrrw.

- C‘C Jeff Hansen Iowa Select Farms Presrdent and CEO F EB 2 4 ZUU 4
' " Dr. Howard Hill, lowa Select Farrns COO PR ,
Jeffrey Vonk, IDNR Director: - : i

Kathryn Murphy EPC Charr

811 South Oak Street PO Box.400 ~ lowa Falls, IA 50126-0400 TEL 641 648 4479 FAX 641 648-4251 S
' http //www |owaselect com e : S
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From . "John D Fredrickson" <john@wccta net>
To: - <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date S 2/25/04 10:59AM :

a Subject - Air Qua!aty Standards Debate _

Dear Bryan Bunton: ' o

“i-am writing in regards to the Air Quality Standards Debate The followmg items are my stands cn the
debate;

1 Farmers care about clean air |lowa livestock producers are for clean air and a quality environment
They support rules and regulations that are based on sound science, not driven by fear Many farmers
are voluntarily implernenting techniques to reduce odor from the use of coal filters and planting tree
buffers to knifing manure into the land upon appllcatlon Their families live and work on the land so if's in
their best interest to care for the ehvironment:

* 2 The 15 ppb standard is. not supported by sound scierice. lowa State Umversny evaluated DNR

_ _momtormg data and determined that the assumiptions for setting their initial recommendation of 15 ppb
were wrong. The proposed 15ppb is not consistent with levels established by the U. 'S Centers for
Disease Control. The CDC has set levels.of 70ppb for 1-14 days of continuous exposure and 30ppb for
15-364 days of continuous exposure. Estabhshmg 15ppb sends a false message to lowans that this is the
necessary level to protect’public health

3. Monitoring should be dotie at separated locations: The proposed rule says that the monitors will be
located between 328 and 284 feet from a separated location Because some separation distances for
existing confinement operations were at 750 to 1250 feet, this distance reguirement may put the air
manitors closer to the livestock operation that the residence Monitors should not be closer than the
required separation distance

‘Sincerely,
John D, Fredrickson

1078 350th St. .
Gowrie, lowa 50543 .



[Bryan Bunfon - Proposed Air Quality Stendards for Hydrogen Suifide T T page|

From: Ken Pangburn <kenpangburn@direcway com>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia.us>

Date: 2/25/04 12:24PM

Subject: Proposed Air Quality Standards for Hydrogen Sulfide

February 25, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa DNR Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Rd.

Urbandale, lowa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

Tam writing in regards to the proposed air quality standards for hydrogen sulfide. ! am opposed to the
level-of 15 ppb because it is not supported by sound science and will negatively impact the livestock
industry in lowa. This standard is also much more stringent than the one used by the U S Centers for
Disease Control.

1 believe it is important for you to know that members of my family have lived less than a quarter mile east
of a modern hog operation for nearly 30 years. This operation built the first of three confinement buildings
in 1972 and had completed all three of the buildings prior to 1980 This includes a slurry store system for
handling the manure with the manure being applied to the producers own row crop ground This producer
has placed in the tfop in the county yield contests for both corn and soybeans for years. My family has
experienced no adverse health effects from living near this operation and we continue to have family
dinners and barbecues outdoors during the-summer months. ft should also be neted that this hog
operation helped two young farm families get their start in farming. Both are still farmiing today and have
raised their families in this community This is the kind of economic development that lowa needs

| care about clean air and water. After all, | live here and work here. 1 breath the air and drink the water
But | do not support rules and regulations on the livestock industry that are unfounded and based more on
the perception of a vocal mincrity than on facts and sound science. Please reconsider the proposed
hydrogen sulfide standard and base your regulations on sound science

Sincerely,
Kenneth M. Pangburn

1117 Jerico Ave.
Corning, lowa 50841

CGC: "Angelo, Jeff" <jeff angelo@legis state.fa us>, <cecil dolecheck@legis state ia us>
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From: Herbert Scott <hessts@pcpartner.net>

To: . <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: 2125104 4:48PM |
-Subject: lowa Air Quality

Bryan,

As a-lowa farmer (beef cattle, grain-and hay)} | am interested in the
quality-of the air my family and my neighbors breathes. If the results
from the DNR's-hydrogen sulfide field study indicate levels exceedmg the
arbitrary- 15 ppb standard the. DNR came up-with (and,apparently, will .
improperly measure at inappropriate Iocat:ons) then it appears that' they
will then ‘be authorlzed to develop: plans and: programs that may add new:
regulatlons to-any livestock operation - :
. ~Doing this-would seem to send'a faise- message to Iowans that thls is the:
_ necessary level to protect public health and would be a slap in the face of
sound science and the CDC Saddling farm operations with such not only
will adversely affect their operation and financial viability, but may well
result in further deterioration of the state's economy - exactly the
opposzte of what we should be and currently are pursuing at the state level
| would. ask that the proposed field study not be carried out as proposed
but rather that air quality rules in compliance with statutory law and
developed utilizing sound science be pursued and regulations established if
found they would yield stgmflcant overall positive results for cur state
Thank you for glvmg fhiS your consnderatlon

'Herbert E Scott
6291 Indian-St.
Kellogg, 1A 50135

cc:. <Denms B[ack@legts state.ia.us>, <Pau1 McKmley@Iegts state:ia us>,
<Pail. Bell@legls state ia.us>, <Gert; Huser@legls state iaus>, . '
<J|m _Van Engelenhoven@legls state |a us> ST




Ray Slach Farms
5693 420" Street S. E.
West Branch, IA 52358-9523
(319) 643-7251
rslach@l com.net

February 25, 2004

DNR Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322
ATTN: Bryan Bunton

Dear Mr. Bunton:

- 1 am writing this letter to express my concerns regarding the Hydrogen Sulfide and Ammonia
Standards that are currently being proposed. I have concerns because [ operate a family farm
and raise hogs in confinement buildings. If the proposed standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen
Sulfide and 150 ppb for Ammonia is set, I am concerned that the economic effect will be too
much of a burden for family farmers like myself. Since cost-effective equipment and technology
is not currently available to reduce the odor emissions, small produces may not be able to afford
the expense to comply with these standards. Combine the expense incurred to comply with the
standards with the low profit margins in the hog industry and this could be one more financial
burden to force even more family farmers out of business. - o '

I propose a more effective solution to this problem at this time is to have more research into the
technology needed to reduce the Hydrogen Sulfide and Ammonia being emitted from the hog
facilities and then set standards that can be reasonably met. Some of the most well educated
people are living in Towa. They work in our Universities and also in-the private sector. 1 propose
that we need to direct our resources towards new technology and more research into solutions to
this problem. T know first hand of one company from Peoria, Illinois that has developed
equipment to process manure in hog confinement facilities that will reduce the Hydrogen Sulfide
~and Ammonia emissions. Dr. Duane Bundy from Iowa State University has evaluated this
equipment and measured the emissions from my hog confinement buildings.

Further research needs to be done with this and other technology to set reasonable emission
standards and develop equipment that is reasonably priced for the family farmer. After the
" development of such equipment, then reasonable standards could be set.

In the 1990s, the veterinarians and the State of Iowa developed a successful plan to eradicate
pseudorabies in'swine herds. They were able to achieve this with cooperation from pork
producers and financiat support from the State of lowa as well as the Pork Producers Association
and grant money. I propose that the same type of cooperation and financial support should be
used to work to find solutions to the odor issues. Affordable technology needs to be developed
first and then reasonable standards could be set. The livestock producers like me are in support
of a program to reduce odor from confinement facilities, but not at the ultimate price of their
farming operation. Please consider postponing the standards untii such affordable technology is

available to farmers in Iowa. :

Sincerely,

Ray Slach -



John Weber

3213 Highway 8
Dysart, 1A 52224
February 23, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suitel
Utbandale, lowa 50322

Re: Air Quality Staridard for Hydrogen Sulfide
Dear Mr.Bunton:

I would like to provide comments for the proposed air quality standard for hydrogen
sulfide.

I am an Jowa farmer and long time pork producer for 28 years. I am well experienced
with all the odors of production agriculture. Some of the odors are extremely offensive
and I would not want to live in them for a lifetime. From the health standpoint I think the
most serious odors are from farm chemical application to crops. They can truly make you
sick.

With the issue of hydrogen sulfide I also have experience. In 1990 I accidentally killed 17
nursery pigs when agitating manure in a pit below the pigs. I was told by ISU Extension
that it was H2S04. 1 learned a lot from that experience and now know all of the
precautions I need to talk when cleaning my confinement barns. However most odors are
not toxic or health hazards. They are usually a temporary nuisance.

1 would like to see a better way to measure both inside and outside of my buildings and at
various distances what levels these gases are present. I have not been able to find that
information or technology anywhere or from any other source. We are dealing with a
valid issue but how can we set regulations when we don’t know the answers to what we
are regulating.

I want to continue to raise pigs and my son does as well. We are open minded to science
and technology and ways to do a better job such as reducing odor. Let’s first get the facts
together and then try to make all production agticulture a better and safer business.

Smcezely

A4, /%&f o
Hrotn Weber | | RECEIVED

FEB 2 5 2004




(Bryan Bunton - Air Quality

From: . <theciausens.@stratomail.corn>_ _

To:  <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 2/26/04 11:41AM |
‘Subject: Air Quality

Dear Bryan Bunton,

Thank you for your efforts on air quality | attended the public

hearing in Atlantic, February 25, 2004 | was disturbed by a few of

the emotional testimonies on both sides. | understand the emotions on
both sides, buf this-issue is too important for lowa to skew the
information with over-reaction.

We need toknow |f there.are adverse health effects caused from
livestock production, so that it can be dealt with using economical and
effective solutions. - However, before programs on regulations are put

- intoplace and tinde fihancial burdens are placed on operations that are
working on thin margins already, we need to know without a doubt that
livestock production (or any other industry) is causing the adverse

effects The term "factory farms" is used a lot by ICCI, but | am sure

you are aware that most of these "factory farms" are owned and operated
by “family farmers," ancther term used by ICCl. We want to be the best
stewards of the resources that God has given us to use while we are
here. We need to be responsible and held accountable, but please make
sure that all the data concludes that there is a problem before
'jeopardlzmg the: Ilvestock mdustry in fowa S

' Small farmers and livestock producers will quit W|th more regulatlons
Mid-sized farmers will quit.or get larger More DNR regulations add to-
the cost of production and do not generate revenue Large farms have
too much invested to quit and are able to spread compliance cost over
more units. The effect is that more regulations lead to fewer farmers
with bigger operations

Thank-you for your time and please consider what the ultimate effect of
your actions will be
Clausen

.F.e.e'_derl Farmer

Jeff

Cattle

Page 1
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From: "Sarah Jespersen" <sarah jespersen@delong-sportswear com>
To: "Brian Button" <brian button@dnr state ia.us>
Date: 2/26/04 3.46PM

" Subject: Fw: Comments on Atlantic Meeting 2-25-04

----- Original Message --—--
From: Sarah Jespersen
- To: Brian Button
Sent: Thursday, February-26, 2004 3:16 PM
Subject Fw: Comments on Atlantic Meetmg 2-25-04

Dear Brian,
Attended the meeting last night and wanted to put in my share of comments

This was my 2nd meeting, as | was at the IWCC campus in Séptember 2002, 1think it was - Much
smaller meeting; much smaller crowd of air quality rules opponents. Much of what is said is hot airand a
waste of time - I'm sure you agree and it must be very frustrating

Perhaps what these cowboyhatwearing gIassbafﬂesonpickuptruckdrEVing' livestock producers need is for
someone like you and your colleagues to spell the rules out.for them in THEIR language Denise O'Brien
made it clear to me that. the proposed rules, if passed would still riot be LAW Thns I did riot understand
from your powerpointing, etc. .

| knew many, many of the producers who were present last night, and nearly all ¢f them are "family

farmers" who inherited their farms  They have family money. They are, I'm quite sure, all incorporated

Sorry, that's not a family farm. And if they were {ike my Dad, who had to pay his Dad for his farm, they
_ would be workmg 1n a factory

_ IVIy sugges’uons to you and your colleagues Raise; the ||m|t to 30ppb hydrogen sulfide Lower it fater, if
possiblé. This gives the good ole' boys hope that they can continue to smell their money, but they
perhaps don't have to let it waft so strongly on their neighbors. One miysterious "gentleman" who spoke
last night, a portly, late middle-aged man with white hair and a suit with a last name that began with "R",
suggested 70ppb for 14 days!!l | have personally experienced 70pph, monitored by DNR/UHL, and was
FLABBERGASTED that such a suggestion could even be mentioned. | offered him my name and phone
number after the meeting, and asked him to call me if he could spend one night smeiling and inhaling the
level of hydrogen sulfide he suggested. He retorted, "I'm not interested in doing THAT " and walked
away. | suspect he was hired by opponents You and | know this happens

And please do work to make these people understand the legal procedures. Obviously, several were
quite threatened at more controls There was mugh reference to “emotions" backing the air standards. |
saw more emotion last night from the producers than | have ever seen from proponents. Interesting, and
somethmg that should be noted

And, again, | repeat:. The SIZE of livestock lots and CAFQO's are the problem Once the SIZE is
. controlled, the air quality will improve The old "several generations" line rings hollow. My family was 3rd
generation on the same property, but we never exceeded 100 head of dairy cattle. The NEW generation
- -is the problem, not the preceding 2,3 or 4.

" Please do consider what |'ve said 1t means a great deal to Atlantic, Cass County, lowa, the US, the Guif
of Mexico, and the Earth



An'd'jplease do mail me a copy of the comments from the meeting | never got one from the 2002 meeting
Thanks!

A reluctantly quiet observer,

Sarah Jespersen

2810 Chestnut St.

Adlantic |A 5022

712-243-4888
712-243-6215 work

sjespersen@mchsi com Home email
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From: "Chris Wynia" <cwdairy@mctcnet net>
To: <hbryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: - 2126/04 8:54PM

Subject: “holestine pumper

Just a little note to let you know that | am not in favor of the new health standards being proposed for the
upcemming year. | think that your-committee needs to do some more sound research on these facts to
make sure that things are being done right. | am a dairy farmer and believe it or not | care about the air
and the surrounding environment | need to raise my faimly in these safe environments So | do care
Please take the time to do some sound research The DNR | think doesn't care as much about the
environment as much as | do
Thanks for your time
Chris-Wynia ,

" cwdairy@mctcnet net



.. Page 1]

Bryan Bunton, lowa DNR, Air Quality Bureau,
7900 Hickman Rd.,
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

Last year, you established ambient air quality standards for hydrogen

sulfide and ammonia for all lowa businesses, including animal agriculture. [n
April 2003, the Iowa Legislature nullified these standards for two reasons: 1)
they were based on faulty numbers and 2) you attempted to step beyond your
authotity. ' .

This yeat you have.come forward with a "new" health standard fot hydrogen

sulfide that is not bajsed on'sound science. It's the same 15 parts per billion

(ppb) over a one-hour average, but is targeted only at livestock opetations. If

the restlts from your field study of the state's largest operations exceeds your self-imposed
standard, then you the DNR will be authorized to develop plans and programs that may add new
regulations to any livestock opetation

Key Points

1. We farmers care about clean air. lowa livestock producers ate for clean air
‘and a quality environment. We support rules and regulations that are based on
sound science, not driven by fear, 'Many farmers ate voluntarily implementing
techniques to reduce odor from the use of coal filters and planting tree
buffers to knifing manure into the land upon application Our families live and work on the land
s0 it's in their best interest to care for the environment

2. ‘The 15 ppb standard is not supported by sound science. -fowa State

University evaluated your ‘monitoting data and determined that the assumptions for
‘setting their initial recommendation of 15 ppb were wrong, The proposed 15 ppb
is not consistent with levels established by the U.S. Centers for Disease '
Control. The CDC has set levels of 70 ppb for 1-14 days of continuous exposute
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and 30 ppb for 15-364 days-df'continuous exposure. . Establishing 15 ppb sends a
false message to lowans that this is the necessary level to protect public health.

3. Monitoring should be done at separated locations The proposed tule says
that the monitors will be located between 328 and 984 feet from a separated
location Because some separation distances for existing confinement operations
were at 750 to 1250 feet, this distance requirement may put the air monitors
closer to the livestock operation than the residence. Monitors should not be
closer than the required separation distance. ’

' Agaiﬁ, we ask that all 'tégulations be consistent and bassed of sound science. I't'sionly right.
Sincerely,
Harvey W. Fascher
5680 Hwy 13

P.O. Box 137
Coggon, lowa 52218
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Written comments faxed for Urbandale meeting (March 11, 2004)
February 26, 2004

436 Zinnia Road
Exira, IA 50076

Dear Bryan Bunton et a/,
We were unable to attend the public meeting in Atlantic last night and are
using this means to let our opinions be known concerning propo.sed air
quality standards. Common sense must prevail in this matter of overseeing
air quality. The DNR’s proposal of 15 parts per billion of emission of
hydrogen sulfide seems reasonable; the DNR should also monitor other
déngerous gases that are emitted from highly concenu;a.ted animal feeding
operations. Aé_cbrding tb BEWS reports, Farm'Bm.eau has packed the
public meetings to object to the pmposal They may be a majority at the
meetings, But they a_i-e not in a majority in the general population. Most
people want safe air for obvious reasons. Ew’dehtly. Farm Bureau’s concern
1s monetary consideration for the few, not health concerns for the many, Agam,
. common sense must prevail and the pubhc safety maintained. We are farm
people not * clty people”™ who get blamed for not wanting to smell manure,
We are 'submitting this for the Urbandale meeting scheduled for March 11.
Thank you for the work you are doing.

Pam and Gary Wolfe
Phone/Fax 712.764.7777

THE WOOD SHOP PaGE @01
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February 25, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale 1A 50322

Dear M. Bunton:
We are writing in regard to the DNR’s proposed Clean Air rules.

Our agency serves the residents of 24 counties in Northwest Iowa  We support
strong air quality standards because of our concetn for the health and well-being of
the people who live in this area and in all of Iowa.

Because of the proliferation of factory farms in several of the counties in our cotner
of the state, we believe strong air quality standards are necessary to protect citizens.
As you know, the joint University of Jowa and lowa State University report states
that hydrogen sulfide and ammonia have been measured near factory farms in
concentrations that could be harmful to humans

We object to the DNR decision not to include an ammonia standard of 150 ppb and
odor standard of 7:1 dilution rate in the rules.

We object to the “7 day grace period” that factory farms would get each year. Each
violation should be counted

We object to the monitoring exemptions All people should be protected Legal
separation distance requirements must be enforced

We suppott the proposed air standards of 15 parts per billion of hydrogen sulfide for
a one-hour average.

We are concerned with the makeup of the technical advisory committees. They
should be representative with health experts included

' RECEIVED
FEB 2 7 2004

Bishop Soens Center
1601 Military Road, Sioux City, lowa 51103-1715
712-252-4547 « FAX:712-252-3785 + E-mail: cathchar@willinet net
Satellite Locations: Fort Dodge * Carroll * Storm Lake + Algona, Iowa




RE:  Bryan Bunton - 2-25-04
Page 2

We are concerned that pressure fiom special interest groups may lead to abandoning the joint
University air quality study by not including an ammonia and odot standard. The health and
well-being of Jowans is the paramount issue

We recommend the DNR purchase and use technology such as portable air monitors/permanent
monitoring devices to properly check and regulate gas emissions

Thank you for your consideration of our objections and concerns
Respectfully,

g, gty

Marilyn Murphy
Social Concerns Facilitator/
Rural Life Contact

MM/In

RECEIVED
FEB 2 7 2004
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Land O'Lakes, Inc.

2827 8TH AVENUE SOUTH Swine Production Division
FORT DODGE, IOWA 50501
TELEPHONE 515-576-7311

February 26, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
~ Ait Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1

Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Re: Air Quality Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide and ammonia
Dear Mr Bunton:

Land O’ Lakes provides the foilowing comments for the proposed air quality standard for
hydrogen sulfide and ammonia.

It is Land O'Lakes, Inc. position that all regulations should be science-based. lowa Law
required the DNR to conduct field studies of livestock air emissions to determine if there
is a health 1isk from livestock facilities. At this time no conclusive evidence has been
presented to indicate that emissions fiom livestock facilities create a definable health
hazard upon Wth].’I to base any-regulatlons ion certam 01 all llvestock facﬂmes

Itis 1mpox1;ant that p1 oposed standards comply w1th othez govemmental standax ds Ihese
include: - : , R . o
‘o Federal CIean Air Act - S o ' SIS :
o Guidelines from the Federal Agency for Toxic Substances and D1sease Reg1st1y
(ATSDR);
o Forthcoming EPA/CAFO xegulanons
o NIOSH

The monitozing of hydrogen sulfide conducted by the Jowa DNR at various distances
from the farming operation has shown that animal production can create shoit term
exposure of hydrogen sulfide. The ATSDR indicates that short term exposure of
hydrogen sulfide causes health risk at 70 ppb. Based on the federal ATSDR level, it is not
justifiable to set 15 ppb as the public health level and it is not consistent with levels
established by the U S. Centers for Disease Control

The EPA is planning to implement a study of “Animal Production Air Emissions™ to
determine levels of air emissions from animal feeding operations. It is anticipated that
tegulations in1ésponse 1o those findingsinay beimplemented’ Land OLakes; Inc. £~
recommends waiting to implement additional regulations at the state leveI unt1l there are
sc1ence based an emlssmn standards 1n the tegulatoxy body ol N

| :_'f_ HECEIVED
F EB 27 2004




The Towa Legislature mandated separation distances for livestock facilities to address
public concerns about emissions before facilities were built Most farmers have been
diligent in locating facilities not only to meet these standaids, but also to minimize any
potential impact to neighbors. I would encourage the Iowa DNR to monitor emissions at
the neighbor’s 1esidence, as is consistent with the facility setback requirements mandated
by the legislature.

New regulations will affect our family farmer cooperative members. Additional
regulations may encourage consolidation and larger facilities to absorb the additional
costs to comply with these standards. Should they be implemented it will be important to
provide cost support to encourage the economic growth of our lowa family farmers. It
will also be important to provide practical and economically feasible measurement tools
and methodologies.

While we:do.not oppose new regulations, it is important that they be science based,
reasonable, practical to implement, and synchronized with other government standards
and regulations

Sincerely,
/

Mafuie Cashman
Director of Business Development

RECEIVED
FEB 2 7 2004




Bryan Bunion - proposed hydrogen suifide standard

From: "Mark and Rachel Costello" <martello@radiks net>
To: <bryan.bunton@dnr state.ia. us>
Date: ~ 2/28/04-10:35AM

Subject: proposed hydrogen suIﬁde standard
' E)_'éar Mr.‘Eunton, | B
_ I'am_ Writing fo express my opposition to the proposal to lower the hydrogen sulfide standard to 15 ppb

| am concerned that the standard is so fow that it may have a great impact on the livestock industry in our
state. If we negatively impact this industry, it hurts all of us economically

As a grain producer, | would be impacted by the reduction in-demand for my products as feed. It's hard
eniough o keep farmmg the way things are now | look at arbitrary rules that are not based on sound
science, but on the opinions of a.vocal minority with a questionable agenda, as a personal attack on my
way of hfe The proposed 15 ppb standard is exactly what we don't need

Smcerely,

. IVlark_ CosteIIo

37265 Rains Ave
Imogene, |1A 51645

cec: <hubert houser@legis state ia.us>, <effie lee boggess@legis state ia us>
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Mr. Bunton,

As a citizen that has been very adversely affected by a
factory hog lot 1/3 of a mile upwind from my residence, I
plead with you to support strong air quality standards
again proposed. In addition to the loss of enjoyment of
my property of 28 years many days during the summer,
there 1s the obvious reduction in value & ability to sell in
the future. While too late to help me, this restriction is in
the best interest of the general population. Thank you.

Get fast, reliable access with MSN 9 Dial-up. Click here for Special Offer!
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From: "Al & Ruth Schafhuch” <alscha@netins net>

To: "Bryan Bunton DNR" <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 2/29/04 8:02AM

Subject: DNR's propesal on Air QualityRule

B.ryan Bunton
DNR Air Quality Bureau

The 15 ppb proposed regulation for hydrogen sulfide is more stringent than indoor air quality standards
adopted by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control :
New rules and regulations must be fair and they must be based on substance The levels proposed by the
lowa DNR fall far short of that criterion They cannot be substantiated in research nor are they endorsed
by naticnal recognized agencies.
The lowa Legislature nullified the DNR air quality standards last year Now DNR is proposing the same

. standards that the elected Senators and Representatives asked you to change as this will destroy the
agriculture economy of lowa : :

Thanks
Al'Schafbuch
1191'58th St.
Dysart lowa; 52224
319-476-3727
alscha@netins net
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Froim: Linda Blaine <lblaine@starband net>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: 3/1/04 12:57PM

Subject: Public Hearings on Clean Air Rules for Factory Farms
: Hello

| planned on attendlng the pubttc hearmgs for Clean AirRules in Atlant:c on Feb 25 but couldn't make it
asa frlend s house burnt down & that- took precedence but |- want you to know how | feel about clean air
in cha : .

§ support ycur hydrogen sulflde standard of 15 ppb but we still need an ammonia standard of 150 ppb and
odor standard of 7:1 dilution rate now

Your job is to protect our state's natural resources. The 2 state universities recommended stronger
measures to protect our resources and our health.

i'm wondering why you are dragging your feet and whose pocket you may be in, and | am very disturbed
that you -harm future generation's reso'urces

} These confmement operatlons are popping up all over Monona County, emitting their eye crosssng smells
" _and polluting the water of: everybody from-Sioux Clty to New: Orleans: . :
Please explain to.me why most of the people must suffer so a féw-can make money‘? The managers and
owners of the factory farms don't care ‘about their nelghbors or their animals.
Family farmers.produce a much better product with tess enwronmental impact and greater economic
beneﬂt for local: economles

Why-won't you h‘elp us protect our beautiful state's resources? Why won't you do your job? If you have
some rationalization for your inaction, lowans deserve an explanation

P'm waiting,

Linda Blaine

33265 Co: Hwy 'L16
Moorhead, IA 51558

cC: . <1etters@news dmreg com>, <w1lmes@agrmews com>, <editor@farmnews-iowa com=>,
<ed|tor@messengernews net>, <gary metro@lee net>
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F'Bryan Bunton - Hydrgggh Sulfide and Ammonia St’éndard o

From: "Chuck Goedman" <¢cmgrfg@hotmail com>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us> <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 3/1/04 6:30PM

S‘ubject' Hydrogen Sulfide and Ammonia Standard

Mr Bunton |

o I beheve the proposed hydrogen sulflde standard of 15 ppb is to strict and
will have a negative impact on lowa's livestock industry and economy We
farmers support rules and’ ‘regulations that are based on sound science not -

“opinions and perceptions. We also believe in clean air and water because
our loved ones breath the air and drink the water every day | was at the
public hearing in Atfantic and it was made very clear that the majority do
not support this.standard

Respectfully
Gharles Goodman

CC e "Eff:e Boggess" <effie. Iee boggess@tegls state ia us> “Hubert Houser"
'<hubert houser@fegls state’ |a us> .




Iestimohy to the Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Regarding:
The establishment of animal feeding operations heath effects value (HEV} and

Health effects standard (HES) for hydrogen sulfide

Thank you for the opportunity to providé input in this important discussion By way of introduction, my
name is Dr Craig Rowles 1am a former practicing veterinarian and now a full time pork producer located
in the Carroll, Iowa area. In the past [ have served in a number of boards, including the-Iowa Pork Industry
Cénter. Advisory Board, the Iowa Pork Producer’s Research Advisory Committee, the National Veterinary
Advisory Committee to the National Pork Board, and served as Chairman for the Carroll County Board of
Health - I hope these credentials indicate my interest in livestock production as well as the health and well-

being of the general population.

1 have teviewed the preposed hydregen sulfide health effects standard as 'well as the Iowa Concentiated
'Animal Feeding Operation Air Quality Study (IA CAFO), which was used as the basis for thlS intended
action . [ would: make the following comments: .

The Agency of Toxic Substance and Disease Registry (AISDR) has listed its Minimum Risk Levels
(MRLs) for hydiogen sulfide “These levels are referenced in the IA CAFO AQ study in chapter 8, Table 6,
page 173 These Jevels indicate a maximum acute exposure (1-14 days continuous) of 70ppb and
maximum intermediate exposure (> 14 days —~ 365 days) of 30 ppb  The 1A CAFO AQ study then went on
to recognize the potential additive or synergistic effects regarding multiple gaseous exposures by having
NH3 or particulate matter, etc. present simultaneous with hydrogen sulfide The apparent concetn caused
the joint committee.to-halve the ATSDR hydrogen sulfide recommendation to 15ppb for intermediate
exposuxe condmons The study also assumed that these-conditions exist at a residence or public use atea

Iestlmony prov1ded to the Environmental Protection Commlsswn by Dr Catherine E. Woteki, Dean of the

- College of Agriculture at Towa State University, indicates that the current data from the DNR monitoring

. sites indicate that the maximum hydrogen sulfide and ammonia levels do not typically peak at the same -
hous of the day or day of the'year at swine sites In addition, an evaluation of the data shows that the

duration of exposure is more consistent with an acute exposure (exposure of 1-14 days) -

My interpretation of these comments leads me to draw the conclusion that the current ATSDR standard of
“30ppb is the more appropriate minimum level for the animal effects standard

Another issue which needs to be addressed is the location of the monitoring stations to evaluate these
levels. It appeats there are some discrepancies regarding the location of the. monitoring devices. Some of
the cunent DNR monitoring sites are less than the distance for a separated location. My understanding of
the joint study is that the basis of their recommendation was at the point of the sepatated residence o1
public use fac111ty I would hope thls issue-could be resolved

Pmally, if the department and the environmental protection commission is truly interested in protecting the
‘health and well being of all Iowans, why are concentrated animal feeding operations being singled out for
regulation? Wouldn’t all sources of hydrogen sulfide be of concern? Targeting the animal industry for this
health based standard appears arbitrary at best

Thank you for your considération.

Craig Rowles DVM'

3]:[0‘-{



Febr. 27, 2004
Mr. Bryan Bunton
Towa DNR, Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Rd.
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Dear Mz. Bunton,

We are writing to you in regard to the DNR’s Proposed Standard for ambient air quality
standards for hydrogen sulfide and ammonia for all fowa businesses, including animal
agriculture. As we understand, in April 2003 the Jowa Legislature nullified these
standards for two reasons: (1) they were based on faulty numbers and (2) the DNR
attempted to step beyond its authority.

Again the DNR has come forth this year with a “new” health standard for hydrogen
sulfide that is not based on sound science! It’s the same 15 parts per billion over a one-
hour average, BUT IS TARGETED ONLY AT LIVESTOCK OPERATIONS. IF THE
RESULTS FROM THE DNR’S FIELD STUDY OF THE STATE’S LARGEST
OPERATIONS EXCEEDS THEIR SELF-IMPOSED STANDARD, THE DNR WILL
BE AUTHORIZED TO DEVELOP PLANS AND PROGRAMS THAT MAY ADD
NEW REGULATIONS TO ANY LIVESTOCK OPERATION.

Farmers care about clean air. Towa livestock producers are for clean air and a quality
environment They support rules and regulations that are based on sound science, not
driven by fear Many farmers are voluntarily implementing techniques to reduce odor
from the use of coal filters and planting tree buffers to knifing manure into the land upon
application. Their families live and work on the land so it’s in their best interest to care
for the environment.

Also the 15 ppb standard is not supported by sound science. Iowa State University
evaluated DNR monitoring data and determined that assumptions for setting their initial
recommendation of 15 ppb were wrong! The proposed 15 ppb is not consistent with
levels established by the U S. Centers for Disease Control The CDC has set levels of 70
ppb for 1-14 days of continuous exposure and 30 ppb for 15-364 days of continuous
exposure. Establishing 15 ppb sends a false message to Jowans that this is the necessary
level to protect public heailth.

We suggest that monitoring should be done at separated locations. The proposed rule says
that the monitors will be located between 328 and 984 feet from a separated location.
Because some separation distances for existing confinement operations were at 750 to
1250 feet, this distance 1equirement may put the air monitors closer to the livestock
operation than the residence. Monitors should not be closer than the required separation
distance.

We wish to thank you for listening to our concerns and that unscientific rules and
regulations do not drive animal agriculture out of Iowa

Sincerely,

Eppir Sfns. Msgrbocke GGk gy

%fmw, 5154 F - HOLZ 1200




February 24, 2004

15642 Old Arroyo Circle
Rio Hondo, TX 78583
Bryan Bunton
Iowa DNR
7900 Hickman Rd.

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Sir:

] am and will continue to be a long time member of the Iowa farming
community, but when it comes to quality of life issues, anything the DNR can do to slow
the spreading of liquid hog manure on top of the ground would be appreciated.

When I am in Jowa, my permanent home is in Delaware County. If it
wasn’t for my grandchildren being nearby, I would be moving out of there because of the
stink.

Wm. L. Ballou

RECEIVED

MAR 0 2 2004



[Biyan Bunion - AT Qually Standards T T T T

| From: _ "Brian Dougherty" <milkman@fox com>

To: <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>
_ Date B 3/3/04 10:27PM

Subject ©_Air Quality Standards
Dear Mr. Bunton |

I am writing to you about my concerns with the proposed 15ppb standard for
hydrogen suifide air emissions | believe that setting the standard at that
level sends the false message that this level needs to be achieved in order
to.maintain public health. This has never been proven by sound science. |

- believe that'the standards set by the U'S Centers for Dlsease control would
-be sufﬂment to safeguard public health

As a. farrner [ can ensure. you that we:do everythlng possuble to limit odor
emissions from our farm. We live and work on this land and it is in-our
-bestinterests, as well as the general publics, that we be good stewards of
the fand

- Please keep these points in mind as you move forward with the decxsuon
making process on this issue Thank you for your consideration and time

Brian Dougherty
:1330 Four Corners: Road SE
Waukon AA 52172

- _-(563) 568 0060
rmlkman@fbx com
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Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Burean

7900 Hickman Road Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Re: Air Quality Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide

Dear Mr. Bunton

1 would like to provide comments for the proposed air quality standard for hydrogen sulfide.

If this is really a health issue all possible sources of H2S should be regulated equally. In my opinion it
would hardly seem possible to be able to select only one industry and expect the courts to uphold such a

regulation.

I would also expect that if this applied to all municiple waste lagoons and the tolerance was only 15ppb that
there would be a public outcry unlike we have never seen because all cities would be in violation of the law.

I have a swine finishing unit that has an earhen bagin and I suspect it will be wiser for me to retire than
comply. It is good that T am sixty two and not thitty.

Sincerely
Gene Ver Steeg

a EOENED

WR O3 et



February 26, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa DNR Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, TA 50322

Dear Mt. Bunton,

I am opposed to DNR’s proposed air quality standard for hydiogen sulfide. The 15 part per
billion proposed standaxd is too stringent, twice as strict as any standaid being used curzently by
any health, safety or environmental agency. It is also unfair to single out production agriculture
~ as an industry required to meet the ploposed standard.

I have been a life-long rural lowa resident” I travel the state daily with my job and it is my
opinion that livestock odor was a much more noticeable problem years back with open hog and
cattle feedlots on most lowa farms. I am hard pressed today to smell the kind of livestock odor
in rural fowa that I did 20 or 30 years ago, even around CAFQ’s. In fact, that may be part of the
- problem! It is so uncommon today to smell livestock odors, that when we do, we complain
about it

it

Darrell Weems
ce: Representative Jodi Tymeson

Senator Doug Shull
Representative Ralph Watts

RECE’VED
R 0 5 2004




Page 1

- [Bryan Bunton - Biyan Bunion on DNR air quality standards " "

- From: - "DanaR Dohrmann” <dohrmann@sswireless net>
To:: .~ ' <bryanbunton@dnr: state ia us>
Date: - 3/4/04 8:01AM '

- Subject: _Bryan Bunton on DNR air quallty standards

Bryan Bunton
lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road, Swte'1 :
Urbandale Iowa 50322

.Re Atr Quallty Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide
. Dear IVIr Bunton
gl wou[d like to prowde pubhc comments for the proposed air quality standard for hydrogen sulfide

It is very important to base ali regulations on science It is also important that any air quality standards
follow the guidelines that are presented by federal government data, such as Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) This data is used as a screening tool to protect the most
sensrtlve mdlwduals

The monltorlng of hydrogen sulflde conducted by the. iowa DNR at various distances from the farming

. operation has shown'that animal production.can create short-term exposure.of hydrogen sulfide. The
ATSDR'indicates that short-term exposure.of. hydrogen sulfide causes a health risk at.70 ppb. Based on
the federal ATSDR level, I don't belleve that.the department is able to: justlfy 15 ppb’ as the public health
level .

Lastly, since state law requires enforcement at the separated distance, | encourage the lowa DNR to
menitor at the neighbors residence.  lowa farmers have worked diligently to minimize emissions to protect
our-own families. As a result of being a heavily regulated business, we have maintained separation
distances from neighbors as required by state law

s;_hcere]gg;'” :

Dana Dohrmann
932°140th street
Hampton, lowa 50441




' Bryan Bunton - Hydrogen Sulfide 15 ppb o o | . . Pagel:

From: Gerrie <gerrie@iowatelecom net>
To: <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia.us>
‘Date: 3/4/04 12:19PM

Subject: -Hydrogen Suffide 15 ppb

I want to go on record as beingin favor of the DNR 15 ppb Thatis a
start and it may prove that it should be LOWER in the future :

I was, suttmg_:n the front row at the hearing at Mason City Public Library
March 3, and was amazed-at the health issues that were obvious on the hog
factory farmers while they proclaimed they had no ill health from their
operations.

| noticed poor circulation in their hands, (very obvious from where | sat)

-and their hair showed obvious signs of health stress . These were not caused
‘by. somethmg temperary, E:ke berng nervous when they speaklng in front of a
crowd . _

To add to that a farmer that used to live 4 mr[es from-our farm died a
- horrible death  The Doctor told his family it was caused by the gasses from
the: hogs (he was & confinement hog farmer). - So the farmer. from Chickasaw
County did-not know-what he was talking about when he got up-in front of all
of us and said he had never heard of ahyone from his county dieing due to
the hog confinements

L-got-awfully tired of hearing the marathon speakers from the Farm Bureau
with.their exact words of 'sound science' - | could telt exactly where that
came from after the 4th or 5th 'sound science speech’. They had nothing of
thelr own to say, Just parrotmg the Farm Bureau

We were a Farm Bureau member for years, until we discovered they were
puttmg us out of business  And using our membershlp moneyto fund it fam
tired of Farm Bureau running the state, and usmg other peoples money to run
the mdependent farmer-out of business .

Clean air is very important to me
Regards

Gerrie Etter:
lonia JA-




|ByanBunton- __Page ]

From: "Alan" <alanseil@wccta net>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 3/4/04 10:11PM '

. Dear Mr. Bunton:

| would like to comment on the proposed air quality standard for hydrogen sulfide
There is a lot of negativity directed toward the swine industry. Some of the negativity has been for things
that have happened in the past before regulations were in place. _ _ - : R
Now | feel like the we the pork producers are being run out of lowa not because we: are.making lowa & e

~ terrible and unsafe place to live but because of what people are told-about the air we breath. Have you

- proven this? We should be looking at facts on air pollution:  The hog business is very important:to rig. |
and lowa's economy Please make sure your decisions are bases on gdod science. | ask you to check
the air atthe separated distance instead of checking it cioser to a building The ATSDR indicates that=37
short-term exposure of 70ppb causes a health risk  The number 15 ppb seems alittle unfair to me

L TLE
Thanks for taking toime to read this.

Alan-Seil




ar 04 04 05:52p Sam McKnight 641-347-8445 Pl

‘Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, lowa 50322

Re: Air Quality Rules
Dear Mr. Bunton:

We are writing to object to the proposed rules for air quality. We are a family

- farming partnership from Union County, lowa. Over 85% of our gross sales are
from livestock production and without that livestock we would be out of business.
The DNR is attempting to adopt the same rules that were nullified last year, only
now you are aiming at a smaller constituency. The legislature said that the 15
ppb standard was too restrictive, why would you come back w1th the same
number?

If the objective is better human health, then the standards should apply to
everyone and the measurements should be taken where people live. If the
objective is to harass livestock producers, then the standards should apply only
to livestock and the measurements taken as close to the livestock facilities as
possible  Unfortunately it appears that your objective is the latter and not the
former. :

Last year we planted seven wildlife food plots, left uncut waterways, have brush

piles, native grass, brushy areas and six farm ponds stocked with fish all at our

own expense We have an abundance of deer, turkey, geese and the pheasants

and guail are coming back. We will not cooperate with one branch of the DNR

in providing wildlife habitat and hunting and fishing access while the other branch
- of the same agency harasses us on our livestock production

Smcerely

V)#i%za¢ffk% /42/
ko ek o

night Farms
2469 150¥ Street
(fton, lowa 50830




March 2, 2004

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road Suite 1
Urbandale 1A 50322

Dear M/MM:

Though I was unable to attend the local hearing on the Proposed CAFO hydrogen sulfide
standard in Atlantic, IA , I would like to weigh in with my comment that the standard as
Suggested by the joint Jowa State/Iowa study released just 2 years ago at 15 ppb be
adapted without further delay. This is a good standard that will protect our health while it
should not adversely affect family farm producers. We understand that with the DNR
having only a limited number of monitors, only the largest CAFOS will be targeted for
monitoring. I feel that the 15 ppb H2S standard is a reasonable one compared to that in
other states some of which have even stricter standards.

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to contact you on this subject.
Sincerely,

Jan ani

1711 Eastein Ave
Red Oak, IA 51566

RECEIVED
WAR ¢ 4 2004
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| Bryan Bunton - Hog farm “Page 1]

From: v
To: <bryan.bunton@danr state. ia. us>
Date: 3/5/04 7:40PM
Subject: Hog farm
Dear sir:
| work for a hog confinement in southern lowa and | do not agree with their ideas and comments on
the air quality of their farms 111! [ have worked for numerous hog farms and the air quality of all of them

are what | consider
"HORRID" | have been sitting back and watching them the last few days and they have sent a paperto
all the farms to tell everyone about the Hydrogen Sulfide press release ,
and to all the farms they have sent the same "DRAFT LETTER" to send to you Of course they are to "put
it in their own words" but | bet when you receive them they will all state basically the same thing.. "They
do not agree and want you and or somebody to come and scientifically measure the air quality” 1 say,
"Come on down" but do it unexpectedly and you will find what you are stating is true , but if you set a date
and they know about it they will somehow get in there to empty the pits and or lagoons | am sure of it |
am in the barns everyday and am sick @ least 4 times a year because of the air quality in the barns. .

| know a lady that used to work for a hog farms (not the ones | presently work for) but she had to quit
because of the quality of air in the barns she constantly had pnuemonia because of it and the Doc told her
she had to get out of it, or the next time she got sick would probably be her LAST

Now that is CRAP !I!!! | am sick of being SICK . .and tired of these A S getting away with saying
the air quality is good or within range and they are not even there....they sit in their offices and tell us what
, when ,and how and under no circumstances do it any different 1!!Ill | am tired of them telling me if |
ITIISS one more day because | am sick or whatever then | loose my job HHUIN BULL - am sick

because of the air in there A

Sincerly

Concerned



Stanton, lowa
March 2, 2004

Bryan Bunton, lowa DNR
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, iowa 50322

Dear Sir:

We are writing to you concerning the DNR's Proposed Standard
for air quality. As farmers, we caf'e about the quality of air in our environ-
ment. We and our families live and work on the land, so it is in our best
interest personally to care for the environment.

However, we feel that the proposed 15ppb standard is not supported
by sound science. lowa State University has examined the data and de-
termined those standards to be wrong.

We hope that you will research these standards based on sound

scientific evidence, not on data based on fear.

Sincerely,

& o U

D77 ae, vece ﬂwﬂ,w@
Dwigfﬁ and Marjorie Vennerber
2583 L Ave.

Stanton, lowa 51573

Our Senator is Jeff Angelo
and our Representative is Cecil Dolecheck
RECEIVED

MAR 0 5 2004




[ Bryan Bunton - "NO" to the 15 ppb proposal

From: <Fishguy59@acl com>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 3/6/04 9:11PM
Subject: "NO" to the 15 ppb proposal

I*have only been a member of the lowa Farm Bureau for about 8 years now, but

| strongly disagree with with the the proposed 15ppb ruling. that the DNR

wants-to pass. | think that the level should be set at-a level just below the

point-that can be "scientifically” proven to. cause a material or verifiable

adverse health affect | have several family members that have been ralsmg, hogs .
& cattle for years and have no ill effects what so ever. All-family and. - S
friends that | know are responsible stewards of there land and the local :
communities. if we allow the proposed 15ppb, we will simply drive all the hog & cattle
operations to more user friendly states, or worse yet out of the country How

will this help our already depressed economy, both state and nationai!

" Sincerély, Lonnie Hayes
Glenwood, la -

_Page 1]




| Bryan Bunton--,G_omme.nts--on Proposed DNR Air Quality Standards = — T Page 14

From: "Wendell Davison" <wdavison@dtnspeed net>
To: ' <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: C3/7/04 10:10PM.
o -Subject - _Cornments on Proposed- DNR Air-Quality Standards

l'he purpose of this e- mall is two fold . Frrst [ would like to express my;
opposrtron to the proposed DNR air quality standards. Secondly, l'would."
like to: express my displeasure with how the recent DNR publro hearmg was :
conducted in Mason City on-March 3rd

Regarding the Mason-City meeting, | was one of thiose indivlduals who had
requésted the opportunity to stand and speak.regarding the proposed DNR air
. quality standards. | spent several hours that day sorting through my
. thoughts and eventually came up with what | planned to say that evening at
the public hearing. With more than 20 minutes remaining before the publiic
_f,llbrary was to close we were told that the meeting was to conclude . We know
forafact that there were at least 20 people who requested 1o speak and
. 3-there were.probably: more who would have spoke from the floor that were not
- given-the-opportunity.- Many. of these people drove more than two. hours. -
'wartrng for-the:opportunity to- vorce their opinions It seems very unfarr
- that the 20'individuals who were not given the opportunity to speak were not:
‘even given the chance to. participate in-a show of hands if we were in-favor
of or opposition to the proposed standards. 1 had this meeting on'my
_calenclar for the last three weeks with the intentions of stating my
oppo_sitlon_ to the proposals. As we approach spring | am concerned that time
wilk-not allow me to attend the second meeting that is being planned
Hopefully that will not be the case

R Now to the DNR proposed standards - | stand in opposition to the 15.ppb.
_hydrogen sulfide standard:" | believe the standards should be 30 ppb.for.
- 15-365 days of continuous exposure - This fevelis the level recognlzed by.
fowa' State: Umversrty and the Cénter for Disease Control'as an appropnate :
_ IeveI ‘Establishing 15 ppb sends a false message: to lowans that this i isthe
necessary level to-protect public health. | also: stand in- opposition:to '
where the emission readings are currently being-taken. - Monitoring’ shotild be
done at separated locations. Monitors should not be ¢loser than‘the '
required separation distance. 1 am in support of Senate Study Bill 3123 and
House. Study Bilt 395 currently working thelr way through thé State
Legrslature ’ '

lVly wrfe and | currently live-on'tha famrly farm started. 40 years ago by my
: parents We have'3 sons - 2 in high:school and one son'in college Qur
oldest son is studying-ag in college and p!ans to: return to the farnlly farm
upon completlon of college S _

As my son and I 'discuss our plans for his entry into the family operation,
we both realize that feeding livestock will be the cornerstone of his future
in agriculture. As J-write this tonight, | feel the proposed air quality
standards being discussed pose a tremendous threat for my operation, to
. others’ feeding’ livestock and to the future of our next generation of
: farmers :

' The house that my wife, “3-sons, and | live in on the family farm sets in
ddle-6f 4000 finishing p|g spaces ' 600 feet west-are 2400 pig spaces,
feet to-the east- are 1400 prg spaces and. 400 feet to the south are
another 200 pig . spaces _ :



EBrvan Bunto;n.-:Cornm'ent‘sfo'ﬁ”l?roooeédeNRle_E__Quality'Standéraew e

_ Over the past 25 years, | estimate that my father, my three sons, and-
myself have spent neariy 26,000:hours in total working in hog confinement
buildings. My dad is 64 and is as active today as he was 10 years ago. |
am 40 and feel better today than |.did 5 years ago largely because of
lifestyle changes | chose to make that had absolutely nothing to do with our
‘heg confinements. My three sons are in perfectly good health Their health
is. good enough to let them. compete as three sport athletes in junior high
and: high school. If the air emissions from our hog operation are as
dangerous as'we are led to believe, how coutd my family conduct the
activities just. mentioned Were family operations like ours analyzed when
the proposed regs were establlshed'«" '

Over the past several years our operat:on has spent many hours putting
together manure management plans(mmp) With those mmps in place we have
. worked hard to :mplement them and have attempted to be a good neighbor in

all'aspects of our swine operation. Many of the regulations imposed by the

state: over the past 2-3 years have proven to be of benefit to the producers

of the state, our neighbors, as well as cur environment. The same can't be
~said for the standards we are discussing today In fact, if implemented |

feel they would create tremendous economic hardship that would ripple up and
_ dowh our small rural commumtles as. well as jeopardize the future generation

4 of agnculture

2 n closmg, § have one pomt for you to con3|der As | prck up the focal”

ewspapers listen to'local radio, and watch regronal TV. it would appearto
me that the current trend in meth’ production and addiction poses.a much -
_ Iarger danger fo our state's economy and its' resources {(human- life'is our
‘most precious” natural resource) than any possible pollutant that might be
dispersed into the air by our-states feedlots Maybe it's time for the
‘state’s policy makers & rule enforcers to re-evaluate what poses the biggest
threat to-our state and allocate our resources (financial and human) in a
man'ner'-that would better deal with the true problem at hand.

' Thanks for givmg me the opportumty to: share my thoughts regarding this
very ‘important issue”

Wendell Davison
2130 290th Street
Garner TA: 50438 S

_ Page 2
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From:- "Patrick and Ann Bosold" <bosolds@llsco com>
To: - - <Bryan.Bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: - .3/8/04 8:58PM

Subject: Hydrogen sulfide standard comment

Dear Mr. Bunton,

| support the proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per billion (one-hour average) that was
recommended in the Joint University study . This standard will be protective of public health, and there is
no reason to-back off from.the recommendations of this study. lowa also needs standards for ammonia
and.odors from factory farms, as recommended in the Joint University study. This standard would help,
not hurt, lowa's family farmers Respons:ble family farmers will not be the target of the: DNR's air quality
monltorrng efforts, because there is no reason to belleve thelr operatlons wou[d violate the standard or
_pose a threat to publlc health

S_sncerely yours,
Patrick Bosold
202°'N 5th St.
Fairfield, |A 52556



March 8, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton
Iowa DNR

7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mx. Bunton,

My name is John C Smith and [ am a young farmer from Manchester, Jowa. I am writing to you
because of my concern with the proposed rules that the DNR is considering regarding hydrogen
sulfide and ammonia exposer. I feel that your agency is not using sound science. You are
blatantly ignoring the Iowa Legislature and are unfairly targeting the livestock mndustry-.

I grew up on a small hog and grain farm neat Ryan, Towa and graduated with a Agriculture
Business Degree from Iowa State in 1994. I have worked in the chemical/fertilizer industry as
well as the seed industry for the last 10 years. Last spring I had the wonderful opportunity to

© fulfill a life long dream and that was to begin farming on my mother-in-law’s farm Our

opetation consists of 470 actes of row crops and custom feeding 1200 head of fat hogs/year.

I recently became aware of your agencies’ “new” health standard for hydrogen sulfide (15 ppb)
and am astonished that it is the same standard the Iowa Legislature nullified in April 2003! To
my under standing your agency is collecting this data at distances from livestock facilities that are
- less than the actual separation distance required by law. This makes your findings even more
un]ust'

The U 8. Center for Disease Control has established 70 ppb for 1-14 days of continuous exposer
and 30 ppb for 15-364 days of continuous exposer There is no reason to set levels any more
stringent than what the Center for Disease Control has set unless your agency is set on
dismantling the original “value added” agriculture industry of this state .

The livestock industry has been the backbone of the Iowa economy since Iowa became 4 state.

In fact there has been a direct correlation between the health of a local economy and the livestock
industty. The more healthy the livestock industry the more healthy the local economy. Just look
at what the disappearance of the cattle industry and the CRP has done to Southern Iowa. I went
through there just last year on RAGBRAI and was surprised by it’s beauty but saddened at what
was left of most of the towns and commum‘ues

As a young producer, I am tired of hearing how Iowa just doesn’t have anything to offer young
people today and that we are losing out most valuable resource when they leave for a job outside
this state. I am also tired of hearing that we must tax the people remaining in Jowa, so that we
can create funds to attract “new industries” to this state. But what [ am most tired of is that a
State of lowa agency is bound and determined to ignore sound science (and the mandates of the



Legislature) and to impose standards that are stricter than what the U'S. Centers for Disease
Control has established and that those standards will make raising livestock more difficult! Asa
tax payer and a producer I find that outrageous and unacceptable!! These standards (that you
have set) will not just affect the livestock producer and the livestock industry in general, they will
affect the whole of Jowa. As the livestock industry leaves this state it takes with it the foundation
which supports so many local economies With the void that would be created by the absence of
livestock in this state, I fear that there could not be a big enough fund created to fill it. I stiongly
utge you to reconsider your air quality standards for hydrogen sulfide and ammonia and suggest
that you adopt the U S. Center for Disease Control’s standards. Ialso urge you to collect your
- readings from the sepatation distances required by law

With Utmost Sincetity,

John C. Smith



Mr. Bryan Bunton

My name is Donald Nippert. I am a cow calve producer, I
also raise corn and soybeans I live in south west lowa about 30
miles south of Atlantic.

1 am writing about the proposed DNR rules on Hydroben
Sulfide. You have probibly bean reaceaving a lot of e-mail and
regular mail, some of it probibly has not bean verry nice, But your
job is not to make friends, (That is the job of politicions). You are
to make rules based apon sound science. If you offend people
from the city or country that is not your priority.

If you set the ppb to low you will drive the hogs and posible
the cattle out of this state, I make my living selling my extra corn
and soybeans to these hog producers. When they leave they will
never come back.

You job it to set the standards baced on sound science. If
you do not use sound science on this project this will hurt the DNR
down the road. How will any one be able to tell if you are using
madeup numbers or scientificly proven facts.

My friends, neighbors, and I have a lot riding on your
decision. Thank you for your time.

Don Nippert
Villisca IA

RECEIVED



oo a,jg/ol.,

- | support the lowa Legislative directive for the DNR to perform a field study to
determine if air standards for animal feeding operations (AFO) are necessary.
Setting a standard for hydrogen sulfide of 15 ppb and then conducting a study to
try to support that standard is grossly unfair to the agricuiture community and no
credible scientist would proceed in such a manner. The Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR), a division of the U. 8. Centers for
Disease Control, has set a standard of 70 ppb for hydrogen suifide.

] also support all air measurements be taken at the separated location. Taking
meastrements next to the AFO or the producer’s property line will not determine
that a "health hazard“ is present at the separated distances.

lowa State University (1SU) scientists have been critical of DNR's 15ppb
hydrogen Sulfide standard and their inconsistent measurement methods.

Signature Name [please print] , Address [please print]
Gregary A Brown Hals Perter Addrtren
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ESU says DNR’s air quality
monitoring misleading the public

By Dale Johnson

Towa Department of Natural Resources’ (DNR)
monitoring daty from livestock confinements is
misleading the public, says lowa State University.

“It is unfortupate that several reports have been
rmade public that refer to livestock operations with
nnmbetsofexoeedamthat,mfact,menot
exceedances at all,” Jowa State said in a report

summarizing DNR livestock odor and ambient aix

It was the third attempt by ISU to raise aware< . The DNR is proposmg

ness over row a joint university study is being di ogen sulfide level of 15 pp
torted by the DNR. Copies of ISU’s disagreements; . mmp; ured at the department’
have been given to the DNR and to Gov. Tom y of a separated di

Vilsack, . tance. A state eavironments
ISU’s concerns were expmcsed after the BNR; W'-Wﬂs to cOnsader ﬁmm thl

continued 1o reject monjtoring recommendations: wugl:

ﬁomaFehmarym;omtmportwnuenbyISU“ S

and University of Jowa sclentists. Their report was: 'BNR nnm_bers mxsleadmg

issued after reviewing various studies withrecom-{. = “It is very misleading ‘foxth

written by the-Spublic atd infair o Ioﬁa‘s*ani

quality research. mendations following
The report was. szgned by Catherine Woteki, Agmcyt‘or'!‘omc Substances andescmseRegist!y mal industry to misrepresent
“deap of the College of Agriculture, and supportod ' oy mport that has specified ambier
by eight leading researchers at 1SU. AXR/cont. on page 3' gip quality guidelines,” the ISY
. gcientists state.

A health-based standard of 70 T

pasts per billion (ppb) for a 1-

hour weighted average for hydro-

gen sulfide measured:at the prop-

erty line should : be established,
according to the report. At resi-
dences, the measurerent shounld
be 15 ppb. Standards for ammo-

nia should be 500 ppb and 150
ppb. N
Instead, the DNR is ptopomng

‘a standard of 15 ppb with sam-
. pling up to 300 feet from resi<”
dencesandS{lOfeetﬁomlagoons
_ ISU says the numbers for'hy-
drogen sulfide and ammonia’ are
nisleading beeause the'DNR is

~ gome st res:d’é.nces.

© 18U said if mond

~ “the separated distatice,” then

- standards should deﬁ!ﬂtto 70 ppb
and 500 ppb. L

The scientists pomted out ﬂmt

the health-based recommenda-

ent.coni tra_tmns,

£ Repoit oot
that when new information arises
that warrants an adjustment to the
-teported. levels;. those.. adjust-
- ments conld be apphed scientifi-
caily in Towa,” the scientists said.
They said the gmdelw “pro-~

tect seasitive’ " to hy-

drogen sulfide and ammoma ex-
posures. They called it “pure con-
jecture” for the DNR to assume
that the gases from agriculture

.f.'from non: 'gncnltnre sources; . ¢l
thexeby wanantmg tougher smn - E

wrth other DNR

ISU cailled the
redm:upn “s mistake.”
~—ISU said the ATSDR has

-raised the exposure. fevél for

izmmmaﬁmnSﬁﬂppbto1.w
ppb as a result of research o1

. human health effects. The: DNR_

has not
ammoma, but field measure-

ppb.

—DNR bemgnsed

_to evaluate odor strength are in-

wntdcmoes. ISU said, “and m"

a!lcaswmatd;smces far clos-
.= Halving by themzk of the -
-~jomit Ieport’s recommended lev- ¢
“els for chronic Hydrogen sulfide’ -
: and ammomaexposme, such as’

¢r'to the sohrce than the separat
ed distance for a residence.”
DME staff are improperly us-
ing Nasal Ranger odor MONitors
to gather data, “The impropei use
the manufaciurer

.. “also copcems the
~ of the Nasal Ranger ISU noted.

ISU smenusts sxgmng the re-
‘ZiaHanmm i Steve Hoft,

_Dr. Jeﬁ Lokimor, . Dr. . -Stewart

Melvin; “and-Dr. Hongwet Xin-in
the Depammnt of Agricultural
and Bi Bngineering; and
Dr. John Mabry and Pr. Wendy
Powers, Depamnent of Animal
Science.



t"emxssmns ﬁear hvestock 0perahons The DNR began this field study near the: laxgest opetétlons
“in the state to develop the ‘ﬁverst case scenano to estabhsh the level of air po}Iutants ﬁ
- livestock operations. - R

= QOver the winter of 2002-2003, DNR conducted pubhc hea:mgs on a proposal o estabhsh

" ambient air quality standards for hydrogen sulfide and ammonia for all Jowa businesses. In Apnl S

2003, these standards were adopted and then nullified by the legislature because they were not R
- based on the best scientific research available. e

S Proposed Health Standard S i
7 In Decembcx 2003 a mne-member govem rappomt_ed qommxssmn that ovgrsges the Departmgnt’ o

“" the livestock study. Tf the standard is. ex eded at
e be authoxmed to develop plans and programs t_‘,_xegulate any lwestock operatxon

C ?ﬁ'_.'The proposed hydrogen sulfide standard is. thc same as the one nullified by the. leglslatuxe thzs f
o pril, except that it only applies 10 Tivestock ‘operations for the field study. The health =~ -

- standatd proposed by the DNR remains at-15 ppb over a I-hour average. While this -~
s standard similar to the Iowa State Umversntyl University .of Towa Report, the standard is not
... “:consistent with levels established by the Agency for Toxic Substances and Discase Registry
. (ATSDR), a division of the .S, Centets for Disease Control, upon which the report is based,

L because of pﬁﬁhc otk ¢ o
__’:-'"the DNR s stlll proposmg the momtors to be placed a large distance away from

i ees for exxstmg hog conﬁnement operatlons were: at} S
i 2y put the air monitors closer to the livestoek - -~
the DNR to locate the monitors within 300 feet of T




KERMIT DE BOOM

5023-200th St

Sibley, 1A 51249-7582
712-724-6338
dboomkmp@frontiernet net

March 4, 2004

Dear M1 Bunton,
Iowa DNR

I recently read that the Iowa fatm bureau wants the ag community to send a note to you.
First I want to say that the Farm Bureau does not represent all of the ag community in
Towa!!! 1 tty to live in a home 1400F T. from a 3300 head hog farm and have 2 more units
within a mile ( one owner lives 7 miles away ). It has been pointed out it is not in their
financial interest to cover storage tanks or do anything else they don’t have to do to heip
me live here. I do believe that it is time for regulatory standards in Iowa ag (allag -Iama
grain farmer ). 1 believe in health & preventive medicine. I have yeatly medical visits,
exercise, watch cholesterol, blood psi to hopefully have a long healthy life (1'm also a
trustee on the local hospital board ). The Farm Bureau says to wait for sound science to
determine the health impact on the people. I interpret this as saying that the financial
health of animal ag is more important than the medical health of rural Iowa!!! If science
proves in the future that the hydrogen sulfide emissions standard is to high it should be
easy to relax however, if it is too lax this same battle will be fought over agam. I value my
health and strongly support these regulations.

This isn’t a time to back down!
Thank You For Listening!

Sincerely,
Kermit J. De Boom

Signature

o




Brian Bunton

lowa Dept of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau '
7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, lowa 50322 B

Dear Sirs

I attended the meeting on Tuesday of last week at Spencer on
the proposed air pollution rule for lowa’s Livestock producing
areas. | was one of around 25 concerned producers that
represented the feeling of the other 75 that were at the meeting.
The following paragraphs are some of my conclusions and added
testimonies.

| fed my first pen of cattle in 1951-—(and | am still trying to get it right!!). During
all those years | have been deeply involved with livestock trade organizations

and the goals they promote. | have been president of the Sioux County
Cattlefeeders, chairman of the lowa Beef Industry Council and chairperson of
several committees of the National Livestock and Meat Board. | have been
privileged to-have had the opportunities to give many oral testimonies on
livestock and beef isssues ranging from the Price Commission Hearings of the
middle '70s and a visitation with President Carter in the Oval Room to numerous
federal and state legislative subcommittee hearings here in the midwest. | have
always believed this type of one on one format is a super avenue of expression,
Further, | have felt good about this type testimony because it always seemed like
the recipients were glad and appreciative of the kind of grass roots imput | can't
accurately my dismay --or was it disgust?--that all these dedicated men and
women that gave their time to travel up to 100 miles on a foggy winter night had
only a TAPE RECORDER to address their concerns!!! There are nine members
of the Environmental Protection Commission ( two which were local) and NONE
have taken their appointment seriously enough to bother to listen first hand. Did
they think they would be confronted with a riotous group of ruffins with
questionabie intelect and armed with pitchforks and corn knives?? With that kind
of half-hearted dedication one wonders if anyone other than maybe a ISU senior
ag student will actually sit down and listen to the tapes—or summarize any of the
written papers. It almost appears as a case where state government really
doesn't much care what the people think-—-rather just to create a pretense of
being interested for the sake of the grass roots mediation.

Now that you have some of my conclusions of your kind of format concerning
issues that are and will be very important to rural lowa in the years to come,

please try and accept my comments on the proposed rule on air pollution. RECEIVED

MAR 0 8 2004




I can remember when Aunt Bess and Uncle Bill wouid take their Sunday drive
with the windows down and pass by my feedlot. They laughed and joked about
the special kind of oder and always remarked how much it help the sinuses!!
Further down the road they would pass by a neighbors field of new mowed
alfalfa and remarked how nice it smeiled.

It all a part of lowa farming and rural living. And you know???--in the rural parts
of the state, with the exception of the concentrated hog confinements areas of
north central lowa, it really hasn't changed that mucht Sure, open lot livestock
facilities have their own unique characteristics that have grown with the
industry----but stays in directs relationship to the healthy economic activities on
mainstreet.

In my some 50 some years of livestock feeding, | have seen the jobs that have
generated from livestock feeding—-banking, feed stores, equipment dealers,
trucking firms and good palying hired farm hands-—-jobs that are secure and that
have become a major part of the infrastructure of the rural lowa town. They are
jobs that won't disappear to Mexico or China or Thailand. It has been well
documented how a county with substantial livestock feeding has a economic
advantage over one that has only cash crops. Sometimes it might not smell well
to a minority group from the city, but all the people of lowa share in the revenues
that flow to the state capital.

I wouldn't know hydrogen sulphide if he came in the door! Being associated with
open feedlots, | have never been exposed to the potential health problems it may
posess. Buf my colleagues have and | stand by their experience and testimony.
It seems obvious that too much of most any kind of chemical element is
unheaithy, but it seems we should be talking more reality rather that fiction or the
possible results of exreme pollution. It might come to the point of asking
ourselves, when do you start sacrificing a heaithy state wide industry for a
atsmophere of Lewis and Clark's time? One thing we all hope: let's try and
address the level of regulation that will be based on common sense and proven
facts rather than suppositions and guess work.

Please don't regulate our livestock industry to the point of diminishing returns
that points only to one answer: shut it ail down in favor of crops and grass. It
should be obvious that with my 79 years, my interest is sure not self motivated-—
and | have no offspring that have chosen to continue feeding livestock in lowa.
Rather, this paper is a sincere effort to promote and protect an industry that has
and is serving lowa and the world well. I'm proud of our invornmental
accomplishments up to this point, and, given the incentive to do so, it will
continue.

Sincerely

Glenn Gregg

Hawarden
RECEIVED

MAR 0 8 2004




2003 Midyear Conference
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LBryan Bunton - AT qUalty e PRgR 1

From: "Kent" <Conservk@iowatelecom net>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state.ia us>
Date: . 3/9/04 1.:30PM

Subject: Air quality

Bryon, | have a Murphy 3 barn (1100hd each) site in Audubon County The local veterinary office,along
with the local board of health did:some odor studies in my area They found hydrogen sulfide levels to be in
the 6 parts per billion area | know that there are‘times-in the summer months that the air from the Slurry
tank can be somewhat offensive | live within 1500ft. of the barns When the DNR does finally make a
decision on how much hydrogen sulfide is a safe level, | hope they keep in mind a couple of things, #1
take the measurement at seperation distances-not along roadsides,property tines,ect. #2 Remember
that the hog producer more than likely wants to hear new ideas to help odor control than a bunch of
neighbors telling him his operation smells terrible!! We're open for suggestions, as long as it's

reasonable Thanks for your time,Kent Grabill Audubon,jowa GO HAWKS
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Mar 09 04 10:23a DAN & BARB DAMMANN 71254241863 p-1

March 9, 2004

‘Bryan Bunton, lowa DNR-Air Quality Burea
7900 Hickman Rd :
Urbandale, IA 50322

Bryan Bunton:

[ attended the DNR air quality meeting in Atlantic a couple of weeks ago, and I did not
speak, so [ felt that I should write to you on what my opinion is concerning the 15 ppb
-standard that is being tried into law ' f

This standard is too strict The current law is 75 ppb, and DNR wants to magnify this
standard making it five times stricter than the current standard. This is ridiculous. I
believe in standards, but I don’t believe in running agriculture out of the state of lowa, 1
want clean air also because I breathe the same air that the people that are trying to change
it do The DNR need to stop listening to the extremist groups and the people that give

- DNR money to try and run agriculture out of lowa. It’s real simple. Base your actions
on sound science and in-depth research. - This new standard is not based on either one of
these : '

In closing I strongly oppose the new standard of 15 ppb, and I would strongly suggest
and urge DNR to throw out this ruling as you have done in the past. Thank you for your
time. ' '

Justin Dammann
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[Bryan Bunton - Re: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Suifide

From: . "D&R Feed Inc" <drfeed@netins net>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date . 3/10/04 1:29PM
Subject: | Re: Aif Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide

Dear Mr: Bunton:

l-am wntmg to-you.in response 1o proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide '1-am a farmer from lowa County |
have farmed for 35 years and.wish to continue to make my:living through agriculture. | believe the
proposed air. quallty rule for Hydrogen Sulfide is toorestrictive- and would like to see the DNR reconsider

' the:r proposal

Specifically, t am dlsappomted that the DNR has: proceeded to develop the rule that is the same as the
nullified. one from last year. The legislature said that the 15 ppb standard was too restrictive, why would

_you-come back with the same number? | would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal and to
develop: a Hydrogen Sulfide standard after the field study is completed and only if the field study
determmes there is a health impact from CAFOs :

.S_mcereiy, _

Delmer-Ba'yer .



Dear Mr. Bunton, March 8, 2004

| am a 28-year-old farmer and it is all | have ever wanted to do. Someday
{ hope to take over the turkey operation that | currently work at. However, the
proposed regulation the Department of Natural Resources is trying to impose is
unrealistic. The 15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide is absurd. A more acceptable
number is 30 ppb that the Center of Disease Control has found to be safe. Itis
my belief that the livestock industry will slowly die due to the younger guys, like
myself, who will not want to follow or be able to afford such stringent rules.

My question is where are you going to measure this? Will it be 100 yards
from the livestock operations or at the neighbor’s house where the so-called
health problems might be? Why is it that agriculture is always being attacked?
What about the other businesses, shouidn’t they be regulated the same? | have
smelled sewage treatment plants that were worse smelling then the foulest
manure | have ever hauled.

Just remember that farming is not only our way of making a living, itis also
our livelihood as well.

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter.

Tye W. Rinner
Washington, lowa

RECEIER
AR 10 200,




6/715 Bt 7/ 2o
£ Q0 unl of ) | Kncowne |
e YV
T700 Aot , A |
i, B2

‘ZQ@CUU Vs gxmﬁfi} .

AR e
s o o
_ éij%ﬁﬁ% SV A,Wé., i






3125 130th St
Charles City, |A 50616
March 8, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Air Quality Control

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Bryan,

We attended the Mason City Public Hearing on March 3, but decided to write you
this letter instead of requesting to speak that night.

We feel that air quality standards for factory farms are imperative. We live across
the road from 4000 hogs (we were here first) and know on a daily basis the
unpleasantness of smelling that stench. We've read the U of IA and IA State study
report and are very concerned about the ammonia and hydrogen sulfide we breathe
each day. Our quality of life since 2001, when this unit was built, has diminished. We
built a pond in 1979 and enjoyed fishing, swimming, picnicing, etc. That is no longer
possible. Our son and family wanted to build a house on some of our acres - that's no
longer possible either. We also know that our acerage is non-saieable because our
neighbors put theirs on the market last winter and when interested buyers found out
where it was, they cancelled their appointmenis to look at it. - o

-We have been requesting help out here for goirig on 3 years how and every time -~
we think some standards will be set, the Farm Bureau (of which we WERE members
until then) and large hog producers sabotage the efforts: example: after all the work
some legislators did a year ago to help us, it all was scrapped and we are back to -
square one again. We have called DNR numerous times to report unbearable
conditions. _

Our family is not against livestock at all - we have a small cow/calf herd. We DO
FEEL something has to be done and fast before we have a water and air pollution
problem.so big it will take millions of dollars and decades to fix.

Every single CAFO should be monitored and rules enforced to make tham comply -
NO EXCEPTIONS AND NO GRACE PER!OD!

Sincerely,
?%W xuzjaw—m
- Leon and Manlyn Isakson .
P.S. Have you read Tom Montag’s book entltled “Curlew Home?” (Palo ‘Alto cotinty)
He makes a. profound statement about what has happened in thls beautn‘ul state He

also asks “Why " R
ECE!VED




March 5, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Ailr Quality Burean

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Re: Air Quality Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I would like to provide public comments for the proposed air quality standard for
hydrogen sulfide.

It is very important to base ali regulations on science. It is also important that any air
quality standards follow the guidelines that are presented by federal government
data, such as Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) This data
is used as a screening tool to protect the most sensitive individuals.

The monitoring of hydrogen sulfide conducted by the Iowa DNR at various distances
from the farming operation has shown that animal production can create short-term
exposure of hydrogen sulfide. The ATSDR indicates that short-term exposure of
hydrogen sulflde causes a health risk at 70 ppb Based on the federal ATSDR level, I
don’t believe that the department is able to justify 15 ppb as the public health level.

In addition, our own Iowa State University has distanced itself from the original joint
ISU-University of Iowa study that is the basis for DNR’s use of 15 ppb as a baseline
exposure level. Catherine E. Woteki, Dean of ISU’s College of Agriculture has proposed
30 ppb for hydrogen sulfide as an appropriate concentration for long-term exposure,
based on new data since the Towa Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation Air Quality
Study was released in February of 2002.

Finally, since state law requires enforcement at the separated distance, I encourage the
Iowa DNR to menitor at the neighbors residence. Iowa farmers have worked
diligently to minimize emissions to protect our own families. As a result of being a
heavily regulated business, we have maintained separation distances from neighbors as
required by state law.

Sincerely, —

@[ M o RECENED

Brian Foster- -
304 Pust Ave SE

Hampton, IA 50441 MAR 1 0 2004-




Eﬁryan Bunton - sti”r;kyﬁair

From: Virginia Soelberg <soelbergv@dwx com>
To: _ <Bryan Bunton@dnr state ia.us>

Date: 3/11/04 10:19AM

Subject: stinky air

The following is a copy of an email | sent to my legislators. | would
like it passed on to the hearings to tell the DNR we want them to set
air quality standards for factory farms V. Soelberg

Dear. . ... ... '
tisn' tJust stinky, it is'a health risk!!

. Now is the time to make a difference in the quallty of life for lowans.

As | have biked across iowa on RAGBRAI, there are times when the
stench is unbearable, but | can keep on biking. Those who live near
huge confined animal operations must put up with not only the odor, but
also the health risks that exist, on a continuing basis

The bill before you now (in the Senate the bill number is SF 2267,
and in the House, the number is HF 2523) is a serious threat to the
DNR's ability t6 protect the public-health of all lowans, and

especially people who live near CAFQs

We keep talking about the drain of our young people. My son, who
works for the U - of Washington in Seattle, comes back to bike with me
on RAGBRAI.  Clean airis one of the basic expectations one has for
their environment, and we aren't making a good impression on people
considering moving here. Hydrogen sulfide.and ammonia emissions are
the prime components of the odor problem and they create serious
health threats to people who breathe (that's all of usl) and who are
at risk of respiratory health problems
‘The DNR needs to be able to set standards for pollutants for mercury
"~ and sulfur dioxide, for example.
' The hydrogen sulfide standard should not be Iowered from what the DNR

- recommended last year. -

The ammonia standard should not be lowered from the DNR
recommendations

“This proposed legislation would result in incredibly lenient air

quality standards, long-delays in implementation and rule-making, and
limiting the DNR on many forms of air pollution. Now is the time to
be proactive in protecting lowa's air quality. | expect your support

of clean air : '

Sincerely,

"Virginig H Soelberg
5979 Dogwood Circle
Johnston, lowa 50131
515-253-0232
soelbergv@dwx com
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Brown, Winick, Graves, Gross,

Baskerville and Schoenebaum, P.L.C.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

666 GRAND AVENUE, SUITE 2000
DES MOINES [OWA 50309-2510

TELEPHONE: (515) 242-2400
FACSIMILE: (515) 283-0231
Michael R Blaser
URL: www ialawyers com
. Writer s Direct Dial No

(515) 242-21480

Offices in:
Waest Des Moines. Jowa
Petla. lowa Writer s E-Mail Address
Washington, DC blaser@ialawyers com

March 11, 2004

Via Facsimile

Mr Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Facsimile No. 242-5094

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This letter is sent in response to the request for public comment by the Iowa Department of
Natural Resources (IDNR) as to proposed administrative rules as set forth in item ARC 3092B in
the Iowa Administrative Bulletin dated January 7, 2004.

The undersigned represents livestock operations in the state of lowa, of differing sizes up to and
including some of the largest such operations in the state. The “health effects value” (HEV) and
“health effect standard” (HES) proposed, if adopted, may have a material and adverse economic
impact on the clients I represent and on the economy of the state of Iowa, with no corresponding
health benefit to Iowans. For the reasons stated in this letter, I urge the IDNR to amend the
proposed rules to bring them into conformity with sound science, and to cease making
unsupportable claims that exposure to 15 parts per billion (ppb) of hydrogen sulfide for 1 hour
poses a “health 1isk” to anyone, even asthmatic children.

The Proposed HEV/HES Are Not Health Standards and Should be Rejected

In support of the proposed rule, the IDNR states the proposed HEV is a level “commonly known
to cause a material and verifiable adverse health effect”, apparently to have 2 meaning consistent
with a similar phrase used in Iowa Code Section 459.207. Similarly, the IDNR states the
proposed HES is the “trigger” that, if exceeded, authorizes the IDNR to initiate plans and
programs to “mitigate emissions”. The IDNR also states that it proposes to establish the HEV of
15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide “based on commonly known and accepted health risk data”.

In layman’s terms, the IDNR claims that public health authorities generally agree that neighbors
of livestock farms exposed for one hour to an average of 15 ppb or more of hydrogen sulfide will
have their health materially and adversely affected (o1, as less subtly stated by the IDNR, the




Mr Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

March 11, 2004

Page 2

neighbors will be exposed to “harmful concentrations of hydrogen sulfide”) However, despite
what the IDNR states is a known material and adverse effect on health created by just one hour
of exposure at 15 ppb, the IDNR for some inexplicable reason will not initiate a regulatory
program until it finds at least 8 hours of exposure at this level in a calendar year. The
inconsistency of the IDNR’s HEV and HES definitions is perplexing, to say the least, if the
public’s health is at stake (which, as discussed below, the IDNR must know is not the case at the

HEV or HES levels it proposes).

According to the IDNR, the HEV and the HES are based on and consistent with the
‘recommendations in the joint University of lowa — Jowa State University literature review (Joint
Review) However, the IDNR fails to mention in any of its information in support of the
proposed HEV and HES the information learned and events that have transpired since the Joint
Review was completed and submitted, as if they did not occur o1 simply are irrelevant to the
public and the EPC. This new information and events include:

1 The Joint Review recommendations were based on a number of key policy and
scientific assumptions that are now either: (a) known to be wrong or (b) known to
be more relevant, based on the language in Senate File 2293 that is now Iowa
Code Section 459.207. For example:

a  On page 171 of the Joint Review, the authors of Chapter 8, including Dr.
Thome from the U of I, state “while ATSDR guidelines are not generally
applicable and enforceable ambient standards, their focus is on protection of
the public, including sensitive individuals, and thus they are relevant to the
situation under consideration here”. :

b. On page 172 of the Joint Review, the authors state that the ATSDR standards
for hydrogen sulfide “would be appropriate for those living adjacent to
CAFOs”.

c. On pages 174-175 of the Joint Review, the authors state that whether the
effect of combined exposure to hydrogen sulfide and ammonia in a
community setting should require the use of an “additive effect” is “not
immediately clear but certainly possible”, and, more directly in conflict with
the IDNR claim that its proposed the HEV of 15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide is
“based on commonly known and accepted health risk data”, the Joint Review
states “Unfortunately, available research does not allow quantitative
assessment of the health effects of all mixtures of the substances in CAFO
emissions”. Further, on page 176, the authors clearly state that there is “no
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Air Quality Bureau
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published literature on dose-response of CAFO emissions and life quality or
chronic health effects among community residents

d Lacking any health risk data or research on CAFOQs, the Joint Review authors
turned instead to public health recommendations, including ATSDR'’s
minimum risk level (MRL) screening recommendations. See, Section 8.7 of
the Joint Review, beginning on page 176. The authors specifically endorsed
the ATSDR MRL'’s for hydrogen sulfide and ammonia.

¢. Lacking any research or data, the Joint Review authors “assumed” that
hydrogen sulfide and ammonia would be present in emissions as a “binary”
mixture — that is — both substances being present at the same time in equal
amounts. See page 8 of the Joint Review.

f  Lacking any research or data, the Joint Review authors further “assumed” that
neighbors are exposed to hydrogen sulfide and ammonia on a “chronic” basis
rather than on an “acute” basis and that “exposures are recurring and may
persist for days with each episode”. See page 8 of the Joint Review

Senate File 2293, enacted after the release of the Joint Review, established the
“material and verifiable adverse health effect” standard now found in Iowa Code
Section 459.207 - the Code Section that the proposed rules are required to
implement. The authors of the Joint Review were not asked to develop
recommendations against this standard, instead, they were asked their opinion in
question 2 of the joint letter from the Governor and Director Vonk as to whether,
based on the available research, any substances should be “regulated to protect the
public” — a much more open question The answer, on page 7 of the Joint
Review, was that hydrogen sulfide and ammonia “have been measured in the
general vicinity of livestock operations at concentrations of porential health
concern for rural residents, under prolonged exposure”, and, therefore, should be
regulated

The chasm between a “potential health concern” and determining that a “material
and verifiable adverse health effect” is actually occurring is very wide indeed.
The IDNR’s statement that the Joint Review recommended standard of 15 ppb for
1 hour should be the HEV because that standard is “based on commonly known
and accepted health risk data” is undeniably false — there is simply no such health
risk data on which to base the proposed HEV, even in the Joint Study.
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The first key assumption in the Joint Study -- that hydrogen sulfide and ammonia
are present as a “binary mixture” at a neighbor’s residence — thereby necessitating
a reduction of standards to address the unproven but theoretically possible
“additive” or “synergenistic” effect of the two gases — has now been proven to be
unsupported by the IDNR’s own monitoring of the state’s largest CAFOs.

The second key assumption in the Joint Study — that neighbors are exposed for
“chronic periods” (15-365 consecutive days) or even for “reoccurring exposures
that may persist for days with each episode”, also does not find support in the
IDNR’s monitoring results of the state’s largest CAFOs and therefore was also, as
we now know, in error.

Recognizing the irrefutable facts set forth above, particularly the invalidity of
certain key assumptions, lowa State University has abandoned its support of the
recommendations in the Joint Review. However, rather than accept the fact the
Joint Review recommendations are based on erroneous assumptions, and are
therefore inherently flawed, the IDNR and the U of I have desperately clung to
them (well, not the ammonia recommendations, which were quietly put on the
shelf for the time being in part because the recommended level was so low that
background levels of ammonia from multiple natural and man-made sources in
much of lowa approach it from time to time and therefore ammonia could not
clearly be “blamed” on nearby livestock operations).

In addition, certain groups supporting the IDNR’s proposed rule have unfairly and
without any basis publicly disparaged Iowa State University as having caved into
“pressure from interest groups”. As discussed below, it is more likely that the
IDNR has simply decided that science doesn’t really matter anymore, because
“the public” demands action. One has to believe the IDNR does understand that
the proposed HEV and HES utterly fail to the meet the only test that matters at
this point in time - they are not levels “commonly known to cause a material and
verifiable adverse health effect”, as required by lowa law.

Despite the proposed rule being the subject of one of the most intensive public
health debates in Iowa in recent years, the Iowa Department of Public Health has
been (understandably, for its own credibility) completely absent from the debate,
allowing the IDNR, which has no health experts on its staff, to lead on this

important issue.
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If the proposed misnamed “health” effects value and “health” effects standard are not, in fact, a
health value or heaith standard, why are they being pursued and defended with such vigor by the
U of Tand the IDNR? A recent series of public statements by IDNR and U of I officials provides
the answer. In an article published in the Des Moines Register last week on pending legislative
efforts to adopt the ATSDR standards as air quality health standards for neighbors of livestock
facilities, IDNR Environmental Protection chief Wayne Gieselman was quoted as saying the
ATSDR limits were “too lenient ...in fact ... no Iowa livestock producer would violate the
limits, based on monitoring in recent months” In a strikingly similar statement, Dr. Thorne from
the U of I was quoted in the March 9 Register saying the ATSDR standards are “so permissive
that even the heaviest polluting livestock operations in the nation would likely not exceed these

_exposure limits”.

Based on these public statements, it is clear that the IDNR and the U of 1 are not pursuing a
standard of 15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide for 1 hour a year as being protective of public health -
instead, they clearly view the goal of the standards as arriving at a level that is low enough that
“violations” of the standards will likely occur, which would allow the IDNR to trigger plans and
programs and make producers spend money to “protect the public health” — the terms under
which the IDNR has chosen to frame the debate  After all, who can be against public health?
As the IDNR has publicly made very clear to the Jowa Environmental Protection Commission
(EPC) and to industry groups, once the “public health” is at stake, the IDNR is prohibited from
considering any cost/benefit analysis in coming up with its emission reduction plans and

programs.

Having worked closely with the IDNR over the last 10 years on a number of livestock issues and
having a high degree of respect for the integiity with which IDNR administrators have
previously approached controversial issues, it is both disappointing and disturbing that politics,
not science, has taken precedence in this rulemaking. On behalf of my clients, I urge the IDNR
and the EPC to adopt a health standard based on actual generally accepted public health
standards, not based on opinion polls or the posture of the Register’s editorial board. Among the
most restrictive generally accepted standards are the ATSDR standards, the very standards
endorsed in the Joint Review. The proposed HEV and HES standards should be rejected by the
EPC, and ATSDR standards should be considered instead.

The HEV Rule Includes Irﬁpmper References to Air Pollution Control Programs

Proposed Chapter 32, in its title and in section 32 2(2), reference the IDNR adopting “additional
air pollution controls” if the HES is exceeded. This statement implies that any violation of the
HES by any producer can trigger the development of plans and programs and that these
programs can include “air pollution controls”.




Mzr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

March 11, 2004

Page 6

First, it is unclear if the IDNR believes that once plans or programs are adopted, they can be
mandated on all producers or on producers utilizing a similar type of facility, regardless of
whether that individual producer or facility has been found in violation of the HEV. Some IDNR
staff have previously indicated that they believe they can mandate controls on a facility if a
similar facility did violate the standard. However, Iowa Code Section 459.207 cleaily requires
all violations be enforced by “investigating to trace the source” of the pollutant, which would not
allow IDNR to mandate controls on a producer or facility that has not been demonstrated to have
violated the standard. This is a critical issue not addressed in the discussion of the rule and
should be fully vetted by IDNR staff with the EPC and with the public before the EPC would
take any further action on the proposed rules

Second, it is unclear how the HEV and HES would be implemented after plans and programs are
developed For example, assume a facility would be determined to violate the HEV, but not the
HES, such as exceeding the HEV 3 times in a year. Is it the IDNR’s position that “air pollution
controls included in comprehensive plans and programs”, as stated in the rule, can be imposed
based on a single violation of the HEV? Does the HES have to be violated for plans or programs
to be recommended, or is the HES simply viewed by the IDNR as the “trigger” for plans and
programs and has no meaning after plans and programs are triggered? Again, this critical issue
should be clarified by the IDNR staff for the EPC and the public.

Third, the law states that all best management practices, mechanisms, processes or infrastructure
under plans and programs are to be “recommended” by the IDNR The use of the term “air
pollution controls™ implies that the IDNR plans and programs will consist of requirements
mandated for producers to follow, not recommendations that they can consider and choose from.
The IDNR should clarify its intention and apprise the EPC and the regulated industry of its
intentions

Monitoring Sites are to be AT Separated Locations, Not 300 Meters Away and Closer

The IDNR now acknowledges that monitoring locations for purposes of the field study should be
at separated locations, not at the fenceline of the livestock facility, if the data from the monitors
is to have any use in determining, as required by Iowa law, “to a reasonable degree of scientific
certainty . . airborne pollutants . are present at a sepatated location at levels commonly known
to cause a material and verifiable adverse health effect”

As the EPC is aware, there has been a lengthy discussion as to how and where to locate monitors
relative to a neighbor’s house and relative to the livestock facility or facilities being monitored.
Though the law clearly 1equires monitoring “at” the separated location, and a separated location
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is, for example, a house, and not a yard or field surrounding the house, the regulated industry has
readily acknowledged that if this requirement were taken literally, monitoring would not be
reliable due to the effect of air dispersion near the house However, it is also clear that the
reason the Legislature adopted and Governor signed a law that requires monitoring “at the
separated location” is because producers were required to construct a minimum distance from
neighbors, and it would not be fair to producers to find violations in open space closer to the
facility than the facility was allowed to be in relation to the neighbors.

Subpart I of the proposed “lowa Ambient Air Sampling Manual” (Manual) would permit the
IDNR to place monitors 300 meters (approximately 900 feet) away from the separated location
in any direction, including placement closer to the livestock facility and even inside of the
separation distance the producer was required to adhere to when the facility was constructed
For example, a 5,000 head hog finishing facility with an anaerobic lagoon could have been
constructed in 1996 with a minimum distance from the lagoon to the nearest neighbor of 1,875
feet Assume the producer exceeded the requirement by 20% and placed the lagoon 2,250 feet
away. Under the IDNR proposal in the Manual, the monitor could be placed as close as 1,350
feet away from the lagoon, 525 feet inside the required separation distance that the producer had
to follow This provision of the Manual must be changed to prohibit this result.

Readings Within the Margin of Error Should be Disregarded

The Manual provides that at 95% probability limits, the accuracy for hydrogen sulfide
monitoring should be +/- 20%. The Manual does not rule out using data below or the above the
HEV but within the accuracy margin of error. This means that a reading of 16 ppb for an hour
might really be a reading of 12-13 ppb. The Manual should be modified to prevent the use of
any data with the monitor’s margin of error.

Thank you for the opportunity to present these comments to you.

!
|
If Smeezely,m

t Mike Blaser

ce: Affected Clients
EPC Members



My name is Dave Deyoe. I operate a family hog operation near Nevada, Iowa,

When I started thinking about coming here, I decided to do some of my own
research. I ended up on a website for the “Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease
Registry” (ATSDR) a division of the CDC, one particular line caught my eye Keep in
mind we are talking about a DNR proposed of 15 ppb. Here is the quote: “Your body
makes small amounts of hydrogen sulfide In the mouth, air ievels between 1 and 100
parts of hydrogen sulfide per billion parts of air have been found ™ I did brush my teeth
before coming here, so I hope I'm not exceeding the limit. If people can produce
hydrogen sulfide in amounts exceeding 15 ppb in their mouths, I’'m skeptical about the
health risks.

The ATSDR also says, “The average levels recorded in intestinal gas have been
between 1 and 4 parts per million. That’s approximately 100 times the DNR’s proposal.
You can draw your own conclusions

If we set the hydrogen sulfide level at 15 PPB, 1 believe it would send a false
message to lowans that this is a necessary level to protect public health. Most people are
not aware they are producing a higher level in their own bodies.

I also found many web sites from around the world touting the healthful benefits
of hydrogen sulfide found in hot spring mineral baths In fact, if you go to the
Thermopolis, Wyoming Chamber of Commerce website, they invite people to “visit and
play in the hot mineral springs all year long”, where they boast the hydrogen sulfide level
is 4500 ppb.

L

I will not deny that the odor of hydrogen sulfide can be annoying, but is|r‘eally a
health risk at very low levels? A

ro¥

15 ppb is not sound science, and it’s not common sense.

3/“)0%




February 22, 2004

Mzr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Utrbandale, 1A 50322

Dear M. Bunton:

I am writing this letter in 1esponse to the DNR’s air quality standards on 15 ppb for
Hydrogen Sulfide. I feel the DNR’s position on this issue is way off base. I feel your
recommendations are not based on science and are far too conservative for livestock
production in our state.

1 am also aware that the same recommendations of 15 ppb were rejected in the legislature
last year.

1 have been in livestock production my entire life. It disappoints me when I think how
dedicated I am in the livestock business on protecting the environment in this state to
have one of the states top regulating agencies come out with this type of proposal with
the total lack of science behind it.

It is vital to for every Iowan to have the environment necessary to maintain a high quality
of life and I truly believe in this. I also feel much has been done already to ensure this.

In closing I feel that if the recommendations the DNR are expressing to become the
standard of 15 ppb, that livestock production will eventually be forced from this state.
Smcexelz,/) ,

Dale Pudenz
2413 Sunset Drive
Iowa Falis, IA 50126

RECEIVED

* MAR 11 2004




March 10, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Re: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide
Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing to you about the proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide. I am a resident ofa
1wal county. I believe the proposed air quality rule for hydrogen suifide is too restrictive
and I would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal.

I wonder why the DNR has proceeded to develop the same rule that was nullified last
year? The legislatute said that the 15 parts per billion standard was too 1estrictive, so
why would you come back with the same number? Are you trying to prove a problem
exists rather than determining if there is an actual health impact? Also, I have read that
Towa State University no longer supports the 15 ppb standard because research shows
that the assumption made by the joint university task force was wrong. The department
should listen to the scientists who are conducting actual field measurements and not
pseudoscience behind parts of the joint university recommendation.

Also, I would like to see the DNR continue its field measurements by following the law
and measuring only whete people teside. Enough assumptions were made by the joint
university task force report. We don’t need more assumptions by the DNR.

Sincerely,

KLl -

Sandra Johnson
2165 360" St.
Earlham, IA 50072

RECE\\! ED
WAR 11 200




March 8, 2004

Byran Bunton

Iowa Department of Matural Resoutces
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mt Bunton:

This is the first time I have ever provided public comment to the Iowa Department of Natural Resources.
Your proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide is not consistent with even the most
conservative levels established by the US. Centers for Disease Control The Centers for Disease Control have
set levels of 30 ppb for up to 365 days per year without health risk. I do not understand how you can
possibly create a standard for our industry, that could potentially put thousands of Jowan’s out of work,
without first conducting a thorough study to determine if there is a public health problem, especially a
standard as stringent as this seems to be

From what I have learned, the IDNR is not monitoting air quality at the location designated by Iowa law — at
the neighbor’s residence How will we know if the neighbors are impacted if you do not take measurements
at their home? I also do not understand the proposed exposure level standard  Once again, this level 1s not
based on science and should be revised. It seems to me that 2 message is being sent out that there 15 a critical
public health issue being solved by setting this standard, but there is not. What is the underlying purpose of
this arbitrary standasd ???

It is important to all of us to have good air quality in Towa. I will support air quality rules for livestock
production if the study is completed in compliance with Iowa law and the standards are developed with the
suppott of solid science

Sincerely,
/’7 L
aﬁﬁéé%zfazfié%¢vag,
Bob Vance

RECEIVED
MAR 12 2004

5961 APPLEWOOD DRIVE
WEST DES MOINES, TA 50266



March 8, 2004

Byran Bunton

Jowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, TA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This letter is in response to the IDNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock
production I do not support the 15 ppb standard, as it is not based on science. It is not
even consistent with the US. Centers for Disease Control standards. As a livestock
producet, I encourage you to reconsider the proposed standard.

Livestock production is important to the State of Iowa and I am disappointed in your
actions to unfairly regulate agriculture. The proposed standard is not consistent with the
University Report and the proposed duration exposure level is far too conservative In
addition, you have been monitoring at locations other than the neighbor’s residence near
their home, as required by law How will we truly know in what ways the neighbors are
impacted if you do not take the measurements at their home?

It is important to all of us to have good air quality in Iowa and I would support air quality
rules for livestock production, if the study is completed in compliance with Iowa law and
if the standards are developed with the support of scientific evidence Please conduct the
monitoring study, determine if a problem exists and then base the standards on good
science, not activist group pressure or the agenda of activist university professors.

Sincerely,

7

Jon Moberg RECEIVED
MAR 12 2004

3150 INDIAN POINT DRIVE
SUN VALLEY LAKE
ELLSTON, IA 50074




Dear Editor,

We live in a state where even though we know it is immo1al to poison your
neighbor, it is not illegal

There are hundreds of studies that have been done on the effects of CAFO’s on
people and animals over the last 45 years. Ironically, because some studies to set human
limits for gases were done on pigs, we know that animals are susceptible to the same
diseases from CAFO’s as people. There may be an argument about the science of those
studies, but there can be no argument about the government’s studies culling hospital
records, pre- and post-CAFO introduction into a community, which show cleaily a

tripling of those illnesses generally associated with exposure to hydrogen-sulfide and
ammonia. Add to that, iecords which show human mottality from hydrogen-sulfide four
times higher in agriculture than in the wastewater industry, and a need for public health
protection from CAFO’s becomes obvious.

In logic, there is an argument: if a=b and b=c, then a=c. If CAFQ’s and sewer
pipes both ate closed structures, if they both have fecal waste in them generating the
poison gases hydrogen-sulfide and ammonia, if the diseases and deaths from those gasses
are the same, if you need constant ventilation to swrvive in either of them, then CAFO’s
and sewer pipes are the same. You are essentially eating pork 1aised in a sewer, and
neighbors of CAFO’s are living next to an unregulated poison producing technology.

In every sector in America whete these conditions exist, except in agriculture, the
controlling laws are the federal ‘Confined Spaces Regulations’. Since these federal laws
already exist, the DNR need only adopt them to protect people in the agricultural/rural
sector in Iowa.

Knowing what we know about the dangers associated with sewer pipes and
CAFO’s, it is unconscionable for opponents of ‘air-quality 1egulat1on to take a stance
“which results in effectively blocking regulations that are to protect the public’s heaith in

relation to CAFO’s in agriculture. -

- Bob Watson -

2736 Lannon Hill Rd
Decotah, 1A 52101
563-382-5848

%/u..]o
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| Bryan Bunton - Hydrogen Sulfide standards .

__Page 1]

From: Phyllis J Mains <pmains@juno com>
To: - - <Bryan Bunton@dnr.state ia. us>
Date: = 3/13/04 2:46PM _

-Subject: Hydrogen Sulfide standards

D'e'a‘r '.lVIr. Bun’_ton,

We agree with the proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15ppb (ohe hour
average) as recommended in the joint lowa?lowa State study completed two
years ago - The World Health Organization only recommends 5ppb but 15ppb
would only adversely affect health of 22 % of humans Our family lives

in rural lowa and we should not have to suffer from factory farm

pollution,

We also support the Joint University study for ammonia and-odor standards
for factory farms

Family farms are suffermg from special interest protections for factory
farms © Some years profits from our 80 acre farins barely made encugh
money to pay for our hgalth insurance We should not have to suffer the .
health risks from the factory farms around us,

Thank.'yciu for your consideratio_n

Smcereiy,

Michael and Phyllls Mains
PO Box 169
Van:'Weirt,'_IA 50262

The best thmg fo hit:the Internet.in years - Juno- SpeedBandf .
Surf the Web up'to FIVE: TIMES FASTER!. - .
Only $14; 95/ month -visit W\.wwuno com to sign up todayl
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| Bryan Bunton.--_air-quali'ty_standards L .

From: "Arlyn Van Zante" <arlvanz@netins. net>
To: <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: 3/14/04 9:39PM

Subject: air quality standards

" Asafarmer | am' deeply concerned about the quality of the air we breathe and water we drink  We as
farmers are the ones who will be first affected if we are creating hazards to human health.

1 do belleve any new: regulatrons should he based on sound science and not on emotlon or non-verifiable
and exaggerated ciaims by- spec;ai mterest groups who want to move: ||vestock out of towa

The center for Dlsease Control hae seta standard of 70 ppb for hydrogen sulfide, which is well below the
proven threshold that would pose a human health risk it only makes sense to use their recornmendation

~ rather than 15 ppb, which even a small feedlot operation like mine, could exceed. Adoption of the 15 ppb
standard will only accelerate the trend to either larger concentrations of livestock as they would be the only
operations able to justify the cost of complying or the industry will move elsewhere We have already
witnessed the disappearance-of hog lots which was brought on largely because of excess regulation and

. adverse publicity aimed at. hog.lots. As recently as 10 years ago there were 10 hog lots within a 2-mile
radlus of my farm now. there are only 2 with- one changing fo a confrnement

!t only seems falr to me to Iocate air monltors no closer than the required separation distances
Thanks : |
Ar[yn-yan Zante

2749 E 132nd St S.
Grinnell, lowa 50112
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Bryan Bunton-cleanairforiowa

“From: . __“Frank Hemme!rlck“ <frannh@evertek net>

To: . . <bryanbunton@dnr stateiia. us>
‘Date: 3/15/04 10:05AM - :
‘Subject: clean air for fowa

Mr. Bryan Bunton,

'support the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per billion, one-hour average. that
~ was.recommended in the joint Umvers:ty study. This is a good standard that, cnce enforced, will help
protect our health The DNR must issue a rule based on this standard!

: The DNR also must lnclude an ammonia and odor standard as recommended in the joint University air
_ quahty study Iowans need a hmit on the amount of ammonla and odors that come out of factory farms!

The DNR must support the jomt Unfversuy air quallty study: re!eased in February 2002 that states

. hydrogen sulfide and ammonia-have been measured near factory farms in‘concentrations that could be
harmful to humans This joint study is based ‘on the best scignce available, complied by 27 state
university professors, and peer-reviewed by eight international and national experts We have sound
science, now we must use it

Numerous scientific studies document the health effects associated with factory farm air pollution For the
pubhc health of rural fowans, factory: farms must be requzred to lower the amount of their emissions

'Slncerely,- JERTE
Frank angd Ann. Hemmelnck
_1320 190th St o
-Bradgate IA 50520




[Bryan Bunton -your H2S myths T Pagel]

Ft'o'm:' ' o "Brian Thilges" <briansue@wctatel net>"

To: <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date:- - 3M5/04.12:07PM
_ Subject your H28 myths

it |s_-clear to me the DNR is blindly pushing regulation regardiess of public input or real science.

DNR should propose air emission standards based upon nationally recognized standards that have some
scientific basis with reasonable safety factors that apply to all industries. Then the general public and our
elected representatives will support your efforts (after they had to overturn them 2 times in the past)
Proposing radical regulation will not achieve the goal of cleaner air.

‘Please note as. part of the comment record the foII'owing statement:

Below is- somethlng of scientific fact that we should: h:ghiy cconsider.using. We can conf:dentiy say the
_odor threshold (8 700 ppb) is what the DNR is mappropnately cal!mg a health effect level

_ iAccordmg to the 2 sources, adverse HZS health effects do not occur untll concentrations reach. 5 OOO -
20 000 ppb S0 Iets suggest that's where we begin with regulations---you are off by a factor of 333 - 1,333

I_m _oppo_sed to your illegal and blatantly unscientific regulation of H2S at the 15 ppb "health effects” level

Biian Thilges
155-300th Street
Woden, 1A 50484

Source L '
| www.cdc: govlnasdldocs/d00150’l d001600/d0015351d001535 html
o CDC National-Ag: Safety Database (NASD) Review: April, 2002 '

o PHYS!OLOGICAL RESPONSE OF ADULT HUMANS TO HYDROGEN SULFIDE *

- Effect :
' Concentratlon Converted from Mg (H2S)/1 Kg (Air)

"To PPB o
~{mg/kg=ppm 10 mg/kg = 10ppm =.10,000ppb
www.palmetto-grass. comlturfmgb’metnc htmi)
~ Least Detectable: Odor ' .
1 0 7!0 BERORAS

- Offerisive Odor '
g, 000 3, 000

- Eye--trntat:on
_ 10,000 -

' “Irritation Mucous Membranes
“ ' 7and Lungs,
20,000

Arritation of Resplratory Tractr
;~ ,_50 4_00 100 000 -

S Olfactory Nerve Paralysas o
. 150; 000

: Headac_:he, Diizin:e_ss
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[ Bryan Bunton - your H28 mythe

200,000

Nausea, Excitement,
. tnconsciousness
. :500 000 600 000 .

B Rapldly Fatal.
\-1_-;700 000.- 2,000,000

_** Source Nordstron, G A:J B McQuilty: "Manure
- {ases in the Animal Env:ronment " Unrversrty of
- A!berta 1976, :

Dlsclarmer and Reproductlon Informatron Informatlon in NASD does not represent NlOSH poiicy
' lnformatron mcluded in NASD appears by permission of the author and/or copyright holder. More

The _mf.ormatron and recommendatlons contained in this publication are believed to be reliable and
representative of contemporary expert opinion on the subject material The Farm Safety Association does
not guarantee absolute accuracy or sufficiency of subject material, nor can it accept responsibility for
- health-and safety | recommendat:ons that may have been om:tted due to particular and exceptional
: condltlons and crrcumstances BT

~ Source: 'Wo,rjld"-, Heaith .O_rg'anl_izatEon', 2003

- H2S5 Exposure. (ppb) rounded
L Effect/Observatron
o ‘Reference C

Odor Threshold R
‘ Amoore&Haultala 1983
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{"Bryan Bunton - your H2S myths, .

2, 000 _
Bronchial constriction in asthmatlc individuals
Jappmen etal, 1990 '

3 600
.- Eye irritation complaints
Vanhoorne et al, 1995

5 000 -
" Increased btood lactate concentratlon decreased ske[eta! muscle utrate synthase actl\nty, decreased
oxygen uptake - .
Bhambham & Smgh 1991 Bhambhanl et aI 1996b 1997

20 100
Fatlgue oss- of appehte headache, ;rrltablllty poor memory; dizziness
: _:Ahlhorg, 1951 S _ _

101,000 -
: OIfactpry_paraIysns ‘
*_Hirsch & Zavala, 1999

- 403,000 -

- "Respiratory distress

Spglyér, 1951

- 503:000

- Death

: __‘Beauchamp et al 1984

cC: ~ <catharine fitzsimmons@dnr stateia us> _:-
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i Bryan Bunton'-'CIeah_ra[_r’ o

From: "Cheryl Christopherson” <dcsmfarm@lvcta. com>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date:- 3/15/04 12;35PM

S'ubject’ : Clean air

Dear MF Bunfon; - .-
I am opposed to the new 15 ppb rule that is proposed by the! Iowa DNR

Farmers do care about clean air but control and ru!es should be based. on sound smence Momtonng
' should be done at separated Eocatlons as:proposed. by the lowa leglslature . -
: Thank you,”
bBonald Chrlstopherson
2667 Samsaon Ave
Duncombe, la 50532
desmfarm@lveta com




[ Bryan Bunton - Please protect our air quaitty ' e PRGE

'F'fom: | R .“Curtl's Evans" <evanscurt@wctatel net>

"To: .- . - "Bryan Bunton" <bryan bunton@dnr state. ia. us>
Date: . 13/15/04 1:21PM. _
Su_b;ec_t’: ' Please protect our air qu'ality
éryah Bunton
lowa DNR

Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

1 suprjert the DNR's proposed-hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per billion, one-hour average, that
was recommended in the joint Unwersnty study.. This is a good standard that, once enforced, will hefp
protect our hedith - The DNR must issue a rule based on this standard!

The'-DNR also must include an ammonl_a and odor'standard as recommended in the joint University air
quality study. lewans need a limit on the amount of ammonia and edors that come out of factory farmst

The DNR must support the joint University air quality study released in February 2002 that states
hydrogen sulfide and ammonia have been measured near factory‘ farms in concentrations that could be
harmful to humans. This joint study is based on the best science available, complied by 27 state
umversﬁy professors, and peer-re\newed by elght international and national experts We have sound
sc:ence now we. must use it : _

Numerous scnentlflc studies: document the health effects associated with factory farm air pollution. For the
: publlc health of rural lowans, factory farms must be required-to lower: the amount of their emissions

Smcerely,

Curt Evans
- 3833 Dogwood Ave
Joice, IA. 50446




[ Bryan Bunton - Publie Gomment T T Pagel

From: "Jeff Sackett" <jlsackett@iowatelecom net>
To: <bryan. bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: 3/15/04 5:13PM

Subject: - Public Comment

' Dear IVir Bunton

: I support the rules: as set forth by the lowa State- Unlver5|ty of lowa Cafo Air Quality Study at 15

parts per billion for Hydrogen -stifide.
it shouldn't be the hydrogen-sulfide threshold that bothers the hog farmers Family farmers would likely

not.be affected by 15ppb. .
What they need to worry about is Factory Farms like Heartland Pork

Swine Graphics, lowa Select and-others taking away there way of life,

if they choose not to be part of their vertical integration plan.

. Itiis a shame how Farm Bureau, NPPC, and lowa Pork Producers Council has brainwashed producers
into thinking that they care about them ,when therr only concern is the Factory Farm Producers |
'_mentloned above and themselves

Thank you .

o Jeff Sackett
2364 170th st.
Menlo, la. 50164 -
641-743-6633
jlsackett@iowatelecom net
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[Bryan Bunton -environment_ ~ T T T PageT]

From: Clarence Swartz <cswartz’l @direcway com>
To: <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: 3/15/04 10:47AM

Subject: environment

towa must have clean air and clean water if lowa is going to prosper
- Clarence Swartz Orient lowa



March 8, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Depaitment of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, JA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

It is very important to everyone to have good air quality. I am a resident of lowa and
am employed as a pork producer in the state of Iowa. Being involved in the livestock
business for a great many years and with a urgent desite to continue my livelithood in
such I am compelled to voice my dismay at the IDNR’s attempt to implement a 15 ppb
hydrogen sulfide level.

From the information-I have gatheted, this new standard would ot be supported by any
studies previously done at our two universities, or even the United States Center for
Disease Control levels.

Historically the IDNR has made well informed, well researched recommendations for
Towa agriculture, but, this looks like putting the cart in fiont of the horse before collecting
“valid” unbiased data.

We all have families and are trying to be good stewards of land and air but let us not cry
wolf when one doesn’t exists!

Sincerely,

Scott Kraft
107 E 5™ 8t
Riceville, Iowa 50466

RECEIVED

MAR 15 2004« o oo
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March 12, 2004

Dear Mr. Bunton,

I was unable to stay through the entire hearing, but was given your address to correspond
to.

I doubt there was single Farm Bureau scientist attending the DNR public hearing on Air
Quality in Mason City, March 3rd. Those special interests who attended only attacked the
research the U.of Jowa and ISU’s have done regarding CAFQ’s. The Farm Bureau called for
“sound science”, and claimed the science that has been done on pollution regarding CAFO’s
(confined animal feeding operations) is flawed. What the Farm Burean wants is the sound of
silence, they really don’t care about science.

. The danger of hydrogen sulfide emissions from confinement operations has not been
refuted. The Farm Bureau just doesn’t want to believe it. They’re against anything that restricts
what they believe is their inalienable right to pollute, at any cost to others. And they don’t seem
to care if a neighbor is affected in any way. Shouldn’t there be legislation to protect the health of
Towa’s rural residents and our environment, and fines adequate to cover negligence and harm
done?

If they cannot prove that these huge conﬁnement operations cause no harm, maybe we need
a moratorium until the science can reach the Faum Bureau standard of sound science? Just how
much would such a study cost? Would a $1.00/head cover it? That is only 20 million a year for
more research. There is no reason the citizens of Jowa should have to foot the bills for more
research, or to clean up after these special interests. '

.. Iowa doesn’t need to re-invent the wheel. We are following the lead of 27 other states who
have adopted hydrogen sulfide standards. The notion of the family farm and rural Iowa has
changed.. just take a drive through country side. Just as the face of agriculture has changed, the
cost of doing ‘business as usual’ has gone up.

I support implementing the Health Effects Standald at 15ppb. However, I finid it rather
ludicrous that this standard can be exceeded 7 times a year at separate locations. What’s the
point? What happens after 7 violations? Are they put out of business? Are they fined? What? I
would like you to respond.

Sincerely,

Sioux Lawton -
1957 Taft Ave.
Gatner, fa. 50438

HE@EU\WEI

MAR 15 2004



March 8, 2004

Mzr. Bryan Bunion

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

It is very important to everyone to have good air quality. I am a resident of Towa and am
employed as a pork producer. Being involved in the livestock business for a great many
years and with a urgent desire to continue my livelihood in such I am compelled to voice
my dismay at the IDNR’s attempt to implement a 15 ppb hydrogen sulfide level

From the information I have gathered, this new standard would not be supported by any
studies previously done at our two Universities, or even the United States Center for
Disease Control levels.

Historically the IDNR has made well informed, well researched recommendations for
Towa agriculture, but, this looks like putting the cart in fiont of the horse before collecting
“valid” unbiased data.

We all have families and are trying to be good stewards of land and air but let us not cry
wolf when one doesn’t exists!

Sincerely,

Jim Hemann
2695 Elm Ave.
Chester, Ia 52134
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[Bryan Bunton - TEXThtm _ %fjefoq . .. T Pagel

Dear Mi1. Bunton:

I support the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per billion, one-hout
average,that was recommmended in the joint University study. This is a good standatd that, once
enforced, will help protect our health. The DNR must issue a rule based on this standard! The
DNr also must include an ammonia and odor standard as recommended in the joint University air
quality study. lowans need a limit on the amount of ammonia and odors that come out of factory
farms! The DNR must support the joint University air quality study released in February 2002
that states hydrogen sulfide and ammonia have been measured neat factory farms in
concentrations that could be harmful to humans. This joint study is based on the best science
available,complied by 27 state university professors, and peer-reviewed by eight international
and national experts. We have sound science, now we must use it. Numerous scientific studies
document the health effects associated with factory farm air pollution For the public health of
rural iowans, factory farms must be tequired to lower the amount of their emissionns.

Sincerely,

Rodney G. Schioeter,411 West Fifth Street, Atlantic, lowa 50022

FREE pop-up blocking with the new MSN Toolbar — get it now!




[Brvan Bunton -sandards T .. Pagei]

From: . "Randy Schon" <randy schon@hotmall com>
To:.. . . . . -<bryan; bunton@dnr state ia us>. :
Date: . -~ 3/16/04 10:09AM

Sub;ect ' standards

I have been mvolved with a family farm for over 30 years, .and Just wanted

to.say that we have nothing to fear from having air quality standards in

lowa. Farm -Bureau certainly does not represent most of its members, but

rather large confinerment interests. We continue to lose young people who

=_Ieawre lowa because they can not raise pigs themselves, but only work in a
confinement, which is certainly not a pleasant job. Furthermore, people who

live next to confinements that violate the-law should: be able tofile -

‘nuisance lawsuits. - We have nothing to' fear from air and water quality - .
_standards When farmers -oppose environmental rules it makes it-look Ilke —
we do not care about the enwronment or our. nelghbors but only. ‘abouf money.

L"e'a'r.-h h_ow t’o._h'elp‘ protect your privacy and prevent fraud online at Tech
Haicks & Scams ‘hitp:/ispecial msn com/msnbcftechsafety armx




[Bryan Bunton - Air Quality RUles e

From: - Paul McClintic <skatergp@dwx.com>

To: = <bryan.bunton@dnr. state ia.us>
Date: 3/16/04 1.01PM
Subject: Air Quality Rules

- Bryan Bunton
lowa DNR
Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
: Urbandale 1A 50322

'.Dear Mr Bunton

Before going to the Unlversrty of Iowa 1 worked asa secretary for the Department of Envrronmental
Quality. It was my impression that. DEQ, and now DNR, are supposed to stand up for lowa's citizens in
protecting our environment rather than ca\nng in to special interest groups like Farm Bureau and the
factory farm advocates.

}'support the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per bitlion, one-hour average, that
was recommended in the joint University study This is a good standard that, once enforced. will help
" protect o‘ur health.  The DNR must issue a rule based on this standard!

The. DNR also must include an ammonia and odor standard as recommended in the joint University air
quallty study Iowans need a Ilmlt on the amount of ammonla and- odors that come out of factory farms!

~The: DNR must support the ]OIht Unrversrty air quality study released in February 2002 that states
hydrogen sulfide and ammonia have.been measured near factory farms ih concentrations that could be
harmful to humans. This joint study is based on the bést science available, complied by 27 state
university professors, and peer-reviewed by eight international and national experts We have sound
science, now we must use it

Nurnerous scientific studies document the health effects associated with factory farm air poltution Forthe
_ publlc health of rural lowans factory farms must be requrred to lower the amount of thelr emissions

1 m now a teacher resrdlng inStuart, lowa lVly husband and [ were extremely worned when factory farms

tried to'invade our county. At a packed high school auditorium:in Greenfield, | listened to a factory farmer

-tryrng to defend his practices--and he ¢ouldn't. Did that make' hin'listen to: the folks who value their clean
- airand clean'water? Not fora second!" He was determined-to build no matter what the environmental

cost and quality of life issues forthe rest of us. We are countung on the DNR to stay true to its mission of
~ protecting and preserving eavironmental quality

Sincerely,

Gwen Yazel McClintic



[Bran Bomten - T Page

From: "Sandi Lawrence" <lwrence@netins net>
To: <bryan: bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: 31 6/04 5:53PM

"Dear Mr. Bunton:.

| support the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per billion;. one-hour av.erage that
was recommended in the joint University study. This.is a good standard that, once enforced. will help _
- protect our health - The DNR must issue a rule based on this standard1 :

Thie DNR: also must include an ammonia and odor standard as recommended in the joint Umversﬂy air
qualrty study. lowans need a fimit on the amount of ammonia and odors that come out of factory farms!

The DNR must support the }omt Unwersﬂy air quality study released in February 2002 that states
hydrogen sulfide and ammeonia have been measured near factory farms in concentrations that could be
harmful to humans. This joint study is based on the best science available, complied by 27 state
urnversnty professors, and peer-reviewed by eight international and national experts We have sound
science, now we must use it :

Numerous scientific studies document the health effects associated with factory farm air pollution  For the
public health of rural lowans, factory farms must be required to lower the amount of their emissions

Sincerely,
Larry and Sandi Lawrence

Qutgoing mail is certified Virus Free,
‘Checked by AVG anti-virus systent (http:/fiwww. gnsoft com)
Version:. 6 0 620 / Virus Database 399 - Release Date 3/13/04




March 14, 2004
Dear DNR:

We vehemently support strong air quality standards. We would hope that the lowa Department
of Natural Resources would also be for protecting not only the population of Iowa, but would
stand firm in trying to protect the natural resources of this state. Relaxing environmental safe
guards diminishes not only the state, but the relevance of having a Department of Natural
Resources. If the DNR does not stand up for strong air quality standards, then who does?
Corporate America? Factory farms? Hog confinements?

The joint University of Iowa and Iowa State University report released in February 2002 states
that hydrogen sulfide and ammonia have been measured near factory farms in concentrations that
could be extremely harmful to humans. Hog confinement units have constant fans going in the
units with a warming system in effect in case the fans shut down to let the curtains down. Hogs
will pass out within 20-30 minutes of breathing the stilled air and begin to die at 1 1/2 -2 houts,
How then can we possibly believe that hydrogen sulfide and ammonia can not be harmful to
people? Let's run a quick test. Anyone not thinking it dangerous could stand in the building with
no fans going and the curtains up. After 30 minutes, those who could walk from the building
would be able to add a first hand knowledge to the debate that hydrogen sulfide and ammonia
were harmless to them.

We live two miles from a hog confinement unit. During certain times of the year, the odiferous
gasses can become unbearable even at our distance. One of our daughters who was visiting
became ill and had to leave. If exposed to the smell for a short period of time, it brings on
migraine like headaches for me which the doctor has related to an allergic reaction to the

environment (which has only happened since the confinements came to the area 2 1/2 years ago).

We object to the DNR's decision not to include ammonia standards of 150 ppb and odo:
standdrds of 7:1 dilution rate in the rules. We need to limit ammonia and noxious odors from
factory farms. ’

We support the air standards proposed by the DNR of 15 parts per billion of hydrogen suilfide for
a one hour average. We believe that Iowa should become a place people want to stay, not
hurriedly drive through to try to reach one of our neighboring states, who do have strong air
quality standards. Don't give a 7 day grace period to corporate (factory) farms to pollute. Should
anyone be given a grace period to harm others? All air quality violations effect the health and
well being of our state, not just after 7 days of violations does poisonous gasses become a health
risk. '

We support strong air quality standards. Iowa should again become a place for "a field of dreams'
not a nightmare waiting to happen. - : :

Sincerely, 7

=
F
&)

Russand Terri Ewers =~ & ‘ e Mg,
10712 Jonquil Ave o R16 200y
Clear Lake, IA 50428

e-mail: pearl{@netins.net
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[BryanBunton - TEXThim __2/;3fed . . . . ~ Page 1]

Bryan Bunton

Jowa DNR

Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I support the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per billion,
one-hour average, that was recommended in the joint University stady. This is a
good standard that, once enforced, will help protect our health. The DNR must
issue a rule based on this standard!

The DNR also must include an ammonia and odor standard as recommended in the
joint University ait quality study lowans need a limit on the amount of
ammonia and odors that come out of factory farms!

The DNR must support the joint University air quality study released in February
2002 that states hydrogen sulfide and ammonia have been measured near factory
farms in concentrations that could be harmful to humans. This joint study is
based on the best science available, complied by 27 state university professors,
and peer-reviewed by eight international and national experts. We have sound
science, now we must use it. - :

Numerous scientific studies document the health effects associated with factory
farm air pollution For the public health of rural Iowans, factory farms must
be required to lower the amount of their emissions.

Sincerely,

Dan and Sheila Westegard
Bloomfield, IA

Get tax tips., tools and access to IRS forms — all in one place at MSN Money!




" Page 1]

From: "David N Bolin" <dvbolin@butler-bremer com=>
To: - : <Bryan Bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: - 3/17/04 10:26AM -

.Subject : A:r Quallty standard for- H28

I support the adoptlon ofa hydrogen sulfide. standard 1f it is based on the best avallable scientific
information- The proposed 15 ppb heaith effects level is not based on the best available information and
should be abandoned. The University of lowa/lowa State University Report recomimendation is outdated
and based on flawed assumptions.

I support the rule requirmg all measurements be taken within 300 feet of the separated location If the field
study shows there is a health impact from AFOs at a separated location, } would support the development
of air quahty rules as long as they are in compliance with statutory law and developed with the support of

"~ sound science.

Dave Bolin.

30707 180th St. _
Clarksville, 1A 50619-9628
dvbolin@butler-bremer.com




Page 1

* PBryan Bunton - Ar quality -

From: "Ryerson Auction Realty, Ltd " <ryerson@goldfieldaccess net>
To: <bryan.bunton@dnr state.ia us>

Date: 3/17/04 12:22PM

Subject: Air quality

‘Eugene L Ryerson

2761 Country Lane Circle, Eagle Grove, IA 50533-8722
'515-448-4269 Home 515-689-3714 Cell |

ryerson @gdldfiéf'daccess net

Bryan Burton

| live % mile Northeast of a DeCoster site in Wright County, IA Somedays the Southwest wind makes life
unbearable The fellow that works with me goes home sick at nights, my grandchildren can't even play in
the yard lowa needs air quality standards.

I only wish some of you had to live in these conditions. Our family settled here in 1881 and have paid their
bills & supported lowa all this time, but we are now second rate citizens.

 Thanks Gene Ryerson




[Bryan Bunton ~Air Quality Comments

From: "Multi-Rose Jerseys, Inc " <jerseys@svtv com>
To: <Bryan Bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: - 3M7/04 7:58PM

Subject Air Quality Comments
DNR Bryan Bunton "

| s‘up_port the adoption of a hydrogen sulfide standard if it is based on the best available scientific
information The proposed 15 ppb health effects level is not based on the best available information and
should be abandoned The University of lowa/lowa. State University Report recommendation is ocutdated
and based on flawed assumptions

I support the rule requiring all measurements be taken within 300 feet of the separated location If the field
study shows there is.a health impact from AFOs at a separated location, | would support the development
of air quality rules as Iong as they are in-.compliance with statutory law and developed with the support of
sound scnence

Smcerely Reed Metzger




March 13, 2004

Bryan Bunton

lowa Depattument of Nartural Resources
Alt Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mt Bunton:

This letter is in regards to the TDNR’s propased hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock production  As I
understand the proposed rule, the department is recommending 15 ppb for hydrogen sulfide for only 8 houts a
year Yet, this standard is not consistent with the conservative levels that have been established by the US.
Centers for Disease Control  The CDC says that even sensitive populations, such as children with asthma, ate
at 2 minimal tisk being exposed to 30 ppb of hydrogen sulfide of 14 — 365 consccutive days

Ihe health and well being of Towans is vety important, and livestock producets know this New sules and
regulations must be appropiiate, fait, and based on sound science  Right now, you ate proposing to use the
exact hydrogen sulfide standatd that the Legislature nullified, even worse is that is not based on science or even
the ISU/U of T literatute review When the Legislature nullified your proposal last year, they requested that the
IDNR base its standards on sound science and stay within the boundaties of Iowa law However, the IDNR
continues to monitor hydrogen sulfide av various distances from farming operations rather than at the
neighbor’s residence, which is clearly defined in the law  All air quality monitoting should be conducted from
the separated location If thete is in fact a health impact, the monitoring should be done at the residence o
give the health impact credence '

I feel that the best interest of the Jowa taxpayer is not being served  This was opinion was made very clear
when the Towa Legislature nullified the IDNR’s air quality standards last year It seems to me that an incotrect
message is being sent to Towans that this level is necessary to protect public health. T think that this is in fact a
political standard, not 2 health one

I am very disappointed in your proposed rule and your attempt to over regulate the lvestock industty 1
sttongly encourage you to rethink your actions and complete a scientific study, then determine if there is a
public health issue

Sincerely,

Dorann Richtsmeier

. MAR17200

PO BOX 644
GRIMES IA 50111
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[ Biyan Burton - Proposed Al Qually sendara T page]

From: | Jay and Jeanne Hansen <jhansen@forbin net>
To: <Bryan Bunton@dnr state ia.us>

Date: - 3/18/04 9.06PM

Subject: Proposed Air Quality standard

I: support the adoption of a hydrogen sulfide standard if it is based on
the best-available scientific information. The
proposed 15 ppb heaith effects level is not based on the best available
information-and should be abandoned, The
University of lowa/lowa State University Report recommendatlon is

_ outdated and based on fiawed assumptlons

I support the rule requmng all measurements be taken W|th|n 300 feef g
of the. separated focation - If the field study shows there is a health
impact from AFOs at a separated-location, | would support the
development of air quality rules as long as they are in compliance with
statutory law and developed with the support of sound science

Th_a'nk__s'-.for' your help.

Jay.‘_Haneen, ‘Dairyman
Hudson, lowa :



' EjBryan Bunton -._cdni'ments"réga’rdin‘giAir Quality . - T ——— - :  T —— - Page1l

From: "Kevin Kendra Gilbert" <kgilbert@rconnect com>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 3/18/04 9:39PM

Sub]ect B comments regardmg Alr Quahty

_-Dear Mr Bunton

Nothing is'more important than the health and well-being of lowans. Farmers care about clean air, clean
water and-public health. Farm families live and work on the land so it's in our best interest to care for the
environment as well as the animals we raise. My husband and | raise hogs on our farm We have
recently expanded our business to enable our son to make his living in the agriculture field also The
three of us work inside confinement buildings every day We raised our family on the farm and everyone
did their part to make things work. We are and have always been a heaithy-family. It seems odd to me
thatthere is so much concern about the health and safety of people who never go in hog buildings

"elo ai andhas -always been an agncu!ture state We can be very proud of thls fact towa isa blg part of
_the'national secunty of the U.S. - If we make production agnculture leave the state becalse. of excessive
regulatlons we wm be cuttlng off our.own- foot in more ways than one. :

New rules regarding air quality proposed by the DNR will send a false message {0 lowans that 15 ppb of
.hydrogen sulfide is the necessary level to protect public health This level is not consistent with levels
established by the: U S Centers for Disease Control 1 support the clean air legislation and ask the
Ieglslature and the governor to-enact it. The bill requires DNR to finish the remaining year of their field
study-'and gives them-authority to adopt regulations for. livestock operations IF the data shows violations of
the CDC minimal risk-levels - The Agency for Toxic: Substances & Disease’ Registry (ATSDR) standards in
.'_'thls bill- includes a-30 times safety factor to protect sensitive: populatlons such as those with asthma,
chlldren W|th respiratory prob!ems and the elder!y Let's make Iaws based on sound saence not fear.

Sincerely, -

‘Kendra Gilbert

Ionla iIA: 50645

: -Phone # 641 -435-2055




[BryanBunton-ArStandards

From o ) "Galen & Jeanne Breuer" <breulane@rconnect com>
To: . . <Bryan Bunton@dnr. state ia us>
~ Date: . - 3/19/04 9:00AM
Subject: Air-Standards
Bryan,

| support the adoption of a hydrogen sulfide standard if it is based on the best available scientific
‘information. The proposed 15 ppb health effects level is not based on the best available information and

_should be abandened. The University of lowa/lowa State University Report recommendation is outdated
and based on flawed assumptlons

0 support the rule requmng all measurements be taken within 300 feet of the separated location. If the field

- study shows there is'a health- impact from: AFOs ata separated location, | would support-the development
of-air quallty rules as Iong as they arein comp!aance thh statutory law and developed W|th the-support of

sound smence

.Sqn_cerely,

Galen Breuer




From: "kim & marsha francisco" <cisco@lucasco net>
To: . <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia.us> :
Date: - . - 3/19/04 10:27AM
- Subject: . Air quality proposal

] think, pai'ticu!arly in light of recent Supreme Court gambling decision, that singling out a single industry is
not only unfair and punitive to that industry but illegal The source of a pollutant is irrefevant to its health
effects and so a dual standard makes very little sense  Kim Francisco




“Page 1]

|Bryan Bunton - Ar Quality Standard

From:: _ "Hickory Hill Farms, Inc.” <moofarm@nethtc. net>

To: o <Bryan Bunton@dnr state ia.us>
Date: 3/19/04 4:36PM
Subject: Air Quality Standard

I'support the adoption of a hydrogen sulfide standard if it is based on the best available scientific
information The proposed 15 ppb health effects level is not based on the best available information and
should be abandoned The University of lowaflowa State University Report recommendation is outdated
and based on flawed assumptions :

I support the rule requmng all measurements be taken within 300 feet of the separated focation If the field
study shows there is a health impact: from AFOs at a separated Iocation, | would support the development
of air quallty rules as: long as they are in compllance with statutory Iaw and developed with the support of
sound scnence : . _

Sc.o_tt Meissner
President

Hickory Hill Farms, Inc.
Hospers, |A 51041
{712) 737-8680



March 8, 2004

Mr . Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Naturalt Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr Bunton:

It is very impottant to everyone to have good air quality. 1 am a resident of Minnesota but
am employed as a pork producer in the state of fowa. Being involved in the livestock
business for a great many years and with a urgent desire to continue my livelihood in
such I am compelled to voice my dismay at the IDNR’s attempt to implement a 15 ppb
hydrogen suifide level

From the information I have gathered, this new standard would not be supported by any
studies previously done at our two universitiés, or even the United States Center for
Disease Conirol levels,

Historically the IDNR has made well informed, well researched recommendations for
Towa agriculture, but, this looks like putting the cart it front of the horse before collecting
“valid” unbiased data

We ail have families and are srying to be good stewards of land and air but let us not cry
wolf when one doesn’t exists!

Sincerely,

Mastin Hoesing Z
403 5™ St SW

Austin, Mn 55912

RECEWED
WAR 19 2004




March 8, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, JA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

It is very important to everyone to have good air quality. I am a resident of Minnesota but
am employed as a pork producer in the state of Jowa. Being involved in the livestock
business for a great many years and with a urgent desire to continue my livelihood in
such I am compelled to voice my dismay at the IDNR’s attempt to implement a 15 ppb
hydrogen sulfide level

From the information I have gathered, this new standard would not be supported by any
studies previously done at out two univetsities, or even the United States Center for
Disease Control levels.

Historically the IDNR has made well informed, well researched recommendations for
Towa agriculture, but, this looks like putting the cart in front of the horse before collecting
“yalid” unbiased data. :

We all have families and are trying to be good stewards of land and air but let us not cry
wolf when one doesn’t exists!

Sincerely,

Roxanne Dvorak
RR2 Box 269
SpringValley, MN 55975

RECEIVED

CHER 19 2004




March 8, 2004

Mir. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr Bunton:

It is very important to everyone to have good air quality. I am a resident of Minnesota but
am employed as a pork producer in the state of Yowa. Being involved in the livestock
business for a great many years and with a urgent desire to continue my livelihood in
such T am compelled to voice my dismay at the IDNR’s attempt to implement a 15 ppb
hydrogen sulfide level.

From the information I have gathered, this new standard would not be supported by any
studies previously done at our two universities, or even the United States Center for
Disease Control levels

Historically the IDNR has made well informed, well researched recommendations for
fowa agriculture, but, this looks like putting the cart in front of the horse before collecting
“yalid” unbiased data

We all have families and are trying to be good stewards of land and air but let us not ety
wolf when one doesn’t exists!

Sincerely,

Comar B0

Cindy Ziegler
54840 110" Street
Lyle, Mn 55953

RECENED
AR 19 2004




March 7%, 2004

Mt Bryan Bunton

This letter is the first letter I have sent in response to any issue regarding my chosen
career field. Pork production is very important to our state and I am disappointed in your
actions to unfaitly regulate agriculture. It appears that the DNR has decided to propose
an air quality restriction concerning hydrogen sulfide content. This 15 ppb standard is not
based on science and is an unfair standard. I encourage you to reconsider your stance on
the proposed standard.

It is important to all of us to have good air quality in Iowa. Activist pressure is based on a
personal agenda, we are only interested in what is fair to agticulture and to the
sutrounding communities. Please conduct the monitoring study, determine if a problem
exists and then base the standard on good science.

Sincerely,

Erik Rasmussen
312 W 3" St
Towa Falls, Iowa, 50126

RECEWED
AR 19 2004




" Bryan Bunton
"Jowa DNR Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hichman Road
Urbandale, Ia 50322

Dear Sir: ' : o '
In responce to your ruhng on the new. health standa:d for hych ogen sulflde at
- 15 parts per billion ( ppb) I feel thxs puts an unfan burden to measure hydrogen sulflde
~ on the agriculture.
My wife Bette ran our conﬁnement bmldmgs in the 1980's and into the 1990‘
I helped as needed I usually hauled all the manure and it was an asset to our Crop .
farming I'm in my late 60's and my lungs are as good or better than any of my fnends

from the city - My wife was.in the, bullldhngs every day feeding, cleaning and checkmg _

_on the health of the hogs. Her lungs are pprobably better than most. -
This is not consistant with levels established by the US. Center for stease

" Control It is.a standaxd that would send a- false message to fellow Iowans that this i 1s a E

necessary level to protect our public. heaith. - :
Our son is now operating our farm. Please do not put unfan mlm;,s on our. young,

:people Large farrn con affo:d to. spend the extta to comply to more rules than the smaller |

. farmers. .

- Livestock is our fxrst farm market for com and beans raxsed in our state Don't put
this at risk with this unfair ruling, leestock mdustry generates a lot of income for the
local and state businesses. SR L - :

: | o .A_xel Lar-son
“Red Oak , fowa =

Rr:CElV E@

3 we 1”9 7004 B
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[ Bryan Bunton-Hogs -~

From: Kathie & Dave Gerber <kdgerber@dtnspeed net>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: 3/20/04 6:54PM

Subject: Hogs

Dear Mr. Bunton. | am adding my voice to those who feel that we must do
something to stop the attempt by industrial agriculture to influence
agriculture and pollution legisiation in a way that would benefit only them
and be to the detriment of the majority of lowans 1 know you have read the
letter below - but it speaks for me too Kathie Gerber

Dear Mr. Bunton;

I support the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per
billion, one-hour average, that was recommended in the joint University
study This is @-good standard that, once enforced, will help protect our
health ' The DNR must issue a rule:based on this standard!

'The‘ DNR-aI_so-muSt include an ammonia and odor standard as recommended in the
jeint University air quality study. lowans need a limit on the amount of
ammonia and odors that come out of factory farms!

- The DNR must support the joint University air quality study released in
February 2002 that states hydrogen sulfide and ammonia have been measured
near factory farms.in concentrations that could be harmful to humans  This
joint study is based on the best science available, complied by 27 state
university professors, and peer-reviewed by eight international and national
experts We have sound science, now we must use it

Numérous scientific studies document the health effects associated with
factory farm air pallution. For the public health of rural lowans, factory
farms must be’ reqmred to tower the amount of thelr emlsswns

' Slncerely,




March 9, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resource
Air Quality Bureau -
7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr Bunton:

| am writing you as I've been hearing about the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule
for livestock production. As a livestock producer, | want to convey that this proposal
does not base its standard 15 ppb on enough field information or true science. |
believe we should do more work to see what levels should be considered a standard
before jumping into a number that may not actually represent what levels should be
maintained. | hope you feel that we should do more scientific work before setting such
a standard

The proposed standard is not close to the University report and the proposed exposure
level is too conservative. Animal production is key to the State of lowa and { am
discouraged that there are actions taking place that unfairly regulate agriculture. Also,
you have been monitoring at locations other than the neighbor’s residence near their
home, as required by law. '

| am concerned about good air quality as anyone, for myself, my family and my
neighbors. | just ask that we take more time monitoring, studying this topic If we
believe a problem exists, we then can base the standards on good science, not the
agenda of activist groups whom themselves need standards and fact based ideas.

Sincerely,

._ff"i~~-: = E’ Mm

Doug Garrison
601 West Milis
Creston, la 50801
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March 4, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbaridale, [A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

I am a pork producer writing this letter is in response o the DNR's proposed air quality standard of 15
ppb for hydrogen sulfide. 1 am disappointed with the proposed rule. I encourage you reconsider this

proposed regulation

The fivestock industry is valuable to the local economy. It is unfair to the livestock producers to put such
strict regulations on the industry. The scientific research on this issue is not support by scientific
research.

I will support rules for livestock production if they are supported by scientific data.

Sincerely, W ,7// W

Robert Walkup
1857 178" st.
Diagoanal, 1A 50845




MR Bryan Bunton

Iowa Dept.of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Utrbandale,1A,50322

Dear, Mr. Bunton

] am greatly concerned about the proposed rule of 15 ppb for hydrogen sulfate for
only 8 hours a year, as it is not even based on any scientific research. Pork Production is
very important to the State of lowa and if the proposed standard of 15 ppb level becomes
a law it will have a negative impact on the pork industry in Jowa. This would be very
unfair to potk producers. Clean ait is impoitant to everyone in Iowa, but the 15 ppb level
would not be acceptable without the proper research or data to determine what is a safe
level or even if thete is a problem at all Please reconsider any further actions until the
proper research has been completed, and do not make any decisions based on any
pressure given by any activist groups.

SINCERELY
Randy Hosfield
1272 110" Street
Diagonl 1A.
50845



Mr . Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mt Bunton:

This letter is in regards to the proposed hydrogen sulfide ruling for livestock production.
To the best of my knowledge, the proposed 15 ppb standard has no scientific background
to substantiate that level.

Before air quality standards are set there should be thorough testing done. This testing

needs to be completed at the residences of the neighbors, so the true levels and effects, if
any, can be determined.

In closing, while I am in support of clean air standards, these standards must be based on
scientific facts afier extensive research is completed.

Thank you,
Mike Shields

600 W. Adams St.
Mt. Ayr, lowa 50854

RECEIVED

MAR 2 2 2004




March 4, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

| am a pork producer and this letter is in respense to the DNR’s proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb
for hydrogen sulfide. | am disappointed with the proposed rule and its unscientific basis. | encourage

you reconsider this proposed regulation.

The livestock industry is very important fo lowa and its economy. It is unfair to the livestock producers
to put such strict regulations on the industry, especially without the scientific proof. The scientific
research on this issue has not been completed and therefore the DNR cannot say what health
problems may come to the public.

1 will support air quality rules for livestock production if the study is completed in compliance with fowa
law and the standards are developed with the support of scientific data.

Sincerely,

Lo 3 Plom_

Kari L. Bloom
2026 US Hwy 71
Villisca, 1A 50864-7080

RECEIVED
-MAR 22 2004




March 4, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

| am a pork producer writing this lefter to express my concem about the proposed air quality standard
of 15 ppb for hydrogen sulfide. | can not support air emission standards that are not founded on
research. These same hydrogen sulfide standards were nullified by the lowa Legislature last year.

The livestock industry is a very large and important part of our state. It is unfair that the iDNR is trying
to establish rules that single out this very important part of the economy. All parties involved need to
work together to develop standards that are practical and obtainable. This needs to be done with
scientific research. This research needs follow procedures that can be duplicated in all situations
involved. One certain area can not be singled out. We need to make sure that all findings are

consistent and can be supported with evidence.

| will support rules that are supported by research. [live and work in lowa and want fo raise my family
in a healthy environment. | strongly encourage you to rethink you 15 ppb hydrogen sulfide standard.
Rules like this will drive people from the state. '

Sincerely,

Cllon
Dean Hadley

1079 210" Ave
Shannon City, [A 50861

Mg 20 2004




February 18, 2004

Myr. Bryan Bunton

Jowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, In 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I would like to comment on the proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for
hydrogen sulfide. Last year, lowa DNR proposed air quality standards for hydrogen
sulfide and the Iowa Legislature reversed the yule. Now I understand that you are
proposing the exact same hydrogen sulfide standard that was previously nullified! I also
understand that the lowa DNR standard is not based on science or even the findings of
ISU and U of I! What I don’t understand is how you could create a standard for such an
important part of lowa’s economics without conducting a thorough scientific study.

Furthermore, when the legislature repealed your proposal last year, they made
their position very clear. They stated that lowa DNR must base the standards on good
science and stay within Iowa law. Are you continuing to monitor hydrogen sulfide at
various distances from livestock operations? Or are you following Iowa law by
monitoring the levels at the neighbor’s residence?

Livestock production is important to the state of lowa and I am disappointed in
your attempt to unfairly regulate it. I encourage you to reconsider the proposed standard.
It is important to all of us to have good air quality in Towa and I challenge you to conduct
a scientific study to determine if a problem exists and then base the standards on solid
data, not activist pressure. I will support air quality standards for livestock if a study is
conducted within Iowa law and the standards are supported by scientific data.

1767 Creamery Road _ |
Afton, Ia 50830 . REC




(Toar G,
N, wswe 1o %/N /%/7/@
o fio Lot o L 5T
Uy o K caoid flre il ond LR
W e

%”W Ak e ochind o o] sl

/

wew%wvm'ﬂﬂﬁ% Z/_@%e/,%a%y




i} \ Marcy 1o Z2ooy . e
MA B}*yg;q @U/ﬂ’bh 3 L . - R
Toces Pepuyimens of Voguwel  KeSsucey o

a+ Q4 e liry Beureay

; 7?00 H i chman /ff’é/ R U ——
i Q)bcmda/e/ CL;Q &322 . ;
Leow wg Buston e - -

7&5 15 T}‘l@_ Oh/ef Tme_ T Hﬂuf.. }Mc-db Ccsmm&nr 7’0 'féa J.’)/Uz?

L lfo w8 Tendods__oF

1S Prb . for M}gd vosea S calfdac (S

9' 1 ~ -
et JL & 7:,4_

- NoT  Consisrunl. oitTa guts The tmesT G ohServel ve..
Wl levels asmblishet By The  d-S_ D Seese SCoTer
. L n D6, WoT  1ynde-Stimd Moo, veou can tnke The S'ﬁmﬂmfg
- 7(‘)/2/ oy 4@}#@5&5&/“.@*2?%@7 Rrosl  tiatiad 2 Boseline ... .
S 'f’vdly, T2 D s 1 Thts e g Prodlem.,
T howe Leerndd  Toe DR IS T tontwrirys o4
_ o 7T e Lacel lims Jh'f)_b }?)/ Loolows 27 reg dencs.
Hoor /¢ T Enoew The Lenprer 1€ Yoy The Opp Do pel
Do This onstht oo . —
’Iw (.. Scpros. @08 dir  Quility Fulds. o ol Cluesket
Forms iR all STandtnds. ose. develerd (o fh TheSarsd of
I 600 S.crence.. HELE ED



/%W\
;péff ol
RECEIVED /%[ L % §IEY

MAR 2 2 2004




i

.| RECENED |

T
[omte}
(o]
o
o3

o
=T
=







_ RECENED. -0
‘NAR"Z‘%Z{JGQ-‘ e T —



March 11, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natuzal Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear M. Bunton:

This is the first time I have ever provided public comment to the DNR. Your proposed air
quality standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide is not consistent with even the most
conservative levels established by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control. I do not
understand how you can possibly create a standard for our industry without first
conducting a thorough study to determine if there is a public health problem.

From what I have learned, the DNR is not monitoring air quality at the location
designated by Iowa law — at the neighbot’s residence. How will we know if the neighbors
are impacted if you do not take measurements at their home? I also do not understand the
proposed exposure level standard. Once again, this level is not based on science and
should be revised. :

I will support air quality rules for livestock production if the study is completed in
compliance with Iowa law and the standards are developed with the support of solid
science.

Sincerely,

IeffWard%
2256 Yellow Rose Ave

Murray, Ia 50174
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Balderston Farms, Inc.
3978 Sutton Road
Central City, IA 52214

Randy Balderston, president
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Biyan Bunton - Re DR Ar Gually Reguiations (Re: DNR A QualiyReguiatnos) Pagel

F'rorn':' " "Dan'Swann" <swann@fbx com=

Tot- <Bryan Bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date L. 3/23/04 10:49PM -
Subject Reé: PNR Air Quality Regulations (Re DNR Air QualrtyReguIatrnos)
Bryan,

| just had a few additional comments on the air quality regs that someone
thirks will make lowa a better place to live
| did-not get to speek at Mason City on this important issue.
. To start with , has any one thought about the enforcement of thi law???77?
.| canjust see some flunky employee sitting in a trailer out in someones
- field-or:lawn watchrng meters 24 hrs.-a day possrbly takang payoffs from
whomever has the most money. I'can see. someone setting. buckets of dung or
truckloads of whatever.near or.on this monitor in the fog or dark, Ieawng
; marglns of-error big enough to drive a slurry tank thru .- Who.is going to
pay for the. personel monitors:etc,, the-owner or the complarner?
I'am farmer, just in-case you couldn't tell , raise pigs ,cattle etc and
just about fed up with government  One solutron for the farmer is to buy
all the building sites that surround him and level them. This does away
with the tax base and all complaints from your neighbors This works well
I'm at a point in life where if regs get much more strict I'm going to say
the Hell. with it all - That includes.over two million in sales from my
little podunk operation | would almost bet 90% of farmers in my age
~ bracket feel the same way. Farmers 55 to 65 probably have 90 % of the money
. in'the state | can s€e this bilf helpmg the lowa economy rmmencelyllll
' If ese old'bucs qu:t } thmk Braazr[ would be more than happy to take up

Please consrder that rf the Irvestock leaves the country s0 erI our gram
market.
SINCERELY,, Daanlel Swann
To: <swann@fbx com>
Sent: Monday, March 22, 2004 11:18 PM
Subje'qt:.;Re':' DNR Air Q_u_a’lity Regul_ations (Re: DNR Air QualityRegulatinos)

: _Thank you for submlttrng publrc comments regardlng the DNR‘s proposed rule

. establrsh an HEV/HES for hydrogen sulfide - The“public comment period for
thrs-proposed rule ends on Apnl 8,2004. At that time the. department will
_pu ‘together a- respons:veness summary which will Gontain a written response
to'all comments received. “The department may also make changes to the

_ proposed rulé based on'the comments. . 1 will-email you a copy of the

-responsrveness summary when it is complete (most likely in early IVIay)
Thanks again for your comments

Bryan Bunton .

Environmental Specialist

lowa: Department of Natural Resources
- Aif Qualtty Bureau '
_ 7900 Hickman'Road Suite 1
of ndale IA 50322 '

| -515-242 5094Ifax .
>5> swann 03/22/04 23117 >>>

Daniel Swann



Mazch 1, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road Suite 1
Uhbandale, JA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,
This is a letter regarding the DNR’s proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide levels.

We live in an agricuitural state, and I am sure the great majority of Iowans are committed
to clean air and a quality environment

I would guess the majority of Iowans would agree with me in that the proposed rule of
15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide for eight hours a year is not consistent with the most
conservative levels established by the U S Centers for Disease Control. We need to base
any rule on realistic guidelines. The Iowa DNR should complete their study before they
consider making and enforcing rules.

We need to base this rule on fact — not fiction or emotion.
Fran Foland

1787 Walnut Drive
Geneva, IA 50633

ST ke




March 10, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mt. Bunton:

As long-time residents of Jowa and having enjoyed both urban and rural living, we
support the mission of the DNR in protecting our natural resources. We realize that the
threats to clean air and clean water have to be mitigated in order to protect our health and
our way of life.

We do however feel that controls, restrictions and regulations that we put upon industry
need to be based on sound scientific principles and study. This would include controls
placed upon the agncultulal industry in our State.

I ve had the pleasure of working for a rural agricultural company for the past ten years
and 1 have seen at my company the importance that is placed upon the missions of
feeding people, providing jobs, and protecting our natural resources.

It is the opportunity offered by companies like Iowa Select Farms that have enabled us to
return to Iowa and to raise 2 family in the Midwest where we grew up.

We have recently seen news reports suggesting sore level of controversy surrounding air -
quality studies being undertaken by the DNR. We’re writing to encourage you to dismiss
radicals on both sides of the issue, to resist the temptation to allow politics to enter into
decision-making, and to ensure that policies and ptocedures are based on scientifically-
supported studies. :

Best regards,

/“\mw“/

Stephen and Ken Hartwell
404 School Sireet :
lowa Falls; Jowa 50126 - .




March 5, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Burean

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

I am addressing the Department of Natural Resources on the proposed air quality standard of 15
ppb for hydrogen sulfide.

My understanding is that the legislation being proposed is without thorough scientific study.
Living in an agriculture-based State economy, it is important to the entire State of Iowa that the
proposal be based on science, not public opinion. This legislation reflects not only on large,
corporate producers, but also the small farmer, who is the backbone of our economy.

The DNR must follow the law and monitor the air quality at the neighbor’s residence, not at
various distances from the operations themselves. I strongly encourage you to re-evaluate the
proposed rule, even put it on hold, until a scientific monitoring study can be conducted. Once
completed, you can then base the legislation on scientific fact, not public pressure groups or
activists.

Sincerely,
Darcy A Hickethier

330 Ohio Avenue
Towa Falls, Iowa 50126

- RECEIvED
MAR 2.3 2004




March 10, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This is the first time I have ever provided public comment to the DNR  Your proposed
air quality standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide is not consistent with even the most
conservative levels established by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control. 1don not
understand how you can possibly create a standard for our industry without first
conducting a thorough study to determine if there is a public health problem.

From what I have learned, the DNR is not monitoring air quality at the location
designated by Jowa law — at the neighbor’s residence. How will we know if the
neighbors are impacted if you do not take measurements at their home? I also do not
understand the proposed exposure level standard. Once again, this level is not based on
science and should be revised.

I will support ait quality rules for livestock production if the study is completed in
compliance with JTowa law and the standards are developed with the support of solid
science.

Sincerely,
.Iéyce Pohlman

608 15™ St. P1.
Nevada, IA 50201



February 11, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr Bunton:

This is the first time I have ever provided public comment to the DNR. Your proposed air
quality standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide is not consistent with even the most
conservative levels established by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control. I do not
understand how you can possibly create a standard for our industry without first
conducting a thorough study to determine if there is a public health problem

From what I have learned, the DNR is not monitoring air quality at the location
designated by Iowa law — at the neighbot’s residence. How will we know if the neighbors
are impacted if you do not take measurements at their home? I also do not understand the
proposed exposure level standard. Once again, this level is not based on science and
should be revised.

I will support air quality rules for livestock production if the study 1s completed in
compliance with lIowa law and the standards are developed with the support of solid
science. I urge you to reconsider and base your findings on solid scientific data and not
just emotion.

Tewell, TA 50130

0 geemwed T



February 28, 2004

Mr Bryan Bunton

TIowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Burean

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

This letter is in response to the DNR'’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock production.
The proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for hydrogen sulfide is not consistent with even the
most conservative levels established by the U.S Centers for Disease Control I do not understand
how you. can possﬂ)ly create a standard for our industry without first conducting a thorough study
to deterrmne 1f there is a public health problem

From what I have learned, the DNR is not monitoring air quality at the location designated by
Towa law - at the neighbor’s residence How will we know if the neighbots are impacted if you
do not take measurements at their home? I also do not understand the proposed exposure level
standard. Once again, this level is not based on science and should be tevised.

1 will support air qgality rules for livestock production if the study is completed in compliance
with Towa law and the standards are developed with the support of solid science:

Sincerely, /).
)

R Marc Roelfs
1018 Mam Stxeet A
Ackley, IA 50601

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



February 25, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Jowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mz Bunton:

it has been brought to my attention that you are trying to once again pass the proposed
15ppb for hydrogen sulfide air quality restrictions. Wasn’t this level shot down last year?
Have you found new scientific research to back this level? This level still doesn’t comply
with the most conservative levels established by the U.S. Centers for disease control. Tell
me once again where did you get your proposed numbers?

I live here in lowa and want clean healthy air like all others that live here. [ also know
that when making laws or rules all must follow guidelines. The first rule is to make sure
that proposed rules must be backed by research and facts. It is my opinion that the DNR
has overstepped its boundaties on this issue and singled out one industry. Iowa air is not
being polluted by one industry there are my things that contribute to air pollution. If all
industries are not checked for air pollution it is not fair. There must be more scientific
research done to determine what needs to be done with Iowa and it’s air pollutants.

At this time I would ask you to reconsider your proposed levels until better research has
been performed. We can’t keep burdening the livestock industry without proper research
being done first. We must all remember the impact the livestock industry has on Towa’s

economy and work force while ensuring safety, and a healthy environment for it’s
people.

Sincerely,
20285 (59 Thsr

C.L&r('d/l//;///’?’
(o525

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



March 5, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Burton:

I am writing in response to the DNR’s current proposed air quality standard for hydrogen
sulfide and ammonia. In reviewing your proposal, I have some genuine concerns about
the 15 ppb for 8 hours standard that your organization is trying to set It is my
understanding that the lowa Legislature rejected this number last year mainly because it
was not based upon any sound science. It is also my understanding that the U.S. Centers
for Disease Control, an organization that is considered the eminent protector of human
health, has a much more conservative standard at 30 ppb. I am hard pressed to
understand why the Iowa DNR feels that this standard should be put in place before you
have even finished your field study! I am also concerned with the fact that the
monitoring is not being done from the neighbor residences, as clearly defined by the Iowa
Legislature, but at various distances from farming operations. How can this possibly give
accurate data for the health impact on neighbors?

I am very disappointed in the proposed rule, and your attempt to over regulate the
livestock industry. I work for a pork producer that is committed to clean air and a quality
environment. We have to live here too! By imposing these unreasonable limits the
livestock industry is going beyond the best interests of Jowa and Iowans . I strongly
encourage you to rethink your proposal and conduct a study based upon good science to
determine if there really is a public health impact at distances prescribed by law.

304 Taylor .
owa Falls, JA 50126

RECENVEp
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February 18, 2004

Mzr. Bryan Bunton _

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I'am 55 years old and have been involved in the pork industry for most of my life. I
cannot understand how you can-solve a problem before you have even determined what
the true problem is. I can not understand how you can set the level for hydrogen sulfide
at 15 ppb for only 8 hours a year when theze is no proof or evidence that this is a
dangerous level. T am asking you to reconsider this proposed standard and do more
research before you impose any air quality standards on Iowa pork producers

To me the Iowa legislature has made its point quite clear. They asked the IDNR to base
their results on the air quality at the neighbor’s residence not at the farm. How can you
say that 15 ppb for 8 hours per year should be the standard when it has already been
proven that children with asthma or the eldezly are at a minimal risk being exposed to 30
ppb of hydrogen sulfate for 14 — 365 consecutive days is safe.

Yes, I feel that the DNR is making a great mistake by imposing this unproven level of 15
ppb for hydrogen sulfide on the Iowa pork industry. I would like to see you rethink this
and determine if there is an actual health problem here for lowa agriculture.

Sincerely,

Banneld 2 Chrsgec

Darrell Etnyre
1326 Washington Ave
Iowa Falls, IA 50126




March 12, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, [A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton;

I am employed by an Iowa pork producer and would like to provide you with my
comments on the air quality standards you are proposing. First I would like to say
that I work in the technology field where I base my decisions from proven scientific
facts and standards, not political winds, as logic does not work this way. [ am
extremely opposed to the proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for hydrogen
sulfide you are supporting. I am opposed to this proposal because it is not based on
proven facts fiom good scientific study. Iam aware that the IDNR established air
quality standards last year for hydiogen sulfide and the Jowa Legislature nullified
them. Now, you ate proposing to again use the exact hydrogen sulfide standard that
the Legislature nullified, and once again, one that is not based on science

I find it annoying that the lowa Legislature dismissed this exact same language last
year because it was not founded on good science. Now you are back, once again
wasting lowa tax dollars pushing your agenda; an agenda based not on logic but
political whims. Ifind it amazing that the United States Center for Disease Control
has much different standards and acceptable safe levels of exposure than what you
are proposing. Does the IDNR know something that the CDC does not? I can
answer that question for you, NO! The CDC bases their decisions from sound
scientific research, something I urge you and the IDNR to do. If Iowa tax dollars are
going to be spent at least spend them researching the situation at hand to make the
correct Jogical decisions.

I support the IDNR in keeping Iowa’s lands and watets clean for future generations
to enjoy Howevet, this can only be done by making logical decisions from sound
scientific study. I urge you to reconsider your proposal and evaluate your decision
making process. Let’s make the right decisions for Iowa and Iowa’s agriculture
industry. :

Sincerely,

R L RECEIVED -
Brian Dutcher - W 232004
11584 T Ave o

‘Towa Falls, IA 50126




March 8, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Utbandale, JA 50322

Dear M1 Bunton:

I am involved in pork production and am an advocate of using science in the decision
making process. I am very concerned with the DNR’s proposed threshold of 15 ppb for
hydrogen sulfide. This value has no technical or scientific merit and is the same level
that was dismissed by the legislature last year. Neither the stakeholders in the Iowa pork
production industry nor the taxpayers of lowa are being served by this type of arbitrary
mandate from the DNR. [ highly encourage you to base your policies on good, sound
science when available and establish the proper protocols to assess situations where
immediate data is insufficient. This means the placement of monitoring equipment and
the evaluation 0f the subsequent information in a context of statistically valid parameters

Mr. Bunton, I fully realize your 1ole is to regulate and oversee all industiies through the
eyes of environmental stewardship. The pork industty has demonstrated both a
willingness and ability to exhibit responsible behavior for the best interests of all Iowans.
We lead the nation in the production and processing of wholesome and nutritious pork
products. Without a scientific foundation, we run the risk of allowing varying
personalities and biases to establish shallow policies with fragile footing. This 1s an area
too important to leave to the sway of the prevailing political winds. Iowa needs more
than patchwork policies and rhetorical statements. We need to follow the framework
established by the CDC and continue to study all facets of input regarding quality of life
guestions .

I encourage you to exhibit leadership in this arena and base your decisions on science ox
use scientific methods to find the answer. L

Best regards,

3216 Sfmac Cit . FecEvep
Ames, IA SO014 T . MAR232004 o




March 5, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Alr Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Rd, Suite 1

Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

tis.appropriate that I xespond t6 the proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock
production operations. I have worked in the iivestock industry in several capacities for

~over 30 years I've watched and participated in industry changes that have been good for
the producer, community and the consumer. Therefore, based on my observations and
experience, I disagree with your proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for hydrogen
sulfide. This standard has no scientific basis and therefore will not benefit any livestock
producer or associate in the state of Iowa. .

Before the IDNR jeopardizes the grain and livestock industry of the #1 production state
in the Midwest, you need to complete a field study which will help us determine if there
is a health risk. Your proposal, as it stands, is honestly not rational and obviously lased
with politics and bad, emotional information from special interest groups.

Rural America is still the best place to raise livestock to satisfy a hungry world. Iowa is
rural America and has illustrated the balance between livestock, grain and other allied
industries have worked for generations. I urge you to follow through with your mandate
from Senate File 2293 and complete the study. :

To that end, let’s be reasonable in your proposed standard and base it on sound science.

Sincerely,

"% Tk,

Dwain Bankson
Alden, TA

-~ 'RECEIVED
S MR 2 s o



February 23, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Utrbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing regarding the DNR’s Hydrogen Sulfide standard. This is the first time I have
ever provided public comment to the DNR. The reason for my writing is concern over the
fact that the DNR would step outside their purview and try to force an arbitrary, blatantly
political standard on the state of Towa.. I am mystified how the Department of Natural
Resources sees its mandate and authority superseding that of the State Legislature and
CDC. 1believe this is the same concern that led the legislature to rebuff the DNR and
nuilify its standard It is my understanding that despite this action by the legislature, the
DNR is still pursuing a field study on sulfide emissions. Given, the DNR’s attempt to
establish political standards without completing a scientific study; I am not surprised that
the study would lack even the basics of a scientific approach. The DNR is not even
monitoring air quality at the location designated by Iowa law. How would you know
health is impacted if you do not take the measurements at the home? Also, what science
was used to determine the DNR’s exposure level standard? The only justifiable reason for
a sulfide standard is the public health, so it seems logical that this question be answered
by the governmental agency we tax payers mandate. In case the DNR does not know
who that is; it would be the Department of Health and the U.S. Centers for Disease
Control.

I will support air quality rules that would apply to all industries if they are in compliance
with Towa law and the standards are developed with the support of solid science.

!

‘St ¢ Abrams
1410 80™ St.
Hampton, IA 50441




February 23, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am very concerned with the DNR’s proposed air quality standard. The 15 ppb
standard is not consistent with recommendations established by the US Centers for
Disease Control. The Iowa Legislature agreed these were unreasonable standards
when they nullified the Jowa DNR’s air quality standards last year.

Being a livestock producer in Iowa, 1 am very concerned that unreasonable
standards will only drive our business out of the state, I agree we need standards to
protect our environment, These standards must be based on solid science not
emotions.

Sincerely,
Brian Qualley

2511 Ellis Ave.
Towa Falls, IA 50126

RECEIVED
WAR 2 3 2004



February 21, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1 =
Urbandale, IA 50322 *-

Dear Mr. Bunton: |
I am responding to the DNR’s proposed air'quality standard of 15 ppb for

Hydrogen Sulfide. I believe these standards are far too strict. They are not
consistent with the levels established by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control!

Back in the early 90’s, my husband and I moved out of Iowa to find good quality -

jobs in the livestock industry. A few years later, we had the opportunity to move
back to our home state in pursuit of our dream: to be closer to our families and to
raise our children in a state where education, family values, and the quality of life is
of the up most importance.

These proposed regulations could cause Iowa to lose even more of it’s young
population as they would be forced to find work in their area out of state.

I believe in consistent air quality contrel. I also believe this proposal needs more
specific scientific study based on scientific fact. This propesal would have
detrimental effects on the fowa economy and the loss of Jowa’s most precious
resource: the next generation.

Sincerely,

Masy Drelliy

Mary Qualley
2511 Ellis Ave.
Towa Falls, IA 50126

RECEIVED
WAR 23 2004
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March 1, 2004

Mzr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Lrbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

With regard to the air quality standard you have set as the “bar” by which hydrogen
sulfide will be measured, I feel that because your proposed standard of 15bbp for
hydrogen sulfide for only 8 hours a year is not based on science or consistent with even
the most conservative levels established by the U S. Centers for Disease Control that you
should first complete the field study before you decide to impose these regulations. 1
work in the pork industry and am very disturbed that you are attempting to regulate this
industry without conducting thorough studies to decide if there even is a health concern
or not. -

Pork production is very important to this state and it employs a lot of people who are alt
as concemed about our health and quality of air we breathe as you arte. We would be
happy to follow and support the rules and regulations you set up provided they are based
on substantiated research and the Iowa law rather than the activist groups who oppose
pork production in Jowa

Sincerely,

Lisa Lindaman
20099 270" Street
Hubbard, JA 50122
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Mr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite ]
Urbandale Ia. 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton

Recently in commentary that I heard on WHO Radio’s noon broadcast, Gary Wergin
“elaborated on the DNR’s attempt to “push” new standards foz Hydrogen Sulphide levels.

The DNR’s proposed 15 parts per billion (for 8 hours per year) was “thrown out” by the

legislature last year because it was not supported by sound science. The U.S. Center for
- Disease Control says that even sensitive segments of our population such as children
with Asthma and elderly people are at risk being exposed to Hydrogen Sulphide levels at
30 parts per billion for 14-365 consecutive days, rot 15 parts per billion for 8 hours as
the DNR has proposed I feel strongly that the DNR should test residences near
Production Livestock operations not within separation distances already established by
the DNR, and then make recommendations to the Legislature based on those findings.

I have been involved in production agriculture most of my adult life and I would support
changes in air quality standards for Livestock Production after field studies have been
completed based on sound science.

With population in rural Iowa declining, if we force untenable regulatlons on Livestock
Producers in rural Towa it will negatively affect their ability and desire to stay in business
adding to the decline of rural Iowa.

Please don’t hesitate to call me with your question.

oy Fosirlocl,

Corky Peuexbach
307 Franklin St.
Ackley Ia 50601
Phone:641-847-2300

Sincerely,

" MAR 23 2004



February 18, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

| tried to understand why you insist on imposing and setting for air quality, your
proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for Hidrogen sulfide, If this standard is not
consistent with the most conservative levels established by the U.S. center for Disease
Control. For this reason, | think the first step to create a standard for our industry, is
conducting a study by science, with a experimental University to determine if there is a
public health problem.

Air Quality monitoring should be conducted at separeted location, inclusive at
neighbor’s residence. The DNR don't have valid information about the level of
exposure.

I know that the pork industry follow the rules and regulations all the time, about quality
-enviroment, and they are based on science and always take into consideration healthy
life for lowans.

Standards need to be based on good science, please conduct the monitoring study,
" determine if a problem exist. The industry is important to the state and over regulation
will hurt the industry and state.

Sincerely,

G voGPf. Alvarez
1222 Water St. Apt. 1
Webster City, 1A, 50595

RECEIVED
MAR 23 2004



March 11, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr Bunton:

I have never provided public comment to the DNR before, however I feel that it is
necessary to do so now since I oppose the 15 ppb standard 1 don’t feel that it’s
consistent with levels established by the U.S Centers for Disease Control and is more
restrictive than other states’ regulations that are actually enforced.

Last year the Iowa Legislature made its opinion very clear when it nullified your air
quality standards Yet you continue moving forward. As a pork producer, nothing is
more important to me than the health and well being of all Iowans. As a producer, I'm
committed to clean air and a quality environment for my friends and family Your
standard sends an incorrect message to all lowans that this is a necessary level to protect
the public health, when in fact we know that this is clearly a political standard, not a
health standard '

I strongly encourage you to rethink your actions and request that you complete your field
study before you consider imposing air quality standards on Iowa producers. I will also
support any rules and regulations that are based on good solid science, not activist group
pressure.

Sincerely,

Chook J

Chad Schultz
1040 Elm Street
Webster City, IA 50595

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



March 9, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Dear Mr. Burton:

This letter is in response to the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock production. I
have worked in the livestock field most of my career and I do not support the 15 ppb standard you
propose.

I do support the DNR conducting a field study of livestock air emissions, but request that the DNR
...complete their field study before deciding to impose mote regulations on animal agriculture. The
proposed standard of 15 ppb for hydiogen sulfide for 8 hours a year is not consistent with levels
established by the U. S. Centers for Disease Control of 30 ppb of hydrogen sulfide for 365
consecutive days. The CDC states that sensitive populations ate at minimal risk with their
guidelines of 30 ppb of hydrogen sulfide for 365 consecutive days. The proposed standard of 15
ppb for 8 hours per year seems to be a political standard, not a health standard.

I hope that you will reevaluate your current standards for hydrogen sulfide emissions in livestock
production. Standards, of which, were nullified by the Iowa Legislature last year. We can both
agree that nothing is more important than the health and well being of Jowans. Please consider
adopting the emissions guidelines set forth by the Centers for Disease Control. Thank you for
your time in considering this very important matter.

Sincerely,

Madeline Bunn

621 16th Street
Nevada, Iowa 50201




February 23, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Utrbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing this letter in response to the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for
livestock production. I do not support the 15 ppb standard as it is not based on science.

For as long as I can remember, farming has been a major part of ITowa which is the major
reason my family chose this state when relocating fiom Missouri 6 yeats ago. Livestock
farming is an important part of Iowa’s economy, and this is why the proposed standard
troubles me. It is not consistent with what the United States Centers for Disease Control
states ate safe ppb and exposure rates. All that I'm requesting is that tests be ran at these
facilities neighbot’s residences as mandated by law and that the study be based on
science.

Asa fellow Iowan, it is as important to me and my family to have good air quality, as it is
to anyone. Please conduct the monitoring study, determine if a problem exists and then
base the standards on science, not activist group pressure and agendas.

Sincerely,

Kuistin Stanley
401 Main St.
Jewell, IA 50130

© Receven
. WAR 23 2004
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February 26, 2004

Bryan Buton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing this letter in respose to the DNR new health standard for hydrogen sulfide 15ppb for 8 hours.

| feel that there has not been enough scientific study to inact this proposal. Pork production is a big

Industry in the state of lowa and is the livelyhood of many lowans and thier families and supports comminunities
in.which they live . | feel it is important that lowans have good air quility and a clean enviroment in which to
raise thier families. | am in support of regulations, but they need to be backed up with scientific evidence that
support the claim.

Sirﬁril%w% %’7’

Tom Daily
916 3rd sireet NE
Belmond, |A , 50421

RECEIVED
VAR 2 3 2004



March 8, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, lowa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

1 was born and raised on a grain/livestock farm in southern Iowa, and have worked 1n
the swine industry for over 25 years, neatly all of that time in lowa

I have seen over the yeats how the payroll check from employees and employers in
lowa’s swine industry roll over in the small rural towns and even the large cities in this
state. Yet time after time the swine industry is under attack by someone attempting to
regulate the industry in which I make my living.

I feel the IDNR has not done their homework on the proposed air quality standard of 15
ppb for hydrogen sulfide Iam aware, that last year the lowa Legislature nullified the
IDNR air quality standards for hydrogen sulfide.

I would suggest that the IDNR follow Iowa law and base standards on good science
before your department decides to regulate the swine industry [ am also very concerned
when the IDNR is proposing a duration exposure level of only 8 houts per year without
any justification at all, even when conservative health screening standards call for
exposure levels at 30 ppb for up to 365 days per year without health risks.

f urge you to do the research, study the information collected, and determine if there is an
air quality problem in our industry, and how we can all work together to improve this
situation

Producers are more than happy to change, but trying to regulate our industry without
doing the homework would be a very costly mistake to us, as producers, and consumets
in this state.

In closing, I suggest that the large regulating bodies in this state do no forget that Iowa
was founded because of its’ great agticultural value to this country and to the world

Smcerelyﬂ,ﬂﬁ
Steven M. “Jacobsen ~ RECEIVED

703 5% Avenue NE
Belmond, lowa 50421 MAR 2 3 2004
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Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This letter is in response of the DNR’s proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for
hydrogen sulfide. I do not suppott this new standard set by the DNR. There is no
scientific backing to even pursue this to the Legislature. If someday the DNR has
something to go off of with science backing it may need to have some changes made. If
the DNR is here to make Iowa a better place to live, is the DNR going to hire all the
people they are trying to put out of work?

The production of livestock in lowa is one of the leading businesses in lowa. With out
livestock producers here there will be no need for the DNR because most of the people in
the state will have moved on to a different state so they came 1aise livestock the way they
know how, and the DNR isn’t trying to run them off. There ate many hard working
families this will affect. If someday you come up with a reasonable Hydrogen sulfide
proposal that is with science backing them you can take it to the Legislate.

Sincerely,
Curtis R Widmer

20644 N. 1% ST.
Decatur, IA 50067

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004
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February 25, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, TA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am 2 livestock producer in north central Iowa Iam writing this letter in response to the
proposed air quality standards concerning hydrogen sulfide. I do not support the standard
of 15 ppb as it is a level that is not based on science Tt is not consistent with the levels
established by the U S Centers for Disease Control

I have learned that the DNR is not even monitoring for hydrogen sulfide at the neighbor’s
residence. How will we know if our neighbors are affected when we are not taking
measurements near their homes?

As a resident of Iowa and a neighbor to many large hog confinements, air quality is an
jmportant concern of mine. I am willing to support air quality rules as long as they are
based on a true scientific study and are in compliance with Iowa law

Sincerely,
Aaron Fopma

2515 165™ St
Blairsburg, Ia 50034

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004
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March 9, 2004

Mr Brian Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Ait Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, lowa 50332

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing in regards to the air quality bill that was discussed in a public hearing
at the Capitol yesterday. I attended this hearing with some fellow employees and am now
writing to voice my opinion and ask that you reassess the proposed standard and base it
on scientific studies.

I don’t pretend to know much about farming and issues that go on in the
agricultural world. Iam a pork producer, but work on the accounting end of it. But when
Peter Thorne gave the analogy of air pollution to the speed limit (as printed in The Des
Moines Register this morning), that’s not comparing apples to apples and is just an
asinine comment—anybody, even me, can see that. Jowa is an agricultural state and
always has been. There is livestock here. There are crops here. Do we 1egulate the acres
of corn and beans that we grow because of the pollen count in the air, stating that we’re
making people with allergies “sick”? No.

I think that air quality is important in Towa. I have a small child and want her to
live and prosper here. Please conduct your study to see if there is a harmful amount of
pollutants in the air, but don’t base your study on the personal opinions of others, certain
support groups, or radical activists. Make it based on science and not a preconceived
notion that there is a problem. Thank you for your time.




February 20, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I need help to understand what is the basis for the standards you are setting for air quality
Your proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide is not consistent with
even the most conser vative levels established by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control
Creating a standard for our industry without first conducting a thorough study to
determine if there is a public health problem is premature and perhaps irrespounsible.

Is the air quality being monitored at the neighbor’s residence? How will we know if the
neighbors are impacted if you do not take measurements at their home? I also do not
understand the proposed exposure level standard. This level is not based on science and
should be revised.

I would like to see rules in place and I will support air quality rules for livestock
production if the study is completed in compliance with Iowa law and the standards are
developed with the support of solid science.

Smc el

uro Oropeza M,tﬁoz ?
3718 Eisenhower St

Ames lowa 50010

| RECEIWED
MAR 23 2004



March 20, 2004
TO: D. N. R.

We support strong AIR QUALITY STANDARDS. The DN R IS THE ONLY
WAY that an individual can get help. The factory farms and
corporate agri-business and hog confinements will not.

We are full time farmers and live close to 4 Hog Confinement s
Sites -~ 3 of which touch our land.

The smell stays in our attached garage. When my; husband, my
son, wyself and my daughter-in-law are working the fields - the
smell is constant. At meal times - we can't eat our lunches in
the tractors -- we get in pickups and drive to amother area to
get away from the smell.

Can you imagine the smell that stays when they empty their pits?
T am a healthy woman but there are times I throw up and I wonder
why =~-~- It has to be the air that affects me.

Ammonia and Hydrogen Sulfide must be dangerous -~ Why else are
fang running constantly in the confinement buildings?

We are full time farmers and we want agriculture to prosper.

Tf the surrounding states can have strong air standards -- then
why can't Iowa have strong air standards.

We support the air standards proposed by the D N R. Please

don't weaken the regulations. What happens to our air will
affect the lives of all Towans ~-- in town and in the country.

Thank vou for reading this.

Sincerely, £E>CFYQL£Lﬂﬂél/é%cfybvbé/\\___ﬂ_w

DONALD D. BONNER ;£E§}zﬂ;4¢4Jg ;ég?é%ﬂb¢t2<;/
BONNTE J. BONNER

10732 -~ 170th St. 5.
SWALEDALEj IOWA 50477




February 18, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Ia 50322

Dear Mt. Bunton:

I am an employee of a pork producer who would like to comment on the proposed air

quality standards of hydrogen sulfide These standards established by the IDNR were
thrown out by the Legislature last vear, as they apparently were not based on good -
science,

My concern is that the 15ppb is not consistent with the levels established by CDC, who
say that even sensitive populations such as children with asthma are at minimal risk being
exposed to 30ppb of hydrogen sulfide for 14-365 consecutive days, not 15ppb for 8 hours
per year as proposed by the DNR Also, this standard proposed by the DNR would send a
message to Jowans that is incorrect.

This issue affects not only the physical and financial well being of pork producers, but

Towa as a whole. I urge the DNR to complete their study before imposing more
regulations on pork production. We need standards based on good science

Ry

Ron Roach
2629 290 Street
Jewell, Towa 50130

RECEN /=g
AR 23 200



February 18, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

fowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

This letter is in response to the DNR’s proposed rule for livestock and hydrogen suifide. 1do not
support the 15 ppb standard that is being proposed. I encourage the DNR to complete their field study
before imposing air quality standards for Iowa livestock producers.

1 found an opportunity for myself and my family here in Jowa in the livestock industry. But with
the new rules and regulations proposed, this could hurt all producers. Iowa depends on livestock
production, it is an important part of the economy. This regulation should be based on 2 scientific study,
not a political statement.

As a pork producer I am committed to clean air for all lowans. Please conduct the study before
imposing rules that could hurt the livestock industry

Sincerely,

Shawn Chaplin
31565 D Ave
Radcliffe, Jowa 50230

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



March 10, 2004

M. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road. Suite 1
Utbandale, Ia 50322

- =7 Fam a-pork-producer that is responding to the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for
livestock production. '

The 15 ppb standard is not based on science and from what I hear you have been monitoring at
locations other than the neighbor’s home.

I am disappointed in your attempt to unfairly regulate the pork industry in Jowa. It is important to
everyone to have good air quality in Iowa, please finish the monitoring study first to see if there is
a problem and base the standard on science.

Sincerely,
Chris Nydegger

1404 Union St.
Webster City, lIowa 50595

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004




February 19, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

] am an lowa pork producer and would like to comment on the proposed air quality standard of
15 ppb for hydrogen sulfide. As a pork producer | would encourage you to reconsider the
proposed standard.

| am a livestock producer that grew up in lowa, but left the state to pursue other opportunities in
the pork industry After several years, | returned to lowa. | was able to find new opportunity here
in the state of lowa. | am committed to clean air and a quality environment. | support rules and
regulations that are based on good science. However, | am disappointed in that you would
propose a standard without conducting a thorough study and in compliance with lowa law.

Animal production is very important to the well being of many lowa people. We need to base our
standards on quality science and thorough studies, before standards are issued.

Sincerely, |
[ 7
/77 7

Don Hunt
3245 Inkpaduta Ave
Stanhope, 1A, 50246

-~ RECEWED
-~ MAR 23 2004



March 17, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I would like to take a moment of your time to present my view on the proposed by DNR air
quality standard of 15 ppb of Hydrogen Sulfide. The problem I have with this proposal is that
establishing so conservative Hydrogen Sulfide level has no scientific basis Studies that DNR is
basing their opinion on were not conducted properly to make any logic conclusion of possible
thread to public health

In addition, implementing such strict regulation will adversely affect Jowa Pork producess, their
families and in effect is going negatively influence global lowa economy. Last year Iowa
Legislature voicing opinion of Iowans refused to incorporate DNR proposal into the law This

_year once again using taxpayers’ money, DNR attempts to influence legislature and over regulate
the pork industry.

It is important to me, my family and all of us to preserve and promote clean air in Towa
Therefore, I will support Hydrogen Sulfide levels regulation based on sound science and not
based on the opinions of politicians and environmentalists. Please reconsider your actions

Sincerely,

Marek Gotszling
4736 Candlewick Dr
Norwalk, IA 50211 .

RECEIVED
MAR 23 2004



February 19, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
7900 Hickman Rd, Suite 1

Urbandale, 1a 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am a pork and beef producer in central Jowa. This is the first letter I have ever
written to anyone in public office o1 associated with state government.

I am concerned about the new health standards for hydrogen sulfide the DNR is
trying to establish. The 15ppb standard is not based on science and has alr eady beeén
turned down by the lowa Legislature.

The Iowa livestock industry is already the most regulated in the United States. I
am concerned about air quality and being a good neighbor, but I feel that any new
regulation should be based on sound science.

We are talking about the #1 industry in the State of lowa. We should impose
regulation based on fact, not on political fiction.

Sincerely,

ﬁ%g’ﬁaﬂa

Joe R. Mather
18385 590™ ave.
Nevada, Ia 50201

RECEIVED
MR 2 3 2004



March 15, 2004

Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton;

| am writing in regards to the “new” health standard for hydrogen sulfide that is being
proposed by the DNR The proposed standard of 15 ppb for hydrogen sulfide for
only 8 hours a year is not even consistent with the levels established by the us.
Centers for Disease Control.

| five, work and am raising a family in a small town. Air quality is important to me,
but the standards should be appropriate and based on accurate data that's been

gathered fairly. So finish the three-year study and do the monitoring from the
neighboring residences before imposing air quality standards on lowa producers.

Sincerely,

Tatum Swenson
712 Main St.
lowa Falls, lowa 50126

RECEIVED
MAR 23 2004
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February 26, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

| am writing in response to the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock
production.

Livestock production is important to the State of lowa and | feel you are unfairly
reguiating agricuiture. The proposed standard is inconsistent with the University
Report and the proposed duration exposure level is far too conservative, Why are you
monitoring at locations other than the neighbor’s residence near their home, as
required by law?

it is important to all of us to have good air quality in lowa. Please conduct the
monitoring study to determine if a problem exists and then base the standards on good

science.

Sincerely,

Mike Hagge
2503 Linden Avenue

lowa Falls, |A 50126

RECEIVED
. WAR23 20
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2/26/04

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite #1
Urbandale, 1A. 50322

Mzr. Bunton,

1 would like to voice my opinion on the DNR’s hydrogen sulfide rule for
livestock production. I think the standards need to be reconsidered for the
proposed rule. The 15ppb are not based on any studies. A study of air quality
needs to be monitored at the location designated by Iowa law. This would be
at the neighbor’s homes. How can we possibly know if someone is impacted
if there are no measurements taken where they live? We need to find out if
there is a health problem before we create a standard for the industry. This
industry is important to me and to the state of Jowa. I normally would not
voice my opinion, but this is where I live,-and this is what I do to make a
living here in the state of Iowa. I am a livestock producer, and this affects
me. I would be in favor of air quality rules for livestock production only if a
study is conducted in compliance with Iowa law, and the standards are made
with supporting studies that have been conducted. Please take another look
at this issue, and do the studies to see if there is a health risk. If we have over
regulation on this industry it would be bad for me and for the state of Iowa.

Sincerely,
Mike Murphy

16726 Hwy. D-41
Alden, Iowa, 50006

. RECEIVED
'M_AR' 23 2004




February 18, 2004

Mr Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This letter is in response to the “new” health standard for Hydrogen Sulfide as proposed by the Iowa
Depariment of Natural Resources.

As a fowa pork producer I support the states rules and regulations as a guideline to save the environment
and the quality of living of all taxpaying citizens. However I do believe that the rules and regulations, must
be appropriate, fair and must be based on science  The levels proposed by the DNR fall far short of that
criterion.

As a rural resident I would hope that your field of study had a wider range than that of one square mile of a
livestock production facility I’'m not sure you can fairly establish standards for the entire livestock
industry and assure a quality environment for our rural neighbors.

Please take into consideration to revise your proposal of 15 ppb.  Base your decision on scientific studies,
monitor your findings and define a problem if one exists?

Sincerely,

Melissa Bates
19071 125™ St
Alden, Towa 50006

RECEIVED




February 24,2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I would like to take a moment of your time to address the new proposed air quality
standard. 1 feel the proposed standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide for the swine
industry is unfair and biased. This standard is not based on any facts, and is not even
close to standards set by the U.S. Center for Disease Control.

I am a livestock producer, and a resident in the state of fowa. The quality of life I enjoy
is very important to me in our state. As a producer I work very hard to protect the
environment, and abide by the laws established. However, I feel these laws should be
fair, and apply to all industry in the state. I would like to see field study conducted, and
safe levels confirmed with actual data before laws are imposed.

The livestock industry is the backbone of the state of Towa. The scope of jobs in this state
related back to agriculture is overwhelming. Establishing strict unsubstantiated standards
will send the wrong message to Iowans, and outside industry alike that Iowa is not a
friendly state to do business in Please set fair standards that everyone can live with and
abide by.

Sincerely,

o Htl-

Allan Schnitker
10736 EE Ave.
Alden, IA, 50006

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



February 23, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resoutces
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

1 bave been working with pigs around 24 years. Ihave worked on small family type
farms and large confinement type farms. It doesn’t matter size, pig manure smells.
Putting unrealistic standards on hydrogen sulfide would be unfair to all producers. Your
proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide is not consistent with even
the most conservative levels established by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control. I do not
understand how you can possibly create a standard for our industry without first
conducting a thorough study to determine if there is a public health problem. Working so
closely with pigs for the past 24 years has not caused any health problems to myself or
family.

I don’t have a problem with rules as long as they are realistic. Rules are in place to
protect people and the environment not made in the interests of a few people who don’t
like the smell of agriculture.

Sincerely, 4 ‘ Q) .
i Bl

T1acy Borkowski
20001 135™ St.
[owa Falls, _IA 50126

'RECEIVED
MAR 23 2004



Mazch 3, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Depattment of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Utbandale, JA 50322

Dear Mt. Bunton:

I am an Iowa potk producet and would like to comment on the proposed ait quality standatd of 15
ppb for hydrogen sulfide. I am aware that the IDNR established air quality standards last year for
hydrogen sulfide and the Iowa Legislatute nullified the rule. Now, you are proposing to use the exact
hydrogen sulfide standard that the Legislatute nullified. This information is not based on science.

When the Towa Legislature nullified your proposal last year it made its opinion very clear. They
requested the IDNR to base standatds on good science and stay within the boundaries of Towa law.
However, the IDNR continues to monitot hydrogen sulfide at various distances from fatming
operations tather than at the neighbor’s residence as stated in the law. The IDNR is also proposing a
dutation exposute level of only 8 houts per year without any scientific justification, when vety
conservative health screening standards call for exposure levels at 30 ppb for up to 365 days per year
without health risk, ' .

To conclude, I am very disappointed in your proposed rule and your attempt to over regulate oux
pork industry. I strongly urge you to tethink your actions and conduct a scientific study  Use that
infotmation to determine if a public health impact is in fact an issue for Iowa and lowa agticultute

Sincerely,

Alesha Whitmore
2416 Tollman Ave.
Blaitsburg, IA 50034

. RECENED .
CMAR 23 g0




February 27,2004

Mr Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, JA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am responding to the DNR s proposal on Hydrogen Sulfide, for the livestock industry.

The 15 ppb standard is not practical. The amount of research that has been done

regarding this proposal is insufficient. We cannot institute this standard with out
~intensive research.

I believe we are all steward of the environment, and I work for a company that has
worked hard to take care of the environment. The bottom line is that this issue should be

based on sound scientific evidence. We also need to keep in mind the consequences
these regulations have on animal agricuiture; the industry that drives this state.

Sincerely,
Tim Cowser

300 ¥ Anderson Street
Jewell, IA 50130

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004




February 18, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

| am writing this letter in response to the proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock
production. | feel the proposed standard of 16 ppb is not based on science and has no
research to support this decision.

| have been involved in agriculture my entire life and feel it has been a very interesting
and challenging career. | hope to sfay in this career and not be forced into something
else because of unfair regulations. 1 think we all know how important livestock is to the
state and that good air quality is needed for our existence. | feel standards need to be
pased on actual science and the proposal should be based close to the levels set by
the US Centers for Disease Control.

| recommend that all the studies be done to détennine if there is a problem and then
base a decision off the actual data collected from the studies.

Sincerely, /)

Brian Thiesen
20696 G Ave.
Alden, IA. 50006

'RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



February 18, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

“ This letter is in response to the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock
production. | do not support the 15 ppb standard as it is not based on science As a
livestock producer, | encourage you to reconsider the proposed standard.

| am a livestock producer that grew up in lowa, but left the state to pursue other
opportunities in the livestock industry. However, several years ago | was able to find
opportunity within the state and return to lowa. Livestock production is very important
to the State of lowa and | am disappointed in your actions to unfairly regulate animal
agriculture. The proposed standard is not consistent with the University Report and the
proposed duration exposure level is far too strict.

It is important to all of us to have good air quality. Standards need to be based on
good science, please conduct the monitoring study, determine if a problem exist. The
industry is important to the state and over regulation will hurt the industry and state.

Sincerely,

Cﬂjﬂ’\r\ r’ufeu.QAA'
Allen Whiley

1601 Hidden Valiey Dr.
lowa Falls, IA, 50126

RECEIVED



February 22, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Burean

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, TA 50322 -

Dear Mr. Bunton;

Pmowriting this letter concerning the new DNR’s propesed hydrogen. sulfide rule for livestock.
I can not support this rule. I hope that you will reconsider the 15 ppb. I do not think that it is
fair, to-the livestock producers, for you to-enforce this rule when it is not based on science.

My husband and 1 both worked for a livestock company in a couple of different states.. About 5
years ago we moved back to Iowa to raise our kids and found a very good opportunity in a
livestock company in this state: Being a livestock producer for 10 years, I feel it is very
important to follow the states rules and regulations but to unfairly regulate animal agriculture

would hurt a Jot of people and a Jot of businesses, Most of all it would be damaging to the state,

of Towa.

Sincerely,.

3ennifez: Jessen.
206 Amanda St.
Radcliffe Ta-50230

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



February 23, 2004

Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr Bunton:

I'm writing this letter to voice my concem over your proposed health standards of 15 (ppb) on hydrogen
sulfide emissions / exposure. I'm a 43 yr. Old pork producer from Wright County. | have been a pork
producer for over 25 yrs. Our industry has gone through many changes over the past decade. Our
industry is also among the most regulated industry in the nation. 'm committed to clean air and water.
I'm also committed to regulations based on scientific fact and studies, not someone’s political agenda.
lowa doesn’t need to loose more jobs We are first and foremost an agricultural state. Many of our
young people are leaving the farm to pursue other careers in the larger cities. We need to keep the
pork industry alive in lowa and moving forward and not heading for extinctiont I'm asking that you
complete your fleld studies before imposing air quality standards on lowa pork producers. It is the right
thing to dol

Sincerely,
Brian Herrmann

1421 285" St.
Eagle Grove, |1A 50533

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



February 18, 2004

Mz Bryan Bunton

Jowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This letter is in response to your department’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for
livestock production units. I firmly believe that the proposed level of 15 ppb asa
standard is a broad use of political liberalism and a narrow use of the science and
" research resources we have access to. As a livestock producer, I strongly encourage you
to evaluate and reconsider this proposal.

As a husband, livestock producer, and taxpayer, living in the state of Jowa, 1 value the
agricultural industry that our state relies heavily upon for financial sustenance. By
targeting livestock production with standaxds that fail to utilize modern science research,
we as a state are establishing precedence of public misinformation. How can a group of
citizens make a decision on right versus wrong when the “decision makers™ fail to follow
the guidelines dictated by tests that remain incomplete.

] am proud of my heritage of being a hog producer and as the next generation of
producers is being raised, let them know by your actions that Iowa is a state that cares
about them as much as we do. Embrace the future of hog production. Work with us, the
producers, to see how much we value clean ait. Technology and modern science will
assist you in justifying the appropriate levels of hydrogen sulfide. '

Sincerely,

570 Indigo Avenue
Alden, Iowa 50006

RECEWED
 MAR23 200




February 20, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7600 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

It is with great concern that I would like to address the Department of Natural
Resource’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock production.

As a native Jowan, who grew up on the farm, I feel very fortunate to still be a part
of the agricultural sector. I am aware that the DNR established air quality
standards that the Iowa Legislature then nullified. At a minimum, I would
request-that the DNR complete their field study of livestock air emissions before
proposing the use of arbitrary hydrogen sulfide levels that were nullified last year
by Legislature; because the DNR’s position is contrary to that of the CDC and
outside the purview of the DNR.

I feel it is necessary for air quality monitoring to be conducted at the residences,
therefore we are aware if there is a health impact on neighbors. Monitoring
inside this applicable separated distance would not provide valid information.

In closing, I am disappointed in your proposed rule to over regulate the livestock
air emissions. I strongly encourage you to rethink your actions and conduct a
scientific study, consider the information and determine if a public health issue is
in fact an issue for Jowa and Iowa agriculture.

Sincerely,

Susan Meester

408 V2 2nd Street

Grundy Center, IA 50638 '
AR ARSI QECEIVED



February 26 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr, Bunton;

Forty years has changed the swine industry from four to five sows to four to five
thousand sows in one spot, from family farms to large corporations, no regulation
except keeping them off the road to well everything.

| have been in the swine industry for all these years and | am not surprised of the
developments. Some things have improved, some have gotten worse, problems have
been solved, and more have risen. So regulation is a necessary evil to keep outsiders
happy, and disreputable operations in line.

Now we come to the new regulation for hydrogen sulfide. 15 ppb for 8 hours per
year?? What can | say? One potbelly pet pig could break that standard!l. Maybe not,
but my point is: setting the standard at such a low level prohibits any chance of
compliance by anyone, family farms or large corporations. Set the ievel at the minimal
risk of 30 pbb for 14 to 365 consecutive days, a realistic and usable level, then, wait for
reliable research and health data before progressing further.

%é il

John W G Dickerson
303 North Lee Box 112
Dows lowa 50071

RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004



Untitled

March 11, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
ARir Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton

This letter i1s in reards to the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide
rule for -livestock production. I do not see how you can justify
the 15 ppb standard when the CDC states that even sensitive
populations such as the elderly and even children with asthma
at minimal risk after being exposed to 30ppb for 14-365
consecutive days. This is quite a difference from your

15ppb 8 hrs. per year.

Livestock production is important to Iowa's economy and I am
worried that if you unfairly regulate agriculture it will not be
good for Iowa's economy. Also when you take these readings I
understand that the law requires you totake them form the
neighbor's residence near their home, which you are not.

Air quality is important to me and I am willing to do my part, as
long as the standards set are with good science, not activist
group pressure or the agenda of activist university professors.
Sincerely,

Mike Tate .
409 W. Kansas
Afton, Ia 50830

RECEIVED
WAR 23 2004

Page 1



February 25, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This letter is in regards to the proposed 15 ppb hydrogen sulfide air levels. Is this the
same level that was thrown out last year? Are there any studies that suppoit these levels?
These levels seem very low and inconsistent with recommendations in the University

Report.

I feel that clean air is very important to my family’s well being. I also feel that any rules
or laws placed on any industry that are not based on science or research are unfair to that
industry. We must all follow guidelines when making proposed rules or regulations. The
DNR has not followed those guidelines this time. Lets get more scientific backed
research before moving forward on this issue. Let’s also not forget what the livestock
industry brings to Iowa before trying to force them out with ridiculous laws and rules.

I would at this time like you to reconsider your proposed levels. This could have a very
negative effect on Iowa’s wotk force and it’s economy. Sometimes we forget how
jmportant this industry is to the State of Towa, Don’t make decisions without proper
studies done first.

“Sincerely,

Fu

Shaun D i-es

Wil SE #hSF,

Eegle Grove Ta,
S 0833

" RECEIVED
MAR 2 3 2004




Untitled

March 11, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Alr Quality Burxeau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton

I do not support your proposed 15ppb of hydrogen sulfide rule.
To my understanding this is the exact same law that you tried
to pass last year and was nullified.

Iowa livestock production is important to me as this is my
job. If you unfairly regulate this it concerns me that not
only my job, but the other thousands of livestock production
employees across the state may be in Jjeperody.

I strongly urge you to rethink your proposed law, and use a
scientific bases for which you obtain your data. This is
something that effects all Iowans.

Sincerely,

Mike Chamberlain
105 5th St.
Murry, IA 50174

Page 1
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February 19, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

} am writing in response to the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock
production. | do not support the 15 ppb standard as it is not based on science. As a
livestock producer, | encourage you to reconsider the proposed standard.

Livestock production is imporiant to the State of lowa and | am disappointed in your
actions to unfairly regulate agriculture. The proposed standard is not consistent with
the University Report and the proposed duration exposure level is far too conservative.
In addition, you have been monitoring at locations other than the neighbor’s residence
near their home, as required by law.

Nothing is more important than the health and well being of lowans. Please conduct
the monitoring study, determine if a problem exists and then base the standards on
good science, not activist group pressure or the agenda of activist university
professors. ' '

Sincerely,

Yt

Clint Hoversten
405 E. Minnie St.
Radcliffe, iA 50230

RECEIVED
MAR 23 2004
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[Bryan Bunfon - Clean Alr and Hydrogensuffde ~~ ~~ ~~~ ~ ~~~  Paget

-_F'ror_.n:' o "Shiriey.Mcintosh-“'.ébearly@fbx com>

To:. - .= <bryan.bunton@dnr state.ia.us> -
Date: . 3/24/04 6:08AM: '
Subject: Clean Air and Hydrogen su!ftde

Subj: Written comments to DNR regarding air quality public hearing held in Mason City. 1A on March 3rd

Foliowing are my comments regarding the proposed 15 parts per billion hydrogen sulfide rule | think
DNR is trying to do their job but Farm Bureau is telling it's members to fight this issue because Farm
Bureau makes big money from these people that have the large feeding fots in the form of big insurance
premiums

' Industr:al:zed agriculture is an extraction business that externalizes its social and environmental costs
onto communltles Degradatlon of water quality, air quallty and publlc health results in a diminished quality
of life

'~ CAFOs.routiner produce as nﬁuc'h waste as a-city, yet are not required to treat it. The pollution strength of
~ raw manure is-110 times greater than that of raw municipal sewage. (EPA-821-b-01-001)

When: anlmal waste is treated or stored in large quantltles the decomposing liquid manure releases some
400 volatile organic compounds, including, hydrogen sulfide (H2S)  When gases and toxins are carried
by the wind to neighborihg homes, the emissions can have detrimental effects on the neighbors' quality of
[ife'and' their mentar and physiological' hea]th. '(www‘chron;Comlcontent!chron‘iclelnationthslindex.html)

_the state envrronmental agency How many Nat:onal Pollutlon Dlscharge Elimination System Permits
(NPDES) have been issued to CAFQs in the state? General'NPDES permits shouldn't be available for

" CAFOs meeting the’ crrtena defining concentrated animal feeding operation as they only apply to less than
1000 animal units

Livestock mtegrators should be he!d accountable and legally ltable for the environmental damages
assoclated with CAFOs

23 other states have standards for hydrogen sulfide. There is no reason those states standards and
studies could not be used to set reasonable standards in lowa By using the data collected in studies
“conducted at lowa State University, the University of lowa in addition to these other state's studies lowa
wouid not have to expend unnecessary funds to establlsh gwdehnes

DNR is trying to do their job but Farm Bureau and mdustrlahzed agriculture in are in this to.make money -
without.concern for heaith or environment  They are courting the elected officials by telling thém lowa has
to have commercial feedrng lots to survive but in fact they do not. The. small family farmer has been and is
belng pushed out of-business.. .

. Many of the speakers at'the DNR hearings for.clean air speak in favor of lenient standards stating they
were third-and fourth generatlon farmers but concentrated animal. feeding operations only go back a
coupie of- generatlons in.20.years it will be too late to fix the problems when now we could help to prevent

~ the problems from-oceurring. The time o invoke standards for the future is now Hydrogen sulfide
p0|sons the bram and the porsomng |s irreversible,

I: feel DNR should pursue the strictest standards they canto protect the environment and peoples health |
live just riorth of a.CAFO and am not happy when the wind comes this way It gives me respiratory
dlstress and | can not-even be outside in my yard or on my property. | can't open my windows with out the
stench coming in-and burning my nostrils and eyes. - It can not be healthy And when | see the dead pigs
[aymg outside the hog confinements | wonder if they didn't die themselves. from inhaling the fumes and
hydrogeh sulfide. ‘1.would:fuilly expect that some day people buying the pork in stores will file a class
actron surte due to the-poisons belng ingested from the meat that has absorbed them Now is the time to



[Bryan Bunion - Clean Airand Hydrogen sufide ot st ssnnn 2GR 2

stop those problems from manifesting
-Reabectively Submitted,
Shi}ley Mcintosh

1731 Warbler Avenue
Dumont, |1A 50825 .
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[ Bryan Bunton - Ar Quaiity

From: "Jan Klahs" <jfklahs@fbx com>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 3/24/04 3:42PM

Subject: Air Quality

Mr Byran Bunton,

We support clean air and a thriving livestock industry in lowa. We are opposed to the ever increasing size
of the confinement cperations. We need {o learn from other disasters that have occurred in the southern
US. Hold your ground on the 15 ppb hydrogen sulfide standard! Air-quality monitoring needs to stay at
300-meters, not at separated locations. We rely on'the DNR to keep the people and the environment in
lowa safe We don't want things to-be lax and then have to try and repair the damages in lowa

'T_han'k you,
Jan.and Frank Klahs -
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February 25, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

This letter is in regards to the proposed 15 ppb hydrogen sulfide air levels. Were did the
DNR come up with this level for monitoring are quality? It is my understanding that this
number was thrown out last year. The reason it was thrown out was because it was not
backed by any scientific study. Also this number is not consistent with the most
conservative levels established by the U.S. Centers for disease control

I currently work in the Pork Industry here in Iowa. My family and I feel very strongly
that clean air is very important. I would support any laws that are backed by scientific
research. I also on the other hand will be against any laws not backed by scientific
1esearch that could possibly destroy my livelihood. I understand that a lot of people are
against livestock producers for whatever reason. I also know that there are a lot of other
pollutants here in Jowa that never get addressed. It is not fair to single out one industry
with 1idiculous laws or rules that have no scientific research to back them.

Once again I would like you to reconsider your proposed levels, There must be a more
scientific study done to determine if there is a problem first. This industry is very
important to the State of Iowa. Lets not make decisions without proper studies done first.

Sincerely,- W/

2321 130" St.
Belmond, 1A 50421

 WAR 24 2004



February 29, 2004

Mr Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, lowa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:
I have some comments on the proposed standards for hydrogen suffide . | think more more field study
should be done before any rules are put in place. From what | have been able fo find out 15 ppb for 8 hours a

year have not been proven to constitute any health risks. All testing should be done at residences to know if
there is any impact on these neighbors.

As a pork producer | am committed 10 clean air and a quality environment but any regulations need to be
based on science and facts. Any new regulations should apply to everyone in the state not just one segment
of it .

Sincerely,

Harry Sponenburg
1600 Des Moines St.
Webster City, lowa 50595

RECEIVED
AR 2 4 2004



Bryan Bunton

IDNR

Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Towa 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

1 am a family farmer from Crawford County and writing to you about my concerns in the
proposed hydrogen sulfide rules. The 15 ppb is just too restrictive and needs to be set
more in line with levels established by the US Center for Disease Control. The DNR
needs to use sound science when making rules as well as being consistent with Iowa Jaws
in regard to the set back rules. The legislature last year indicated that the 15 ppb was not
-workable and now the DNR is trying to use the same numbers. You need to use sound
science when attempting to set rules

Agriculture is a vital part of lowa’s economy and needs to continue to be a part of lowa’s
future. One out of every four jobs in Iowa is connected to agriculture and we need those
job opportunities. Qur son as well as many other young people in lowa want the
opportunity to stay on the farm and continue the business we have taken so many years to
establish. Please we ask that you be reasonable when you set rules that we have
theopportunity to continue to farm and be an important part of Towa’s future. When
given the opportunity farmers ate the best stewards of the land and will do what is best
for Iowa and the environment. Your rules from the DNR do not use common sense for
Iowa and its future.

udy Gronau
3245K Ave,
Vail, Iowa 51465

RECEIVED
Mg F;%CE-(MED
MAR 2 4 2004




Brad Hastings
11402 J Avenue
lowa Falls, lowa 50126

March 4, 2004

Mi. Bryan Bunton _
Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road

Urbandale, IA 50322

Mr. Bunton:

I have never provided public comment to the DNR, but I feel compelled to do so today
Your proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for Hydrogen Sulfide is not consistent with
the levels established by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control nor is it consistent with the
recommendations in the report issued by the University of Iowa and Iowa State
University committee

1 am aware that the IDNR established air quality standards last year for hydrogen suifide
and the Jowa Legislature nullified the rule Now, you are proposing to use the exact
hydrogen sulfide standard that the Legislature nullified. When the nullification happened
they made it cleax they wanted the standards based on good science and stay within the
boundaries of Towa law. However, the IDNR continues to monitot hydrogen sulfide at

distances other than the neighbor’s residence as clearly defined in the law.

The IDNR is also proposing a duration exposure level of only 8 hours per year without
any scientific justification. My understanding is that conservative health screening -
standards allow for exposure levels at 30 ppb for up to 365 days per year without health
risk T do not understand how you can possibly create a standard for our industry without
first conducting a thorough study to determine if there is a public health problem.

1 am very frustrated with the proposed rules and the apparent attempt to over regulate the
pork industry. There is nothing more important than the health and well being of our
citizens. However, rules and regulations must be appropriate, fair and based on science.
I believe your proposed levels by the IDNR do not meet those criteria,

Sincerely, =~

Bradley, W. Hastings

RECEIVED
WAR 2 4 209



March 5, 2004

Mz. Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, TA 50322

Dear Mi. Bunton:

] am writing in response to the DNR’s proposed hydrogen sulfide rule for livestock
production. The proposed air quality standard of 15 ppb for hydrogen sulfide is not based
on science and is not consistent with even the most conservative levels established by the
U.S. Centers for Disease Control.

Many peoples’ livelihood depends on livestock production and it is also very important to
the State of Jowa. I don’t know how you can create a standard for our industry without
first conducting a thorough study to detexrmine if there is a public heath risk.

The health and well being of myself, my family, and my neighbots is very important to
me. However, new rules and regulations must be fair, appropriate, and they must be
based on science. The levels proposed by the Towa DNR fall far short of that criterion.
Please conduct the monitoring study, determine if a problem exists and then base the
standards on good science not pressure from activist groups.

Sincerely,

P (7%

Valerie Maas
601 Popejoy Ave.
Alden, Towa 50006

CGENED -
O umaa
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From: "Joan and Eldon Hoekstra" <ejh@nethtc net>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state.ia us>
Date: : 3/25/04 4,57PM

Subject: air quality

Bryan

1 think it is time we stop letting those who know very little about our industry stop controling us and our
livelihood and fature | have had three sites with 3 to 4 thousand hogs for 12 years-and have had no

- complaints. I think there are lots of things going-on to improve things. Such as planting trees around
buildings. ‘Feed industry trying to stop odors with feed additives. We have3 of us involved, myself and 2

boys why do we need to let a few ruin the whole industry?

Thanks
Eldon Shane and Lance Hoekstra
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TBryan Bunton - Air Quality Standards Lette[

“From:. - '_ -"‘Noel Thompson“ <nthompso@net|ns net>-_ |

To: - <bryan bunton@dnr state.ia. us>
Dater. - -3/25/04 7:09PM

Subject: Air Quality Standards Letter

BryanBunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, lowa 50322

FAX (515)242-5094

‘bryan bunton@dnr state ia us

_ Re:.:Att_.Quahty _Rule_for Hydrogen Sulfide:
Dear Mt Bunton: |

fam wntmg in' response to proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide. | am a farmer from Hamilton County |
‘have farmed for 24 years and wish to continue to make my living through agriculture | believe the
proposed-air quality rule for Hydrogen-Sulfide is too restrlctlve and | would like to see the DNR reconsider
their proposal :

Spemﬂcally, | am disappomted that the DNR. has proceeded to develop the rule that is the same as the
nullified one: from last year. The. legislature satd that the 15 ppb standard was: too restncttve why would
-you come back wnth the same number'? L , ; :

If we Iook at health standards from other natlonal agencues (ASTDA OSHA NIOSH, AIHA, AGCIH, and
NAS) for Hydrogen Sulfide, we see that their standards and levels established to protect public health
range from 70 ppb to 20,000 ppb.

" I_ believe-our rules and regulations need to be based on sound science, not on emotional politics

Sincerely,

Noel Thompson

3065 Ubben Ave
Ellsworth, lowa 50075
nthompso@netms net



- From: "Sharon Lemkee" <lemkee@awcmail corn>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia.us>
Date: 3/26/04 4:41PM
Subject: proposed clean air rules

I-éh‘Coura'ge the DNR to keep writing strong rules to protect our air,
water, and environment. There are many citizens who support stronger
confrols If | can help in any way, please call on me.

.Sharoh- Lemkee -
-1603 Irvington Road

LuVerne, lowa 50560
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My name is Forrest Teig. | live on a farm adjacent to

Sunnyside Park inside the city limits of Atlantic, lowa. After
annexation to the city, our address became 1604 Sunnyside Lane.

For over 40 years the livelihood of myself and family has been

derived from the successful operation of this grain and livestock farm.

The urbanization of our population that is taking place in what
was once rural lowa, has brought about painful adjustments for many

of our smaller towns and cities.

Cattle hog, and pou!try productlon has been a major mdustry

for Iowa farmers since the tlme of our ploneer forefathers

Now we are faced with the conflict of the ever expanding
livestock confinement feeding operations and the residential growth

at the edge of our towns.

The democracy in which we are so fortunate to live provides
laws for the protection of the many from the sometimes selfish

ambitions of the few.

. After our farm was annexed into the city it became obvious that
we could hot conttnue to carry on, W|th a practlcal Ilvestock operatton
and | have a self-imposed limit of one cow per acre of pasture on our

RECEIVED

MAR 2 6 2004
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farm. That number will quite likely be down sized with the projected

expansion of our residential neighborhoods.

The lowa DNR has been presented with one of its biggest
challenges right here within the city limits of Atlantic. They have
designed and permitted a manure disposal system that will
accommodate up to 4500 head of cattle. The system is in

compliance with all existing water and air pollution laws.

The city of 8000 people with hopes of attracting business,
industry and young families await the successful outcome of this

experiment in a feedlot operation located largely inside the city limits.

Myself, my family and my neighbors have a large stake in the

successful outcome of this operation.

Respectfully submitted,

Forrest Teig
{are wil [

See Fit 4o allow e ties and Coundi'es
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[Bryan Bunfon “cleanar " Page .

From: "Duane Jones" <dajones@lisco net>

To: <Bryan Bunton@dnr state.ia us>
Date: 3/27/04 8:23AM
Subject' ' cIe_an air

_ 'Dear Mr Bunton, ' '
My name is. Duane. Jones | llve near Atica, southeast of Knoxvrlle lowa | have signed aform letter that
comes from:[FBF concerning air quality now being discussed by-lowa:legislators , but feel the need to be
more: personal in contacting you | am 70 years old and was’ raised on‘a farm, continuing to farm until |
retired | am deeply concerned that all government agencies-are. straining to choke every business into
submission with a bunch of rules and regulations that are perpétrated by a group of environmental
‘know-it-all's

| watched, some 25 years ago, the demise of the coal industry in southern fowa This industry supplied
much of the fuel for electrical energy in our state while also providing many with a job (many of them were
farmers trying to make enough money in the winter to farm in the summer) This happened by the
kriee-jerk reaction to global warming causing a need to "correct" emissions caused by high sulfur coal
The rules that emitted from all this came from the feds in:general, but it did not take long for all the states
to: jump onboard THERE ARE NO COAL NIINES INIOWA-NOW

All of the do- gooders that are for the. tlght {and unreasonable) rules the state is imposing-and proposing,

are the ones that claim they want to save the "family farms"

‘How'in- the hell'do you.think a farmer with limited resources as a "family farmer" will be able to abide

economically with the rules that are about to bé shoved down-our throats. | have a'dozen near by really

small hog farmers feeding out 500 or so, whio have quit and destroyed their facilities These are the "family
. farmers" that everybody warits to protect.

incidentally oné of them was.about 2500 feet from me and in the twenty eight years | have lived here, |

_probably had to-Toll my windows shut 4 times to close out the smell | NEVER WHINED TO PEOPLE LIKE

“you ABOQUT THAT I-know I:live in farm country and have to bear some ! "unpleasant” situations | would
ave wanted that farmer to qunt ralsmg hogs because he ffended me a very few tlmes

_One questlon do you. really thmk rt is: necessary to ehmrnate the farmers and food productron with
: o\.rer-regulatlcm’> .

Thanks,

Duane Jones
Attica, la
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© March 27, 2004

Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

Fax: 515/242-5094

Re: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide.
Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing in response to the proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide. Iam a farmer from
Scott County. I have farmed for 30 years and wish to continue to make my living through
agriculture. I believe the proposed air quality rule for hydrogen sulfide is too restrictive
and I would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal.

Specifically, I am disappointed that the DNR has proceeded to develop the rule that is the
same as the nullified one from last year. The legislature said that the 15 ppb standard was
too restrictive. Why would you come back with the same number?

If we look at health standards from other national agencies (ASTDA, OSHA, NIOSH,
ATHA, AGCIH, and NAS) for hydrogen sulfide, we see that their standards and levels
established to protect public health range from 70 ppb to 20,000 ppb

I believe our rules and regulations need to based on sound science, not on emotional
politics.

Sincerely,

ryv4

Ronald Kardel
22456 90™ Ave,
Walcott, lowa 52773
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FBryan Bunton - Arr Quality standards .

From: - "Ann Wilson" <mwilson@n-connect net>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: 3/28/04 10:31PM

Subject: Air Quality Standards
Mr.-Bunton,

| am not usually one to speak out but feel it very necessary at this time My family has farmed for over 100
: years and we: have fcilowed alt the regulat[ons that come our way -

' 1 guess the old saylng is true that "the squeaky wheels get the oil" For far too long the farmer has sat
back and leta few radical people spread half truths - It is time we stand up and speak out to be heard

We-_ca_re about clean air and a quality environment Qur fa_mrlles live and work on the fand every day and
want to pass it on to our next generation so it is in our best interest to protect the ones we love and the
land we serve.

I'm concerned that the 15 ppb standard for hydrogen sulfide is nof supported by sound science
| raise 3 small children on a hog/catfle farmstead | am also a Medical Technologist, ASCP certified The
CDC has-set levels of 70 ppb for 1-14 days of continuos exposure-and 30 ppb for 15-364 days of

~ continuous exposure The proposed 15 ppb sends a fatse message to Iowans that this is the necessary

- _Ievel to. protect publlc health : -

- 'There is: already separatlon dlstance reqwrements in. place S0 why wouldn t the monitors be: ptaced at the
same drstance'? The air momtors should not be closer to'the Iwestock operation than the residence

Please review the facts ctosely and remember that the farmers care more about the air and environment
than most people and have a vested interest in protecting it

Sincerely,
Ann'M. Wllson
2319 Omega Rd

_-Delhr 1A 52223
mwﬂson@n connect net"

€6 - <gene tinke_r@'dnr‘state.‘t'a:us"S
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From: "Frank Hemmelrick" <frannh@evertek net>
To: ~ <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: - 3/29/04 7:43AM

: Subject' : clean air-for lowa

it seems as though the cIean air that Gov. Vllsack wants, the House and Senate don't. Aren't these
individuals voted in to work for the citizens of lowa? Who runs: jowa?" Big Business or it's citizens? Better
yet,-who owns the House and the Senate. How many of them have ownershno in @ "few" factory farms?
How many of them of them live nextto a hog conflnement’?

Perhaps they need to try it??? .

“Frank and Ann Hemmelrick

1320 190th St

Bradgate IA 50520
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Russell Miller
15166 Pinecrest Drive
Councli Bluffs. 1A 51503

March 25, 2004

Bryan Bunton

iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 MHickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandate, IA 50322

Dear Bryan Bunton:

| am writing this letter to-oppose the proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide. 1 do not understand why the
Department of Natural Resources is forgoing all documented policy they, along with a body of
reputable scientists, developed. This body surely would not have created an index, which aflows
hydrogen sulfide levels at over four times the level the DNR is now proposing? As a father of smail
children, { want my children, as welt as the public, to be safe and protected from alt hazards.
However, at this point, there has not been enough research completed to determine what fevel of
hydrogen sulfide is a health concem. | do believe it is imperative that there be more testing. Then, a
standard for hydrogen suifide levels should be set.

| am a froth generation fammer who has been farming for fourteen years. | see this move by the DNR
as unfounded and anti-fanm. It looks in my mind as if there has been undue influence by other social
groups. The numbers of farmer are dwindiing every year and this step will invariably assist the
decrease. | am just tryingto provide for my family by producing food for the nation’s table. Please, do
not show favoritism, but rather act on behaif on the total population.

Sincerely,

Htll Nl

Russelt Miller

BEREIED

MAR 2 9 2004




[Biyan Bunien - FiByan TaEd)

From: _ "Kathy Frank" <FRANKKM@mercyhealth com>
- Tot - <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date:. - - - 3/31/04:11.02AM

Subject: Hi Bryan

Hi Bryan

[ might be out of town when there is a meeting regarding hydrogen sulfide health standards. at Muse
Norris. I'm going to try to be there, but if | am not you can always put my mark on the side of clean air to
breathe. We are stilt sucking plenty of cerment dust in Mason City so | feel it is important to continue to
WANT GLEAN AIR . 1 guess the last few weeks we have been drinking dirty water too. The beat goes
on; huh? Kathy Frank

l-appreciate all you and Pete Hamlin did to help me regarding clean air in the past .



Bryan Bunton

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

FAX (515) 242-5094
bryvan.bunton@dnr.state.ia.us

Re: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide
Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing in response to proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide. 1am a
farmer from Henry County. I have farmed for 20 years and wish to
continue to make my living through agriculture. I believe the
proposed air quality rule for Hydrogen Sulifide is too restrictive and 1
would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal.

Specifically, I am disappointed that the DNR has proceeded to develop
the rule that is the same as the nullified one from last year. The
legislature said that the 15 ppb standard was too restrictive, why
would you come back with the same number?

If we look at health standards from other national agencies (ASTDA,
OSHA, NIOSH, AIHA, AGCIH, and NAS) for Hydrogen Sulfide, we see
that their standards and levels established to protect public health
range from 70 ppb to 20,000 ppb.

I believe our rules and regulations need to be based on sound science,
not on emational politics.

Sincerely,

Lowell Unruh

1114 Franklin Ave
Wayland, TA
junruh@farmtel.net

HIR 20 2004




Hifoy

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this issue that is so important to the health
and future of this state.

Nationwide, especially in [owa, if we want to grow our communities and retain people,
especially our young, we need to prioritize some things '

Who, 1ather it’s responsible industry, hard Wor‘kin'g"- people, or our children, would want
to remain or locate in a state where the government doesn’t strive to protect the health of
it’s people and work force? Why not a reputation of a good Quality of life in this state?
Shouldn’t we start with health first? For the good of Human health and welfare, we need

e to monitor Hydrogen sulfide and ammonia from Concentrated Animal Feeding

operations This is for health, the risk is very apparent ... so isn’t it better to let the
process work, and monitor . _than do nothing?! Can anyone predict the consequences-of
-deing-nothing? -Fhis-is a-golden opportunity for every bureaucrat to-step up to the plate to-
put the health of people first! We need economic development in this state ... but we
need to prioritize some things!

These Air Quality standards should be based on the recommendations of 27 scientists
from U of T and ISU that are experts in public health and animal agriculture — with peer
review nationally and internationally. I support the DNR’S hydrogen sulfide standard at
15 parts per billion @ the one hour average recommended by the joint ISU / U of I study

The rules reflect sound science, and with monitoring we will accumulated more
information for sound science in the future Isn’t that what we all want? Also, the earliest
enforcement of the rules for emissions does not take place until 2007 Wouldn’t
monitoring help the industry adjust to responsible agriculture? 28 states have standards
for Hydrogen sulfide and 11 for Ammonia. .. .. ... Why shouldn’t Iowa?

This is a very important first step to address the serious health problems associated with
large concentrated livestock operations! Especially for the rural residents living near
these operations!

Monitoring of Hydrogen sulfide and Ammonia should begin immediately to formulate
the intent to protect the health of Towans I would hope the DNR, the legislators, and all
others concerned feel it is not unreasonable to monitor!

ﬂ As a small independent pork producer myself, I encourage good decisions on your (DNR)
pait to protect the health of all people affected by livestock production, including the
workers within the industry! We need to put people’s health ahead of profits!

We all invested a lot of time the last few vears legislatively developing livestock
legislation .. let’s hope all our work was not in vain...... .especially for health!




As an ending thought I would like to quote Jeff Vonk of the DNR last year on this whole
process. “This law is not to fine people, but to protect people’s health!” .. Isay..it’s
only monitoring — so , “Let’s do it!”

Chris C Petersen
7645 180™ st

Clear Lake TA 50428
1-641-357-4090



March 30, 2004

Bryan Bunton.

Towa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, Iowa 50322

FAX (515) 242-5094
brvan.bunton@dnr.state.ia.us

Re: Air Quality Rule for Hydrogen Sulfide
Dear Mr. Bunton:

I am writing in response to proposed rule for hydrogen sulfide. I am a
member of a family farm in Clay County. We have farmed for 40
years and wish to continue to make my living through agriculture. I
believe the proposed air quality ruie for Hydrogen Sulfide is too
restrictive and I would like to see the DNR reconsider their proposal.

Specifically, I am disappointed that the DNR has proceeded to develop
the rule that is the same as the nuliified one from last year. The
legislature said that the 15 ppb standard was too restrictive. Why
would you come back with the same number?

If we look at health standards from other national agencies (ASTDA,
OSHA, NIOSH, ATHA, AGCIH, and NAS) for Hydrogen Sulfide, we see
that their standards and levels established to protect public health
range from 70 ppb to 20,000 ppb.

" I believe our rules and regulations need to be based on sound science,
not on emoticnal politics.

Sincerely,

| L‘?@&/\«
eannette Raglen
M&C Anderson Pullets, Inc.
4725 225" Ave.
Sioux Rapids, IA 50585 i e
(712) 283-2214 (phone) ~ .-. T PE'C'EZIV;ED
(712) 283-2257 (fax)
jraglen@fbx.com (e-mail}. - _ APR 0 2 2004
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dkruger

From: "dkruges” <dkruger@ncn.net>
To: <biyan.bunton@dnr state.ia.us>
Sent: Friday, April 02, 2004 1:50 PM
Subject:  Air Quality

Dear Mr. Bunton:

Last evening my husband and |, and our ISU freshman son were present at the Air Quality hearing in Mason Clty.
We are agalinst the 15ppb standard as it is not supported by sound science. We know you have heard the facts
from the hog producers present, Thank you for that opportunity. _

Our story Is similar. Our hog and grain operation supports our family. We are co -owners of a sow co-op and
finish 4500 hogs a year. Our two 1000 head finishers set only 300 -feet from our home, We have 4 children,
ages 21, 19, 15, and 13. We are in excellent heaith and they participate in schoof sports. Our two sons want to
retun to the farm. Our two daughters also have enjoyed living on the farm, from entertaining their friends on the
farm to showing beef cattle and hogs at the 4-H fair. Our 21 yr. old daughter was 2002 lowa Pork Queen. We feit
it an honor to have her represent and be a spokesperson for a vital and needed industry in lowa.

Knowing the facts gives little room for fear. Our son has just completed his research paper for his college English
class on Fair Legislation- Alr ‘Quality. We encouraged him to attend this hearing to learn more. it was.
encouraging to hear farmers take the stand and be positive about agriculture.
This Is needed even in lowa, whers you would think that the public would undsriand its importance to lowa
eccnomy. _ ' _

©  Farmers do care about clean air- We inject our manure. My husband is certified to haul manure, gnother
regulation and we have up to date MMR plans. The neighbors have no complaints about the odor.

b is nots ound gclen Itis not consistent with the US centers for Disease Control.
Establishing 15 ppb sends a false mesage to lowans that this is the necessary level to-protect public health,
Monitoring should be done at separated locations. They should not be closer than the required separnated

distance.

Dennis and Debra Kruger
245 250th St.

Wasley, lowa 50483
dkruger@ncn net

4/2/2004
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Frbm:' _ "Steve Reedy" <reedy@dtnspeed net>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia.us>

Date: 4/3/04 4:07PM

Subject: Hydrogen Sulfide HEV Input

Dear Bryan,

It is my opinion that the Hydrogen Sulfide Trigger Threshold Value should be raised to 30 ppb.

. I'further believe that site monitoring should be done outside the homes of the neighbors registering the
complalnts Becausethat is where the point of long term contact actually eX|sts and adverse health effects
may allegedly occur.

‘Fwas raised on'a llvestock farm and am allergic to hog and grain dust. When | was in the barns | was
- affécted , but not otherwise . The smell of wet manure spread on the neighbors field may have been
unp’t_easant‘, but it certainly did not cause any health problems
Thank you for youir consideration,
Sincerely, Steve Reedy, MHardy la
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April 7, 2Q04

Bryan Buntgn
515-242-50%4

Dear Mr Burnton

I am opposgd to the proposal DNR Air Quality Rule. I an
a grain fagmer and livestock farmer in southeast Iowa. I
have been following the debate from the public hearings
and it is ¢lear to me that the vast majority of farmers
are also opposed. .

It is difffcult to get farmers to show up at public events
like this But they have been showing up in droves to oppose
it. :

Farmers sugport rules and regulations that are based on the
best scienffific research available. House File 2523 uses
the most rédcent data available from the ATSDR, a division
of the U.%: Centers for Disease Control. The Centers for
Disease Co@trol are experts in the area of public. health.

es and regulations for all aspects of agriculture
i on sound science. Your proposal fails the test.
At every hgaring you have heard from farmers from all over
the state that are opposed to your rules. The few that
support yo¢ are from small vocal groups that send the same
people to vYarious hearings. They do not represent rural
Towa.

Sincerely

ﬂ/ﬂzl ‘l A (R

Dick Rickefman
30009 Umbez Avenue
Pulaski, I 52584
641-675-347%4

. Fax: 641-§75-3574

RN L KT

P BIRE RSTE
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FBryan Bunion - clean air

From: " JEANETTE BAUER" <jeanettepb@msn com>

To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia.us>
bate: 414/04 2:50PM
Subject: clean air

| support clean air Please support a bill that actually will limit fouling the air and not one that is a farce
and lets our air be fouled by hog lots  We need a bill that has real rules, not one that lets things go pretty
much the same as the past which has caused the problem  We need solve the problem of clean air-not
let the air continues to be fouled Jeanette Bauer




_Page,

From: “m medowell" <mamcd@rconnect com>

Tor - <bryan bunton@dnr:state’ia. us>

Date: 414/04 9:00PM :
Subject: Support of 15ppb hydrogen sulfide standard
Dear Sirs,

My name is Mark McDowell | am a hog farmer and the Hardin Regional Chapter president of lowa
Citizens for Community Improvement I -am in complete support of the 15 ppb hydrogen sulfide standard
recommended by DNR : L : - '

- ' believe the joint University of lowa and lowa State University:is the best science available for the

" protection of publi¢ health in fowa - This is-the objective Governor Villsack had in the first place when he

~calledforthe study. . . - o . T

- I'believe the allowance of seven exceedances per year of the standard is too-lenient and should be
eliminated What good this allowance do for people forced to live near a cafo against their will? -
“/I-don't beliévé the hydogen sulfide standard of 15 ppb will drive the hog industry as opponents such as

the Farm Bureau have stated 1 also think that standards for ammonia and odor should be adopted
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FBryan Bunion - Support for Air Quality Standards.

From: - <Romslofloy@aol:com>
To: . <bryan bunton@nr state ia us> .
- Date: 4/5/04 12:09PM - o
' -Subject ' Support for Air Qual:ty Standards

Thank you very much: for your work on behalf.of lowans & ourhealth &
well-béing & for your efforts to help lowa to become a more livable state.
-My:husband & | support your hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 ppb-& also any
ruling on ammonia limitations | have written to my legislators, to Governor
" Vilsack, to the
Des Moines Register & have attended & also spoke at your Mason City hearing
(4/1/04) Please know that you have our active & concerned support lowans
rieed to take back lowa
Thank you
Nancy Romslo - Royal, lowa
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- From: "Sheila Steffen" <tjina1993@sbtek net>
To:. - <bryan.bunton@dnr state jaus>
Date: 4/5/04 7.48PM
Subject:. HF 2523

Dear Mr. Bunton:

We support the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 parts per billion, one-hour average, that
was recommended in the joint University study  This is a good-standard that, once enforced, will help
proteot-oUr health The DNR must issue a rule based on this standard|

The DNR also must rnclude an ammonia and odor standard as recommended in the joint. University air
: -quahty study Iowans need a irmlt on the amount of ammonla and odors that come out of factory farms!

" The DNR must support the Jomt Umversmy air quallty study. reieased in February 2002 that states
hydrogen sulfide and ammonia have beén measured near factory farms in concentrations that could be
harmful to humans. This joint study is based on the best science available, complied by 27 state
university professors, and peer-reviewed by eight international and national experts We have sound
science, now we must use it

Numerous,scientific studies document the health effects associated with factory farm air poliution For the
public heaith of rural lowans, factory farms must be required to lower the amount of their emissions

Sin?ereiy.

John.and Sheila Steffen



Aptil 5, 2004

M Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900.Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear M1 . Bunton:

This letter is sent in response to the request for public comment by the fowa Department |
of Natural Resources (IDNR) as to the proposed administrative rules as set forth in item
ARC 3092B in the Iowa Administrative Bulletin dated January 7, 2004

I am a representative of the Sparboe Companies, Inc a Litchfield, MN based family farm
corporation involved in egg production, processing and marketing. Sparboe Companies,
Inc operates egg production and processing facilities in sevetal Iowa counties We have
" 15 individual Jowa family farmers and one Iowa cooperative producing shell eggs for us
‘under production contract agreements. The impacts of any air quality regulations will fall,
not only on Sparboe Companies, Inc. operations, but also on the family farmers and the
cooperative that we contract with simply due to the size of their egg production
operations. '

I have reviewed the science theoretically behind the current proposed rule and have
concluded that the proposed rule does not meet the test of sound science. This raises the
question as to whether the IDNR is'more interested in designing air quality standards for
_ regulatory putposes that challenge CAFO operations and threaten to put them either
ditectly out of business ot do so by making the standards economically impossible to
attain

The IDNR efforts to date, including this proposed rule, ate not “public health concern o1
public health protection” regulations. The department has established a history of
ignoring the requirements placed into Towa law by Senate File 2293, the so-called
“livestock bill”. This legislation directed the department to conduct a study. If baseline
data indicated to a reasonable degree of scientific certainty that aitborne pollutants
emitted by an animal feeding operation were present at a separated location at levels
commoniy known to-cause a material and vetifiable adverse health effect, then IDNR
could develop plans and programs for the abatement, control and prevention of airborne
pollutants originating from animal feeding opetations The measurements were to be
taken at separated locations. '

Instead of following the law, IDNR began putting monitors at places other than separated
locations and proposed an ambient air quality standard enforceable December 1, 2004,
The result was a legislative veto of the department’s actions. This means time and
taxpayer dollars have been misappr opriated by the department through their apparent
desite to ignore the law :



In addition, the department’s proposed numbers for hydrogen sulfide appear to remain
based on the results of the so-called “University Report”. This report incorrectly assumed
the presence of hydrogen sulfide and ammonia at equal concentrations at the same times
and their presence at all times. It is my understanding that the data collected to date
disproves both of these assumptions. ' :

Th_er:e' is no question as to the importance of animal agriculture to lowa’s economy. Even
the governor agrees with that. Thete is also no disagreement as to the importance of a
good, clean environment for all of us lowans. The two are not mutually exclusive.

' Animal agriculture has thrived for decades in Iowa, albeit in a much different structural
form. Tt strikes many of us in animal agriculture that the battle brewing in lowa is not
necessatily about environmental concerns, like air quality, as much as it is about the
changing structure of the farm community. Unfortunately, it certainly appears thiough
the present rule proposal and other actions that the IDNR has chosen to take the side of
those that do not like the changes occurting in animal agriculture and farming in general.
IF that is indeed the situation, it is truly a sad day for all Jowans!

We support the air quality legislation pending in the 2004 Jowa Legislature as it is
factually a “public health” standard and believe that, if the IDNR is actually for valid air
quality regulation that they will put their support behind this legislation. Everybody wins
with that legislation :

We also suggest that the IDNR consider reactivating the former Animal Agriculture
Consulting Organization (AACO) to allow the animal agriculture industries to wotk
along side with the IDNR to deal with environmental mattets as they become known.
Those of us in animal agriculture are all for a good, clean Iowa environment. We live in
it. Our children live in it. Our grandchildren live in it. I take strong exception to anyone
who implies that we in animal agriculture do not cate about the environment we spend
our lives inh on a daily basis Many of us have spent our entire lives here and do not plan
to leave.

It seems logical for the IDNR and the regulated animal agticulture community to work

together in devising 1egulations that will adequately protect the environment for all

_ Jowans while at the same time allowing animal agriculture to reasonably coexist and
 thrive in Jowa. We would ask the IDNR to consider working with us to find common

ground in environmental protection.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment

Mark D. Friedow
Sparboe Companies, Inc.
1213 Rushridge Road
P.O.Box 110

Jefferson, IA 50129-0110
Phone: (515) 386-8580
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From: - "Tim, Theresa Hake" <tnthake@rconnect com>
“To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia. us>

Date: 4/6/04 6:47PM .

Subject: - . air pollution standards for factory farms

Dear Mr. Bunton,

We are writing in support of DNR clean air standards for factory farms. My husband and | own 49 5
acres in Chickasaw County, where we live with our 4 children We live in a refatively "unspoiled” location
from an agricultural point of view, with most of our property being in woods and pasture which we are
planting to trees. The closest hog confinement is 3 mi away Even at that distance, we can smell it in our
yard when they do a cleanout at that place We would hate to think of the health and quality of life
consequences for those who live neighbors to factory farms such as that The odor is terrible even at a
“distance, or when driving by. We cannot imagine what other rural residents must go through if they are
unfortunate enough to five right next door to that odor, fumes, threat of contaminated water, and flies! We
have thought how we would feel if something like that was moved in across the road from our place!

And often these places do not have any dwelling or owner living with these animal buildings-- they live far
away from this health and environmental hazard and certainly would not want to live with that situation
themselves, but Tural residents who are neighbors are just stuck with the intolerable odor and health risk.

Thanks for listening to our comments,

' Sincerely,

Theresa and Tim Hake
2040 Asherton Ave,
lonia, lowa 50645
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Subject: air quality rules

| was in attendance at the hearing in Mason City on March 3rd and signed up t0 speak, but the rpeeting was .
ended before | was given a chance to relay my information. | had other commitments o0 'gha-Apnl istdate. Here is
what this process is doing 1o our farming operation. f ama fourth generation farmer on this tand; the fith
generation is starting to come back from college and would also fike to try to eam a bving from the farm. There
hiss diways been hvestockimroled with. this operation; mere importantly there has been hogs and caitie on this
place continually for aver 100 years. We have silways managed the nutrients from the hogs and cattle in 2 way
that maximizes the value from it in order t0 gain the mast economic gain for the opevation, Jong befoks we. had to
use valuable time and fill out mmps. The next set of rules being proposed for air quailty standards is having 2
large impact on our ability to plan for the future. We presently have an off-site nursety and finishers that are
relatively new. Qur sow breeding and gestation building is also only a few years old, but our farrowing
buiklings range from 26 t0 47 years old and need too be replaced NOW. With these new rules no one knows what
will or will not be in compliance. Furthermore, if some other site in the state wotild not meet the fequitements we
may be subject to futher regulation, even if we are not the ones out of complaince. Al of this makes it very hard
for us to pian for the future. Do we stop farrowing, tetiing the young people coring out of college that the State of
lowa makes it impossible to be able to plan, 50 we can not update facilities and that they should go to some other
state and use their skills and raise their family away from ours? Should we tell our full time employees that
earn $35,000 to $40,000 a year that we can ho longer employ them? Should we tefl our banker that all the
investments that have been made over the past yeafs aré now going to set empty and not eam a return because
we cannot risk putting more money into the fivestock operation fot fear that a rule may be made-not on the facts
that are out there but on emotion—which we can not pian for. | have fived on this farm my whole life other
“than when | was at coflege. | care deeply for the land and my neighbors. My family lives here; nry wife
and daughters come out to the hog buildings and help whenever | need. | would not expose them or anyonse else
—ip & bad enviroment. | askyou to use sfandatds that are based on research and accepted by the CDC and give
us a fair chance of Kknowing what the ruies will mean 1o us, our operation, and our neighborhood. Thank you, _
Jamie and Beth Schmidt ' : o

. 1572 Navy Avenue Gamer, lowa 50438

4/1/2004

TOTAL P.O1
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; It is a very good idea for the DNR to set air quality standards. Hydiogen sulfide standards should
be set at 15 ppb as recommended in the joint university ait quality study.

I don't know about all the Farm Bureau's propaganda saying this isn't sound science [ don't
know why some of the ISU professot's are no longer standing behind their study. But1 do know
a couple of things: My son has asthma-like symtoms at different times and there are 2 things that
irritate him more than anything and they are-cigerette smoke and going into the farrowing house
of some friends of ours. It isn't even a confinement--it's just a small opetation--about 10 sows
But he coughs and wheezes for a couple days after a visit. He loves the baby pigs but he pays for
it with his breathing afterwards The other thing I know is that my Dad has butchered in a local
locker for years. He says he can tell me the minute he cuts into a hog how it was raised. As soon
as he sees the lungs it's obvious. The lungs of a confinement raised hog are black. A hog that is
raised in the fresh air has pink healthy lungs. These two things alone tell me that air emissions
from hogs are a health problem. A lot of farmers say there is no problem. If that is so, then why
are they so afraid to have a few standards set. They aren't 1egulations yet Just standards so
monitoting can-be done and the results have some meaning.

Th_arik_ you for your consideration.

Dana Dettmer, 511 N Hartwell Ave, New Hampton, IA 50659

Fiee up vour inbox with MSN Hotmail Extra Storage! Multiple nlans available.
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From: "Louie Fallesen" <gunsmoke@evertek net>
To: <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>

Date: 4/7/04 9:10AM
-Subject: air quality regulations

~_Bryan, | support the proposed standard of 15 parts per billion for hydrogen sulfide,we also need

regulations'on ammonia and odor based on the joint university-study. | had a 4050 head hog factory build
about one half mile-from my residence last fall it stunk through the winter,but let me tell you just this
morning it is terrible,heavy air and calm wind,you can feel it in'your nose and eyes | have a repair shop
here,| can see the worst is to come with warm weather and humidity | built my home here in 1975,29 years
ago-1 did not move in next to the hog factory Please work hard for rural lowan s who live next to factory
farms, pass strong air quality regulations

thanks, Louie Fallesen

Gilmore City, IA.
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From:
To:
‘Date:
Subject

§ support your proposed standard of. 15 parts per billion for hydrogen
sulfide but.continue to call for an ammonia.and odor standard based on the

"Chantal Papouéek" <papousek@mchsi com>
<bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
4/7/04 9:30PM

-~ Bill -

recommendatlons in the joint University study.

Canyou do anything about the stink of AVEKA in Fredericksburg...
) please')l’)l‘?l’ﬂ‘?

POOP STINKS<
Chantal Paposuek
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Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Utbandale, lowa 50322

Re: Air Quality Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide.
Bryan,

I would like to provide public comment on the proposed air quality standard for hydiogen
sulfide

I believe that science based standards should be consistent across the countiy. Therefore, | feel
that any standards established in Iowa should be consistent with national standards such as those
established by the national Center for Disease Control for hydrogen sulfide.

I uriderstand that the Iowa DNR.ha's_'been directed by the Towa legislature to monitor and test but
I believe this testing was directed to be done at the residence and not in front of a grove
separating the site and residence and not at the site. Correct tésting as mandated by the
tegislature in conjunction with federal government data provided by the Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Registry would be a step in the direction of using "sound science "

I'am a firm believer that the DNR will be looking out for the intetests of all lowans and will want
to present a fair representation of this issue to the people of lowa

[ appreciate your time and consideration on this issue and I.thank you in advance for your time.
Sincerely,

Kenneth F. Hemesath
Lynch Livestock, Inc.
Waucoma, lowa 52171

Persistent heartburn? Check out Digestive Health & Wellness for information and advice
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From: - . "Tim Mckiernan" <tmckiernan@pocahontascoia us>

To: - <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia us>
Date: © 4/8/04 9:30AM
Subject: air quality rules

Dear Mr. Bunton, | am writing to voice my opinion concerning the air quality standards that your agency is
considering | believe that there is a large body of evidence that supports lower emission standards. For
years we have heard the livestock industry talk of "sound science”. Well now we have just that Both of our
major universities (University of lowa and lowa State University) agree that 15 PPB is a level of hydrogen
sulfide that should not be exceeded by CAFO's |.am very much in favor of adopting this standard as well
as.a similar low level of ammonia when that standard is set There is no reason to allow the livestock
industry a free pass in the air quality area when every other industry in the state must meet strict air quality
regulations. lowa needs to begin to take air quality seriously and this is the best step we should take
Thank you for your consideration and hard work in this important matter Don MclLain,Pocahontas lowa
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From: - “Aaron Lorch” <lorchkid1@earthlink net>
To: - <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us>
-Date:- 4/8/04 2:32PM

Subject: hydrogen sulfide gas standards

2151 White Ave
Ocheyedan, 1A 51354
April 7, 2004

Bryan'Bunton

lowa Department of National Resources
Air-Quality Bureau .

7900 Huckrman Rd. 50322

Deaf--Mr. Bunton,

" As'the lowan DNR moves forward in proposing a health standard for hydrogen sulfide gas in the air in
rural lowa, we need to be careful not to overly burden our livestock industry lowa has always had a lot of
livestock on its farms. Economic forces have driven the industry to less livestock farms with more animals

on each farm

‘ These livestock farms feed roughly. 80% of the corn that our fields grow. Soybean meal processed
from the soybeans. we raise is also fed to.the animals we- raise locally. Several of our small and medium
sized: farmers rely on llvestock contractmg for family i mcome The manure provides fertilizers for their
crops : :

The livestock farms dnve the feed mllls of this state and the people that work: there New busmesses

- such as pressure: washmg and'manure- appllcators have sprung up. Old-businesses such as
veterinarians, electricians, _plumbers, service stations, and tire salesmen are all helped by the livestock
mdustry ‘Also cement plants; lumber yards, carpenters, and the list goes on  Our county governments
assess taxes on livestock facilities to help pay each county’s expenses

" "We do know of some large operations being built too close to residents, churches, schools, and other
public facilities. However; these are in the minority. The: greatest share of our livestock farmers are
_responsmle hard-workmg people who keep the economy rolling in lowa.

Sincere'ly_, _
Bruce A. Lorch
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From: - "Marian Kuper" <mkuper@mycns net>

To: "Bryan Bunton" <Bryan Bunton@dnr. state.ia us>
Date: 4/8/04 4:58PM
Subject: H2S comment

_ Dear Bryan,

| am already on record as a supporter of the DNR's proposed hydrogen sulfide standard (15 ppb, one
hour average, based on the joint ISU/UI study) via my spoken comments at the Mason City public hearing
on April 1, 2004, but | also wanted to provide you with additional reasons for my support. While | applaud
the DNR's generosity in holding the hearings in the first place (something that | understand was never
_required of the Department), it was evident at that hearing that many of the attendees felt constrained by
the 3-minute-per-speaker time allotment. This is an issue of great importance to lowans across the state,
50 1 hope you will.hear.me out. - S R - ' _ :
~ | attended "Environmerital Heaith Impacts of CAFOs: Anticipating Hazards--Searching for Solutions"
sponsored by the University of lowa Environmental Health Sciences Research Center on March 29, 2004
The EHSRC is one of 21 university-based Environmental Health Core Centers funded by the Nationai
Institute of Environmental Health Sciences (NIEHS), an institute within the National Institutes of Health [t
is also the only NIEHS-supported center in the rural Midwest and the only center to focus on rural
environmental exposures and related injury and diseases This conference offered the opportunity to listen
to some of thé world's top scientists on topics of great personal interest to me Farming and animal
husbandry were essential to my mother's family for generations, and remain essential to my husband's
extended family and our nuclear family in north central lowa We, as well as many people we know, have
personal experience with some of the disruptions brought about by consolidation in the swine industry and
-the related concentration trends that have affected rural Hardin County over the last dozen years We
'~ joined lowa Citizens:for Community Improvement in the mid-nineties because it seemed to us the be the
only organization willing to agitate for rural lowans" right to exercise some control over these disruptions
that, so far as we could determine, were far more the result of policy design and political agendas than

mere ‘consequences of inevitable economic change _ _

While the conference was essentially a public health conference, Dr William Weida, director of the
GRACE Factory Farm Campaign and Senior Status Professor of Economics and Business at Colorado
College, who specializes in the regional economic impact of large projects, presented a paper entitled
Considering the Rationales for Factory Farming. This paper details a series of 19 claims that he alleges
are used by proponents of factory farming to justify CAFOs from an economic point of view. For each

- claim, Dr: Weida lists one or more 'Necessary Assumptions' that, in his view, underlie the relevant claim,
.ahd thén goes on to assert 'Reality' and-'Result sections wtiereiri Hie attempts to dismantle the particular
‘CAFO justification in question and offer his views on the ecohomic actuality The-papet-is viewable at

http://www. factoryfarm org/docs/Foundations_of -Sand pdf and is extensively footnoted: | was particularly
interested in the discussions attending the #2 and #12 claims; centering on ideas that a) many costs of
CAFOs are shifted to their neighbors and their host regions via air and water poliution and b) corporate
agricultural interests, in order to reduce operating costs associated with CAFOs, exert pressure upon
public regulatory agencies in ways that diminish those agencies' ability to protect public health and
well-being David Osterberg, associate clinical professor in the Department of Occupational and
Environmental Health at the University of fowa, responded to Dr Weida's presentation citing the many
thwarted attempts by individuals and lower levels of government in the state to address CAFO
environmental concerns. His implication was that, because these problems remain effectively
under-addressed at higher levels of state government, 14 nuisance lawsuits are being fought in lowa over
CAFO environmental concerns. | certainly cannot imagine a less efficient way to address these problems
. Heel that the ‘opponents to the DNR’s proposed:hydrogen sulfide standard are attempting to retain the
ability to shift-the.cost of some of the CAFQ-produced pollution to, as Dr. Weida suggests, neighbors and
"host regions of CAFOs-doing the polluting Further, as evidenced by many of the speakers at the two
Mason City hearings | attended, these same interests support certain proposed so-called air-guality
legislation that would effectively weaken the DNR's-hand and significantly raise H2S standards so much
that Dr James Merchant, Associate Director of EHSRC and Dean of the College of Public Health at the
"University of lowa testified last month before the lowa House Committee-on Agriculture that this legislation
"would result in no regulation of animat feeding operations in lowa Rather it would encourage widespread
air pollution from animal feeding operations There is good reason to be concerned about fow-level
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emissions of hydrogen sulfide, ammonia and odor from animal feeding operations " | think it's also worth
noting that Dr Merchant is a nationally recognized expert on occupational and environmental health and
public health policy; .and that he also.currently serves as a consultant member of the Advisory Committee
to the Director for the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) and in fact used to direct thé National Institute
for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) which is a part of the CDC_ So, when opponents of the
_proposed DNR H2S standard argued that they instead supported "the CDC standard,” implying that
somehow the proposed legislation had federally-backed scientific legitimacy, | would counter that Dr
Merchant's dim view of that same legislation:carries far more weight

Thariks, Bryan, for giving me the opportunity to vent a little on this very important issue | look forward
to our next Technical Advisory Group meeting on April 15

Sincerely,

Marian Kuper

10749 Co Hwy. S-55
Ackley, 1A 50801
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From: ' ."Marvin Holtkamp" <msholt@lowaTelecom net>
To: - <bryan bunton@dnr state ia us> '
Date: ~ 4/8/04 10:56PM _

Subject: * Public comments - Air Quality Standards

‘Dear Sif:-.l '_oppose the pro'pose'd DNR air quality standards 1ama pork producer and- support regulations
based. on sound science. '

To r_edu_ce emissions on my farm, | have planted shelter belts, have concreter storage pits and use
phytase to reduce emissions.

Thank yo_u for your conversations. Marv Holtkamp Lee County Farmer
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April 8, 2004

lowa DNR

Aftn: Bryan Burion
Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Rd
Urbandale IA 50322

Dear Bryan Burton,

This is in response to the DNR's recent proposal concernmg 15 ppb (parts per
b:l!lon) air guality standards.

We are small livestock producers finishing annua]ly 140-160 head of cattle and
run 40 cow/calf pairs. Our cattle are finished in an open lot with a deep bedded
method with corn and bean straw. -

We feel the 15 ppb standard would affect cattle producers of zll sizes and is NOT
supported by sound science. Does the DNR really believe it knows and

understands our industry better than ISU and CDC? Has the DNR contemplated
the long term impact of these regulations and their impact on the lowa economy?

What would be the import on other industries if environmental groups sued lowa
to enforce them on other industries as well? lowa already suffers from an anti-
ag, anti-business, pro-regulatory image. We don’t need baseless and mindless
rules compounding the current problem!

Therefore, we are opposed to the unscientific 15 ppb standard and urge the DNR
to work with ISU and CDC for a common sense standard and a positive resuit,

Concerned farmers,
Kirk and Tracy Nosbisch
Hosk St
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%Ny%lowa Department of Public Health

v Mary Mincer Hansen, R.N., Ph.D.

Thomas J. Vilsack ' Director
Governor .

Sally J Pederson | o REGENED
Lt. Governor _ .‘
April 7, 2004 pirector’s Office

Teffiey Vonk

Director ‘
Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Wallace Building

Des Moines, IA 50319

Dear Jeff:

As per your request, I recently asked my staff from the Division of Health Protection and Environmental
Health to evaluate the Department of Natural Resources’ (DNR) Air Quality Bureau proposed health
effects standard for Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S) that is going through the administrative rules process. This
evaluation included a review of existing literature and an assessment of what other states have done to
address this contaminant.

The Department of Public Health (DPH) recognizes the sensitivity in rural lowa regarding the issue of air
quality around confined animal feeding operations. Additionally, I commend your staff and the authors
of the joint university report for their hard work on this issue and commitment to protecting the health of
tural Iowans. The mission of DPH is to promote and protect the health of Iowans; therefore, I would like
to provide you with the recommendation of our scientists.

The joint university report advanced the numerical standard of 15ppb/60 minutes average for H2S,
allowing for seven exceedences of this level on an annual basis. This value is reflected in DNR’s current
proposed rules. While this value is clearly protective of public health, my scientists have recommended -
that DNR consider adjusting their proposed health effects standard for H2S to 30ppb/60 minutes average,
allowing for seven exceedences on an annual basis. Given the absence of consistent empirical data on the
health effects of exposure to H2S and still recognizing that symtomology is occurring among the
-neighbors of confinement operations, DPH feels that 30ppb would be an appropriate health effects
standard at this time. The DPH proposal is relatively consistent with the standards adopted by our
neighboring states of Minnesota and Missouri.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss this further, please do not hesitate to contact me., _
Sincerely,

17 oy A s Hoamms_

Mary Mincer Hansen, RN, Ph.D.
- Director

Promoting and protecting the health of lowans

Lucas State Office Building, 321 E. 12th Street, Des Moines, |IA 50319-0075 ® 515-281-7689 ® www.idph.state.ia.us
DEAF RELAY (Hearing or Speech Impaired) 711 or 1 800-735-2942




r-
-

IoWs Farm Bureau Federation
5400 University Avenus, West Des Moines, lowa 50266-5997 / (515) 225-5400

April 8, 2004

Biyan Bunton

Depattment.of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, IA 50322

RE: ARC 3092B, Hydrogen Sulfide Health Effects Value
Dear Mr. Buriton:

I am writing this letter on behalf of the lowa Farm Bureau I'ederation, the state’s largest
general farm organization with approximately 153,000 membets. Thank you for the
opportunity to provide public comment on the department’s proposed animal feeding
operation’s health effects value and standard for hydrogen sulfide. The farming
community has come out overwhelmingly in opposition to this proposed 1ule with a
margin of 4:1 in opposition to the rule at the public hearings and about 1800 individuals
provided public comment against the proposed rule. Like the Governortequested of the
legislature on the school funding issue, we hope that the department listens to this public
comment and begins to sit down with the regulated community to develop standards that
are protective of public health without the goal of creating violations of the standard in
order to authorize plans and programs

We welcome the opportunity to continue discussions with the department about the
adverse health effect level We continue to support the establishment of “levels
commonly known to cause a material and verifiable adverse health effect” in order to
compare them against the monitoring data collected at separated locations. However, we
are greatly concerned about the negative implications of the proposed rule for the citizens
of Towa and do not believe that the proposed rule meets the statutory standaid in Iowa
Code section 459.207.

The basis for the department’s rulemaking is JTowa Code section 459.207.! The rule’s
preamble 1epresents that the purpose of the rule is to establish the “bar” for evaluating
field study data and as a threshold for determining if the department has authority to

! The preamble to the rule sites both Towa Code sections 455B.133 and 459.207 as authorizing the adoption
of the'proposed rule. TAB Vol. XXVI, No. 14.(1/7/04) p 1175, ARC 3092B. To the extent that the
proposed rule is inconsistent with Iowa Code section 459 207, it is our position that the department’s
general rulemaking authority under Towa Code section 455B.133 does not remedy the inconsistency The
specific provisions of lowa Code section 459.207 prevail over the general provisions of Iowa Code section
4558 133 in the event of a conflict. Further,.the later adoption of the provisions in lowa Code section

459 207 prevail over the provisions of section 4558 .133 See Jowa Code sections 4 7, 4 8 (2003 Code

Supp )




establish air quality regulations on animal feeding operations. There is a misperception
in the media and the public that the health effect value and health effect standard are only
to be used for the field study. The proposed rule would make these standards permanent
and applicable to other future rulemakings. The department needs to make this clear in
the fmal adoption to the public and the EPC  But, if this is not the department’s intent,
the language should be amended to clarify that the standards only apply for the field
study data comparisons. Iowa Code section 459.207(3)(a) says in part:

“The comprehensive plans and programs may be developed if the baseline data
from the field study demonstrates to a reasonable degree of scientific certainty

that airborne pollutants emitted by an animal feeding operation are present at a
separated location at levels commonly known to cause a material and verifiable
advelse health effect.”

- In accordance with thls section, the department does not have authority to even develop
plans and programs until “levels commonly known to cause a material and verifiable
-adverse health effect” are exceeded “to a reasonable degree of scientific certainty™ at a
separated location. :

ltem 1. Definitions.

The definition of “health effects value” is identical to the statutory language in Iowa
Code section 459.207 of “levels commonly known to cause a material and verifiable
adverse health effect.” The rule then proceeds to say that the “health effects standard,”
not the “health effects value,” is the trigger for DNR authority to develop plans and

- programs. The definitions themselves ate in conflict with the statute. According to the
statute, the trigger level would be what the proposed rule says is the “health effects
value,” not the “health effects standard ” Yet, the proposed rule says that the “health
effects standard” triggers DNR’s authority, not the “health effects value.” As currently
proposed, the rule, read in conjunction with the statute, creates inconsistency and
confusion about whether the statutory trigget to develop plans and programs is either (1)
More than 15 ppb for one hour; or, (2) More than 15 ppb for one hour exceeded more
than seven times in a year.

Another misperception in the media and the public is that these proposed levels only
apply to the largest operations in the state. While they are applicable to the largest
operations, they are also applicable to every operation in the state that has a required
separation distance from a separated location The DNR chose to monitor only the
largest operations in the state as a “worst-case scenario.” They wete not requited to do so
by lowa law. Therefore, we ask that the department clarify in its response to public

~ comment if it intends to only regulate operations of the size and type it is monitoring or if
it plans to extrapolate the results of the study to the broader base of regulated livestock
opetations.

Additionally, having two separate terms of “health effect value” and “health effects
standard” adds another level of confusion about the practical distinction and need for two
definitions and thresholds Iowa Code section 459 207 requires one level to be set, not




two, to meet the statutory trigger to develop plans and programs. That level is the “level
commonly known to cause a material and adverse health effect ” The DNR’s proposed
rule is inconsistent with the statute; therefore, we recommend that the DNR consolidate
the two definitions into one term that mirrors the statutory language.

We support the DNR’s description of “separated location” in the preamble to the
proposed rule and agree that it is consistent with the intent of the legislation; however,
this description was not cartied forward to the pfoposed rule language. The
specifications for the separated location as described in the preamble should be included
in the rule or sampling manual in order to clarify the interpretation of the statute,
especially in consideration of the DNR’s previous interpretations of this term.

The definition of separated location as interpreted in the rule-referenced document
entitled “Iowa Ait Sampling Manual” proposed rule is also inconsistent with Jowa Code
section 459.207, The statute is very clear and does not provide for locating monitors 100
to 300 meters away fiom a separated location. While there may be a legal argument that
the department may conduct the field study at any location, only data fiom monitors
located at separated locations may be used to determine if the statutory trigges
authotizing the development of plans and programs is met > While as an organization
representing farmers and as a member of the lowa Air Quality Coalition, we might
suppott legislative changes to provide more flexibility in monitor location, the
authorizing statute does not provide: such flexibility. The department’s rule by including
- this p10v1510n in the “Towa Air Sampling Manual” is contrary to [owa law. -

Item 2, Proposed Rule 32 1 Health Effects Value for Hydrogen Sulf:de

The proposed rule sets a “health effects value” of “15 ppb, daily maximum one-hour
average as measured near a separated location” It also sets a “health effects standard”
that allows the “health effects value” to be exceeded 7 times a year. These standards, as
do all air quality standards, include a concentration dose and duration of time to
determine the exposure level The preamble to the rule says that these standards will be
reviewed every five years; however, the proposed rule does not require or indicate that
such a review will take place If the department is going to review the standard in five
years should be in the regulation. Otherwxse the claim of a having a five-year review is
not bmdmg or certain.

Neither the “health effects value” nor the “health effects standard” meet the requirement

- of Towa Code section 459.207(3) that tequires the use of “levels commonly known to

cause a material and verifiable adveise health effect” as the legal threshold that
authorizes the department to develop plans and programs While at some level hydrogen
sulfide can cause an adverse health effect, this level is not at 15 ppb concentration dose
over a one-hour average exposure duration.

2 See Towa Code section 459 207(3) (2003) which says in addition to the excexpt cited on page 1 that “Any
air quality standard established by the department for animal feeding operations shall be based on and
enforced at distances measured from a confinement feeding operation structure to a sepatated location.”



The 15 ppb, one-hour standard, for hydrogen sulfide has not been represented in peer-
reviewed published research to cause a “material and verifiable adverse health effect.”
T'he preamble to the rule makes an assertion that the health effects value is “based on
commonly known and accepted health 1isk data,” but it fails to provide any citation to
the soutce of the data. The department has not responded to requests for scientific
references to data or peer-reviewed published studies showing a material and verifiable
adverse health effect at 15 ppb over a one-hour average * In fact, existing relevant peet-
reviewed, published literature shows no adverse health effect from hydrogen sulfide at a
concentration dose-of 15 ppb for a one-hour duration.

On July 21, 2003, department staff provided a handout to the Environmental Protection
Commission outlining the options for establishing air quality standards. The handout
included an option 5 which was presented as follows:

“Request that the legislature adopt new legislation clarifying that formulation of
any lowa Ambient Quality Standard must conform to the Clean Air Act
requirements including an adequate margin of safety in setting health standards
for-ambient air, and that human welfare also be allowed as a basis for setting
ambient air quality standards.”” '

The handout also lists as an example in its options for establishing standaids that

* hydrogen sulfide may be measured as a “substitute for odor *® lowa Code section

459 207 does not include language that is included in the Clean Air Act which allows
standards to be set more restrictive to allow for “an adequate margin of safety” or for
“public welfare from any known or anticipated adverse effects” ag is included in the
provisions authotizing national primary ambient air quality standards in the Clean Air
Act.” The statutorily required level in lTowa Code section 459.207 also does not include
subjective allowances for “public welfare” as allowed in Iowa Code section 455B.133(3)
which is DNR’s general rulemaking authority for ambient air standards.

The statute requires the levels to be those that cause material and verifiable adverse
health effects. The statute does not include a margin of safety, does not account for
nuisarice or odor effects within a hydrogen sulfide standard, and does not take into
account public welfare from anticipated adverse effects. To the extent that the
~department or the University Report recommendation included any of these factors in

" YIAB Vol XXVI, No 14 (1/7/04) p 1176, ARC 30928

“ On March 3, 2004, Bryan Bunton was intetviewed on KIMT television and was quoted saying the
following: “If someone's exposed to 15 parts per billion over extended period of time, they could
encounter-some unwanted health effects. It's a respiratory ailment, so it could affect the lungs and the
brain.” After several phone calls requesting the source of this assertion, the request to identify the research
. that supported this statement was put in writing on March 9, 2004 by the undersigned to Bryan Bunton. To
this date, no response has been provided to the request.

% Environmental Protection Commission Meeting Handout, “Options for Establishing Al Standards for
Hydrogen Sulfide, Ammonia and QOdors,” July 21, 2003, p 2.

S1d atp. 4.

742U S.C 7409(b)




making its decision on the proposed standard, it is inconsistent with Iowa law.® While as

an organization we may suppott a level that is more protective of public health than the

actual health effect level, the statute does not provide the department with this flexibility.

The minimal risk levels included in House File 2523 provide greater protection for public
_health than the current statute authorized the department to adopt.

The only basis provided by DNR for the proposed standard is a tecommendation
contained in a literature 1eview conducted by the University of lowa and Iowa State
University over a few months in late 2001 and early 2002.° The goal of the 1eport was to
“ensure that rural ambient air is as free of 1isk as possible in order to protect health and
the quality of life at the highest possible level 10 This is a different goal than the
legislative directive in Towa Code section 459.207. The University Report was not
written within the statutory mandate of determining a material and verifiable adverse
health effect; and, clearly was intended to go beyond protection from adverse health

effects.

- Many:of the individuals providing public comment seemed to believe that the regulation
of hydrogen sulfide was the same as regulating odor - While hydrogen sulfide has an odor
and-can be detected once the level reaches approximately 8 ppb, there is no statistical
correlation between hydrogen sulfide and odor. Hydrogen sulfide is not an indicator gas
for odor concentrations.'' The lowa Department of Public Health summarized this in a
position paper saying “While odors from pork operations may occasionally be distracting
ot irritating, they do not directly pose a physical health risk »'* Smelling a livestock
operation does not mean there are adverse health effects. We ask the department to
clarify in its responsiveness summary that this 1egulation does not address odor, only
adverse health effects from hydrogen sulfide exposures Reducing the health effect level

¥¥or example, several commenters referenced other state standards such as Minnesota and Missouri in
their public comment According to the July 21, 2003 handout, both of these state standards are based on
nuisance considerations and were not health-based standards. See Id note 4. p. 9-10. See also, handont
provided by DNR staff during the June 25, 2002 Air Quality Monitoring Technical Advisory Committee
meeting entitled “Table 10 1: Summary of State H,S/IRS Standards™ However, note that we wete unable
to confirm the standards in the state’s applicable administrative rules for the states represented in these two
handouts in some cases and found contradictory information in other cases. The Minnesota and Missouri
standards were confirmed to be represented correctly in the two handouts. Because we do not know the
basis for many of the other state’s standards, the margin of safety applied or other considerations used in
reaching those standards, they should not be used as a justification for the Iowa hydiegen sulfide standard.
Furthet, other states authorizing legislation is different than Iowa law; and, therefore the resulting standards
cannet be used as a basis for comparison in establishing lowa’s standard.

? Iowa Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations Air Quality Study (Final Report) February 2002.

_ (Hereinafter University Repoit)

¥ University Report at p. 4. _

' See National Center for Manure and Animal Waste Management, Odor Mitigation for Concentrated
Animal Feeding Operations, October 1, 2001 at 7; Detection Threshold Determination for Hydrogen
Sulfide, S . Hoff & D. Bundy, ASAE Paper No MC02-404, April 12-13, 2002, (“Using ammonia or
hydrogen sulfide as surrogate measurement for odor are not approptiate. Hydrogen sulfide and ammonia
have suggested ambient air quality limits from a human health perspective, such as those given in Table 1
{ATSDR) and these should not be adjusted for use as an indicator of odor nuisance.”).

2 Risks from Large-scale Livestock Operations in Iowa, lowa Department of Public Health, January 2001,
p- 14.




for hydiogen sulfide in an attempt to address odor concerns is not appropriate
scientifically. Odor should be addressed as a separate issue from a hydrogen sulfide
adver se health effect level

The University Report recommended a level of 15 ppb over a one-hour time weighted
avetage for hydrogen sulfide. However, this tecommendation was not based on peet-
reviewed, published research indicating that “material and verifiable adverse health
effects” occur at this level from exposure to hydrogen sulfide. Further, the report states
“There has been no published literature on dose-response relationship of CAFO
emissions and life quality ot chronic health effects among community residents. ”13 Both
Universities have concurred in correspondence to the department since the report was
released that the recommended levels were based on health-based limits by the Agency
for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR), an agency of the U.S Centers for
Disease Control. 4" ATSDR is an internationally recognized, reputable public health
agency whose recommendations were the starting point for the recommendation in the
University Report. The University Report states that the ATSDR “MRLs are set to
protect sensitive individuals, and that there is a safety factor built in as they are set below
levels that might cause adverse health effects. »1 “Ex osuze to alevel above the MRL
does not mean that adverse health effects will occur ”'® In accordance with the eatlier
discussion, even the MRLs are below levels that cause adverse health effects and
therefore are below the levels that were intended by Iowa Code section 459 207 when 1t
uses the terms “commonly known to cause material and verifiable adverse health

effects‘.”

In addition to its failure to meet the statutory standard, the University Report
recommendation is no longer supported because of at least two key assumptions made

_ when modlfylng the ATSDR MRLs. -

I‘he U'niversity RepOIt s tecommendation halved the intermediate (15-364 days of
exposure) ATSDR level of 30 ppb “due to assumed synergistic responses to simultaneous
exposure of hydrogen sulfide and ammonia 17 n public presentations on results fiom
their monitoring, DNR staff has said and shown through chaIts that their monitoring data
shows that the two compounds do not appear simultaneously.'® Towa State University
has confirmed this finding stating “The maximum hydrogen sulfide and ammonia levels

2 University Reportatp 176.
Y Dr.-Yames Merchant correspondence to DNR Director Jeff Vonk dated September 8, 2003; Public

Comment provided by lowa State University Air Quality Research Group dated January 6, 2003;
‘Correspondence and attachments from Dr Catherine Woteki to DNR Director Jeff Vonk dated November
14, 2003 : ' '

!> University Repott at p. 176.

16 { oxicological Profile of Hydrogen Sulfide; http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/tpl14.html

17 public Comment provided by lowa State University Air Quality Research Group dated Fanuary 6, 2003.
See also University Report at 8 (“The U S EPA has determined that simultaneous exposure of two
substances such as hydrogen sulfide and ammonia (both pulmonary irritants) results in an additive effect
Thus, in order to protect against the adverse effects of such binary mixtures, the exposure limit for each
should be reduced accordingly ™)

18 Presentation given by Catharine Fitzsimmons, August 15, 2003, Governor’s Public Health Conference;
Presentation given by Sean Fitzsimmons, August 18, 2003, Environmental Protection Commission




“do not typically peak at the same hout of the day ot day of the year at swine sites.”'’

Couple this finding with the fact that a standard for ammonia is not proposed by DNR

and the justification for the department halving the ATSDR standatds no longer exists. If
only one gas s being measured, there is little basis for regulating according to double '
exposure especially when the department’s field study data shows that they are not
simultaneously present.

Iowa State University has recognized this fact and has communicated this to the
department several times over the past fifteen months The Iowa State University Air
Quality Research Group in its January 6, 2003 public comment on the department’s
previous 1ule-making, stated that this very practice of halving the dose level to 15 ppb is
“an unfair practice for instances wheie hydrogen sulfide and ammonia do not occur
simultaneously.” The University followed up in a November 14, 2003 correspondence to
. Director Vonk stating “We view it as a mistake to arbitratily reduce by half the ATSDR
recommendations ” Additionally, Dr. Wendy Wintersteen, testified to the EPC at its
December 15, 2003 meeting that Iowa State University no longer suppoxted the.
University Report recommendations in part because of this issue.? ¢ She said in part that:

“We strongly encourage following I'ederal established guidelines of ambient air

- quality levels published by the Agency of Toxic Substances and Disease Registry
(ATSDR) ... Based upon the data collected by the University of Iowa Hygienic
Laboratory, setting the limit for hydrogen sulfide at 15 ppb with no more than 7
time of 1-hr exceedance is too restrictive and is not consistent with the MRL’s
presented by ATSDR.”

" The Joint University Report also assumed that neighbors to livestock operations were
exposed to hydxogen sulfide and ammonia for long-term du atlons The University
Report states that: :

“While emissions fiom CAFOs fluctuate over time, they produce chronic rather
than acute exposures. Rather than tepresenting single doses these exposures are
recurring and may persist for days with each eplsode

The _Unlvexslty of Iowa has also stated in correspondence to Director Vonk that the

' communlty is “exposed to air emissions 24 hours a day, seven days a week over a period

of years.” Agam an evaluation of DNR monitoring data from the field study
demonstrates that this is not the case If there was an exposure at the monitors over the
15 ppb, 1 hour-average, the 2003 data didn’t show it occuiring for any longer than 1-3
hours. If the University Reports hypothesis were true, the DNR’s summary of 2003
Hourly Data should show an average exposure over 15 ppb. Two sites showed an
average of zero, three sites show an average of 1 ppb and one site located approximately

1 public Comment provided by Dr Wendy Wintersteen, Environmental Protection Commission Meeting
minutes, December 15,2003, p. 33-34.
1

A Um\..'ersny Reportatp 8
22 Tames Mer. chant correspondence to DNR Director Jeff Vonk dated September 8, 2003



300 feet from the lagoon of the largest confinement facility in the state had an average
exposure of 9 ppb The field study shows that the University Report recommendation
chose an inappropriate value to represent the duration of exposure that is actually
occurring in rural Jowa. Since the exposure is acute (short termy), not chronic, the acute
ATSDR MRL would have been more appropriate Iowa State University has stated
officially “An evaluation of the data shows that the duration of exposure is more
consistent with an acute exposure (exposure of 1 to 14 days).”* Additionally, the one-
hour averaging time is not appropriate since it does not match the acute or intermediate
durations represented by ATSDR. The acute duration is 1-14 days of exposuie and the
intermediate duration is 15-364 days of exposute.

The University Report recommendation is no longer a valid basis for the proposed
hydrogen sulfide standard of 15 ppb over a one-hour average for many reasons. First, the
recommendations were not based on the statutory standard but a more stringent goal
Second, the University Report reduced the intermediate ATSDR MRLs to reach the 15
ppb over a one-hour average as an acute value when the justifications for those reductions
have been shown to be invalid by DNR’s own monitoring data. Exposures to hydrogen
sulfide to neighbors of livestock opelations are for a sub-acute duration (1-3 hours), not
for intermediate o1 chronic durations. It is inappropriate to use an intermediate MRL to
measure acute exposures It is also inappropriate to use a one-hour average, which is a
‘sub- acute duration, to represent an ATSDR acute duration of 1-14 days of exposure.
Further, it is 1nappropnate to halve the intermediate ATSDR value for binaty exposures
when only one gas is being regulated and when exposures to hydrogen sulfide and
ammonia are not binary While the University Report does describe some of the available
scientific literature, the department should abandon the Report’s public policy
recommendation on a hydrogen sulfide standaid.

The University Repott does site to literature on health effects from hydrogen sulfide il
concludes “These experimental studies indicate consistent patterns of adverse health
effects after short, low concentiations of exposure to hydrogen sulfide.” To view this
conclusion in context, the department should investigate what the report meant by “low
conceéntrations.” Most of the studies presented by the University Report were those
outlined in the ATSDR’s toxicological analysis of hydrogen sulfide as studies
investigating public and are consolidated in Table 1. The lowest level in the ATSDR
peet-reviewed studies show to cause an adverse health effect was 2000 ppb exposure for
30 minutes in asthmatics. The University Report did not conclude that the studies
showed health effects fiom hydrogen sulfide after exposures at 15 ppb for a one hour
average.

The University Report also cites to epidemiological studies of the impact of hydrogen
sulfide on community residents; however, also noting their limitations that “these are
invariable mixed exposures to hydrogen sulfide and other chemicals, some of which may
contribute to the adverse health effects described in these studies.”

2 Envi_ronméntal Protection Commission meeting minutes, December 15, 2003, p 34.
# University Report atp. 124-126.
B Id atp. 126




As described earliex in this letter, Iowa Code section 459.207 requires the level to be
“commonly known to cause a material and verifiable adverse health effect.” The basis
for the 15 ppb, one-hout average, was 1educed fiom ATSDR MRLs. “MRLs are derived
when the ATSDR determines there is sufficient data to determine specific and sensitive
health effects for a specific duration ™ The acute and intermediate MRLs for hydiogen
sulfide contain a 30 times safety factor to account for variability among sensitive
populations.”” ATSDR based its MRLs on peer-reviewed scientific 1esearch which
indicates what health effects occur at what levels of exposure.

Tabie 1: Levels of Significant Exposure to Hydrogen Sulifide-Inhalation in Humans
Source Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry, 1999%

asthmatics

-|. Exposure | System | NOAEL* [ LOAEL™ Notes Reference
Duration e (ppb) (ppb) |
>16'min  |Respiratory| 5000 Bhambhani and Singh,

: 1991
- Cardio 5000 : Bhambhani et al. 1994
| Metabolic 2000 5000 | Increased blood lactate during '
. ) S exercise
30 min * Respiratory| 5000
Cardio 5000 Bhambhani et al
' 1996a
15 min  |Respiratory| 10000
2 x30.min | Musc/skel 5000 Decrease in citrate synthase Bhambhani et al.
when exercising at 50% 1996b
maximurm aerobic power
2x30mn | Cardio_| 10000 Bhambhani et al, 1997
| Metabolic . 10000 |- Increase in-blood lactate and Jappinen et al 1990
- _ decrease in oxygen uptake
30 min Respiratory | 2000 Bronchial obstruction in 2/10

* No observed adverse effect level

** Lowest observed adverse effect level

‘The health effect levels utilized by ATSDR in setting their MRLs showed a “no observed
adverse effect level” (NOAEL) to the tespiratory system at 5000 ppb. It also showed a
“Towest observed adverse effect level” in two out of ten asthmatics at 2000 ppb. These
levels are far higher than the proposed level of 15 ppb, which indicates an atbitrary
Ieductlon in the actual verifiable adverse health effect level.

The two universities found it important to base their recommendations on federally
determined levels and specifically the levels recommended by ATSDR. Iowa State

2 University Report at p. 176
7 Toxicological Profile of Hydrogen Sulfide; http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/tp114.html
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University stated in its November 14, 2003 cotrespondence to Director Jeff Vonk that “it
is so important to base an lowa ambient air standard on federally determined levels.”
- There are many other federally determined levels that are instructive for these discussions

are contamed in Table 2.

" Table 2 Natlonally Recogmzed Standards for Hydrogen Sulflde

Agency - Level Averaging Period
OSHA 20,000 ppb 8-hour exposure
NIOSH 10,000 ppb 8-hour exposure
AGCIH 10,000 ppb 8-hour average
AlHA _ 100 ppb 8-hour average
-ASTDR (CDC) 70 ppb 1-14 days of continuous exposure
ASTDR (CDC) 30 ppb 15-364 days of continuous exposure
EPA 7 ppb**! 70 years of 24/7 continuous exposure

Additionally, the Woild Health Oiganization (WHO) has adopted a standard for
hydrogen sulfide that could be examined to detexrmine an appropriate acute exposure
level. The WHO has adopted a hydrogen sulfide standard of 107 9 ppb over a 24 how
avexage Although it does not represent the decisions or policy of the WHO, a WHO
published report also contains recommendations for hydrogen sulfide exposuzes. ** It
recommends a concentration dose of 72 ppb for a duration of 1-14 days with an
uncertainty factor of 30. The report relied on the same study as ATSDR in arriving at its
I ecornmendatlon for the short term tolerable concentration.

The WHO report also recommended a medium term tolerable concentration of 14.4 ppb
for a 90-day exposure. An uncettainty factor of 30 was applied to artive at the value.
The value was based-on a no observed adverse health effect level result from a study of
nasal lesions inrats. Evenifthe DNR was to censider using the WHO medium term
value as the level that is commonly known to cause material and adverse health effects, it
would need to adjust the value to be consistent with Iowa law. It would have to use the
appropriate duration of exposure of 90 days and would have to back out the 30 times.
safety factor since the statute does not allow for this accommodation in the field study.
Table 3 represents the report findings of the international panel of experts of relevant
studies indicating human health effects from exposure to hydrogen sulfide.

» Correspondence and attachments from Dr. Catherine Woteki to DNR Director Jeff Vonk dated
Novembex 14, 2003; attachinent dated October 27, 2003
% osHA (U S. Occupational Safety and Health Administration; NIOSH (The National Instltute for

Occupational Health and Safety); ASTDR (U S. Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry);
ATHA (American Industrial Hygiene Association); AGCIH (American Conference of Governmental
Industrial Hygienists); EPA (U 8. Environmental Protection Agency)

*I Contains. a safety factor of 1000 times
% Air Qiality Guidelines for Europe, 2 ed, Copenhagen World Health Ciganization Regicnal
Publications, European Seties.
* Concise Intetnational Chemical Assessment Document 53, Hydrogen Sulfide  Human Health Aspects,
World Health Organization, 2003
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The Natlonal Academy of Sciences also has commented on the levels at which health
effects occur from exposure to hydrogen sulfide ** No human studies were listed for
chronic exposures to hydrogen sulfide, but several human studies for acute exposures
were acknowledged. The NOAEL for 1espiratory, cardiovascular and metabolic effects
-on humans ranged from 2000 to 10,000 ppb for one exposure of 15 minute to two
exposures of 30 minutes each Headaches were reported in 3 out of 10 asthmatics
exposed to 2000 ppb for 30 minutes. The preamble to the proposed rule states “This
1ulemak1ng is consistent with the recommendation for hydiogen sulfide found in the NAS
Report.” 3 Contrary to this assertion, the NAS teport does not make a recommendation
on what is the appropriate regulatory adverse health effect level and in fact does not make
any conclusions about a recommended adverse health effect level. In fact it says

- [T]here is little scientific evidence that exposure of humans outside the AFOs
themselves has significant effects on human health because the concentrations are usually
below threshold levels. Again, like other nationally recognized public health expert
reports, none of the human health effect levels reported by the National Academy of
Sciences are at 15 ppb over a 1 hour average exposure duration.

“Table 3: Human Health Effects at Various Hydrogen Sulfide Concentrations
' Source: World Health Organization, 2003

Reference

Exposure - Effect/Obseérvation

__(ppb) .| L .

R -1 B : : QOdor Threshold Amoocre & Haultala, 1983
2,014 Bronchial constriction in asthmatic individuals | Jappinen et al., 1990°'
3,506 Increased eye complaints Vanhoorne et al., 1995
5,034 Increased blood lactate concentration, decreased| Bhambhani & Singh, 1991;

skeletal muscle citrate synthase activity, decreased Bhambhani et al , 1996b,
oxygen uptake 1997
3,598 Evye irritation IPCS, 1981
20,135, Faﬂgue loss of appetite, headache, |rr|tabtltsy, poor Ahlhorg, 1951

' memory, dizziness | '
- 100,878| Olfactory paralysis Hirsch & Zavala, 1999
- 402,704 Respiratory distress . Spolyar, 1951

503,380 ' Death Beauchamp et al., 1984 .

Public comment on this rulemaking was made regarding a WHO recommended level of 5
ppb over a 30 minutes average *® This is reported in the criteria document as a nuisance
level, not a public health-level. The public health level reported in the criteria was 7000
ppb for an 8-hour average and 10,000 ppb for a 10-minute duration.

* Air Emissions from Animal Feeding Operations: Current Knowledge, Futore Needs, National Academy
of Sciences, 2003, p. 67. (Hereinafter NAS. Report)

¥ JAB Vol. XXVI, No. 14 (1/7/04) p. 1178, ARC 3092B

% NAS Report, p.-66.

57 Jappinen P, Vilkka V, Marttile O, et al. 1990 Exposure to hydrogen sulphide and respiratory function.
Br JInd Med 190:3-16.

38 Environmental Health Criteria 19, Hydrogen Sulfide, World Health Organization, 1981
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Public comment was also made regarding a study out of Dakota City and South Sioux
City, Nebtaska.”® The study did not involve any residents living near animal feeding
operations, but a beef slaughter plant, leather tanning facility, wastewater lagoon for a

“truck wash and a municipal wastewater treatment facility. The public comments made do
not reflect the entire picture of the study results and its limitations.

There are many limitations to the applicability of the South Sioux City findings. The
study indicates that it based its comparisons of hospital records from zip codes. It did not
correlate a hospital visit to an exceedance at a particular monitor because it did not have
the addresses of the persons who made the hospital visits. Persons may not have been
exposed to hydrogen sulfide at the time one of the monitors showed an exceedance of the
30-minute average. The study was also skewed because it did not count days with
incomplete data whetre the values were less than 30 ppb but counted incomplete days

- where the values were over 30 ppb.

Additionally, while the South Sioux City study chose a threshold value of 30 ppb, it did
not correlate the amount of the exceedance over 30 ppb or the total duration of the
exceedance to hospital visits f there was one reading over 30 ppb for a 30-minute
period, it was registered as a high level ATSDR monitoring in the area shows chronic
exposures at levels higher than 30 ppb. For example; a person may have been exposed
for 364 days at 40 ppb and the study would not have made a distinction between that
petson and someone who has only been exposed for 30 minutes at 31 ppb. This is
important because it means that the only thing the study shows is that for some duration

at some value over 30 ppb, hydrogen sulfide caused an increase in health effects to
asthmatic individuals  The study does not show that health effects occur from exposures
to hydiogen sulfide at 30 ppb over a 30-minute average. To further add to the discussion,
ATSDR does not con31der the results of the study to be conclusive *

Pubhc comments were also ,prov1ded concerning asthma as a health effect from hydrogen
sulfide referencing a University of Jowa study of Keokuk County, Iowa. The study did
not take readings of levels of hydrogen sulfide or any other gas so it cannot be used as a
determinant of whether hydrogen sulfide exposures, if any, to Keokuk County children

- caused asthma. The study did say “the probability of being given a diagnosis of asthma
~and of havmg severe symptoms was equivalent for farm and nonfarm residents *

Dr. 'Merchant has also commented about the limitations of the Keokuk County study In
a letter to-the editor of the Des Moines Registe:, Dr. James Merchant said, “The Register
story also used inappropriate comparison data to make the point that Keokuk county
Rural Health Study asthma prevalence appeared to be much higher than either cited
national o1 state figures. Clinically based data cannot be used to make such comparisons

* CampagnaD, Kathman SJ, Pierson R, Inserra SG, Phifer BL, Middleton DC, Zarus GM, White MC.
Ambient hydrogen sulfide, total reduced sulfin, and hospital visits for respiratory diseases in northeast
Nebraska, 1998-2000 Journal of Exposure Analysis and Environmental Epidemiology 14: 180-187, 2004
M. Kawar, Study inable to find effects from gas levels, Omaha World Herald, September 12, 2002.

1 Chrischilles E, Ahrens R, Kueht A, Kelly K, Thorne P, Burmeister-L, Merchant J, 4sthma prevalence
and mor bidity among rural lowa schoolchzla’ren Journal of Allergy and Clinical Immunology 113: 66-77

{2004).
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. 72 In the same letter he also said that the study “did not address whether asthma risk
extends to children or others living in proximity to such farms ™ In a Feedstuffs article,
Dr Merchant was directly quoted as saying that “Extrapolation of increased risk of
asthma to children who live on hog farms was a misrepresentation of the study, which is
very unfortunate ”*> The article also went on to say that Dr Merchant said that they can’t

“answer the question about whether concentrated animal feeding operations result in an
increased risk of childhood asthma in lowa because the study did not address it * Any
attempt to extrapolate the findings of the Keokuk County asthma study to mean that
animal feeding operations cause increases in childhood asthma is inappropiiate

To summatize, Iowa Code section 459 207 requires that the level be a level that is
“commonly know to cause a material and verifiable adverse health effect.” The peer-
reviewed relevant research does not demonstrate that 15 ppb over a one-hour average
meets th1s statutoxy standard :

Item 2 Proposed Rule 32.2, Implementation of the Standard

Proposed rule 32.2 addresses implementation issues associated with plans and programs
.that may be developed dependent on the field study results. Proposed rule 32 2(1) says
that “for purposes of the field study” plans and programs may be developed. This is a
‘misstatement of lowa Code section 459.207(3) which says that

“After the completion of the field study, the department may develop
comprehensive plans and programs for the abatement, control, and prevention of
- airborne pollutants originating from animal feeding operations in accordance with
-~ this.section.. The comprehensive plans and programs may be developed if the
- baseline data from the field study demonstiates to a reasonabie degree of
- scientific certainty that airborne pollutants emitted by an animal feeding operation
ate present at a separated location at levels commonty known to cause a material
‘and verifiable adverse health effect. The department may adopt any
comprehensive plans or programs in accordance with chapter 17A prior to
implementation or enforcement of an air quality standard but in no event shall the
plans and programs fxowde for the enforcement of an air quality standard prior to
December 1,2004”

However, the pxoposed 1ule language is more consistent with the present approach of the
department We have concemns with how the provisions of the statute are being
interpreted and implemented by the department. The department has been developing
‘plans and programs before the completion of the field study and before the field study
results show adverse health effects at separated locations from animal feeding operations.
We believe this is contiary to lowa law. The preamble to the proposed rule states:

“If conditions that would trigger the development of plans and programs are met,
development of best management practices, mechanisms, processes, or

“Des Moines Register, November 16, 2003
M. Howie, Hog Industry Insider, Feedstuffs, November 10, 2003 at 30.
* Towa Code section 469 207(3)(a)(emphasis added)
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infrastructure will initially be completed through consultation with work groups
The Department plans to convene several work groups to solicit input from
technical experts in the areas of dlsper sion modeling, emission characterizations,
and best management practices.”

During the September 15, 2003 Environmental Protection Commission meeting, Mr
Wayne Gieselman presented agenda item 15 that stated in part:

“As the dialogue concerning standards continues, we believe it is prudent to begin

woik to determine a set of reasonably available control technologies, acceptable
dispersion models and emissions estimations-techniques applicable to animal
feeding operations. Toward this end, the department intends to convene several
technical advisory groups consisting of stakeholders and technical experts in order
to develop consensus on these essential elements required to implement a
regulatory program fot confinement animal feeding operations,”*®

The meeting minutes also reflect that Mi. Gieselman verbally informed the commission
about the department’s plans for the formation of technical advisory groups to look at
“dispersion modeling, emission chatacteristics and best management practices.” ¥’ On
several other occasions, in meetings or conversations with department staff at which the
undersigned was present, the department indicated its intent to utilize work groups to
assist in the development of plans and programs e

A letter was received in early January by the undemgned from Dn ector Jeff Vonk
inviting the lJowa Farm Buieau to participate in the work g1 oups.* ? The letter states that
*The Iowa. Department of Natural Resources is in the process of establishing technical
work groups to assist with determining best management practices, ambient air modeling
methodology and air emissions characterization that may be used in the future
development of plans and programs related to air emissions fiom animal feeding
operations.” The desciibed work groups met on February 5, 2004 and March 4, 2004

Fixst, the Code cleatly requires that the field study be completed before the Department
develops-any plans and programs. Initiating development of the plans and programs is
~ premature as a matter of law when the field study is not yet completed.. Further, the
foxmatxon and meeting of working groups is the development of plans and programs.

_Second-, the Code clearly states that plans and progiams may only be developed if the
data from the field study shows to a reasonable degree of scientific certainty that aitborne
pollutants emitted by an animal feeding operation are present at a separated location “at
levels commonly know to cause a material and verifiable adverse health effect” From

“ 1AB Vol. XXVI, No. 14 (1/7/04) p 1178, ARC 3092B
* Environmental Protection Commission Minutes, September 15, 2003, p 18 {emphasis added).

47
Id
* Meetings include but are not limited to those that occurred on August 13, 2003, December 12, 2003, and

January 6, 2004
¥ Correspondence dated January 8, 2004 to Christina Gruenhagen from Director Vonk.
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the-information made available from the Department at this time, it is clear that more
monitoring data is needed due to the improper location of many stationary monitors
collecting data on hydrogen sulfide and ammonia. It is our undetstanding that these
monitors have been or will be relocated to comply with the requirements of separated
locations under lowa Code section 459.207. Much more data from properly located
monitors is essential before plans and programs may be developed.

Wotk on “air emission characterization”, “ambient air modeling methodology™ and “best
management practices” has been ongoing for years at many land grant universities,
including Towa State University. Best management practices are routinely evaluated at
Jowa State University, the University of Purdue and North Carolina State University,
among others. Air modeling methodology and air emission characterization research has
been and is ongoing at Towa State University, the USDA’s National Soil Tilth Laboratory
in Ames, and at many other research institutions, often funded in whole or in part by
Iowa’s agricultural organizations and Iowa’s livestock producers. Research papers
resulting from these activities are published, and the results are communicated through
the trade associations. Many livestock producers have already adopted best management
practices to address odor and quality of life issues because of these efforts. If the intent

- of the department in forming these work groups is to have more producers voluntarily
adopt recommended practices,so. there are more appropriate forums in which to do it than -
‘the DNR regulatory process, such as the Towa Manure Management Action Group, lowa
State Extension or communications through the agricultural associations.

We continue to welcome participation in wotk groups at the appropriate time to assist the
department in developing plans and programs However, we are sincerely concerned
about the legality of the timing and formation of these working groups, as the Department
has proposed. Therefore, we and the other Iowa Air Quality Coalition members decided
not to participate in the wotk groups, but to continue to inform and educate producers
about recommended practices and to invest in solutions to solve the problems in rural
Iowa. If proposed rule 32.2(1) were to mirror the statutory language we would be
_-supportive of the language, but we have concerns with how it is being implemented and
interpreted by the department

Proposed rule 32.2(2) also misstates curzent lowa law It says that the air pollution
controls cannot be implemented prior to December 1, 2004 Current lowa law actually
says that enforcement of an air quality standard cannot occur before December 1, 2004 !
Further, it is unclear whether “air pollution controls” would be mandated practices or
‘recommendations as allowed and required by lowa Code section 459.207(3)(c).

lfem 2; Proposed Rule 32.3 lowa Air Samplih_g Manual

‘Proposed Rule 32.3 references the fowa Air Sampling Manual which in turn references
the Quality Assurance Project Plans and Standard Operating Procedures. We have
several concerns with the sampling manual. '

® Correspondence from Wayne Gieselman to Christina Gruenhagen dated February 2, 2004,
*! Towa Code section 459 207(3)(a) (2003)
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* In the first section of the sampling manual entitled “Monitor Siting Requirements” we
have previously expressed concerns, both in this public comment and over the past few
years in meetings with DNR staff and Envitonmental Protection Commissioners, about
the monitor location in relation to a separated location. The sampling manual allows
monitors to be placed up to 300 meters away fiom a residence. This is especially
concerning when the monitor may be closer to the livestock operation than the 1esidence.
Towa Code section 459.207 requires the monitors to be located at separated locations to
be considered for the plans and programs trigger. While we ate supportive of a
legislative change as detailed in House File 2523 to provide more flexibility for the
department in locating monitors within EPA monitoring protocols, we do not support
allowing monitors to be placed-100 to 300 meters away from the residence and the
current statute does not-allow it. It is important to determine whether there are adverse
health impacts at separated locations, not at a location that is 984 feet away from the
residence where the neighbors aren’t 1esiding

- Paragraph 2 of the first section in the sampling manual discussed flow obstructions. We
-are concerned that in the effort to.comply with EPA monitoring protocol, the monitor

- location will avoid o1 minimize emission abatement techniques such as trees. The data
-should reflect actual conditions as much as possible.

The siting requirements also require the monitors to be set back from a road in order to
avoid collection of data from vehicle emissions of hydrogen sulfide. It is curious that
emissions from vehicles are high enough to be of concern and to have an impact on the
data collection. It leads us to question the potential health impacts of vehicle hydrogen
sulfide emissions on residents near more traveled roadways

We have major concerns with the department’s calculations for determlmng thete has

~ beena day of exposure.” The computations are not consistent with ATSDR’s

~ 1equirements for acute or intermediate exposure durations of 1-14 or 15-364 days of
continuous exposure. . The computation results in the maximum hourly dverage counting

- as if it wete the exposure-for an entire day. Combined with the data completeness
tequirements of only needing 45 minutes of data to count as 60 minutes, the
computations would 1epresent that 6 hours of intermittent exposure throughout the year
could cause a health effect at 15 ppb. It is inappropriate to compare an acute exposure of
six hours over a year to an intermediate health level to determine whether there is a
potential for an adverse health impact. This is compounded when the 75% data threshold
is not met and there is one hour of exceedance The sampling manual allows for data to

- count even if there isn’t 18 hours of data collected if there is an exceedance during one

- hour. “'We do not support the department’s computation methodology as it compounds the
issue of estabhshmg an inappropriate. adver se health effect level.

The most cutrent Quality Assurance Project Plans and Standard Operating Procedwes
need to be made available to the public Not including these documents as 1ule-
referenced documents will allow for changes to the monitoring protocols without public
input o1 knowledge of the changes. We suggest that these documents also be rule-
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referenced documents or at a minimum be made accessible to the public so that they
know when changes are made and can access the most recent version of these documents

Iowa Fatm Bureau also has concerns with the reliability and accuracy of the equipment
DNR is proposing to use to determine whether there are violations of the health effect
- level and health effect standard. The National Academy of Sciences has questioned the
accuracy of the available equipment. Its report on livestock emissions stated “The
consistency and accutacy of HyS analyzets have to be better understood, and proper
usage and calibration procedures must be developed 7% It also said “Scientifically sound
and practical protocols for measuring air concentrations, emission rates, and fates are
needed for various elements (nitrogen, carbon, sulfur), compounds (e.g ammonia [NH3],
[methane] CHa, [hydrogen sulfide} H»S), and particulate matter 5 This concern is
magnified with the proposed requirements for accuracy and precision. There is only a
requirement of 95% probability that the precision be £ 15% and the accuracy be = 20%.
This brings into-serious question the accuracy of any of the DNR data collected within
. this large margin of error allowance. If the department is going to allow such a margin of
“error, any reading within it should not be counted as being over the health effects value
_ OtheIWISe the accuracy of the data collectlon is open to challenge by the farming
communlty

The Iowa Farm Bureau appreciates the department making the data from its monitoring
stations available to the public; however, we have concerns about the availability of the
data on the web site from locations that are not locations that should be compared against
the health effects value for purposes of the statutory trigger. The continued display on
the web site of the data from these locations leaves a false impression with the public that
the proposed health effect value should be-compared against this data. Iowa State
University has also expressed its concern about the perception given to the public by this
data being presented in this manner in pubhc forums as representative of exceedances of
the University Report recommendation.>® We respectfully request that the department
not represent data collected at locations other than at separated locations as being in
violation of the health effects value o1 the University Report recommended levels. We
also ask that this information continue to be available to the public with a disclaimer that
it should not be compared against the health effects value or that it not be made available
on the DNR’s web site.

Conclusion

- While the Jowa Farm Bureau suppoits establishing a level for hydrogen sulfide

~ “commonly known to cause material and verifiable adverse health effect”, it does not
support the proposed “health effects value” or “health effects standard” because they are

not based on the best scientific information available and because they are not consistent

with Iowa law The University Report is not apptopriately relied upon to set the value of

15 ppb over a one-how average because the report clearly is no longer a consensus report

2 NAS Report, p. 82.
* NAS Report, pp. 8, 96, 172
54 Correspondence and attachments from Dr. Catherine Woteki to DNR Director Jeff Vonk dated

November-14, 2003; attachment dated October 27, 2003
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and was not originally established to meet the statutory requirements. We support the
hydrogen sulfide minimal risk levels specified in House File 2523 and by ATSDR as
being protective of public health. House File 2523 provides greater public health
protection by allowing for a 30 times safety factor which current law does not
accommodate

We also continue to have concerns with the monitor locations. Iowa Farm Bureau has
repeatedly raised this issue since the June 2002 technical advisory gioup meetings, but
the department has not moved the monitors. Over a year ago, Director Vonk committed
to our elected president and the undersigned that the monitors would be placed at
separated locations. %5 Today, the monitors are still not located at separated locations and
the proposed rule still does not require them to be placed at separated locations It is
important to learn whether thete are concentrations that could cause adverse health
effects at people’s homes, not up to 984 feet away from a home. The monitor siting
requirements in House File 2523 provide greater flexibility to the department that current
law by allowing monitors to be located up to 300 feet away from a residence. Current
law requires monitors to be located at separated locations. We ate encouraged that the
department has indicated it will move these monitors to separated locations. We urge the
departm‘ent to do $0 as $oon as possible.

Cloudmg this entire process is an issue raised by many of our membets about the
const1tut1ona11ty of only applying the “health effect value” and “health effect standard” to
animal feeding operations. lowa has many other sources of hydrogen sulfide, some of
which may have higher emission rates and exposures to neighboring populations than
animal feeding operations. The statute and the proposed regulation may very well be a
violation of the equal protection clause and unconstitutional.

We appreciate the professionalism of the DNR staff that moderated the public hearings.
They were at several long evenings listening the conceins of many Iowa citizens about
“the proposed 1egulations. We also appreciate the department holding a second hearing in
Mason City to accommodate those citizens who were not allowed to speak at the first -
Mason City hearing. ‘We welcome the oppoxtunity to discuss our comments with DNR
staff in the near future. _

S iﬂ(:ér'ély',

" Christina L. Gruenhagen
Public Affairs Counsel

* Meeting held at the Wallace Building on March 19, 2003,

18




DNR
04/05/04

My name is Duane Wurzer. I live on a small farrow to finish hog farm in Chickasaw
County. Thave raised hogs on this farm for 35 years. Lhave 120 sows and my family and 1 do all

the work on the farm.

The farm just south of me was sold. Within six months time of the sale a corporate owned,
4,000 head hog finisher was built a quarter mile south of my home. When the wind blows from
the south the stink from the CAFO is so bad that | can’t even smell my own hogs. [ know what
hog manure smells like, and it does not bother me of my family. The smell that comes from these

bui'ldings does not smell like hog manure. The stink is making us sick.

Before the matrix was implemented, 99% of the CAFO’s were constructed Many more
were built before HF519, so vast numbers of the CAFO’s were built anyplace so that the owners
or investors did not have to smell or live by them . If these CAFQ’s are to be grandfathered in they

should be under stiict air quality rules.

I support 15 parts per billion

Thank you for your time,
Duane Wurzer

HECE!VED'
APR 0 8 2004
Duane& JoAnn Wuraee
ks y R
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April 7, 2004

Mi. Bryan Button _

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7500 Hickman Road, Suite }
Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Button: -
The Iowa Cattlemen’s Association, representing 10,300 cattle producers across the state,
wishes to provide comments to the proposed administrative rules on air quality.

The lowa Cattlemen’s Association members believe that the numbers proposed for a
health effects value and a health effect standard do not represent sound science. The
standard of 15 parts per billion (ppb) of hydrogen sulfide for one hour is not considered
harmful by the Centers for Disease Control, and we believe will place an undue burden
on Jowa's livestock producers without providing a health benefit to Iowa.ns

Currently, there is no health risk data on which to propose the standard of 15 ppb of
hydrogen sulfide for one hour exposure. The ATSDR, 2 group within the Centers for
Disease Control, has set the level for human health effects at 70 ppb. We feel this is a
number supported by sound science, and believe the DNR should change its
recommendation to this number.

* Inaddition, we would like clarification that in the future, all DNR monitoring will be
done at separated locations from feeding facilities rather than at the fence line of the
property. We would also like the rules to state that whatever the rule determines as the
number believed to cause an adverse health effect, that mandates for controls for
operations only be placed on particular operations that can be shown to be the source of
the offending pollutants It has come to our attention that DNR beljeves it could regulate
all producers of a similar facility if a violation were found at only one facility of that
type. We disagree with this interpretation. :

Air quality is an important issue to our producers, since, as cattle producers, we live at
our feedlot locations. Most producers work hard at being good neighbors and reducing
pollutants as much as possible. However, if the DNR insists on enforcing umreasonable
standards that are based on a prejudice against the livestock industry rather than sound
science, we have no choice but to argue against these rules. We belicve the state of lowa
needs the economic impact created by its livestock industry. Regulations must represent
true measutes of real health risks, not simply a number where violations can be enforced
and operations shut down. '

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these rules.

e

Sincerely,
Bob Johnson, President
Towa Cattlemen’s Association

2055 Ironwood Ct.e P.0.Box 1490 « Ames, 1A 5-0014 * Phone 515-296-2266 + FAX 515-206-2261
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Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, 1A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

These comments are in response to the lowa Department of Natural Resources
proposed administrative rules set forth in item ARC 3092B as published in the lowa
‘Administrative Bulletin on January 7, 2004. They are prowded on behalf of the lowa
Pork Producers Association (IPPA).

The basis for DNR regulations on air quality was clearly set forth in Senate File 2293
and signed into law in 2002 The basic framework established in that bill called for the
IDNR to:

*Conduct a comprehensive field study to monitor the level of air borne pollutants emitted
from animal feeding operations in this state, including but not limited to each type of
confinement feeding operation structure.

*f the study found baseline data which demonstrated to a reasonable degree of
-scientific certainty that airborne pollutants emitted by an animal feeding operations are
present at a separated location at levels commonly known to cause a material and
verifiable adverse health effect, then IDNR could develop plans and programs for the
abatement, control and prevention of airborne poilutants originating from animal feeding
operations.

*The measurements were to be taken at “separated locations” (i.e. locations for which a
separation. distance applied) and any standards developed were to be based on and
enforced at distances measured to a separated location. '

As previously noted, lowa Code section 459.207 requires the threshold to be:

“commonly known to cause a material and verifiable adverse heaith effect.” The
proposed 15 ppb health effects standard (HES)(daily maximum one-hour average notto -
be exceeded more than 7 times per year) does not meet this standard established by

the lowa Legislature.

As with prior rulemaking, the department is relying on the report issued by the University
of lowa and lowa State University in February 2002. The Report, which was based on a
review of existing information and not the objective collection of lowa data, included a
recommendation of 15 ppb at a residence or public use area Since the Report was
released, the department’s monitoring data has shown that two key assumptions in the
Report were incorrect. First, it was stated on page 8 of the Report that “The U.S. EPA
has determined that simultaneous exposure of two substances such as hydrogen
sulfide-and ammonia (both. pulmonary irritants) results in an additive effect. Thus, in
order to protect against the adverse effects of such binary mixtures the exposure
limit for each should be reduced accordingly.” Currently available monitoring data
for animal feeding operations shows that hydrogen sulfide and ammonia do not oceur
simultaneously and therefore it is inappropriate to reduce the level for hydrogen sulfide
by 50%. Secondly, it was also stated on page 8 of the Report that “While emissions



from CAFOs fluctuate over time, they produce chronic rather than acute exposures.
Rather than representing single doses, these exposures are recurring and may
persist for days with each episode.” Currently available monitoring data shows that
hydrogen sulfide exposures from animal feeding operations occur over the short-term
(acute) and not long-term (chronic). Thus, it is inappropriate to use the ATSDR based
long-term exposure level of 30 ppb for short-term exposures.

The placement of monitors to collect data is another problematic area. While the
department in this proposed rule now agrees with the lowa Code which requires
placement monitors at separated locations, the department’s placement criteria as set
forth in Subpart | of its proposed “lowa Ambient Air Sampling Manual” would permit the
placement of a monitor up to 300 meters (approximately 900 feet) away from separated
locations. The placement could be in any direction which means it could be
approximately 900 feet closer to an animal facility than the separation distance required
for the facility. This clearly conflicts with lowa Code section 459.207

Another area of concern is that the sampling manual does not prohibit the use of data
above/below the proposed HEV but within the department’s accuracy margin of error
(+/- 20%). This means a reading of 16 ppb might, in reality, be as low as 12-13 ppb.
Thus a vielation of the value/standard could be counted when in fact it had not occurred.

In the Air Sampling Manual the department is also proposing the following methodology
for calculating_ Valid Monitoring Days:

“At a given monitoring site, a day of continuous monitoring data is valid if: at least
75 percent (%) (18 hours) of valid hourly averages have been recorded, or fewer
than 18 valid hourly averages have been recorded. but the maximum hourly
average of the available data exceeds 15 ppb. (i.e., a maximum hourly average
of 16 ppb or greater).” (underline emphasis added)

However, any day for which there is less than 18 hours of valid hourly averages should
not be used as a valid monitoring day. Accordingly, the portion of the department’s
proposal allowing for less than an 18-hour valid sampling day must be stricken.

Finally, the department is also proposing in the lowa Ambient Air Sampling Manual that
“The HES represents the trigger level for the development of plans and programs to
mitigate emissions from animal feeding operations.” Apparently, DNR is proposing that
if the field study shows the HES is exceeded. plans and programs would be developed
requiring all animal feeding operations in lowa to implement practices to "mitigate
emissions.” However, this approach does not meet lowa Code section 459.20773""0b"
which provides that in enforcing air quality standards, the department_shall take all initial
measurements at the separated location and if a violation exists, conduct an
investigation to trace the source of the airborne pollutant. Clearly, the lowa Legislature
intended that enforcement of air quality standards occur only after it has been
determined that a violation has occurred at the specific operation. The department_has
no authority under lowa Code section 459.207 to “enforce” air quality standards by
extrapolating readings from one operation o another.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments.

Sincerely,




Sam Carney
President _
lowa Pork Producers Association
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Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1

© Urbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton:

These comments are in response to the lowa Department of Natural Resources
proposed administrative rules set forth in item ARC 3092B as published in the lowa
Administrative Bulletin on January 7, 2004, They are pr_ovided on behalf of the lowa

Corn Growers Association (ICGA).

The basis for DNR regulations on air quality was clearly set forth in Senate File 2293
and signed into law in 2002 The basic framework established in that bill called for the

IDNR to:

*Conduct a comprehensive field study to monitor the level of air borne pollutants emitted
from animal feeding operations in this state, including but not limited to each type of
confinement feeding operation structure.

*If the study found baseline data which demonstrated to a reasonable degree of
scientific certainty.that airborne pollutants emitted by an animal feeding operations are
present at a separated location at levels commonly known to.cause a material and

- verifiable adverse health effect, then IDNR could develop plans and programs forthe
abatement, control and prevention of airborne poliutants originating from animal feeding
operations. - S

*The measurements were to be taken at “separated locations” (i.e. locations for which a
separation distance applied) and any standards developed were to be based on and
enforced at distances measured to a separated location,

As previously noted, lowa Code section 459.207 requires the threshold to be:
“commonly known to cause a material and verifiable adverse health effect.” The
proposed 15 ppb health effects standard (HES)(daily maximum one-hour average not to
be exceeded more than 7 times per year) does not meet this standard established by

- the lowa Legislature.

As with prior rulemaking, the department is relying on the report issued by the University
of lowa and lowa State University in February 2002. The Report, which was based on a
review of existing information and not the objective collection of lowa data, included a
recommendation of 15 ppb at a residence or public use area. Since the Report was
released, the department’s monitoring data has shown that two key assumptions in the
Report were incorrect. First, it was stated on page 8 of the Report that “The U.S. EPA
has determined that simultaneous exposure of two substances such as hydrogen
sulfide and ammonia (both pulmonary irritants) results in an additive effect. Thus, in
order to protect against the adverse effects of such binary mixtures the exposure
limit for each should be reduced accordingly.” Currently available monitoring data
for animal feeding operations:shows that hydrogen sulfide and ammonia do not occur
simultaneously and therefore it is inappropriate to reduce the level for hydrogen sulfide
by 50%. Secondly, it was also stated on page 8 of the Report that “While emissions



from CAFQOs fluctuate over time, they produce chronic rather than acute exposures.
Rather than representing single doses, these exposures are recurring and may
persist for days with each episode.” Currently available monitoring data shows that
hydrogen sulfide exposures from animal feeding operations occur over the short-term
(acute) and not long-term (chronic). Thus, it is inappropriate to use the ATSDR based
long-term exposure level of 30 ppb for short-term exposures.

The placement of monitors to collect data is another problematic area. While the
department in this proposed rule now agrees with the lowa Code which requires
placement monitors at separated locations, the department’s placement criteria as set
forth in Subpart | of its proposed “lowa Ambient Air Sampling Manual” would permit the
placement of a monitor up to 300 meters (approximately 900 feet) away from separated
locations. The placement could be in any direction which means it could be
‘approximately 900 feet closer to an animal facility than the separation distance required
for the facility. This clearly conflicts with lowa Code section 459.207.

Another area of concern is.that the sampling manual does not prohibit the use of data
above/below the proposed HEV but within the department’s accuracy margin of error
(+/- 20%). This means a reading of 16 ppb might, in reality, be as low as 12-13 ppb.
Thus a violation of the value/standard could be counted when in fact it had not occurred.

In the =Ai'r Sampling Manual the department is also proposing the following methodology
| for calculating Valid Monitoring Days:

“At a given monitoring site, a day of continuous monitoring data is valid if: at least
75 percent (%) (18 hours) of valid hourly averages have been recorded, or fewer
than 18 valid hourly averages have been recorded, but the maximum hourly
average of the available data exceeds 15 ppb. (i.e., a maximum hourly average
of 16 ppb or greater).” (underline emphasis added)

However, any day for which there is less than 18 hours of valid hourly averages shouid
not be used as a valid monitoring day. Accordingly, the portion of the department’s
proposal allowing for less than an 18-hour valid sampling day must be stricken.

Finally, the department is_also proposing in the lowa Ambient Air Sampling Manual that
“The HES represents the trigger level for the development of plans and programs to

_mitigate emissions from animal feeding operations.” Apparently, DNR is proposing that
i the field study shows the HES is exceeded, plans and programs would be developed
requiring all animal feeding operations in lowa to implement practices to “mitigate
emissions.” However, this approach does not meet lowa Code section 459.207"3""b"
which provides that in enforcing air quality standards, the department shall take all initial
measurements af the separated location and if a violation exists, conduct an
investigation to trace the source of the airborne pollutant. Clearly, the lowa Legislature
intended that enforcement of air quality standards occur only after it has been
determined that a violation has occurred at the specific operation. The department_has
no authority under lowa Code section 459.207 to “enforce” air quality standards by
extrapolating readings from one operation to another.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments.

Sincerely,




David Sieck
President
lowa Corn Growers Association
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Comments on proposed Hydrogen Sulfide standard

I am writing as a member of the lowa Sierra Club to express support for the proposed
one-hour average hydrogen sulfide standard-of 15 ppb fiom factory farms We believe
that this standatd, as recommended by the joint untversity study, is based on the most
current and objective science, “sound science” as non-scientists have taken to calling it,
and that this standaid is a good first step that Iowa needs to take in order to protect public
health in rural communities.

We’ve all heard the arguments for protecting polluters and ignoring the health threat that
unregulated hydrogen sulfide emissions pose — we’ve all been subject to fear mongering'
in the form of threats that the sky is falling, that the slightest move towards holding these
industiial facilities responsible for their impacts on rural communities will “run’
agriculture out of lowa.” Anyone with the audacity and utter contempt for Towa’s rural
citizens to say that the proposed hydrogen sulfide standard would run agriculture out of
Iowa needs a reality check. So does anyone who believes them.

This standard would allow 7 exceedences every year with no fines o1 other consequences
and would exist primarily as a benchmark for monitoring efforts. Monitots would be
focused on the state’s largest facilities, rather than family farmers whose farms would not
exceed the standard anyways. The opponents of air quality protections are terrified of

- anyone having the ability to quantify how serious our CAFO emissions problems ate,

_ because they know it is agribusiness, not agriculture — animal factories, not family farms
— that will be impacted if lowa begins taking this public health threat seriously Those
who threaten we will run agribusiness out of the state are fully aware that states do not
come much more agiibusiness-friendly than Iowa —~ livestock production isn’t going
anywhere, so we need to make it take a form that IJowans can live with.

Now we’re hearing that the Joint University study isn’t based on “sound science ” I have
to ask — what exactly is “sound” science, if it isn’t the most curtent, consensus based,
research based, peer-reviewed science available? Apparently, sound science is limited to
whatever the industry wants to hear. This is nothing néw. This industry has demonstrated
time and time again that it will fight any tegulation, whether it is intended to protect
public health, the environment, or the free market. Last year the air quality rules were too
broad, this year we hear they’re too narrow. Sound science has never been the industry’s
bottom line — profit is their bottom line. And profits go up when costs - like air pollution
— are externalized These businesses are in the business of making money and do not care
- about the soundness of the science behind the joint university study or any of the many
other studies showing the harmful effects of hydrogen suifide, ammonia or odors. And
unfortunately, many of these “farmers™ have shown the same contempt for their
neighbors’ health and quality of life as they have for mounting scientific evidence. That
contempt is why this issue has become so controversial and divisive in lowa.

Animal factory operators want to be treated like farmers — they want massive subsidies
and exemption from regulations not needed for traditional farms, and they wish to be
grand-fathered into the culture of 1espect that traditional family farming has fostered —




the respect accorded to farmers who ate good neighbors, good stewards of the land, and
active members of and contributors to their communities. But these largest livestock
confinements are not farms — they’te industrial facilities that produce industrial waste and
toxic air emissions, they all too often are not good neighbors or good stewards of the
land, and they deserve to be regulated, just as other industrial polluters are.

There is no 1eason to back off from the recommendations of the Joint University study,
- which include setting standards for ammonia and odors as well as hydrogen sulfide.
Please move ahead with these air quality rules to monitor Iowa’s largest livestock
confinements. It is clear that when an industry amasses the influence to pressure a
~ University into condemning its own tesearch and the legislature into attempting to strip

~ the DNR of its rightful authority to set protective standards, that we have allowed that
‘industry too much self-regulation. Rural Iowans support the standard DNR has proposed
— please don’t be swayed from good judgment and good science to accommodate an
industry that constitutes a very vocal minority used to getting its way, and that doesn’t
want to share the countryside with citizens who have far more than profit to lose.

Please consider this an official comment.
Sihcet;ely,

Tarah Heinzen
Sietra Club Conservation Organizer




Paget

From: ' "Phillip & Carol Hemesath” <hemesath@abegroup.cc>

To: <bryan.bunton@dnr state ia.us>
Date: 4/9/04 7:10AM
Subject: ~air quality

Dear Mr Bunton,
| am-commenting on the 15pbb Hydrogen Sulfide level that is being proposed for the Air Quality Rule

It is obviously too restrictive in light of recent information from national agencies such as ASTDA OSHA,
NIOSH, AIHA, AGCIH and NAS whose standards are set at 70pbb and above. There is no scientific
support for such the 15pbb standard It sends the wrong message to the public sector and is indefensible
in regard to detrimental impacts on the health of individuals at the present separation distances

The lowa legislature negated this standard last year and now your agency brings it back. Why?

| support clean air, as we all do, but, please, lets do it responsibly. There is no crisis here. There is time to
do-a sound, comprehensive, accurate study before we charge ahead and do something detrimental to our
vital livestock industry to satisfy a small group of malcontents

Sincerely,

Phil Hemesath

2226 155th St.
Calmar, la 52132




T have enclosed a copy of an article which I placed in the
Mason City Globe Gazette on March 12.

I encourage Governor Vilsack and the DNR to continue
in the direction that they are attempting to go. The live-
stock industry in Iowa needs protection from it’s self,
which they understandably will not administrate. It bas
to be imposed. The independent producer is drawing his
last breath, while blindly defending the cause of his
problem. Thank You -

W nARP

Tom KenZson ‘
2605 110th St
Orchard Ia
50460

tkennison@omnitelcom.com

 'RECEIVED
APR 0 9 2004




April 2, 2004
RE: Proposed Rules

Mr. Bryan Bunton

Department of Natural Resources
Atr Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Utbandale, TA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

I'am involved in a family livestock operation in Cerro Gordo County. I am strongly opposed to the proposed
rules for health effects value and health effects standard for animal feeding operations. I believe the proposed
measurement of 15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide is far too restrictive as it is based on a very controversial study.
We are also concerned about air quality for us and neighboting residents but feel the standard at a neighboring
residence should be at least 70 ppb or higher for hydrogen sulfide allowed for at least 14 days.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

C ) o W e

Clay Weaver

RECEIvEp
APR 0 9 299,

7444 THRUSH AVE
ROCKWEIL, IA 50469



April 2, 2004
RE: Proposed Rules

Me. Bryan Bunton

Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Butreau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Utbandale, IA 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton,

I am 2 livestock producer in Cerro Gordo County. T am strongly opposed to the proposed tules for health
effects value and health effects standard for animal feeding operations. I believe the proposed measurement
of 15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide is far too testrictive as it is based on a very controversial study. We ate also
concerned about air quality for us and neighboring residents but feel the standard at a neighboring residence
should be at least 70 ppb or higher for hydrogen sulfide allowed for at least 14 days

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Tom Weaver

21692 - 1401H ST
DOUGHERIY, IA 50433



April 2, 2004
RE: Proposed Rules

Mz Bryan Bunton

Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Utbandale, JA 50322

Dear Mt Bunton,

I am involved in 2 family livestock operation in Cerro Gordo County. T am strongly opposed to the proposed
rules for health effects value and health effects standard for animal feeding operations, I believe the proposed
measurement of 15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide is far too restrictive as it is based on a very controversial study.
We are also concerned about ait quality for us and neighboring residents but feel the standard at a neighboring
residence should be at least 70 ppb or higher for hydrogen sulfide allowed for at least 14 days.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

(% lereo—

Cory Weaver

RECE!VED
APR g g 2004

4195 VINE AVE.
DOUGHERIY, IA 50433



April 6, 2004
RE: Proposed Rules

Mrt. Bryan Bunton

Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, JA 50322

Dear Mr: Bunton,

I wotk as a Pork Production Spectalist for Land O’Lakes Feed. I travel an eight county atea in north central
Towa calling on several small and large swine operations. I believe all producers that I work with do a very
good job showing concern for the health and well being of their neighbors. 1 am strongly opposed to the
proposed rules for health effects value and health effects standard for animal feeding operations. I believe the
proposed measurement of 15 ppb of hydrogen sulfide is far too restrictive as it is based on a study that many
instructors and professors at ISU find to be controversial I believe the measurement for a neighboring
residence should be at least 70 ppb or higher for hydrogen sulfide allowed for at least 14 days.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

e Ty B &

Joe Trygstad

RECEIVED

APR 0 8 2004

1311 170TH 5T
NORA SPRINGS, 1A 50458




lowa Poultry
ASSOCIATION

April 8, 2004

Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
Air Quality Bureau

7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1
Urbandale, |A 50322

Dear Mr. Bunton;

..These comments are in response to the lowa Department of Natural Resources

- proposed administrative ruies set forih in item ARC 3092B as pubilsnea in the fowa
Administrative Bulletin on January 7, 2004, They are provided on behalf of the lowa
Poultry Association (IPA). IPA is a voluntary statewide trade association representing
competing firms involved in all aspects of poultry and egg production in lowa.

In our view, the mechanism for determining the need for regulations like the current
proposal was clearly set forth in Senate File 2293 as signed into lowa in 2002, The
basic framework established in that bill called for the IDNR to:

1. Conduct a comprehensive field study to monitor the level of air borne pollutants
emitted from animal feeding operations in lowa, mcludrng but not Ilmlted to each
type of confinement feedlng operation:structure. ni ERRE T OE

2. If the study folnd baseline data which demonstrated toa reasonable degree of
scientific certainty that airborne pollutants emitted by an animal feeding: operatlon
were present at a separated location at levels commonly known to cause a
material and verifiable adverse health effect, then IDNR could develop plans and
programs for the abatement, control and preventlon of airborne pollutants
orlglnatlng from animal feedlng operations. '

3. The measurements were to be taken at “separated Iocations” (i.e. locations for
which a separation distance existed, like-a home or church) and any standards
developed were to be based on and enforced at dlstances measured to a
separated location (i.e. not at the CAFO property line).

Unfortunately, in response, IDNR instead chose to:

1. Put monitors at CAFO Property lines er closer than seperated f_I'o'cation_.d_ist'ance,sr
2. Propdse an “ambient aif quality standard” of 150 ppb for amnionia and 15-ppb for
hydrogen sulfrde as part of a rule WhICh. .would have been enforceable December

A 2004 ‘|
8515 Douglas Avenue, Smte 9
Urbandale, 1A 503222924 ~
Tel. 515.727.4701
vFax 9157274707
www.iowapoultry.com




Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
April 8, 2004

Page 2

Both of these actions were in direct conflict with the lowa law established in SF 2293
and resulted in the lowa legislature appropriately vetoing these rules during the 2003
legislative session,

Now the Department proposes a new “Health Effects Standard” and "Health Effects
Value® of 15 parts-per-billion (ppb) for a one-hour time weighted average as measured
near a “separated location”. In doing so, the department holds this level out to be the
following:

T A fevel€ommoniy know to cause material and verifiablé adverse health effects, -

2. Alevel at which the department would initiate plans and programs to mitigate
emissions, and,

3. Based on commonly known and accepted health risk data.

As with the prior rulemaking, the department is relying on the report issued by the
University of lowa and lowa State University in response 1o questions asked by
Governor Vilsack and Director Vonk. The repori, which was based on a review of
existing in formation and not the objective collection of lowa data, included a
recommendation of 15 ppb at a residence or public use area.

However, this recommendation was based on at least two flawed assumptions which
the department’'s own monitoring show to be incorrect. The first flawed assumption is
that the compounds were present together at equal concentrations at all times. The
second is they were present at all times. Current monitoring data shows this to not be
the case.

The placement of monitors to collect data is another problematic area. The department,
we believe, now finally agrees with the clearly stated legislative intent which called for
their placement at separated locations. The result has been the inefficient expenditure
of lowa tax payer’s dollars in times when budgets are extremely tight. Such actions by
the department call in to question its analysis of the methods needed to deal with the
health of lowans and their ability to efficiently utilize lowan’s tax dollars.

Unfortunately, the department has, again, clearly failed to meet the criteria set forth by
the legislature in lowa law in proposing this rule. The department’s placement criteria
as set forth in Subpart | of its proposed “lowa Ambient Air Sampling Manual” would
permit the placement of a monitor up to 300 meters (approximately 900 feet) away from
separated locations. The placement could be in any direction which means it could be




Mr. Bryan Bunton

lowa Department of Natural Resources
April 8, 2004

Page 3

approximately 900 feet closer to an animal facility than the separation distance required
for the facility. Again, an item which clearly flies in the face of lowa law.

The sampling manual does not prohibit the use of data above/below the proposed HEV
but within the department’'s accuracy margin of error (+/- 20%). This means a reading
of 16 ppb might, in reality, be as low as 12-13 ppb. Thus a violation of the
value/standard could be counted when in fact it had not occurred.

In the final analysis of this rule, it is clear the department has, again, failed to fulfill the
mission creéatéd by the lowa legislature in lowa law. The department should rescind the -
current rulemaking and call for the Governor’s signature on House File 2523.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. Please feel free to contact
me if you wish to discuss anything.

Sincerely,

s S YA G

Kevin S. Vinchattle
Chief Executive Officer

RECEIVED
APR 0 9 2004




Golden
Oval”
EGGS

Farmer Owned ...
Quatlity Guarantecd

April 8,2004

VIA EMAIL, FAX [(515) 242-5094] AND U.S. MAIL

Mr. Bryan Bunton

DNR Air Quality Bureau
7900 Hickman Road
Suite 1

Urbandale, 1A 50322

Re:  Proposed Health Effects Standard for Hydrogen Sulfide

Dear My. Bunton:

I am writing on behalf of Golden Oval Eggs to provide comments on the Notice of Intended Action
of the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) to establish by rule a Health Effects Standard
(HES) of 15 parts pert billion (ppb), daily maximum one- hour avexage for hydrogen sulfide at a
separated locatlon from an amrna] feedmg operatlon“’ e ’ '

¥
HEE

Golden-Oval Eggs isa farmer owned, value added cooperatlve ‘that pro’duces eggs and egg pxoducts
We have facilities in'Renville; Minnesota and Thompson; fowa ‘that produce a'total of over 13 billion -
eggs per year. Qur cooperative has over400 members in Minnesotd, and nearly 300 Iowa members '
We also take our commitment to envnonmental protectlon very serlously '

Golden Oval is familiar with standards for hydrogen sulfide because Minnesota has had an ambient
hydrogen sulfide standard measured at the property line in effect for many years. In addition,
Minnesota recently established a Health Risk Value (HRV) for hydtogen sulhde through arule
making process.

We have reviewed the final report of the lowa State University and Univessity of Iowa study group
entitled “lowa Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations Air Quality Study” (Study), as well as the
EPC’s Notice, and have the following comments:

1. Measurement at Separated Locations. Golden Oval supports the Commission’s proposal
that the standard should be measured only at separated locations, rather than at the pt operty
- line. Measurement at the pmperty line does not: pxovxde a good mdmatlon of potentlal health
. ‘imipacts on 1esidences or public-use areas." However, commumty-based momtonng also '
- “makes it harder to-determine the $pécific source’ ‘of the air pollution-in agticultural arcas where
_ many potential sources are present. We request that the rule be modified to include a method
- for. determmmg the source or sources of exceedences of the standatd o
Opfmtzom Office: ' ' - :R‘_EC‘E‘ZVED

1800 Park Avenue East, PO. Box’ 615 B AP
Renville, Minnesota 56284 : R 12 2004
320-329-3341

320-329-3276 (fax)
Website: www.goldenovaleggs.com A Division of Midwest Investors
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2. Proposed HES. Golden Oval is very concerned that the proposed HES of 15 ppb, measured
on a daily maximum one-hour average, is more restrictive than those adopted by other states,
such as Minnesota. Although Minnesota did not establish an acute HRV for hydrogen sulfide,
measured on a maximum daily one-hour average, it did establish a subchronic HRV of 10
ppb, measured on a 13-week average. In addition, Minnesota has established an ambient
standard, measured at the property line, based on a half-hour average, of 50 ppb, not to be
exceeded over two times per year, and 30 ppb, not to be exceeded more than twice in five
consecutive days. Minnesota’s ambient standard, measured on a half-hour average, is at least
twice the proposed EPC standard measured on an hourly average. The HRV, measured on a
13-week average is only five ppb less than the proposed HES, measured on an hourly average.
We believe the proposed HES, which was derived from the Study, lacks good scientific
suppott. This lack of good science has led to an artificially low standard.

Iowa’s lack of consistency with standards with other states will create confusion and will
negatively affect the state’s agricultural business climate. Therefore, we also request that the
proposed hydrogen sulfide standard be reevaluated to be more consistent with standards in
other states :

4. Proposed Seven-Day Exceedance Exception. Golden Oval also sees a significant problem
with the limitation of exceedance exceptions to only seven days per year. In Minnesota,
under Minn. Stat. §116 0713, livestock production facilities are exempt from state ambient air
quality standards while manure is being removed, and for seven days after manure is removed
from barns or manure storage facilities. Production facilities having greater than 300 animal
units are limited to 21 calendar days for the removal process, and the facility must first notify
the state prior to removal. The Minnesota approach is much more acceptable to Golden Oval
because it allows for a realistic time period for manure removal. Golden Oval’s manure
removal process can take anywhere from 10 to 21 calendar days. It cannot be done within the -
seven days proposed by the EPC. Therefore, we would request that the EPC strongly consider
adopting an exceedance exception approach similar to that adopted in Minnesota.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide our comments on this important matter. If you have any
questions, please contact me at 320-329-8182.

Sincerely,

Dana Persson
CEO

ce: Kevin Johnson, Lindquist & Vennum RECEIVED

APR 12 2004
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