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Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
MEETING LOCATION:  Yakima City Hall 

City Council Chambers 
129 N. 2nd Street, Yakima 

October 11, 2018 
Regular Board Meeting 

2:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 
Regular Meeting 

1. Call to Order

2. Roll Call

3. Additions or Deletions to the Agenda

4. Public Comments

If you wish to address the Board you may do so now.  Please approach the podium, state your
name and the agenda item you wish to address. Please limit your comments to three (3)
minutes.

5. Approval of Consent Agenda

5.1 Board Meeting Minutes – September 2018 

5.2 Accept YRCAA September 2018 Monthly Activity Report 

6. Regular Agenda

6.1 Executive Director’s Report 

7. Action Items

7.1 Fiscal Vouchers and Payroll Authorization Transfers for September 2018 

7.2 Air Quality Management Policy for Dairy Operations 

8. Other business

9. Adjournment
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 Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
329 North First Street 

Yakima, WA 98901 
(509) 834-2050

 yakimacleanair.org 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.1 

SUMMARYOF THE GOVERNING 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS  

REGULAR BOARD MEETING 

September 13, 2018 

Location and Time: 
Yakima City Hall Council Chambers   2:00 pm 

REGULAR MEETING 
1. Chairman DeVaney called the meeting to order at 2:03 p.m.

2. Mary Wurtz, Clerk of the Board, conducted roll call.  There was a quorum.

PRESENT WERE: 

BOARD MEMBERS: 
  Steven Jones, Ph.D., County Representative 
Jon DeVaney, Member at Large 
Norm Childress, Small City Representative 
Kay Funk, Alternate 

ABSENT: 
Carmen Mendez, Large City Representative 
Ron Anderson, County Commissioners 

LEGAL COUNSEL: 
Gary Cuillier 

STAFF: 
Keith Hurley, Executive Director 
Mary Wurtz, Clerk of the Board 

3. Additions or Deletions to the Agenda

None 

4. Public Comment 34:35

Jean Mendoza approached the podium and corrected information she gave the Board the previous month 
and stated the Department of Ecology is readdressing the standards for some toxic air pollutants in WAC 
173-460. She attended the first meeting and plans on attending the others to try and learn more about the
changes. Ms. Mendoza also pointed out that during the unhealthy air days dairies continued to spray
manure.

Chair DeVaney questioned if the review of the WAC 173-460, [Controls for New Sources of Toxic Air 
Pollutants], is posted to our website for those that are interested in it.  Mr. Hurley replied Ecology is just 
getting started on it and it is not yet open for public comments.  The revision is not going to be an in-
depth rewrite and Dr. Hasan Tahat will be attending the meetings as he is our engineering representative.  

BP Page 4 of 74



 Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
329 North First Street 

Yakima, WA 98901 
(509) 834-2050

 yakimacleanair.org 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.1 

Mr. Hurley stated they will be reviewing the Acceptable Source Impact Levels (ASIL) and a possible 
listing of the toxic air pollutants. 

5. Consider Approving the Consent Agenda Items 5.1 and 5.2  37:43

5.1 Board Meeting Minutes – August 2018 

5.2 Accept YRCAA August 2018 Monthly Activity Report 

Mr. Childress motioned to approve   Mr. Jones seconded.  
Motion approved with no dissension. 

6. Regular Agenda 38:16

Mr. Hurley reviewed Department of Ecology’s 2017 Air Monitoring Data Assessment Report and the 
graphs. 

YRCAA update of Regulation 1.  Due to changes to other regulations, deletions of WACs and new 
WACs that influence our Regulation 1, we are in the process of updating what we feel needs to be 
updated.  It is a long process which includes rule making and the public comment period.  The process 
has to be reviewed for SIP (State Implementation Plan) inclusion. YRCAA should have something for 
the Board in a year or a year-and-a-half.  We are not rewriting it just updating. 

Chair Devaney questioned if there is an automatic trigger for updating the regulations and the SIP.  Mr. 
Hurley stated there is no automatic trigger for either regulations or the SIP.  The SIP is updated as is 
needed. Chair DeVaney thought we should have a built in time for review of Regulation 1 rather than 
waiting.  Mr. Hurley replied that the issue is being addressed internally.  

YRCAA’s meeting with EPA took place on September 10. The EPA talked about the Agency for Toxic 
Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) did a study on the Yakama Reservation a few years ago.  
Yakima Clean Air was not a part of it. The study covered public health impacts on agriculture. The EPA 
has not received the results yet and cannot say when the study will be provided but they will send it to us 
as soon as they can release it.  Mr. Hurley stated Yakima Clean Air and the Department of Ecology are 
mentioned as co-defendants in The Friends of Toppenish Creek, Title VI complaint.  He was inquiring 
where the case is in the process.  Mr. Hurley was told it could be as long as 10 years. 

At the previous Board meeting Ms. Mendez asked whether we advertise on any of the Spanish TV or 
radio stations.  Mr. Hurley stated that he did not have the list with him but he would bring it to the next 
meeting. He presented the list to the Board and felt YRCAA does a very good job of reaching out to the 
Spanish population: 

ESPN Deportes TV CHERRY FM  KXDD 
KAPP  KIMA  KUNW (Spanish) TV 
FOX (Telemundo) Hispanivision KDNA (Spanish) Radio 
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 Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
329 North First Street 

Yakima, WA 98901 
(509) 834-2050
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.1 

7. Action Items 54:50

7.1  Fiscal Vouchers and Payroll Authorization Transfers for August 2018 

Mr. Jones motioned to approve  Mr. Childress seconded 
Motion approved with no dissension 

7.2 Reappointment of the Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO) 

Resolution 2018-09 Reappointment of the Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO) 

Mr. Childress questioned why we cannot appoint a position as the APCO instead of an individual.  For 
example it would be the position of the Executive Director that would be the APCO.  Mr. Hurley replied 
Regulation 1 talks of the Executive Director and the APCO as two distinct different positions and does 
not say that by default the ED is the APCO. We would have to address this in the regulation since it is 
not in the regulation now.  The Clean Air Act also does not say anything about it.  He stated he could 
bring another resolution if the Board desires. Mr. Childress wants us to keep it in mind for the next time.  
Ms. Funk asked if the APCO is a credentialed position or is it administrative.  Mr. Hurley replied there 
is no licensing for the APCO.  

Chair DeVaney stated in the future we will review the subject and decide if we would want to combine 
the two positions. 

Ms. Funk motioned to approve  Mr. Childress seconded 
Motion approved with no dissension 

7.3 Reappointment of the Primary and Alternate Auditing and Investment Officers

        Resolution 2018-10 Appointing Keith M. Hurley as Primary Auditing and Investment Officer; 
    Appointing Christa Owen as Alternate Auditing and Investment Officer 

Mr. Childress motioned to approve  Mr. Jones seconded 
Motion approved with no dissension 

7.4 YRCAA v. Heaney d/b/a Display Visions and/or Apex Co. 

Mr. Hurley reviewed the Executive Memorandum listing the actions that led up to the lawsuit. Mr. 
Cuillier was present and was called to the podium.  Chair DeVaney asked if Mr. Cuillier had a 
recommendation for the Board.  Mr. Cuillier replied Mr. Heaney’s expenses are $1,000 per month more 
than his income and recommends the Board accept the proposal as Mr. Heaney would most likely file 
for bankruptcy.  Mr. Cuillier likened this to the times YRCAA forgives debts that are uncollectable the 
difference is we would be getting $10,000. 
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.1 

Mr. Jones questioned that we paid $10,000 for the sign and then another $10,000 to get it to work.  Mr. 
Hurley stated the extra $10,000 was not for upgrades but to get the sign operational as parts were 
missing, the seller was unable to provide them and we had to go to another company. 

Ms. Funk motioned to accept the offer Mr. Jones seconded 
Motion approved with no dissension 

8. Other Business 1:11:11

Chair DeVaney mentioned his current term ends at the end of December.  He is an appointee of the 
Board and he requests the Board think about if they want to reappoint him. 

Mr. Hurley mentioned the Dairy Program and wondered if we need another study session or have Mr. 
Hurley bring forth the resolutions for action items. Chair DeVaney felt that a study session was not 
needed but a discussion during Action Items would be appropriate. 

9. Adjournment 1:13:42

Mr. Jones motioned to adjourn the meeting   Mr. Childress seconded. 
Motion approved with no dissension   

Meeting was adjourned at 2:46 p.m. 

______________________________ 
Jon DeVaney, Board Chairman 

_________________________ 
Mary Wurtz, Clerk of the Board 
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 Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
329 North First Street 

Yakima, WA 98901 
(509) 834-2050

 yakimacleanair.org 

SUMMARY OF THE GOVERNING 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

STUDY SESSION MEETING 
September 13, 2018 

Location and Time: 
Yakima City Hall Council Chambers      1:30 pm 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

STUDY SESSION  
Called to Order at 1:30 pm by Chairman Jon DeVaney 

Topic:  Alternative Strategies for the YRCAA Air Quality Policy and Best Management 
Practices for Dairy Operations 

Mr. Hurley opened the study session by introducing two proposed resolutions in response to 
Chair DeVaney’s request last month to bring specific actionable resolutions. He presented and 
compared Resolutions 2018-11A and 2018-11B.  

 Resolution 2018-11A rescinds Resolution 2013-06 thereby ending the Air Quality
Management Policy for Dairy Operations and the registration requirement entirely but
Clean Air would preserve and publish the Resource Guide and the Best Management
Practices for Dairy Operations as resources.

 Resolution 2018-11B also rescinds Resolution 2013-06 but preserves the registration
requirement. Resolution 2018-11B would also preserve and publish the Resource Guide
and Best Management Practices for Dairy Operations as resources.

Mr. Hurley stated Resolution 2018-11A would rescind the Dairy Policy. He said YRCAA would 
still publish and make available the Resource Guide and the Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
for Dairy Operations. The guide would be available on the website and provided, free of charge, 
to those who requested it. To continue the discussion from last month, the resolutions are 
presented as alternatives or if the board comes up with another scenario.  

Chair DeVaney clarified the Board will discuss the resolutions but will not vote on them until the 
October Board meeting.  

Dr. Jones questioned how the distribution of the Best Management Practices would take place. 
Mr. Hurley stated it would be published on the website but if an individual comes in and requests 
a copy we would make one for them. We would not have a mass mailing in order to keep costs 
down.  

Mr. Childress asked if there is a mandate for the registration program and do other clean air 
agencies require dairies to register. Mr. Hurley replied the mandate for the registration of the 
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dairies is Resolution 2013-06. In the Clean Air Act, 70.94, an agency has the authority to place 
air pollution sources into a registration program. He is not aware of any other clean air agencies 
requiring dairies to register. 

Mr. Hurley said if the agency did not have the information that he feels we should have (cattle 
numbers and location) it would not deter us from doing what we have to. We would be able to 
get the information from other agencies. 

Chair DeVaney asked if we currently maintain registrations for other sources. Mr. Hurley replied 
everyone in the registration program is a source, whether dry cleaners, Title V, gas stations etc. 
When they pay a registration fee and go through an NSR for their air pollution source, we then 
do inspections.  

Dr. Jones asked if this policy was not in place and we would have to go to the WSDA, would all 
other clean air agencies have to do the same. Mr. Hurley replied they could do that or they could 
do their own count or they could go to a local conservation district.  

Mr. Childress asked if the dairy registration fee would cover our expenses. Mr. Hurley said the 
$124 covers two hours of the minimum amount of services required for dairy registrations. The 
cost for other sources is $453 annually. Mr. Childress asked if we would have to do a public 
records request with WSDA. Mr. Hurley believed we would have to put in a records request as 
we do not have an intergovernmental agreement with them. Mr. Childress wants to make sure we 
are not duplicating services. Mr. Hurley replied even if we received the information from another 
agency we would still have to verify the numbers for accuracy. A registration program would 
ensure the information was updated yearly. 

Dr. Jones asked how the dairy registration requirement would contribute to the air emission 
inventory and he referenced the national emission inventory used within the YAWNS study. Mr. 
Hurley replied the state emission inventory is conducted by the Washington State Department of 
Ecology and that the local air agencies provide some support to the state. He also stated that the 
sate inventory feeds into the national inventory. Mr. Hurley also stated the he believes the animal 
numbers would give the agency a better picture of what is in the air shed.  Dr. Jones then 
questioned how CERCLA and EPCRA fit into the inventory program as the Federal government 
exempted livestock operations from those rules. Mr. Hurley replied that agricultural operations 
have been exempted from reporting under either CERCLA or EPCRA. But he feels, as the leader 
of the agency, YRCAA owes it to the public to know what is in our air shed. 

Chair DeVaney would like it stated in Resolution 2018-11A, that the YRCAA would publish the 
Resource Guide and Best Management Practices for Dairy Operations as a free resource for all 
dairy operators. Mr. Hurley said he would add it into the resolution. 

Mr. Childress asked how we would verify cattle numbers. Mr. Hurley explained during the initial 
program the cattle numbers and their locations were attained from WSDA. As we developed the 
Dairy program the information that is provided on the dairy registrations gives us basic 
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information such as head of cattle and these numbers are broken down into milking, non-
milking, replacement herd etc. When Clean Air receives the numbers from the dairies, we take 
their numbers at face value.  

The Study Session was closed at 1:55 pm 
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To: Board of Directors
From: Office of the Executive Director
Subject: Monthly Activity Report

Activity FY18 Jul18 Aug18 Sept18
FY18 

thru Sept
FY19 thru 

Sept
Minor Source Inspections 155 26 8 0 17 34
Complaints Received 250 4 9 11 53 24
NOVs Issued 100 0 1 4 8 5
AODs Issued 16 0 0 0 0 0
Warning Notices Issued 16 0 0 0 0 0
NOPs Issued 57 1 1 2 10 4
SEPA Reviews 198 26 31 20 60 77
AOP Applications Received 1 0 0 0 0 0
AOPs Issued or Renewed 4 0 0 0 2 0
Deviations/Upsets Reported 12 1 1 1 3 3
AOP Inspections 5 1 1 0 1 2
Public Workshops 0 0 0 0 0 0
Media Events 0 0 0 0 0 0
Media Contacts 11 4 7 0 2 11
Education Outreach Events 8 1 1 0 1 2
Sources Registered 365 0 0 0 7 0
NSR Applications Received 24 0 0 0 5 0
NSR Approvals Issued-Temporary 0 0 0 0 0 0
NSR Approvals Issued-Permanent 24 0 0 1 5 1
NODRs Received 221 14 16 20 38 50
Agricultural Burn Permits Issued 184 7 2 6 13 15
Conditional Use Permits Issued 5 0 10 0 0 10
Residential Burn Permits Issued 1264 2 10 0 195 12
Burn Ban Days 63 0 18 0 0 18
Public Records Requests Fulfilled 51 2 1 5 15 8

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5.2

Date of Release:               October 4, 2017
Date of Consideration:     October 11, 2017

Acronyms:
AOP - Air Operating Permit; NODR - Notification of Demolition and Renovation; NOP - Notice of Penalty; NOV - 
Notice of Violation;   NSR - New Source Review;   SEPA - State Environmental Policy Act
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Yakima WA 98901 
(509) 834-2050 

yakimacleanair. org 

Executive Memorandum 

Date of Release: 

Date of Consideration: 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

1. Annual Fee Review 

October 4, 2018 

October 11, 2018 

The YR CAA Board of Directors 

Office of the Executive Director 

Executive Director's Report 

The Agency has begun the annual review of all fees and will present the recommendation 
at the November Board meeting. 

2. Community Forum 
The agency held a community forum on Monday, September l 71

\ at the agency office. The forum 
summary is attached. 

3. Compliance & Engineering 
The following table itemizes, by type, the complaints received and the number ofNOVs 
issued for the month of August 2018: 

Ty12e of Com12Iaint # of Com12Iaints # ofNOVs # of AODs 

Residential Burning 6 4 0 

Agricultural Burning 1 0 0 

Other Burning 0 0 0 

Fugitive Dust 2 0 0 

Agricultural Dust 2 0 0 

Agricultural Odor 0 0 0 

Surface Coating 0 0 0 

Odor 0 0 0 

Asbestos 0 0 0 

Others 0 0 0 

TOTALS 11 4 Q 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 6.1 
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The agency has expended a total of$192,752.22 for 32 woodstove change outs, 14 rebates for the 
purchases of new devices and 66 bounties for the destruction of old devices. Currently the agency 
has $245,800 in scheduled outstanding work to be completed for an additional 44 change outs, 23 
rebates and 17 bounties. The total amount of $438,552.22 represents an 80% commitment of the 
initial grant amount of $550,000. 
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Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 

Community Forum 

September 17, 2018 

The Forum was opened at 1:15 pm. 

Present were: 

Jean Mendoza, Friends of Toppenish Creek 
Sandy Braeden, Friends of Toppenish Creek 
Mark Edler, YRCAA, Facilitator 
Keith Hurley, YRCAA, Executive Director 
Dr. Hasan Tahat, YRCAA, Engineering Manager 
Mary Wurtz, YRCAA, Records Administrator 

Ms. Mendoza hoped to learn how YRCAA addresses toxic air pollutants in the Valley.  She 
referred to WAC 173-460 (Controls for New Sources of Toxic Air Pollutants) and wanted to 
know how we issue New Source Reviews (NSR) for dairies.  Dr. Tahat replied that only if a new 
source of pollution is added to a dairy would there be an NSR.  He explained dairy emissions are 
considered a fugitive source instead of a stationary source. Ms. Mendoza requested that he 
expand on that.  Dr. Tahat illustrated a boiler as a stationary source as there is a point of 
emissions.  A dairy will have cows in different areas of a farm which would be many points of 
emissions - fugitive emissions. Dr. Tahat also explained there are no emission factors set for 
dairies. Jean asked if he has the authority to approve an emission factor and he replied he did not.  
He said that the Department of Agriculture is working on an estimated emission factor. 

Jean questioned what an emission factor is?  Dr. Tahat explained an emission factor is the 
measured emissions from a source and we would use the emission factor from AP 42 
(Compilation of Air Emissions Factors – US EPA), in absence of an actual source test.  The EPA 
is studying the issue nationwide to come up with emission factors for dairies.   

Mr. Hurley explained every industry has an emission factor and Jean asked if we have a ballpark 
figure for autos. Dr. Tahat stated the combustion process is controlled by the manufacturers; they 
are not controlled at the state or local level. 

Ms. Mendoza questioned the application of ammonium sulfate by farms/dairies during a windy 
period.  She said the dry fertilizer can be caught by the wind and blown around and people would 
be breathing it in.  Dr. Tahat said we would take the complaint and if it is in our jurisdiction we 
would handle it otherwise we would send it on to the Department of Agriculture.  Mr. Hurley 
replied the Department of Agriculture regulates the spraying of chemicals; YRCAA regulates 
only agricultural burning; the authority for enforcing burning is the State Clean Air Act.  Dr. 
Tahat stated the EPA requests that YRCAA comes up with the standards and we submit them. 
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The EPA can then accept or reject them.  Washington State can have laws that are more stringent 
than federal laws but they cannot be less. 

Ms. Mendoza said she was unable to find the exemption for agriculture.  Dr. Tahat stated WAC 
173-460 was designed to be used in conjunction with WAC 173-400.  The agricultural
exemption is in 173-400.  Mr. Hurley also quoted RCW 79.94.645:  “The department shall not
regulate ammonia emissions resulting from the storage, distribution, transport, or application of
ammonia for use as an agricultural or silvicultural fertilizer.”

Ms. Mendoza also questioned the ammonia leaks at cold storage areas.  Who would regulate 
that?  Mr. Hurley replied regulating cold storage is in Section 112 of the State Clean Air Act and 
the EPA enforces cold storage places that might have a leak.  YRCAA has not been delegated to 
enforce any complaints regarding them.  

Jean asked how we calculate the many different chemicals that people are exposed to in the 
lower valley.  Dr. Tahat responded it is through the State Clean Air Act.  The EPA conducts 
emission inventories and is paid by the federal government every few years for the emission 
inventories. Agriculture is part of emission inventory and it also includes stationary and mobile 
sources.  

Ms. Mendoza stated she felt as though the lower valley has worse air than the upper valley.  Dr. 
Tahat explained due to air flow the upper and lower valleys get the same amount.  A study found 
the ammonia nitrate was the same between the upper and lower valley.  Jean disagreed on this as 
not a lot of studies have been done in the lower valley.  Dr. Tahat stated there are no cows in area 
bigger cities but they have larger pollution numbers than Yakima. 

The Community Forum was ended at 3:20 pm. 

BP Page 17 of 74



ACTION 

ITEMS 

BP Page 18 of 74



BP Page 19 of 74

Date of Release: 

Date of Consideration: 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Issue: 
Fiscal Reports 

Discussion: 

Executive Memorandum 

October 4, 2018 

October 11, 2018 

YR CAA Board of Directors 

Office of the Executive Director 

Fiscal Program Report 

Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
329 North First Street, 

Yakima WA 98901 
(509) 834-2050 

yakimacleanair. org 

September 2018 Accounts Payable (AP) and Payroll Authorizations are enclosed for your approval. 
The Budget Verification Analysis (BVA) and Supplemental Income documents are included as 
informational items. 

Recommendation: 
Accept and approve by minute action the September 2018 AP Fiscal Vouchers, totaling 
$105,736.32, and the September Payroll Authorization, totaling $55,750.69. 

Encl. 4 

AGENDA ITEM NO . .LL 
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September 13, 2018 

Name 

Armstrong·s Stove & Spa* 

Charter Communications 

Coleman Oil Company 

Cuillier Law Office 

Carla Hareum* 

Michael Hugill* 

KCYU* 

Linda Larrison* 

Greg Meloy* 

Menke Jackson Law Firm 

Justin Mulvanie* 

Nth Degree Environmental 

Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
Phone: (509) 83./-2050 

Fund 614-614 YRCAA 

Fund 614-141 Enterprise 

Warrant/MICR # 

33509 

33510 

33511 

33512 

33513 

33514 

33515 

33516 

33517 

33518 

33519 

33520 

Pitney Bowes Global Financial Services 33521 

Ron's Office Equipment 

Telemundo* 

Verizon Wireless 

Steve Weaver* 

YRCAA 

Yakima County Printing Depa1tment 

*Reimbursement from Grant 

**NOC/Enterprise 

33522 

33523 

33524 

33525 

33526 

33527 

GL# 

4101 

4201 

3201 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4501 

3101 

4101 

4201 

4101 

490 1 

3101 

329 North First Street, Yakima WA 98901 
w111w.yakimac/eanair.org 

Amount Date 

$ 9,481.29 9/ 14/2018 

$ 649.87 9/ 14/2018 

$ 98.44 9/ 14/2018 

$ 868.00 9/ 14/2018 

$ 250.00 9/14/20 18 

$ 250.00 9/ 14/2018 

$ 577.00 9/ 14/2018 

$ 500.00 9/ 14/2018 

$ 250.00 9/ 14/2018 

$ 506.25 9/ 14/2018 

$ 500.00 9/1 4/2018 

$ 900.00 9/ 14/2018 

$ 256.40 9/ 14/2018 

$ 286.76 9/ 14/2018 

$ 248.00 9/ 14/2018 

$ 337.32 9/ 14/2018 

$ 400.00 9/ 14/2018 

$ 268.88 9/14/2018 

$ 8.66 9/ 14/2018 

$ 16,636.87 

This is to certify that the invoices and warrants above for the Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency have been examined, audited 
and approved by the Alternate Auditing Officer for payment. 

Total Amount: $ 16,636.87 

t1.~~ Dtvm 91I4120Is 
Christa Owen, Alternate Auditing Officer 

Jon DeVaney, Board Chairman fticer 
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September 26, 2018 

Name 

Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
Phone: (509) 83-1-2050 

Fund 614-614 YRCAA 

Fund 614-141 Enterprise 

Warrant/MICR # 

Absolute Comfort Techno logy. LLC* 33528 

Alliant Communicatio ns 33529 

Apple Valley Broadcasting* 33530 

Armstrong's Stove & Spa* 3353 1 

Otis Bailey* 33532 

Dennis Ba ll* 33533 

Janet Bangs* 33534 

Barbara Belcher* 33535 

Elizabeth Benquist* 33536 

Bradley A. Mellette 33537 

Janet Briggs* 33538 

Carl Brookshire** 33539 

Cascade Natural Gas Corporation 33540 

Brandon C lark* 3354 1 

Coastal Farm and Ranch* 33542 

Brian Downs* 33543 

Dustin Harrington** 33544 

Mark Edler** 33545 

Farwest C limate Contro l, Inc.* 33546 

Fosseen' s Home & Heart h 33547 

Alejandro Gonzales* 33548 

Todd Harding* 33549 

Gary Hudson* 33550 

Inland Awning* 3355 1 

Inland Contracting* 33552 

KAPP-KVEW, Inc.* 33553 

KAPP-KVEW* 33554 

James Keck* 33555 

KeyBank** 33556 

Devin Koch* 33557 

Jon Lakey* 33558 

Darwin Laurvick* 33559 

Troy Laurvick* 33560 

GL# 

41 01 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4101 

410 1 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4501 

4101 

430 1 

4701 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4301 

4301 

4 101 

4101 

4 101 

4 101 

41 01 

4101 

4101 

4101 

4 101 

4101 

329 North First Street. Yakima WA 98901 
www. yakimac/eanair. org 

Amount Date 

$ 12,000.00 9/27/2018 

$ 229.12 9/27/2018 

$ 1,250.00 9/27/2018 

$ 4,932.87 9/27/20 18 

$ 250.00 9/27/2018 

$ 250.00 9/27/201 8 

$ 250.00 9/27/2018 

$ 250.00 9/27/2018 

$ 100.00 9/27/201 8 

$ 3,801 .40 9/27/201 8 

$ 250.00 9/27/2018 

$ 549.63 9/27/2018 

$ 155.00 9/27/2018 

$ 250.00 9/27/20 18 

$ 7.149.04 9/27/2018 

$ 250.00 9/27/20 18 

$ 170.64 9/27/2018 

$ 400.32 9/27/2018 

$23,744.92 9/2 7/2018 

$10, 165.67 9/27/20 18 

$ 250.00 9/27/20 18 

$ 350.00 9/27/20 18 

$ 500.00 9/27/2018 

$ 3.536.55 9/27/20 18 

$ 7,021.51 9/27/20 18 

$ 1,500.00 9/27/2018 

$ 1,500.00 9/27/2018 

$ 250.00 9/27/20 18 

Various $ 1,536.78 9/27/20 18 

4 10 1 $ 100.00 9/27/2018 

4 101 $ 250.00 9/27/20 I 8 

410 1 $ 250.00 9/27/20 I 8 

4 101 $ 500.00 9/2 7/20 I 8 
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BP Page 23 of 74CLEAN AIR Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 329 North First Street. Yakima WA 98901 
Phone: (509) 83-1-2050 w1v1v.yakimac!eanair.org 

Darlene Lindgren* 33561 4101 $ 500.00 9/27/2018 

Shawn Marquis* 33562 4101 $ 250.00 9/27/2018 

Terry Ma1tin* 33563 4101 $ 250.00 9/27/2018 

Jon Mason* 33564 4101 $ 250.00 9/27/2018 

Nth Degree Environmental Engineering Solutions 33565 4101 $ 450.00 9/27/2018 

Northwest Community Action Center* 33566 4101 $ 200.00 9/27/2018 

Cu1tis Pitts* 33567 4101 $ 500.00 9/27/2018 

Anona Schmeltzer* 33568 4101 $ 250.00 9/27/2018 

Tina Schooley* 33569 4101 $ 250.00 9/27/2018 

Stephens Media Group* 33570 4101 $ 704.00 9/27/2018 

Dale Swartout* 33571 4101 $ 400.00 9/27/2018 

Telemundo* 33572 4101 $ 252.00 9/27/2018 

Riley Trickey* 33573 4101 $ 250.00 9/27/2018 

Volunteer Services* 33574 4101 $ 400.00 9/27/2018 

Charles Wilson* 33575 4101 $ 250.00 9/27/2018 

$89,099.45 

*Reimbursement from Grant 

**NOC/Enterprise 

This is to certify that the invoices and warrants above for the Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency have been examined. audited 
and approved by the Alternate Auditing Officer for payment. 

Total Amount: $ 89,099.45 

~b\\,l:UC:) 9/27/2018 
Christa Owen, Alternate Auditing Officer 

____________ 10/11 /2018 
Jon DeVaney, Board Chairman 
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FY 2019 Monthly BVA
September 2018 Actual Actual Year to Date
Report Date:  October 11, 2018 Budget  Current Year to Date % of Budget

REVENUE       614    YRCAA Base Operations

REVENUE       614    YRCAA Base Operations
Stationary Source Permit Fees
614-32190001     Minor Sources 162,000$  -$  453$  0.3%
614-32190008     Synthetic Minor Sources 19,950$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-32190006     Complex Sources 20,300$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-32290001     Title V Sources 122,500$  -$  150,292$  122.7%
614-32190002     New Source Review 31,500$  6,060$  11,103$  35.2%

Subtotal, Stationary Source Permit Fees 356,250$  6,060$  161,848$  45.4%

Burn Permit Fees
614-32290005     Residential Burn Permits 60,500$  4,848$  8,448$  14.0%
614-32290007     Agricultural Burn Permits 30,500$  869$  2,825$  9.3%
614-32290011     Conditional Use Burn Permits 2,000$  -$  -$  0.0%

Subtotal, Burn Permit Fees 93,000$  5,717$  11,273$  12.1%

Compliance Fees
614-32190005     Asbestos Removal Fees 31,000$  3,198$  6,787$  21.9%
614-32190009     Construction Dust Control Fees 8,200$  -$  792$  9.7%

Subtotal, Compliance Fees 39,200$  3,198$  7,579$  19.3%

Subtotal, All Permit Fee Revenue 488,450$  14,975$  180,700$  37.0%

Base Grants
614-33366001     EPA, Core Grant 107,395$  -$  26,849$  25.0%
614-33403101     DOE, Core Grant 76,800$  -$  19,204$  25.0%

Subtotal, Base Grants 184,195$  -$  46,054$  25.0%

Fines & Penalties 
614-35990001     Civil Penalty 2,500$  300$  4,305$  
614-35990001     Other Fines -$  -$  -$  

Subtotal, Fines & Penalties 2,500$  300$  4,305$  

Supplemental Income
614-33831001    Supplemental Income 100,789$  -$  19,982$  19.8%

Subtotal, Supplemental Income 100,789$  -$  19,982$  19.8%

Other Income
614-36111001     Interest 2,100$  598$  1,728$  82.3%
614-36990014     Miscellaneous Income 200$  5,000$  5,250$  2625.0%

Subtotal, Other Income 2,300$  5,598$  6,978$  303.4%

Total YRCAA Base Operations Revenue 778,234$  20,873$  258,018$  33.2%

REVENUE          614   YRCAA Grant Operations
614-33403105     Wood Stove Ed 5,331$  -$  5,331$  100.0%
614-33403108     PM 2.5 21,050$  -$  5,263$  25.0%
614-33403107     Woodstove Change-out 550,000$  39,141$  41,180$  7.5%

Total YRCAA Grant Operations Revenue 576,381$  39,141$  51,774$  9.0%

REVENUE  Enterprise Operations
614-34317001  VE Certification Fees 80,000$  4,125$  7,075$  8.8%
614-34317002  Other Enterprise Revenue 100$  -$  -$  0.0%

 Subtotal , Enterprise Revenue 80,100$  4,125$  7,075$  8.8%

Total Base, Grant and Enterprise Revenue 1,434,715$               64,139$  316,867$  22.1%
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FY 2019 Monthly BVA
September 2018 Actual Actual Year to Date
Report Date:  October 11, 2018 Budget  Current Year to Date % of Budget

EXPENSES
EXPENSES        614    YRCAA Base Operations
Salaries
614-1001     Salaries 484,932$  31,036$  104,718$  21.6%
614-2002     Benefits 183,571$  10,905$  36,793$  20.0%
614-1003     Overtime -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Salaries 668,503$  41,941$  141,510$  21.2%

Supplies
614-3101     Office Supplies 6,500$  379$  1,379$  21.2%
614-3101     Safety Equipment 500$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-3201     Vehicles, Gas 2,500$  98$  471$  18.8%
614-3501     Small Tools/Equipment 200$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-3502     Computer Network 4,000$  70$  210$  5.2%

Subtotal, Supplies 13,700$  547$  2,060$  15.0%

Services
614-4101     Professional Services 35,000$  2,953$  15,483$  44.2%
614-4101     Laboratory Analyses 200$  -$  70$  35.0%
614-4125    Treasurer, Yakima County 1,014$  -$  85$  8.3%
614-4201     Communications, Phones/Internet 12,800$  987$  3,046$  23.8%
614-4202     Postage 3,500$  -$  595$  17.0%
614-4301     Travel & Transportation 3,200$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-4401     Public Education 4,000$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-4401     Publications, Legal Notices 2,000$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-4501     Rents & Leases, Equipment 3,282$  256$  629$  19.2%
614-4501     Rents & Leases, Space 52,659$  3,801$  20,311$  38.6%
614-4601     Insurance 12,600$  -$  13,397$  106.3%
614-4801     Maintenance, Motor Vehicles 2,400$  -$  284$  11.8%
614-4801     Maintenance, Equipment 2,000$  -$  925$  46.2%
614-4801     Maintenance, Computers 250$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-4801     Maintenance, Building 1,500$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-4901     Memberships 920$  99$  129$  14.0%
614-4901     Training 2,500$  175$  175$  7.0%
614-4901     Service Chgs & Interest 5,000$  269$  1,143$  22.9%
614-4901     Miscellaneous Services 6,750$  200$  850$  12.6%
614-4901     DOE Oversite Fees 4,787$  -$  -$  0.0%

Subtotal, Services 156,362$  8,896$  57,275$  36.6%

Capital Out-Lay & Fixed Assets
614-6401   Capital Out-Lay/Fixed Assets -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Total YRCAA Base Operations Expenses 838,565$  51,384$  200,846$  24.0%

EXPENSES        614    YRCAA Grant Operations
614-33403105     Wood Stove Ed

Salaries
614-1001     Salaries 3,867$  299$  1,006$  26.0%
614-2002     Benefits 1,464$  105$  353$  24.1%
614-1003     Overtime -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Salaries 5,331$  404$  1,359$  25.5%

Supplies
614-3101     Office Supplies -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Supplies -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!
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FY 2019 Monthly BVA
September 2018 Actual Actual Year to Date
Report Date:  October 11, 2018 Budget  Current Year to Date % of Budget

Services
614-4139     Professional Services 120$  -$  -$  0.0%
614-4202     Postage -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Services 120$  -$  -$  0.0%

Subtotal, Woodstove Grant Expenses 5,451$  404$  1,359$  24.9%

614-33403108      PM2.5
Salaries
614-1001     Salaries 15,270$  921$  3,170$  20.8%
614-2002     Benefits 5,780$  324$  1,114$  19.3%
614-1003     Overtime -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Salaries 21,050$  1,245$  4,284$  20.4%

Supplies
614-3101     Office Supplies -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Supplies -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Services
614-4101     Professional Services -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Services -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Capital Out-Lay & Fixed Assets
614-6401   Capital Out-Lay/Fixed Assets -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, PM 2.5 Grant Expenses 21,050$  1,245$  4,284$  20.4%

614-33403107       Woodstove Change-out
Salaries
614-1001     Salaries 59,845$  3,365$  10,650$  17.8%
614-2002     Benefits 22,655$  1,182$  2,427$  10.7%
614-1003     Overtime -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Salaries 82,500$  4,547$  14,393$  17.4%

Supplies
614-3101     Office Supplies 50$  -$  185$  370.0%

Subtotal, Supplies 50$  -$  185$  370.0%

Services
614-4101     Professional Services 467,500$  95,083$  164,492$  35.2%

Subtotal, Services 467,500$  95,083$  164,492$  35.2%

Capital Out-Lay & Fixed Assets
614-6401   Capital Out-Lay/Fixed Assets -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Woodstove Change-out Grant Expenses 550,050$  99,630$  179,069$  32.6%

Total, Grant Operations Expenses 576,551$  101,279$  184,712$  32.0%

EXPENSES   141   Enterprise Operations
Salaries
141-1001     Salaries 11,810$  5,634$  5,680$  48.1%
141-2002     Benefits 4,470$  1,979$  1,996$  44.6%
141-1003     Overtime -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Salaries 16,280$  7,613$  7,676$  47.1%
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FY 2019 Monthly BVA
September 2018 Actual Actual Year to Date
Report Date:  October 11, 2018 Budget  Current Year to Date % of Budget

Supplies
141-3101     Office Supplies 200$  -$  -$  0.0%
141-3201     Vehicles, Gas 1,000$  -$  -$  0.0%
141-3501     Small Tools/Equipment 200$  -$  -$  0.0%

Subtotal , Supplies 1,400$  -$  -$  0.0%

Services
141-4101     Professional Services -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!
141-4202     Postage -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!
141-4301     Travel & Transportation 3,000$  1,121$  2,492$  83.1%
141-4501     Rents & Leases, Space 2,000$  -$  235$  11.8%
141-4801     Maintenance, Motor Vehicles 200$  90$  90$  44.9%
141-4801     Maintenance, Equipment 500$  -$  -$  0.0%
141-4901     Miscellaneous Services -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Subtotal, Services 5,700$  1,210$  2,816$  49.4%

Capital Out-Lay & Fixed Assets
141-4500     Capital Out-Lay/Fixed Assets -$  -$  -$  #DIV/0!

Total Enterprise Operations Expenses 23,380$  8,824$  10,492$  44.9%

Summary of Revenue vs Expenses:
Prior-Year Carry Over Funds 125,000$  -$  125,000$  
Total Revenue, Base, Grants & Enterprise 1,559,715$               64,139$  441,867$  28.3%
Total Expenses, Base, Grants & Enterprise 1,438,496$               161,487$  396,050$  27.5%

Fund Balance 121,219$  (97,348)$  45,817$  
Operating Reserves (3,781)$  

Estimated Available Fund Balance 125,000$  
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City/Town Past Assessment Total Date Amount Balance Responses
Due Amount Amt Due Received Received Due

Grandview -$  4,464$             4,464$             1/11/2018 4,464$            -$  Paid in full
Granger -$  1,552$             1,552$             

; ; 
7/2/2018 1,164$            388$               Pd 3/4

Harrah -$  260$                260$                1/30/2018 260$               -$  Paid in full
Mabton -$  926$                926$                1/12/2018 926$               -$  Paid in full
Moxee -$  1,582$             1,582$             1/16/2018 1,582$            -$  Paid in full
Naches -$  338$                338$                1/11/2018 338$               -$  Paid in full
Selah -$  3,012$             3,012$             1/12/2018 3,012$            -$  Paid in full

Sunnyside -$  6,616$             6,616$             
1/19/2018; 4/13/2018; 

7/12/2018 4,962$            1,654$            Pd 3/4
Tieton -$  514$                514$                1/25/2018 514$               -$  Paid in full
Toppenish -$  3,620$             3,620$             1/25/2018 3,620$            -$  Paid in full
Union Gap -$  2,480$             2,480$             1/25/2018 2,480$            -$  Paid in full
Wapato -$  2,016$             2,016$             1/22/2018 2,016$            -$  Paid in full

City of Yakima -$  37,364$           37,364$           
1/19/2018; 4/16/2018; 

7/16/2018 28,023$          9,341$            Pd 3/4
Zillah -$  1,258$             1,258$             1/22/2018 1,258$            -$  Paid in full

Yakima Co. -$  34,358$           34,358$           
1/1/2018; 4/1/2018; 

7/1/2018 25,796$          8,563$            Pd 3/4
Totals: -$  100,360$         100,360$         80,415$          19,946$          

YAKIMA REGIONAL CLEAN AIR AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL INCOME STATUS for CY 2018 on September 30, 2018

CY 2018 $.40 PER CAPITA (Rounded Amounts)
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 7.2 

Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
329 North First Street, Yakima WA 98901

(509) 834-2050, yakimacleanair.org

EXECUTIVE MEMORANDUM 
DATE OF RELEASE: August 2, 2018 

DATE OF CONSIDERATION: August 9, 2018 

TO: Board of Directors 

FROM:  Office of the Executive Director 

SUBJECT: Alternative Strategies for the YRCAA Air Quality Policy and Best 
Management Practices for Dairy Operations            

ISSUE:  
At the April 2018 Board of Directors meeting the Board requested staff research and present 
alternative strategies that would reduce the agency’s exposure to public records request litigation 
associated with the Air Quality Policy and Best Management Practices for Dairy Operations 
(Dairy Policy). 

DISCUSSION: 
The vast majority of the litigation risk is attributable to the amount of data contained within a 
variety of documents required by the agency for the registration program. Public records request 
for “any and all” records concerning one or many dairies creates an oppressive requirement for 
this small agency to examine each and every document and any additional documents, such as 
inspection reports or equipment reports, for lawful redactions.  

Clearly any strategy to reduce litigation risk must begin with a reduction in the amount of data, 
and synonymously the amount of documentation that is submitted to the agency. With this core 
tenet in mind, over the course of the past four months the agency has examined the following 
alternative strategies for reducing litigation risk attributed to public record requests concerning 
dairy operations: 

1) Maintain the Dairy Policy in its current form
2) Terminate the Dairy Policy
3) Modify the policy by significantly reducing the amount of supporting documentation

required, thus significantly mitigating the litigation risks.
4) Terminate the policy and publish the document as a Resource Guide available to all dairy

producers who want to apply the information to their operation
5) A blend of strategies 3 and 4 above

The first strategy clearly does nothing to accomplish the goal of mitigating litigation risk. Simply 
terminating the policy, while completely mitigating the litigation risk, would significantly hinder 
the agency in its ability to collect data that is essential to our efforts in developing a complete 
emissions inventory (EI) of the county. Terminating the program in whole would also delay the 
agency in taking action on any future enacted federal or state law concerning dairies.  Basic 
information, such as dairy locations and animal numbers, would have to be recollected. The 
agency would be forced to start at ground zero and reacquire that same basic information before 
adopting any local rule. 
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RECOMMENDATION:  
After numerous internal discussions, staff recommends that the following specific actions be 
considered for implementation: 

1) Rescind the Air Quality Policy and Best Management Practices for Dairy Operations.
2) Direct staff to publish the policy as a resource guide for dairy operators (Proposed Draft

Attached)
3) Direct staff to maintain registration of all dairy operations through the use of the attached

revised dairy registration form.
4) In November adopt a reduced registration fee of $124 for dairies to cover the work

performed in maintaining the scaled down dairy registration program

In addition to eliminating the vast majority of litigation risk, rescinding the Dairy Policy will 
release the agency from the obligation of mandatory site visits for a program that has been 
voluntary from its inception. Additionally, rescinding the policy will help alleviate the workload 
impact created on June 20th when the agency lost its dedicated dairy inspector to another 
employer.  

Publishing a Resource Guide will enable the agency to leverage the knowledge and experience it 
has gained over the last 6-7 years to better assist dairy operators by providing a “bookshelf” 
resource that will empower the operator to make sound air pollution reduction/prevention 
decisions based on their operational processes and budgetary constraints. The agency will 
continue to provide free technical visits to dairy operators when requested, as we do with all 
other industries. 

Employing the revised registration form will significantly reduce the amount of documents 
collected while still providing the agency the minimum essential data needed.  

Finally, by continuing the dairy registration program on a leaner scale, the agency will be 
positioned to expeditiously adopt a local rule if future federal or state laws or rules are enacted. 

Keith M. Hurley 
Executive Director 
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INTRODUCTION  

The Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency (YRCAA) began working with local beef cattle feedlots in 
1993 to minimize fugitive dust emissions from confined cattle feeding operations. This partnership 
resulted in the agency publishing the Fugitive Dust Control Guidelines and Best Management 
Practices for Confined Cattle Feeding Operations policy. In 2001 YRCAA again partnered with 
heifer replacement feeding operators to publish the Fugitive Dust Control Guidelines and Best 
Management Practices for Confined Heifer Replacement Feeding Operations policy. In 2010 the 
agency’s Board of Directors instructed staff to develop recommendations for addressing fugitive 
emissions from dairy operations. On February 10, 2011 the YRCAA Board of Directors approved 
the Air Quality Management and Best Management Practices for Dairy Operations policy as a pilot 
research project aimed at gathering information, testing the feasibility of implementing the policy, 
and measuring the effectiveness of the policy. The YRCAA worked with eight producers at fifteen 
dairy facilities throughout the county who voluntarily participated in the pilot project. The pilot 
project work was completed in December 2011. In March of 2012 the Board of Directors approved 
the policy for a one-year trial implementation period to provide opportunity for more dairies to 
comply with the policy. The trial implementation work was completed in December 2012. From 
2012 through 2018 the agency used the policy to conduct inspections of approximately 41 dairies 
operating 59 milking facilities throughout the county. 

The data collected over the initial six year period of the policy forms the basis for this resource 
guide. This guide can be used by dairy operators to prevent or reduce fugitive emissions of 
Ammonia (NH3), Nitrous Oxide (N2O), Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S), Volatile Organic 
Compounds (VOC), Odor, Particulate Matter (PM), Methane (CH4) and Oxides of Nitrogen 
(NOx) from the nine dairy operational systems of: Nutrition, Feed Management, Milk Parlor, 
Housing - Freestall Barns, Housing - Drylot Pens, Grazing Management, Manure Management, 
Land application of Manure, and “other” systems;  

PURPOSE  

This Resource Guide is intended to: 

• Provide a broad, though not all inclusive, set of demonstrated Best Management Practices
(BMPs) that can be applied to reduce/prevent fugitive air emissions from dairy operational
systems.

• Provide technical tools and information to aid in the reduction and prevention of air
emissions from dairy operations.

• Provide dairy operators options for choosing the best BMPs for their specific operational
conditions.

• Enable dairy operators to target/prioritize air emission reductions based on the eight listed air
pollutants.

• Be used as a tool to help in reducing/preventing air emissions from the various systems
within any dairy operation.

• This guide may be used by any dairy operation, whether located in the state of Washington or
in other states.      
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SECTION A – POLLUTANT-SPECIFIC BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES 

The purpose of this section is to present a list of best management practices (BMPs) for reducing 
emissions from specific air pollutants or pollutant groups. BMPs as they apply to specific dairy 
operation systems are presented below.  

General Principles 

• The principle mechanism by which most BMPs operate is to foster conditions which prevent
emissions of pollutants addressed by the use of the BMPs; and

• Nothing in this reference guide should be construed to limit the ability of an Operation to be
innovative or to use effective management practices that differ from those offered in this
guide.

The following is a list of various BMPs for consideration in reducing emissions from each pollutant or 
pollutant group. The BMPs have not been prioritized for practicality, economic feasibility, ease of use, 
or efficacy. These are important factors to consider in the successful selection and implementation of 
BMPs. 

I. Ammonia (NH3)

NH3 is formed when urea in the urine and the urease enzyme found in feces and manure laden soils 
are combined together. The reaction is very quick and the peak to volatilization is just several hours. 
Volatilization of NH3 depends primarily on four factors: the protein (N) content in the feed, manure 
management strategies, the pH of the manure or soil, and the meteorology in general (i.e., temperature 
and wind speed, etc.). The lifetime of gaseous NH3 is about 24 hours, after which time the NH3 
typically deposits near its source. This deposition can lead to eutrophication of surface water, airborne 
fertilization, and changes in ecosystems.   

It is the objective of an NH3 BMP to reduce NH3 emissions and thus, its negative effects. Tradeoffs in 
NH3 reductions must be carefully considered. Tradeoffs are actions which reduce emissions of one 
pollutant, but cause an increase in another pollutant emission. Tradeoffs could result due to things 
such as changes in pH or a shift to aerobic conditions. Therefore, the most effective method of 
reducing NH3 is to target the source itself. In this case, the source is nitrogen (N) input into the dairy 
systems. BMPs which reduce NH3 follow. 

1. Reduce the amount of dietary protein (N) in the ration to match, rather than exceed, the
animal’s needs.

2. Practice phase-feeding.

3. Ensure proper ventilation of freestall barns.

4. Bedding selection and management.

5. Treat recycled lagoon water used for flushing.

6. Remove and spread (harrow) manure frequently.

7. Modify alleyway floors.
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8. Provide shade for cattle.

9. Locate feed and water opposite in pens.

11. Use straw bedding in drylot pens.

12. Incorporate wood chips in surface layer.

13. Urease inhibitors.

14. Surface moisture content.

15. Stock appropriate number of animals.

16. Use rotational grazing.

17. Move water and feeding areas frequently.

18. Irrigate pastures immediately after grazing.

19. Manure solids separation.

20. Lagoon or storage covers.

21. Surface aeration of lagoons.

22. Reduce the pH of lagoons and manure piles.

23. Apply N fertilizer below no-till residue.

24. Inject or incorporate fertilizer into soil within 24 hours of application.

25. Apply nutrients according to agronomic recommendations based on soil test results.

26. Do not over-irrigate.

27. Utilize cover crops.

28. Apply during cool weather and on still rather than windy days.

II. Nitrous Oxide (N2O)

Emissions of N2O result from two different biological processes. There is a very small amount of 
N2O produced during nitrification (the biological aerobic process of converting ammonium to nitrate) 
though this source is relatively insignificant. The primary pathway of N2O formation is the anaerobic 
process of denitrification (the conversion of nitrate to N2 or nitrogen gas), in which N2O is an 
obligatory intermediate product. Therefore, many of the emission reduction strategies are associated 
with minimizing these anaerobic conditions. BMPs which reduce N2O follow. 
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1. Reduce the amount of dietary protein (N) in the ration to match, rather than exceed, an
animal’s needs.

2. Urease inhibitors.

3. Surface moisture content.

4. Stock appropriate number of animals.

5. Use rotational grazing.

6. Move water and feeding areas frequently.

7. Apply nutrients according to agronomic recommendations based on soil test results.

8. Do not over-irrigate.

9. Utilize cover crops.

III. Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S)

H2S is produced in anaerobic environments from the microbial reduction of sulfate or the 
decomposition of sulfur-containing organic matter in manure. Most atmospheric H2S is oxidized to 
sulfur dioxide (SO2), which is then either dry deposited or oxidized to aerosol sulfate and removed 
primarily by wet deposition. The residence time of H2S and its reaction products is of the order of 
days. BMPs which reduce H2S follow. 

1. Properly manage and minimize overfeeding sulfur in the diet.

2. Bedding selection and management.

3. Surface moisture content management.

4. Manure solids separation.

5. Lagoon or storage covers.

6. Scrub exhaust of enclosed waste containers.

7. Surface aeration of lagoons.

8. Encourage purple sulfur bacterial formation in anaerobic lagoons.

9. Properly manage composted solid manure.

10. Properly manage stockpiled manure.
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IV. Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC)

VOCs vaporize easily at room temperature and include fatty acids, nitrogen heterocycles, sulfides, 
amines, alcohols, aliphatic aldehydes, ethers, p-cresol, mercaptans, hydrocarbons, and halocarbons. 
The major constituents of dairy VOC emissions that have been identified include organic sulfides, 
disulfides, C4 to C7 aldehydes, trimethylamine, C4 amines, quinoline, dimethylpyrazine, and C3 to C6 
organic acids, along with lesser amounts of aromatic compounds and C4 to C7 alcohols, ketones, and 
aliphatic hydrocarbons. Fresh manure and fermentation of feedstuffs have been identified as the 
primary sources of VOC emissions. BMPs which reduce VOC emissions follow. 

1. Properly manage ensiled feedstuffs.

2. Store feed in a weatherproof storage structure.

3. Remove spilled and unused feed from feeding area on a regular basis.

4. Remove manure from barns frequently.

5. Modify alleyway floors.

6. Surface moisture content management.

7. Knock down and remove fence line manure.

8. Manure solids separation.

9. Lagoon or storage covers.

10. Surface aeration of lagoons.

V. Odor

Odor from dairies is not caused by a single species but is rather the result of a large number of 
contributing compounds including NH3, VOCs, and H2S.  Hundreds of compounds contribute to odor 
from a dairy. A further complication is that odor involves a subjective human response. Although 
research is under way to relate olfactory response to individual odorous gases, odor measurement 
using human panels appears to be the method of choice now and for some time to come. Since odor 
can be caused by hundreds of compounds and is subjective in human response, estimates of odor 
inventories are not currently possible. BMPs which reduce odor emissions follow. 

1. Properly manage and minimize overfeeding sulfur in the diet.

2. Properly manage ensiled feedstuffs.

3. Store feed in a weatherproof storage structure.

4. Remove spilled and unused feed from feeding area on a regular basis.

5. Ensure proper ventilation of freestall barns.
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6. Bedding selection and management.

7. Treat recycled lagoon water used for flushing.

8. Remove manure from barns and pens frequently.

9. Modify alleyway floors.

10. Use straw bedding in drylot pens.

11. Incorporate wood chips in surface layer.

12. Surface moisture content management.

VI. Particulate Matter (PM)

This guide considers particulate matter as PM>10, PM10 and PM2.5. PM>10 is commonly defined as 
airborne particles with aerodynamic equivalent diameters (AEDs) more than 10 μm. PM10 is 
commonly defined as airborne particles with AEDs less than 10 μm. Similarly, PM2.5 refers to 
particles with AEDs less than 2.5 μm. Dairies can contribute directly to primary PM through several 
mechanisms, including: animal activity; animal housing fans; air entrainment from soil and manure; 
and indirectly to secondary PM by emissions of NH3, NO, and H2S, which are converted to aerosols 
through reactions in the atmosphere. Particles produced by gas-to-particle conversion generally are 
small and fall into the PM2.5 size range. Key variables affecting the emissions of PM10 include the 
amount of mechanical and animal activity on the soil-manure surface, the moisture content of the 
surface, and the fraction of the surface material in the 0-10 μm size range. 

The diameter of PM is critical to its health and radiative effects. PM2.5 can reach and be deposited in 
the smallest airways (alveoli) in the lungs, whereas larger particles tend to be deposited in the upper 
airways of the respiratory tract. Smaller particles are also most effective in attenuating visible 
radiation, causing regional haze. BMPs which reduce PM emissions are listed below. 

1. Store feed in a weatherproof storage structure.

2. Remove spilled and unused feed from feeding area on a regular basis.

3. Do not mix feeds during windy times.

4. Ensure proper ventilation of freestall barns.

5. Provide shade for cattle.
6. Locate feed and water opposite in pens.

7. Remove and spread (harrow) manure frequently.

8. Use straw bedding in drylot pens.

9. Incorporate wood chips in surface layer.

10. Surface moisture content management.
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11. Properly manage composted solid manure.

12. Properly manage stockpiled manure.

13. Apply N fertilizer below no-till residue.

14. Utilize cover crops.

15. Apply during cool weather and on still rather than windy days.

16. Installation of windbreaks or shelterbelts.

VII. Oxides of Nitrogen (NOX)

Nitrification in aerobic soils appears to be the dominant agricultural pathway to Nitric Oxide (NO). 
Direct emissions of NO from dairy manure are believed to be relatively minor, but a fraction of 
manure nitrogen applied to soils as fertilizer can be emitted as NO.  

The fraction of fertilizer nitrogen released as NO depends on the amount and form of nitrogen 
(reduced or oxidized) applied to soils, the vegetative cover, temperature, soil moisture, and 
agricultural practices such as tillage. A small fraction of other reduced nitrogen compounds in animal 
manure can also be converted to NO by microbial action in soils. 

NO and nitrogen dioxide (NO2) are rapidly interconverted in the atmosphere and the sum of all 
oxidized nitrogen species (except N2O) in the atmosphere is often referred to as NOX. The residence 
time of NOX is of the order of days in the lower atmosphere, with the principal removal mechanism 
involving wet and dry deposition. In terms of environmental effects, NOX is an important (and often 
limiting) precursor in tropospheric ozone (O3) production. Furthermore, NO3

− aerosol is a contributor 
to PM2.5, and nitrogen deposition in the forms of HNO3, and aerosol NO3

− can have ecological 
consequences.  

NOX is also emitted as a result of combustion processes (especially at higher temperature 
combustion), primarily as NO and NO2. Since nitrification in soils is important to soil health and crop 
production, no BMPs are presented to reduce NOX emissions caused by nitrification in soils. 
Following are BMPs which reduce combustion-caused emissions of NOX. 

1. Replace or retrofit older internal combustion engines.

2. Utilize alternatives to outdoor burning.

VIII. Methane (CH4)

CH4 is produced by microbial degradation of organic matter under anaerobic conditions. The primary 
source of CH4 from livestock production is enteric fermentation in ruminant animals. Ruminants 
(sheep, goats, camels, cattle, and buffalo) have unique, four-chambered stomachs. In one chamber, 
called the rumen, bacteria break down grasses and other feedstuff and generate CH4 as one of several 
byproducts. The production rate of CH4 is affected by energy intake, which is in turn affected by 
several factors such as quantity and quality of feed, animal body weight, and age. 
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CH4 is also emitted during anaerobic microbial decomposition of manure. The most important factor 
affecting the amount produced is how the manure is managed, because some types of storage and 
treatment systems promote an oxygen-depleted (anaerobic) environment. Metabolic processes of 
methanogens lead to CH4 production at all stages of manure handling. Liquid systems tend to 
encourage anaerobic conditions and produce significant quantities of CH4, while more aerobic solid 
waste management approaches may produce little or none. Higher temperatures and moist conditions 
also promote CH4 production. 

Methane is destroyed in the atmosphere by reaction with the hydroxyl (•OH) radical. Because of its 
long residence time (~8.4 years), CH4 becomes distributed globally. Methane is a greenhouse gas and, 
under certain conditions, contributes to global warming with a potential 23 times that of CO2. 
Following are BMPs which reduce emissions of CH4. 

1. Increase the level of starch in the diet.

2. Surface moisture content management.

3. Manure solids separation.

4. Lagoon or storage covers.

5. Scrub exhaust of enclosed waste containers.

6. Installation of an anaerobic digester.

7. Reduce the pH of lagoons and manure piles.

8. Properly manage composted solid manure.
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SECTION B – SYSTEM-SPECIFIC BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES 

The purpose of this Appendix is to present a list of BMPs as they apply to reducing emissions from 
specific dairy systems.  

I. Nutrition

1. Reduce the amount of dietary protein (N) in the ration to match, rather than exceed, the
animal’s needs.

2. Increase the level of starch in the diet.

3. Properly manage and minimize overfeeding of sulfur in the diet.

4. Practice phase-feeding.

II. Feed Management

1. Properly manage ensiled feedstuffs.

2. Store feed in a weatherproof storage structure.

3. Remove spilled and unused feed from feeding area on a regular basis.

4. Do not mix feed during windy times.

III. Milk Parlor

1. Ensure proper ventilation.

2. Use recycled parlor (clean) water used for flushing/cleaning holding areas.

3. Treat recycled water used for flushing/cleaning holding areas.

4. Remove manure from holding areas frequently.

IV. Housing – Freestall Barns

1. Ensure proper ventilation of freestall barns.

2. Bedding selection and management.

3. Treat recycled lagoon water used for flushing.

4. Remove manure from barns frequently.

5. Modify alleyway floors to separate urine and feces.
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V. Housing – Drylot Pens

1. Provide shade for cattle.

2. Locate feed and water opposite in pens.

3. Remove and spread (harrow) manure frequently.

4. Use straw bedding in drylot pens.

5. Incorporate wood chips in surface layer.

6. Urease inhibitors.

7. Surface moisture content management.

8. Knock down and remove fence line manure.

VI. Grazing Management

1. Stock appropriate number of animals.

2. Use rotational grazing.

3. Move water and feeding areas frequently.

4. Irrigate immediately after grazing.

VII. Manure Management

1. Manage solids separation.

2. Lagoon or storage covers.

3. Scrub exhaust of enclosed waste containers.

4. Installation of an anaerobic digester.

5. Surface aeration of lagoons.

6. Reduce the pH of lagoons and manure piles.

7. Encourage purple sulfur bacterial formation in anaerobic lagoons.

8. Properly manage composted solid manure.

9. Properly manage stockpiled manure.
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VIII. Land Application – Manure and/or Chemical Fertilizer

1. Apply N fertilizer below no-till residue.

2. Inject or incorporate fertilizer into soil within 24 hours of application.

3. Apply nutrients according to agronomic recommendations based on soil test results.

4. Do not over-irrigate.

5. Utilize cover crops.

6. Apply during cool weather and on still rather than windy days.

7. Installation of windbreaks or shelterbelts.
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SECTION C - DESCRIPTIONS OF BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs) 
FOR AIR EMISSION REDUCTION ON DAIRY OPERATIONS 
Produced in collaboration with N. M. Embertson1 and P. M. Ndegwa2

1Whatcom Conservation District, Lynden, WA 98264 
2Washington State University, Pullman, WA 99164 

The purpose of this document is to present brief descriptions of available best management practices 
(BMPs) for controlling air emissions from dairy operations.  The descriptions are presented in a 
system-specific manner which includes Nutrition, Feed Management, Housing (Freestall Barns), 
Housing (Drylot Pens), Grazing, Manure Management, and Land Application (Fertilizer and Manure). 
Not all components or BMPs presented here may apply to your farm. Pollutants impacted by each 
BMP are presented in parenthesis. These descriptions are not intended to provide detailed information 
as to how the BMPs should be implemented. It is expected that exact implementation will vary from 
farm to farm. When applicable, tradeoffs, limitations, or both are listed for each BMP. 
Definitions: NH3 – ammonia; N2O – nitrous oxide; H2S – hydrogen sulfide; CH4 – methane; VOC – 
volatile organic compounds; PM – particulate matter. 

I. Nutrition

1. Properly Manage Level of Dietary Protein (%CP) in Diet to Match, Rather Than Exceed, an
Animal’s Needs (NH3, N2O, Odor)
The most effective and practical way of reducing NH3 emissions is through proper feeding of 
dietary nitrogen (N). In the diet, the primary source of N is protein. Excess dietary nitrogen is 
excreted in the urine as urea, which reacts with the fecal enzyme urease and volatilizes as NH3. In 
general, available research data has demonstrated that properly managed feeding of dietary protein 
N will result in an NH3 reduction. Studies show that the maximum nitrogen retention efficiency in 
cows is approximately 50% (1), with the typical efficiency at 38%, so small changes can have a 
big effect. For example, reducing the protein in the diet from 19 to 14% has shown to reduce 
urinary urea excretion and subsequent NH3 emission by 33% (2), with no reduction in milk 
production. The recommended level of CP in the diet is approximately 16%, with considerations 
made for MUN and herd efficiency factors.  
Added advantages of ensuring proper levels of protein in the diet, in addition to reducing NH3 
emissions, include:1) reduced operating costs considering protein is the most expensive 
component of the feeds, 2)  healthier animals, and 3) improved nitrogen to phosphorus (N:P) ratio 
for crops when manure is applied to crop land.  

2. Increase the Level or Quality of Starch in the Diet (CH4)
Increasing the level of starch or rapidly fermentable carbohydrates in the diet impacts the rumen 
pH and microbial population, both of which regulate methane production (3, 4). Since methane 
emission is the byproduct of incomplete digestion, higher quality diets will allow animals to better 
digest their feed, be more efficient, and decrease methane production potential. The recommended 
level of starch in the diet is approximately 23-26%. 

3. Properly Manage and Minimize Overfeeding Sulfur in the Diet (H2S, Odor)
A reduction in sulfur intake to maintenance levels will decrease excretion of sulfur compounds 
and thus, the emission of odorous gases such as hydrogen sulfide (H2S). The recommended level 
of sulfur in the diet is 0.2-0.4% depending on stage of growth or lactation.  
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4. Practice Group and/or Stage of Lactation Feeding (NH3)
Group feeding is the separation of cattle into groups (i.e., high milk cows, low milk cows, dry
cows, heifers, and calves) based on the dietary needs of each group. The goal is to feed only the
necessary nutrient levels, such as protein, for growth and/or milk production to each group. Phase-
feeding is very effective in reducing NH3 emissions because it matches the protein needs of each
group more precisely without over or under feeding a nutrient to the whole herd. Phase feeding is
synonymous with precision feeding and is both environmentally responsive and economical.

II. Feed Management

1. Properly Manage Ensiled Feedstuffs (VOC, Odor)
Due to the release of low molecular weight organic compounds during fermentation, silage has
been found to be a significant source of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), which are
responsible for odor in livestock operations. Properly covering, confining, and reducing the release
of VOCs from silage storage can result in significant reduction of VOCs and odor emissions.
Covered silage piles need to be properly managed during access to minimize VOCs emissions.
The primary method of achieving this is to minimize the surface area of the face and the duration
of face exposure where and when feed is accessed, respectively. The access face should be
covered immediately after the required amount of silage has been obtained.

2. Store Feed in a Sheltered Storage Structure (VOC, Odor, PM)
Since moisture is primary to fermentation and fermentation primary to VOC and odor emission, it 
is important to minimize the potential for feed becoming wet via rainwater. Weatherproof storage 
will prevent feed from becoming wet and diminish potential for spoilage and fermentation. Store 
feed in a covered bunker with proper drainage, or cover exposed feed piles during the wet season. 
A feed bunker covered on three sides will also reduce PM emission by limiting wind exposure to 
and erosion of the pile. 

3. Regularly Remove Spilled and Unused Feed from Feeding Area (VOC, Odor, and PM)
Spilled and unused feed is a source of VOC, odor, and PM emissions. Removal of such feed from 
the storage and loading areas at least every two weeks, or more frequently during wet periods, will 
significantly diminish the potential for VOCs, odor, and PM emissions. 

4. Manage or Minimize the Mixing of Feed During Windy Times (PM)
Mixing, grinding, and chopping of feed during windy times can be a significant source of PM 
emissions, as well as a waste of feed. Avoiding such activities, or performing them in a sheltered 
area during wind events, will diminish the potential for PM emission and subsequent transport 
from the feed processing area. 

III. Milk Parlor

1. Ensure Proper Ventilation (NH3, Odor, and PM)
Temperature is a very important factor in the rate of NH3 volatilization. As the ambient
temperature increases, NH3 emission increases. Studies show that an increase in ambient housing
temperature from 50 to 75º F results in a 46% increase in NH3 emissions (5).  Thus, reducing the
temperature inside of enclosed parlor and holding areas with proper ventilation and/or cooling
reduces the NH3 volatilization potential and reduces animal health effects, which can lower milk
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production. Odor and PM emissions are likewise reduced by this BMP by circulating air and 
removing stagnant odor and airborne PM from the enclosed areas. 

2. Use Recycled Parlor (Clean) Water Used for Flushing/Cleaning Parlor (NH3, Odor)
Using clean water, recycled parlor water, or most dilute water from a multi-stage lagoon system 
will decrease the reintroduction of odorant materials and reduce emissions. Recycling 
concentrated liquid manure through the holding area may increase both NH3 and odor emissions 
and should be avoided. 

3. Treat Recycled Water Used for Flushing/Cleaning Holding Area (NH3, Odor)
For holding pens and parlors that practice flushing as a means of manure removal, treatment in the 
form of additives that discourage NH3 hydrolysis (i.e., pH reducers, urease inhibitors, or 
biological additives) can help reduce ammonia and odor emissions.  

4. Remove Manure from Holding Area Frequently (NH3, VOC, Odor)
Ammonia volatilization is a function of the mixing time of manure on the stall floor right after it is 
deposited. The production of NH3 begins immediately and peaks only a few hours after mixing. 
Odor and VOC production also occurs immediately after manure deposition and continues until 
removal. Thus, an effective way of reducing emissions from parlors and holding areas is by 
removing manure at frequent intervals.  
Typically, manure removal from parlors and holding areas is performed with a flush system. 
Studies have shown that a flush system is more effective at reducing NH3 volatilization over a 
scrape system, and that more frequent manure removal, every 2-4 hours, reduces odor and NH3 
(6). Whether using a flush or scrape system, the most effective system is one that removes all 
manure from the alleyway without leaving piles on the edges or reducing it to a film on the 
surface. These inefficiencies can lead to an increase in NH3 volatilization via increased mixing 
and surface exposure. This BMP is also effective in reducing, VOC, and odor emissions. 

IV. Housing – Freestall Barns

1. Ensure Proper Ventilation of Freestall Barns (NH3, Odor, and PM)
Temperature is a very important factor in the rate of NH3 volatilization. As the ambient 
temperature increases, NH3 emission increases. Studies show that an increase in ambient housing 
temperature from 50 to 75º F results in a 46% increase in NH3 emissions (5).  Thus, reducing the 
temperature inside of freestall barns with proper ventilation and/or cooling of the barns reduces the 
NH3 volatilization potential and reduces animal heat stress, which can lower milk production. 
Odor and PM emissions are likewise reduced by this BMP by circulating air and removing 
stagnant odor and airborne PM from the barn. 

2. Bedding Selection and Management (NH3, H2S, Odor)
The use of non-absorbent bedding materials may help reduce NH3 and odor emissions when 
managed well. The most common bedding materials used in dairy barns include: sand, wood 
shavings, chopped straw, and recycled manure. Among these listed materials, studies have shown, 
for example, that sand-bedding results in the lowest NH3 emissions when managed correctly 
(scraped daily, restocked weekly, and completely cleaned out annually). Sand is non-absorbent 
and allows urine to infiltrate through it, which reduces urine’s contact time with ambient air. In 
contrast, composted manure-bedding does not allow urine to percolate through and, therefore, 
results in higher ammonia emissions than sand-bedding.   
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In general, however, proper management of any type of bedding including: frequent restocking, 
daily removal of solid manures, and annual bed change, will significantly reduce the potential of 
NH3 volatilization from all bedding types. Hydrogen sulfide, which can form under anaerobic 
bedding conditions, and odor emissions are similarly reduced by this BMP. Most of all, keeping 
cows from defecating on the bedding material through proper sizing of freestalls has a significant 
reduction in emission potential by eliminating manure deposition on the beds in the first place.  

3. Treat Recycled Lagoon Water Used for Flushing (NH3, Odor)
For barns that practice flushing as a means of manure removal from alleyways, treatment in the 
form of solids removal or use of additives that discourage NH3 hydrolysis (i.e., pH reducers, 
urease inhibitors, or biological additives) can help reduce ammonia and odor emissions. Using the 
cleanest or most dilute water from a multi-stage lagoon system will decrease the reintroduction of 
odorant materials and reduce emissions as well. Recycling concentrated liquid manure through the 
barn may increase both NH3 and odor emissions and should be avoided. 
Tradeoffs/Limitations: Infrastructure and additive cost. 

4. Remove Manure from Barns Frequently (NH3, VOC, Odor)
Ammonia volatilization is a function of the mixing time of manure on the stall floor right after it is 
deposited.  In addition, the thin-spread manure provides more surface area, which exacerbates the 
respective emissions. The production of NH3 begins immediately and peaks only a few hours after 
mixing. Odor and VOC production also occurs immediately after manure deposition and continues 
until removal. Thus, an effective way of reducing emissions from barns is by removing the manure 
at frequent intervals (every 2 to 4 hours (6)).  

5. Manure Removal Technology and Efficiency (NH3, VOC, Odor)
Typically, manure removal is performed with a scrape or vacuum system at milking times when 
cattle are out of the barn, but can occur more frequently with the use of a flush system or 
automatic scrapers. Studies have shown that a flush system is more effective at reducing NH3 
volatilization over a scrape system, and that more frequent manure removal, every 2 to 4 hours, 
reduces odor and NH3 (6). However, the most effective system is one that removes all manure 
from the alleyway without leaving piles on the edges or reducing it to a thin film on the surface. 
These inefficiencies can actually lead to an increase in NH3 volatilization via increased mixing 
and surface exposure. This BMP is also effective in reducing, VOC, and odor emissions. 

6. Alleyway Floor Texture and Type (NH3, VOC, Odor)
In freestalls, most manure is excreted in alleyways where the mixing rate is highest. Minor 
changes or modifications to the floor surface that reduce the contact time of urine and feces could 
make a significant difference in NH3 emission. Modification to a 3% sloped floor, over a level 
(0%) one, encourages transport of urine away from solid manure and could reduce NH3 emission 
by 21% (7, 8). A double slope with a gutter in the middle to trap the urine could reduce emission 
by 50% compared to solid floors (7). Grooved concrete floors that allow urine to collect in 
channels will help in reduction of NH3, since the main objective is to separate the urine from the 
feces and reduce contact time. Besides reducing emission potential, surface texture or permeable 
matting will aid in traction and increased hoof health. This BMP is also effective in reducing, 
VOC and odor emissions. 
Tradeoffs/Limitations: Modification with this BMP may not be possible for existing barns. New 
construction should consider these guidelines. 
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V. Housing – Drylot Pens

1. Provide Shade for Cattle (NH3, PM)
Ammonia volatilization is dependent on the mixing of urea and the urease enzyme from urine and 
feces, respectively. By spreading out the distribution of urine and feces over the pen surface, the 
mixing potential is reduced. The installation of a shade structure in the center of the pen will aid in 
distribution of defecation events as the animals follow the shade during the day, dispersing manure 
and reducing the opportunity for mixing. This also helps to control course PM by more uniform 
surface wetting and compaction, and aids in reduction of animal heat stress. 

2. Sitting of Water Trough Within Pen (NH3, PM)
Placing the water-trough and feed bunk at opposite sides of the pen, or rotating the locations 
(when applicable), helps to spread feces and urine over a larger area of the pen surface, reducing 
the opportunity for mixing. This also helps to control coarse PM by more uniform surface wetting 
and compaction. Conversely, locating the water trough near the feed bunk concentrates surface 
wetting to a collected area (i.e., feed alley) and limits the movement of animals across a 
potentially dry pen, thus limiting course PM production.  
Tradeoffs/Limitations: This BMP may not be possible for all pen designs. 

3. Remove and/or Spread (Harrow) Manure Frequently (NH3, PM)
Ammonia emissions from open drylot pens are due to infrequent manure removal. There are two 
types of in-pen manure management: (i) spreading or harrowing, and (ii) complete manure 
removal. In general, manure in drylot pens should be completely cleaned out every one to three 
months. The reduction in the quantity of manure results in less ammonia volatilization and also 
minimizes PM (dust) production from animal hoof action on the loose manure pack. More 
frequent (monthly, weekly) removal of manure from areas where manure deposition is highest 
(i.e., sleeping areas, feed bunks) is desirable. Installation of concrete alleyways adjacent to feed-
bunks aids in daily collection of manure and further reduces ammonia volatilization potential. 
The daily harrowing of pens should be practiced to spread out the manure pack, but should only be 
done during times of the day when PM production will not be an issue, such as the early morning.  

4. Use Straw Bedding in Drylot Pens (NH3, PM, Odor)
The application of a layer of straw bedding to drylot pens is commonly used as a wintertime 
management tool to reduce pen wetness and provide animals with a dry layer. However, the 
addition of straw bedding also aids in the separation of urine and feces to reduce ammonia 
volatilization, and in reduction of particulate (PM) production from the pen surface. This practice 
can be utilized year-round for increased ammonia, PM, and odor reductions. 

5. Incorporate Wood Chips into Surface Layer (NH3, PM, Odor)
Incorporating woodchips (1/2 inch diameter average) into the pen surface layer will manage 
moisture content and encourage aeration of the manure pack. The increase in aeration reduces 
ammonia, odor, and PM. Woodchips should be placed approximately four inches thick  in areas 
where animals tend to congregate and/or deposit manure (i.e., sleeping areas, under shades, near 
feed-bunks). These areas should also be harrowed daily to encourage aeration and reduce 
compaction of the surface layer, and restocked with woodchips as needed.  
Additionally, if manure is harvested from pens for composting, the addition of woodchips to the 
pen increases the carbon content of the compost and eliminates the extra step of adding and  
mixing the woodchips later in the process. 
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5. Urease Inhibitors (NH3, N2O)

Reduction of NH3 from drylot pens can be achieved through enzymatic treatment with urease 
inhibitors, which inhibit the urease enzyme in feces from reacting with urea and volatilizing as 
NH3. Several inhibitors are available such as N-(n0butyl) thiophosphoric triamide (NBPT), which 
is the most effective in preventing the hydrolysis of urea. Urease inhibitors can either be fed to 
cattle in feed rations or surface applied to the pen surface. Similar to surface acidifiers, urease 
inhibitor effectiveness is highly variable and can be very costly to achieve significant reductions. 
This BMP is also relatively effective in reducing N2O emissions by limiting nitrification. 
Tradeoffs/Limitations: Can be very expensive to install and maintain effectiveness of surface 
treatments. 

7. Surface Moisture Content Management (NH3, N2O, VOC, Odor, CH4, H2S, Odor, PM)
Over-application of water on a dry pen surface activates the hydrolysis and nitrification process, 
leading to ammonia volatilization and nitrous oxide “bursts”, respectively. Water should only be 
applied to pen surfaces as a dust (PM) mitigation tool and be applied such that it forms a cohesive 
moist layer on the surface, but does not penetrate too deeply into the surface. The dust (PM) from 
a dry pen is inversely proportional to the pen surface moisture content. Increasing the pen-surface 
moisture content binds surface manure and soil particles to limit the production of dust. Too much 
moisture, however, encourages the production of odorous compounds. A compromise surface 
moisture level of approximately 28% has been suggested to balance odor and dust (10). 
Maintaining this moisture level can be accomplished through regular water application, surface 
bonding additives, use of straw or wood chips to the surface layer, construction of a shade 
structure, and pen layout and design. This practice requires routine monitoring of surface moisture 
content.  

On the extreme end, standing water should also be avoided. Standing water promotes anaerobic 
conditions, which are responsible for odor, CH4, H2S, and VOC emissions. Standing water can be 
mitigated by grading pens to a minimum 3% slope to channel water away from the pen and into a 
collection area. Contained runoff can then be treated or land applied. Daily harrowing of pens, 
filling of holes, and center piling will reduce pen conditions that encourage surface-ponding. 

8. Knockdown and Remove Fence Line Manure (NH3, VOC, Odor)
Over time, manure builds up along fence lines. This build-up of manure along fence lines provides 
opportunity for anaerobic decomposition (odor) and fly proliferation. Manure should be knocked 
down and either spread or removed when build-up is greater than 12 inches deep. 

VI. Grazing Management

1. Stock Appropriate Number of Animals (NH3, N2O)
Overstocking of cattle increases NH3 volatilization from pastures by increasing the concentration 
of manure on the field and reducing the amount of plant cover and N uptake. Stocking animals at 
appropriate rates and intervals for each field will reduce over application of manure and maintain 
pastures.   

2. Use Rotational Grazing (NH3, N2O)
Practicing rotational grazing will help maintain pasture forage growth and health, which will  
maximize plant uptake of manure and reduce the potential of NH3 or N2O emission. Pastures  
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should be evaluated on a regular basis for plant height and quality, and animals should be removed 
when plants are less than three inches in height or stem density is less than 85%.  

3. Move Water and Feeding Areas Frequently (NH3, N2O)
Since the volatilization of NH3 is dependent on the mixing of urine (urea) and feces (urease), 
dispersing these events evenly over a pasture surface can help reduce NH3 volatilization. Animals 
on pasture tend to concentrate elimination behaviors around the water trough, feeding, and/or 
sleeping areas. Studies show that the number of elimination events that occur in a location is 
highly correlated with the time spent at the location (18). Therefore, distribution of manure 
deposition can be effected via management and layout of the pasture environment. Moving water-
troughs and feed-stations periodically to new locations will disperse cattle activity and thus 
manure deposition. This will also prevent plant suffocation and trampling in heavily populated 
areas of the pasture. 

4. Irrigate Immediately after Grazing (NH3)
Irrigating pastures following grazing will help incorporate manure into the soil and reduce 
ammonia volatilization potential. Over irrigation can, however, increase NH3 volatilization and 
N2O emission.  

VII. Manure Management

1. Manure Solids Separation (NH3, VOC, Odor, H2S, CH4)
Solid separation is the removal of the solid portion of the manure waste stream from the liquid
portion. The liquid portion is transferred to the storage vessel (i.e., lagoon, tank) and the solid
portion is stockpiled, composted, or land applied. Solid separation systems include:  screens,
rotary drums, centrifugal tanks, earthen pits, weeping walls, settling basins, screw-presses, and
others. Approximately 25% of the total manure N is removed with the solids (1); the remaining N
stays with the liquid portion of the manure. Solid separation reduces potential of NH3, VOC,
Odor, H2S, CH4 emissions from post-separation liquid storages.

2. Lagoon or Storage Covers (NH3, H2S, VOC, Odor, CH4)
The emission rate from the surface of a lagoon is influenced by environmental factors such as 
ambient temperature, relative humidity, surface wind velocity, and precipitation. To control the 
effects of these factors, addition of a cover to the lagoon is necessary. Lagoon covers range from 
floating plastics, synthetic or natural peat, straw, polystyrene, and natural dry matter. When 
properly installed and managed well, any of these covers can reduce NH3 losses by 80-90% (1), in 
addition to controlling odor, H2S, and CH4 losses. Any cracks in the cover should be taken care of 
immediately because they will compromise the efficiency of the cover.  
The establishment of a natural crust on the lagoon surface, typically formed by the movement and 
cohesion of solids to the lagoon surface, can reduce ammonia losses by up to 50% (11). The 
formation of a natural crust will occur when the lagoon has a high solids-content, the ambient air 
is dry, and there is little precipitation to break the crust. While natural covers can reduce NH3 and 
H2S emissions, they need to be monitored for odor, which can emanate from the crust itself.  
In general, covers must be checked regularly and maintained to prevent leakage and loss of 
pollutants from the cover. Secondary treatment methods of captured gas either via bio-filters, 
flaring, scrubbing, or other method should be maintained and operated effectively to minimize  
emission of untreated pollutants. 
Tradeoffs/Limitations: Cost and maintenance time of covers can be high. 
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3. Scrub Exhaust of Enclosed Waste Containers (CH4, Odor, H2S)
Using bio-filters to scrub the exit air from enclosed manure storage facilities can significantly 
reduce NH3, H2S, odor, and CH4 emissions. Bio-filters vary in style, function, and effectiveness. 
A technical assistant is necessary to design and implement this BMP effectively. 
Tradeoffs/Limitations: This practice requires technical assistance to install and maintain. 

4. Proper Operation and Maintenance of Anaerobic Digester (CH4)
Anaerobic digestion (AD) converts manure into biogas (CH4 and CO2), which can subsequently 
be used for providing energy or heating on the dairy or for sale back into the electric grid. The two 
common types of digesters found on dairy operations are the plug flow type or the complete mixed 
digesters. The former is more appropriate for operations with scrape manure systems, while the 
latter is more suitable for dairies with manure flushing systems. The overarching goal of AD is to 
reduce methane emission from manure. Other gases produced during AD (H2S, CO2) can be 
scrubbed from the exhaust to provide natural, gas grade CH4. Although AD reduces CH4, H2S, 
and odor emissions from AD effluent, the digestion process increases the ammonia volatilization 
potential from the AD effluent. This BMP requires technical assistance and has a high cost 
associated with installation and operation.  
Tradeoffs/Limitations: Increases ammonia volatilization potential from effluent; high cost of 
installation; and requires technical assistance to install and operate properly.  

5. Surface Aeration of Lagoons (NH3, H2S, VOCs)
The biodegradable organic materials in manure can be oxidized to stable end products by aerobic 
bacteria. These microorganisms require oxygen to affect this process. In general, if enough oxygen 
is provided, the end products of aeration are odor-free. The main problem is the cost of providing 
adequate oxygen for this process. 
To reduce the cost of aeration, surface aeration is suggested as a method for mitigation of odor and 
other gases from anaerobic lagoons, which are released from incomplete manure decomposition. 
Surface aeration can complement anaerobic digestion by acting as a biological-blanket, aerobically 
degrading odorous compounds from the layer of anaerobic decomposition below. The aerobic 
bacteria in this blanket consume odorous volatile compounds and releases odor-free gases into the 
air. For example, this layer oxidizes ammoniacal nitrogen (NH4

+, NH3) into nitrate (NO3
-), and 

oxidizes sulfur containing compounds such as H2S into elemental sulfur (S) or sulfates (SO4
2-). 

This process thus mitigates emissions of NH3 and H2S as well other volatile organic odorous 
compounds that may try to escape from the anaerobic zone below the aerobic blanket. 
Tradeoffs/Limitations: High cost associated with running aerators; reduced effectiveness in lagoon 
with high solids content. 

6. Reduce the pH of Lagoons and Manure Piles (NH3, CH4)
The pH of stored manure, liquid or solid, greatly affects the rate of H2S and NH3 volatilization. If 
the pH of liquid manure stored in a lagoon or tank is maintained above 8 (basic), ammonia 
volatilization increases and losses may be up to 70% of the total nitrogen entering the lagoon (1). 
Additionally, in solid manure, the urease enzyme is very active at a pH between 6.8 and 7.6, 
amplifying the volatilization process from manure piles. At a pH below 6 (acidic), NH3 is bound  
in solution or tied-up and little NH3 volatilization will occur from liquid or solid manure, 
respectively. Methane emission is also reduced at a pH below 6.5. On the other hand, low pH in 
the lagoon may result in elevated H2S emissions and loss of efficiency of the anaerobic process, 
which may result in increased odor emissions. Reduction of manure pH in lagoons and manure 
piles is achieved by addition of acidifying compounds such as alum or acids. However, due to the 
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natural buffering capacity of manure, large amounts of acidifiers are required to reduce pH and 
frequent monitoring is necessary.  
Tradeoffs/Limitations: Decrease ammonia and methane, but increases hydrogen sulfide and odor 
production; high cost; and only effective over short-periods. 

7. Purple Sulfur Bacterial Formation in Lagoons (H2S, Odor)
Purple sulfur bacteria (PSB) are photosynthetic, anaerobic bacteria that grow in the presence of 
carbon dioxide (carbon source), nitrate (nitrogen source), and hydrogen sulfide (13). Purple sulfur 
bacteria oxidize the hydrogen sulfide in the lagoon for photosynthesis and produce elemental 
sulfur or sulfate as a photosynthetic by-product (14), both of which are less odorous than hydrogen 
sulfide. Since PSB are photosynthetic, the use and/or optimization of a solid separator can aid in 
light penetration and the proliferation of PSB in a lagoon. The conditions conducive to natural 
PSB formation are an anaerobic lagoon with low solids content and a pH in the 7.0 to 8.5 range 
(15). Population of PBS in a lagoon is very difficult to induce and typically happens naturally. 
Therefore, maintenance of an existing population is the most effective H2S reduction method for 
lagoons. 
Tradeoffs/Limitations: PSB conditions decrease hydrogen sulfide and odor production, but may 
increase ammonia volatilization; difficulty in inducing PSB formation. 

8. Properly Manage the Composting of Solid Manure (H2S, Odor, PM, CH4)
The effectiveness of the composting process is highly dependent on good management of pile 
characteristics including temperature, moisture, carbon to nitrogen ratio (C:N), and aeration. Low 
temperature, high moisture, and low aeration will lead to anaerobic conditions inside the manure 
pile and increase odor, H2S, and CH4 emissions. A shift from anaerobic to aerobic process can 
cause a nitrification/denitrification cycle that can increase N2O losses. Low C:N (below 12:1), 
high temperature, and high aeration of the compost pile will increase NH3 volatilization, which 
can be up to 90% total N loss under these conditions (12). Low moisture will increase PM 
emissions. A C:N above 12:1, and optimally around 30:1, will have reduced NH3 emissions, while 
still supporting an active composting process. 

9. Properly Manage Stockpiled Manure (H2S, Odor, PM)
Stockpiled manure can easily become anaerobic from compaction, too much moisture, or organic 
matter breakdown if not managed properly. Anaerobic piles will emit odor, H2S, and CH4. 
Stockpiles should be stored in a covered area to avoid over saturation with rainwater, or 
periodically turned to decrease compaction and achieve even moisture levels throughout the pile.  

VIII. Land Application – Manure and/or Chemical Fertilizer

1. Apply N Fertilizer Below No-Till Residue (NH3, PM)
The practice of no-till crop harvesting is beneficial in reducing soil erosion from wind (PM) and 
water transport, and increasing or maintaining soil tilth. The stubble left behind creates a surface 
cover that helps protect against soil loss. When applying fertilizer the following year to new crops, 
the fertilizer should be applied under the crop residue, not on top. Appling fertilizer on top of the 
residue increases exposure to ambient conditions and NH3 volatilization losses. 

2. Inject or Incorporate Fertilizer/Manure into Soil within 24 Hours of Application (NH3, Odor)
All fertilizer or manure should be injected, incorporated, or applied as close to the ground surface 
as possible to mitigate NH3 and odor emissions. Nitrogen applied to crop land is susceptible to  
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volatilization if left on the soil and leaf surfaces, or sprayed from some height above the soil 
surface. Incorporation of manure immediately after application (within 24 hours) via chisel or 
irrigation (or precipitation event under 0.15 inches) is suggested for annual crop fields and can 
reduce ammonia losses by up to 98% (1). Application of manure with an aerator, sleighfoot or 
other below leaf canopy surface applicator (i.e., drop hose irrigation) is recommended for forage 
fields to reduce NH3 and odor. All of these methods work by moving fertilizer and/or manure into 
the soil profile away from the surface where volatilization and odor emissions occur. In addition to 
reducing emission losses, this method conserves more nitrogen in the soil, increasing efficiency 
and reducing fertilizer costs.  
Application of manure using a “big gun” or overhead sprinkler has the highest rate of ammonia 
loss out of all application methods. The sprinkler exposes more manure surface area to the ambient 
air, allowing a significant portion of the total nitrogen to be volatilized as NH3 before the liquid 
manure even reaches the soil surface. Furthermore, sprinkler application also enhances transport 
and dispersion of emissions especially during windy conditions. Broadcast application, which also 
exposes manure surface area to the ambient air, also has high NH3 losses (20 to 30% of total N) if 
not immediately followed by manure-incorporation.  
For certain crops, controlled-release fertilizers or fertigation is an effective way to deliver 
chemical fertilizer to the plants at specific rates and times. This is an effective way to match crop 
needs and fertilization delivery to reduce the amount of N available for volatilization. These are 
more costly methods and require installation of necessary irrigation 
infrastructure. Tradeoffs/Limitations: Deep injection of manure decreases NH3 volatilization, but 
may increase N2O emissions via denitrification.  

3. Apply Nutrients According to Agronomic Recommendations Based on Soil and Manure Test
Results (NH3, N2O)
Application of chemical fertilizer and manure nutrients should always be made at agronomic rates 
to avoid excess application that exacerbates N losses. Agronomic application is the application of 
nutrients to meet crop needs. Agronomic application rate is determined by knowing the nutrient 
content of the soil (soil test), the nutrient content of the manure (manure test), and the crop 
nutrient needs at the time of application (estimated or historical value). By matching crop needs to 
available nutrients, over application of nitrogen and subsequent NH3 and N2O emission can be 
avoided. A nutrient planner can help determine agronomic rate and plan annual applications to 
match crop needs. 

4. Do Not Over-irrigate (NH3, N2O)
Irrigation increases soil water content and may increase N2O emissions when over applied by 
promoting anaerobic conditions and increasing denitrification. When combined with nitrogen from 
fertilizer or manure application, the rates of emissions are increased. Irrigation to very dry soil can 
also increase N2O and/or NH3 emission by microbial action. Irrigate at recommended levels and 
timing throughout the growing season.  
6. Utilize Cover Crops (NH3, N2O, PM)

Cover crops reduce the amount of surface exposed and provide root structures to hold soil in 
place. The use of cover crops, instead of leaving fields bare/fallow, decreases wind erosion (PM) 
and losses of NH3 and N2O by providing surface cover and nutrient uptake, respectively. Cover 
crops also reduce nitrate leaching during the wet season by taking up soil nitrate.  
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6. Apply During Cool Weather and on Still Rather than Windy Days (NH3, Odor, PM)
Temperature, humidity, wind speed, and precipitation all influence the rate of NH3, PM, and odor 
losses. Ammonia loss increases exponentially with rising temperatures, and increases with greater 
wind speeds. PM losses also increase with increasing temperatures which dry out the soil, and 
increased wind speed that moves soil and manure particles from the surface into the ambient air. 
Therefore, the application of manure during cool, still weather will decrease the amount of PM 
and NH3 volatilized from the manure (16). Appling in the early morning or late evening will not 
only reduce NH3 volatilization, but will also reduce the transport of PM and odor to surrounding 
neighbors. Light precipitation (less than 0.15 inches) following application can also decrease NH3 
volatilization by binding NH3 in the aqueous phase and moving it into the soil profile. 

IX. Other

1. Installation of Windbreaks or Shelterbelts (NH3, Odor, PM)
Windbreaks or shelterbelts could be either natural (e.g., a line of trees) or artificial (e.g., a solid 
brick or hay bale wall). Windbreaks mitigate emissions through multiple pathways. One, 
windbreaks break or slow the wind and thus reduces the transport of emitted gases, particulates, 
and odor from the dairy. A windbreak, composed of trees or a physical barrier, will partially 
reduce wind speeds for a distance of roughly 30 times its height (17). Two, windbreaks promote 
mixing and dispersion of emitted gases and odor, which dilute the respective emissions, with 
respect to the receiver. Three, windbreaks intercept particulates and odor, which subsequently 
break down as in the case of odorous compounds, or is deposited on site as in the case of 
particulates. The effectiveness of a windbreak, therefore, depends on its placement, height, 
spacing or porosity, and prevailing direction of wind and its fluctuations. Windbreak structures 
ranging even in modest heights ranging from 20 to 30 feet can provide significant mitigation of 
odor and particulate problems (19). These structures can be installed on individual systems (barns, 
lagoons, compost or manure piles, etc) in the dairy or on the entire dairy. 
Other indirect benefits that accrue from installation of windbreaks, especially of the natural kind 
include: (i) alleviation of complaints which are sometimes influenced by visual images of the 
dairy, and (ii) enhanced landscape aesthetics of the dairy. 

2. Vehicle Road Condition Management (PM)
Vehicle traffic on on-farm dirt roads can be a significant source of course particulate matter. Feed 
trucks, manure tankers, maintenance vehicles, etc. are constantly moving around the facility. 
Watering roads or applying a surface binder can significantly reduce the incidence of PM 
production from on-farm vehicle traffic. This should be conducted during dry times of the year 
and during high traffic times.  

3. Engine Selection and Efficiency (NOx)
Engines used on-site for power generation should be energy efficient and properly maintained to 
minimize the production of NOx from combustion processes.  
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BMP # 
(NOTE) Best Management Practice Ammonia 

(NH3) 

Nitrous 
Oxide 
(N2O) 

Hydrogen 
Sulfide 
(H2S) 

Volatile 
Organic 

Compounds 
(VOCs) 

Odor 
Particulate 

Matter 
(PM) 

Methane 
(CH4) 

Oxides of 
Nitrogen 

(NOX) 

I. Nutrition

I.1 Properly manage level of dietary protein (%CP) in diet to 
match, rather than exceed animal's needs. 

I.2 Increase the level or quality of starch in the diet. 

I.3 Properly manage and minimize overfeeding of sulfur in the 
diet. 

I.4 Practice group and/or stage of lactation feeding. 
II. Feed Management

II.1 Properly manage ensiled feedstuffs. 
II.2 Store feed in a sheltered area or storage structure. 

II.3 Regularly re-pile or remove spilled and unused feed from 
feeding area. 

II.4 Manage or minimize feed mixing during windy times. 
III. Milking Parlor

III. 1 Ensure proper ventilation. 
III. 2/3 Use recycled (clean) or treated water for flushing parlor. 

III. 2/3 Use recycled (clean) or treated water for cleaning holding 
pen. 

III. 4 Remove manure from barns frequently. 
IV. Housing - Freestall Barns

IV. 1 Ensure proper ventilation. 
IV. 2 Bedding selection and management. 
IV. 3 Treat recycled lagoon water used for flushing. 
IV. 4 Remove manure from barns frequently. 
IV. 5 Manure removal technology and efficiency. 
IV. 6 Alleyway floor texture and type. 
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BMP # 
(NOTE) Best Management Practice Ammonia 

(NH3) 

Nitrous 
Oxide 
(N2O) 

Hydrogen 
Sulfide 
(H2S) 

Volatile 
Organic 

Compounds 
(VOCs) 

Odor 
Particulate 

Matter 
(PM) 

Methane 
(CH4) 

Oxides of 
Nitrogen 

(NOX) 

V. Housing - Drylot Pens
V. 1 Provide shade for cattle. 
V. 2 Sitting of water trough within pen. 
V. 3(a) Remove manure frequently. 
V. 3(b) Spread (harrow) manure frequently. 
V. 4 Use straw bedding in pen (seasonal). 
V. 5 Incorporate wood chips in surface layer. 
V. 6 Use urease inhibitors. 
V. 7 Surface moisture content management. 
V. 8 Knock down and remove fence line manure.    

VI. Grazing Management
VI.1 Stock appropriate number of animals. 

VI.2 Use rotational grazing. 
VI.3 Move water and feeding areas frequently. 
VI.4 Irrigate immediately after grazing. 

VII. Manure Management
VII. 1 Manure solids - mechanical separation. 
VII. 1 Manure solids - settling basin. 
VII. 2 Lagoon or storage covers (natural or composite). 
VII. 3 Scrub exhaust of enclosed waste containers. 
VII. 4 Proper maintenance of installed methane digester. 
VII. 5 Surface aeration of lagoons. 
VII. 6 Reduce the pH of lagoons and manure piles below 6. 
VII. 7 Purple sulfur bacterial formation in anaerobic lagoons. 
VII. 8 Properly manage the composting of manure. 
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BMP # 
(NOTE) Best Management Practice Ammonia 

(NH3) 

Nitrous 
Oxide 
(N2O) 

Hydrogen 
Sulfide 
(H2S) 

Volatile 
Organic 

Compounds 
(VOCs) 

Odor 
Particulate 

Matter 
(PM) 

Methane 
(CH4) 

Oxides of 
Nitrogen 

(NOX) 

VII. 9 Properly manage stockpiled manure. 

VIII. Land Application - Manure or Chemical Fertilizer
VIII. 1 Apply N fertilizer below no-till residue. 
VIII. 
2(a) Corn - Inject fertilizer/manure into soil at application. 

VIII. 
2(b) 

Forage - Manure/fertilizer application method and/or 
incorporation practice. 

VIII. 3 Apply nutrients according to agronomic recommendations 
based on soil and manure test results. 

VIII. 4 Do not over-irrigate. 
VIII. 5 Utilize cover crops in winter crop rotation. 
VIII. 6 Apply during cool weather on still rather than windy days. 

IX. Other
IX. 1 Installation of windbreaks or shelterbelts. 
IX. 2 Vehicle road condition management. 
IX. 3 Engine selection and efficiency. 

           Note: The BMP numbers correspond to the BMP numbers in Appendix D 

This table provides a graphical depiction of which pollutants can be mitigated by implementing each BMP, within each system. 
Used in conjunction with Appendix D, it provides a quick reference for selecting BMPs which target specific pollutants, specific systems, or 
both.
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SECTION E - AIR QUALITY BMP SELECTION MATRIX 

The matrix presented here provides a tool for selecting best management practices (BMPs) for air 
quality emission reduction. For detailed descriptions of respective BMPs, refer to the sister-document 
entitled “Descriptions of Best Management Practices (BMP)”. This current document is neither intended 
to provide detailed information as to how the BMPs should be selected (or implemented), nor is it the 
only feasible approach on selection (or implementation) of BMPs. It is expected that exact selection or 
implementation will vary from farm to farm. When applicable, be mindful of tradeoffs, limitations, or 
both for each BMP. 
Definitions: NH3 = ammonia; N2O = nitrous oxide; H2S = hydrogen sulfide; CH4 = methane; VOC = 
volatile organic compounds; PM = particulate matter.  
The following matrix outlines the process for identifying sources of emissions on your facility and how 
to choose and implement BMPs to mitigate those emissions. Use this chart and the detailed example that 
follows it as guides when developing your Air Quality Management Plan. 

 

II. For each source, list the expected pollutants in order of importance
(Example: VOCs for silage storage area; PM for dry open feedlots; etc.).

IV. Define the emissions mitigation goal for each of the sources.
The goal for individual sources, for example, could be:

1. To address existing regulations – either local, State, or federal
2. To minimize nuisance lawsuits
3. To champion environmental stewardship
4. To address the most important pollutant in terms of volume or health impact
5. To address other goals

V. Depending on the goal for each source, list three BMPs to address the goal
based on a three-tier-system with respect to effectiveness, cost, ease of
implementation, compatibility with other BMPs, and in compatibility with your nutrient
management plans.

1. Tier 1 being the least expensive and easy to implement
2. Tier 3 being the most advanced and most expensive to implement

I. List the sources of emissions on the dairy.

III. List the sources in order of importance with respect to expected or projected emission level
(Example: Open anaerobic lagoons because of their size and open nature, are likely be to more important
with respect to air emissions than sand-settling basins; broadcast (big gun) land application is likely to
have greater impact on air quality than injection; etc.).
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List the sources of emission on the dairy. The following sources are the most common areas of air 
pollutant emission on a dairy operation. Not all areas may apply to your farm. Select the sources that do 
apply and list the specific factors (i.e., production areas) within that source that can contribute to air 
pollutant emission (e.g., Manure Storage may have manure holding pit, lagoon, and compost pile as 
areas within the source that can contribute emissions). 

1. Nutrition
2. Feed Management
3. Milk Parlor
4. Housing - Freestall Barns
5. Housing - Drylot Pens
6. Grazing Management
7. Manure Management
8. Land Application
9. Other

For each source, list the expected pollutants in order of importance. For each source, the pollutants 
of concern have been listed below in general order of importance. Your farm may have a different order. 
When in doubt, use the order listed below.  

1. Nutrition: NH3, CH4, H2S, N2O.
2. Feed Management: VOC, PM, Odor.
3. Milk Parlor: NH3, VOC, Odor, H2S.
4. Housing - Freestall Barns: NH3, VOC, Odor, CH4, H2S.
5. Housing - Drylot Pens: NH3, PM, Odor, H2S, CH4, VOC, N2O.
6. Grazing Management: NH3, N2O.
7. Manure Management – Liquid: NH3, H2S, CH4, Odor, VOC; Solid: NH3, H2S, PM, CH4.

8. Land Application: NH3, PM, Odor, N2O.
9. Other

NO Is goal met or Tier 
3 BMP 

For each source: Implement Tier 1 BMP 

Objectively Asses if the set goal is being met 

Go to the NEXT source 

Go to the NEXT tier BMP

YES 
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List the sources in order of importance with respect to expected or projected emission level. For 
each pollutant of concern, the primary sources that emit that pollutant have been listed below in order of 
importance. Your farm may have a different order; when in doubt, use the order listed below. For each 
source, identify and list the specific factors that are contributing to that pollutant (these should have been 
listed in I. above).  

1. Ammonia (NH3)
a. Nutrition
b. Housing - Freestall Barns
c. Housing - Drylot Pens
d. Milk Parlor
e. Land Application
f. Manure Management
g. Grazing Management
h. Feed Management

2. Methane (CH4)
a. Manure Management
b. Nutrition

3. Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S)
a. Manure Management
b. Housing - Drylot Pens
c. Nutrition

4. Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC)
a. Feed Management
b. Housing - Freestall Barns
c. Housing - Drylot Pens
d. Milk Parlor
e. Manure Management

5. Particulate Matter (PM)
a. Housing - Drylot Pens
b. Land Application
c. Feed Processing
d. Manure Management

6. Nitrous Oxide (N2O)
a. Nutrition
b. Housing - Drylot Pens
c. Land Application
d. Grazing Management

7. Odor
a. Land Application
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b. Manure Management
c. Housing - Drylot Pens
d. Housing - Freestall Barns
e. Milk Parlor
f. Feed Management
g. Nutrition

Define the emissions mitigation goal for each of the sources. Emission mitigation goals are going to 
be specific to your farm, objectives, and source emissions. List goals for each source.  

The goal for individual sources, for example, could be:  
• To address existing regulations – either local or federal
• To minimize nuisance lawsuits
• To champion environmental stewardship
• To address the most important pollutant in terms of volume or health impact
• To address other goals

Depending on the goal for each source, list three BMPs to address the goal based on a three-tier-
system with respect to effectiveness, cost, ease of implementation, compatibility with other BMPs, 
and in compatibility with your nutrient management plans. Tier 1 being the least expensive and 
easiest to implement. Tier 3 being the most advanced and most expensive to implement. Tier 1, 2, 
and 3 level BMPs have been listed for each source on a dairy farm. This list correlates to the BMPs 
listed in the “Descriptions of Best Management Practices (BMP)” document. This list is not exhaustive 
and tier level BMPs may vary for your individual farm. Refer to Table 1 (at the end of this Appendix) 
for a selection matrix guide for choosing tier level BMPs for each source.  

1. Nutrition
a. Tier 1 - Properly Manage Level of Dietary Protein (%CP) in Diet to Match, Rather Than

Exceed, an Animal’s Needs (NH3, N2O, Odor); Properly Manage and Minimize
Overfeeding Sulfur in the Diet (H2S, Odor).

b. Tier 2 - Practice Group and/or Stage of Lactation Feeding (NH3).
c. Tier 3 - Increase the Level or Quality of Starch in the Diet (CH4); Utilize feed additives

to maximize efficiency (NH3, H2S, CH4).

2. Feed Management
a. Tier 1 - Regularly Remove Spilled and Unused Feed from Feeding Area (VOC, Odor,

and PM); Manage or Minimize the Mixing of Feed During Windy Times (PM).
b. Tier 2 - Properly Cover and Manage Ensiled Feedstuffs (VOC, Odor).
c. Tier 3 - Store Feed in a Sheltered Storage Structure (VOC, Odor, PM).

3. Milk Parlor
a. Tier 1 - Use Recycled Parlor (Clean) Water Used for Flushing/Cleaning Parlor and

Holding Area (NH3, Odor); Ensure Proper Ventilation (NH3, Odor, and PM).
b. Tier 2 - Remove Manure from Parlor and Holding Area Frequently (NH3, VOC, Odor).
c. Tier 3 - Treat Recycled Water Used for Flushing/Cleaning Holding Area (NH3, Odor);
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4. Housing - Freestall Barns
a. Tier 1 - Remove Manure from Barns Frequently (NH3, VOC, Odor); Ensure Proper

Ventilation of Freestall Barns (NH3, Odor, and PM).
b. Tier 2 - Bedding Selection and Management (NH3, H2S, Odor); Manure Removal

Technology and Efficiency (NH3, VOC, Odor).
c. Tier 3 - Treat Recycled Lagoon Water Used for Flushing (NH3, Odor); Alleyway Floor

Texture and Type (NH3, VOC, Odor); Manure Removal Technology and Efficiency
(NH3, VOC, Odor).

5. Housing - Drylot Pens
a. Tier 1 - Spread (Harrow) Manure Frequently (NH3, PM); Surface Moisture Content

Management (NH3, N2O, VOC, Odor, CH4, H2S, Odor, PM).
b. Tier 2 - Remove Manure Frequently (NH3, PM); Incorporate Wood Chips in Surface

Layer (NH3, PM, Odor); Use Straw Bedding in Drylot Pens (NH3, PM, Odor);
Knockdown and Remove Fence Line Manure (VOC, Odor).

c. Tier 3 - Urease Inhibitors (NH3, N2O); Provide Shade for Cattle (NH3, PM); Siting of
Water Trough within Pen (NH3, PM).

6. Grazing Management
a. Tier 1 - Stock Appropriate Number of Animals (NH3, N2O); Use Rotational Grazing

(NH3, N2O).
b. Tier 2 - Move Water and Feeding Areas Frequently (NH3, N2O).
c. Tier 3 - Irrigate Immediately after Grazing (NH3).

7. Manure Management
a. Tier 1 - Manure Solids Separation (NH3, VOC, Odor, H2S, CH4); Properly Manage the

Composting of Solid Manure (H2S, Odor, PM, CH4); Properly Manage Stockpiled
Manure (H2S, Odor, PM).

b. Tier 2 - Lagoon or Storage Covers (NH3, H2S, VOC, Odor, CH4); Scrub Exhaust of
Enclosed Waste Containers (CH4, Odor, H2S).

c. Tier 3 - Installation and Proper Operation of an Anaerobic Digester (CH4); Surface
Aeration of Lagoons (NH3, H2S, VOCs); Reduce the pH of Lagoons and Manure Piles
(NH3, CH4); Encourage Purple Sulfur Bacterial Formation in Anaerobic Lagoons (H2S,
Odor).

8. Land Application – Manure and/or Chemical Fertilizer
a. Tier 1 - Apply Nutrients According to Agronomic Recommendations Based on Soil and

Manure Test Results (NH3, N2O); Inject or Incorporate Fertilizer into Soil within 24
Hours of Application (NH3, Odor); Do Not Over-irrigate (NH3, N2O); Apply During
Cool Weather and on Still Rather than Windy Days (NH3, Odor, PM).

b. Tier 2 - Utilize Cover Crops (NH3, N2O, PM); Apply N Fertilizer below No-Till Residue
(NH3, PM).

c. Tier 3 - Installation of Windbreaks or Shelterbelts (Odor, PM).
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9. Other
a. Tier 1 - Installation of Windbreaks or Shelterbelts (NH3, Odor, PM).
b. Tier 2 - Vehicle Road Condition and Management (PM).
c. Tier 3 - Engine Selection and Efficiency (NOx).
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Table 1. BMP selection matrix based on source and tier level mitigation 
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Facility: 0 Date: (Version 8; 10/28/11)

Adequate

Overall Score (%) & Grade: #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 100-90% 90-80% 80-70% 70-60% <60%
A B C D E

I. 1 Properly manage level of dietary protein (~16%CP) 0 0 0
I. 2 Increased level or quality of starch in diet (23-26%) 0 0
I. 3 Manage and minimize overfeeding of sulfur-containing feed 0 0
I. 4 Practice group and/or stage of lactation feeding 0 0 0 0 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA #DIV/0! NA

II. 1 Properly manage ensiled feedstuffs 0 0 0 0
II. 2 Store feed in a sheltered storage structure 0 0 0
II. 3 Regularly remove spilled and unused feed from feeding area 0 0 0 0
II. 4 Manage or minimize feed mixing during windy times 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! NA NA #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA NA

III. 1 Ensure proper ventilation 0
III. 2/3 Use recycled (clean) or treated water for flushing parlor 0 0 0 0
III. 2/3 Use recycled (clean) or treated water for cleaning holding pen 0 0 0 0
III. 4 Remove manure from holding area frequently 0 0 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! NA #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA NA NA

IV. 1 Ensure proper ventilation 0
IV. 2 Bedding selection and management 0 0 0

Description of Score Sheet - Scores entered in the gray boxes range from 0 to 5 for each pollutant (5 being optimum implementation). Scores for each BMP are based on the visual evaluation 
and/or documention of practices assessed during  inspections. For descriptions of BMPs listed, refer to the document "Descriptions of Best Management Practices (BMPs)" (YRCAA, 2011). 
How to use this table - 1) Review your overall score. A score above 80% is good, between 70-80% is adequate, and below 70% is poor and should be evaluated for improvements. 2) Review the 
score (%) for each category (i.e., Nutrition, Housing, etc.) and each pollutant (i.e., Ammonia, Nitrous Oxide, etc.). The values listed in the "Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) " row 
gives the relative effectiveness of the BMPs for that specific category as implemented at your facility at the time of inspection. A value below 70% should be evaluated and you should consider 
making improvements in that category. 3) Look at the individual score given to each BMP. Use these to identify the areas where improvements can be made.

I. Nutrition

II. Feed Management

III. Milk Parlor

IV. Housing - Freestall Barns

Hydrogen 
Sulfide 
(H2S)

Volatile 
Organic 

Compounds 
(VOCs)

Odor
Particulate 

Matter 
(PM)

Methane 
(CH4)

Oxides of 
Nitrogen 
(NOX)

0

AQ BMP SCORE SHEET

BMP # Best Management Practice
Ammonia 

(NH3)

Nitrous 
Oxide 
(N2O)

Poor - Needs improvementGood
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IV. 3 Treat recycled lagoon water used for flushing 0 0 0 0
IV. 4 Remove manure from barns frequently 0 0 0
IV. 5 Manure removal technology and efficiency 0 0 0 0
IV. 6 Alleyway floor texture and type 0 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! NA #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA NA

V. 1 Provide shade for cattle 0 0 0
V. 2 Sitting of water trough within pen 0 0 0 0
V. 3 (a) Remove manure frequently 0 0 0 0 0
V. 3 (b) Spread (harrow) manure frequently 0 0 0 0 0
V. 4 Use straw bedding in pen (seasonal) 0 0 0 0
V. 5 Incorporate wood chips into surface layer 0 0 0 0
V. 6 Utilize urease inhibitors 0 0 0
V. 7 Surface moisture content management 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
V. 8 Knock down and remove fence line manure 0 0 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA

VI. 1 Stock appropriate number of animals 0 0 0 0
VI. 2 Use rotational grazing 0 0 0
VI. 3 Move water and feeding areas frequently 0 0 0
VI. 4 Irrigate immediately after grazing 0 0 0 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA NA

VII. 1 Manure solids - mechanical separation 0 0 0
VII. 1 Manure solids - settling basin 0 0 0 0
VII. 2 Lagoon or storage covers (natural or composite) 0 0 0 0 0
VII. 3 Scrub exhaust of enclosed waste containers 0 0 0 0 0
VII. 4 Proper maintenance of installed methane digester 0 0 0
VII. 5 Surface aeration of lagoons 0 0 0 0
VII. 6 Reduce the pH of lagoons and manure piles below 6 0 0 0

VII. 7 Purple sulfur bacterial formation in lagoons 0 0 0

VII. 8 Properly manage the composting of manure 0 0 0
VII. 9 Properly manage stockpiled manure 0 0 0 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! NA #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA

VII. Manure Management

V. Housing - Drylot Pens

VI. Grazing Management
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VIII. 1 Apply N fertilizer below no-till residue 0 0 0 0 0
VIII. 2(a) Corn - Inject fertilizer/manure into soil at application 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

VIII. 2(b)
Forage - Manure/fertilizer application method and/or 
incorporation practice

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

VIII. 3
Apply nutrients according to agronomic recommendations 
based on soil and manure test results

0 0 0

VIII. 4 Do not over-irrigate 0 0
VIII. 5 Utilize cover crops in winter crop rotation 0 0 0
VIII. 6 Apply during cool weather and on still rather than windy days 0 0 0 0 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA

IX. 1 Installation of windbreaks or shelterbelts 0 0 0 0
IX. 2 Vehicle road condition management 0
IX. 3 Engine selection and efficiency 0

Category Level of BMP Implementation (%) #DIV/0! NA #DIV/0! NA #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NA #DIV/0!

Overall Level of BMP Effectivity by Pollutant (%) - - - - - - - -

VIII. Land Application - Manure or Chemical Fertilizer

IX. Other
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Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
329 North First Street 

Yakima, WA 98901 
(509) 834-2050

  Fax (509) 834-2060   
yakimacleanair.org 

Form P-78 Page 1 of 1        

Dairy Operations Registration 

NOTE: Enter information from your previous calendar year activities and mail it back or email it to registration@yrcaa.org 

Licensed Dairy Name  

Operation Location  

Mailing Address 

Owner/ Operations Manager    

Phone __________________________ Email_________________________________________________ 

Preferred Contact Method:    Mail ☐      Email ☐ 

1. Provide the annual averages of animal numbers, the actual maximum number of cattle which can be
confined annually and the average weight of each category below.

Annual Average Max Capacity Average Weight (lbs) 
Milking 
Dry 
Heifer 
Calf 
Total 
2. Certification
I the undersigned do hereby certify that the foregoing is to the best of my knowledge, after reasonable inquiry,
true and accurate.

Print Name & Title of Signature         Date 
Responsible Official 
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RESOLUTION NO.:  2018-11A 
BEFORE THE GOVERNING BOARD OF THE 

YAKIMA REGIONAL CLEAN AIR AGENCY (YRCAA) 

Rescinding YRCAA Resolution 2013-06, adopting the Air Quality Management Policy for Dairy 
Operations: 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the YRCAA, as set forth in chapter 70.94 of the Revised 
Code of Washington, is vested with the authority to adopt, amend and repeal its own rules, 
operating policies and procedures implementing the Revised Code of Washington and 
Washington Administrative Codes applicable to air pollution; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors for the YRCAA approved Resolution 2013-06, adopting the 
Air Quality Management Policy for Dairy Operations on June 13, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, the Governing Board of Directors believes it to be in the best interest of the public 
to rescind YRCAA Resolution 2013-06;  

NOW THERFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the YRCAA Governing Board of Directors hereby 
rescinds resolution 2013-06:  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the YRCAA Governing Board of Directors hereby directs 
the agency to publish the Resource Guide and Best Management Practices for Dairy Operations 
as a free resource for all dairy operators: 

On motion of     , seconded by     , the foregoing 
resolution is hereby PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
Board of Directors on this 11th day of October, 2018. 

Jon DeVaney, Chair Ron Anderson, Director 

Steven Jones, Director Carmen Mendez, Director   

Norm Childress, Director Mary Wurtz, Clerk of the Board 
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RESOLUTION NO.:  2018-11B 
BEFORE THE GOVERNING BOARD OF THE 

YAKIMA REGIONAL CLEAN AIR AGENCY (YRCAA) 

Rescinding YRCAA Resolution 2013-06, adopting the Air Quality Management Policy for Dairy 
Operations: 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the YRCAA, as set forth in chapter 70.94 of the Revised 
Code of Washington, is vested with the authority to adopt, amend and repeal its own rules, 
operating policies and procedures implementing the Revised Code of Washington and 
Washington Administrative Codes applicable to air pollution; and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors for the YRCAA approved resolution 2013-06, adopting the 
Air Quality Management Policy for Dairy Operations on June 13, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, the YRCAA Governing Board of Directors believes it to be in the best interest of 
the public to rescind YRCAA Resolution 2013-06;  

WHEREAS, the YRCAA Governing Board of Directors also believes it to be in the best interest 
of the public to develop and maintain a current and accurate record of air contaminant sources 
within Yakima County;  

NOW THERFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the YRCAA Governing Board of Directors hereby 
rescinds Resolution 2013-06: and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the YRCAA Governing Board of Directors hereby directs 
the agency to maintain the registration of all Dairy Operators within YRCAA jurisdiction: and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the YRCAA Governing Board of Directors hereby directs 
the agency to publish the Resource Guide and Best Management Practices for Dairy Operations 
as a free resource for all dairy operators:  

On motion of     , seconded by     , the foregoing 
resolution is hereby PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Yakima Regional Clean Air Agency 
Board of Directors on this 11th day of October, 2018. 

Jon DeVaney, Chair Ron Anderson, Director 

Steven Jones, Director Carmen Mendez, Director   

Norm Childress, Director Mary Wurtz, Clerk of the Board 
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	I. Nutrition
	1. Properly Manage Level of Dietary Protein (%CP) in Diet to Match, Rather Than Exceed, an Animal’s Needs (NHR3, RNR2RO, Odor)
	2. Increase the Level or Quality of Starch in the Diet (CHR4R)
	3. Properly Manage and Minimize Overfeeding Sulfur in the Diet (HR2RS, Odor)
	4. Practice Group and/or Stage of Lactation Feeding (NHR3R)

	II. Feed Management
	1. Properly Manage Ensiled Feedstuffs (VOC, Odor)
	2. Store Feed in a Sheltered Storage Structure (VOC, Odor, PM)
	3. Regularly Remove Spilled and Unused Feed from Feeding Area (VOC, Odor, and PM)
	4. Manage or Minimize the Mixing of Feed During Windy Times (PM)

	III. Milk Parlor
	1. Ensure Proper Ventilation (NHR3R, Odor, and PM)
	2. Use Recycled Parlor (Clean) Water Used for Flushing/Cleaning Parlor (NHR3R, Odor)
	3. Treat Recycled Water Used for Flushing/Cleaning Holding Area (NHR3R, Odor)
	4. Remove Manure from Holding Area Frequently (NHR3R, VOC, Odor)

	IV. Housing – Freestall Barns
	1. Ensure Proper Ventilation of Freestall Barns (NHR3R, Odor, and PM)
	2.  Bedding Selection and Management (NHR3R, HR2RS, Odor)
	3. Treat Recycled Lagoon Water Used for Flushing (NHR3R, Odor)
	4. Remove Manure from Barns Frequently (NHR3R, VOC, Odor)
	5. Manure Removal Technology and Efficiency (NHR3R, VOC, Odor)
	6. Alleyway Floor Texture and Type (NHR3R, VOC, Odor)

	V. Housing – Drylot Pens
	1. Provide Shade for Cattle (NHR3R, PM)
	2. Sitting of Water Trough Within Pen (NHR3R, PM)
	3. Remove and/or Spread (Harrow) Manure Frequently (NHR3R, PM)
	4. Use Straw Bedding in Drylot Pens (NHR3R, PM, Odor)
	5. Incorporate Wood Chips into Surface Layer (NHR3R, PM, Odor)
	5. Urease Inhibitors (NHR3R, NR2RO)
	7. Surface Moisture Content Management (NHR3R, NR2RO, VOC, Odor, CHR4R, HR2RS, Odor, PM)
	8. Knockdown and Remove Fence Line Manure (NHR3R, VOC, Odor)

	VI. Grazing Management
	1. Stock Appropriate Number of Animals (NHR3R, NR2RO)
	2. Use Rotational Grazing (NHR3R, NR2RO)
	3. Move Water and Feeding Areas Frequently (NHR3R, NR2RO)
	4. Irrigate Immediately after Grazing (NHR3R)

	VII. Manure Management
	1. Manure Solids Separation (NHR3R, VOC, Odor, HR2RS, CHR4R)
	2. Lagoon or Storage Covers (NHR3R, HR2RS, VOC, Odor, CHR4R)
	3. Scrub Exhaust of Enclosed Waste Containers (CHR4R, Odor, H2S)
	4. Proper Operation and Maintenance of Anaerobic Digester (CHR4R)
	5.  Surface Aeration of Lagoons (NH3, H2S, VOCs)
	6. Reduce the pH of Lagoons and Manure Piles (NHR3R, CHR4R)
	7. Purple Sulfur Bacterial Formation in Lagoons (HR2RS, Odor)
	8. Properly Manage the Composting of Solid Manure (HR2RS, Odor, PM, CHR4R)
	9. Properly Manage Stockpiled Manure (HR2RS, Odor, PM)

	VIII. Land Application – Manure and/or Chemical Fertilizer
	1. Apply N Fertilizer Below No-Till Residue (NHR3R, PM)
	2. Inject or Incorporate Fertilizer/Manure into Soil within 24 Hours of Application (NHR3R, Odor)
	3. Apply Nutrients According to Agronomic Recommendations Based on Soil and Manure Test Results (NHR3R, NR2RO)
	4. Do Not Over-irrigate (NHR3R, NR2RO)
	6. Utilize Cover Crops (NHR3R, NR2RO, PM)
	6. Apply During Cool Weather and on Still Rather than Windy Days (NHR3R, Odor, PM)

	IX. Other
	1. Installation of Windbreaks or Shelterbelts (NHR3R, Odor, PM)
	2. Vehicle Road Condition Management (PM)
	3. Engine Selection and Efficiency (NOx)

	SECTION E - Air Quality BMP Selection Matrix
	List the sources of emission on the dairy. The following sources are the most common areas of air pollutant emission on a dairy operation. Not all areas may apply to your farm. Select the sources that do apply and list the specific factors (i.e., prod...
	1. Nutrition
	2. Feed Management
	3. Milk Parlor
	4. Housing - Freestall Barns
	5. Housing - Drylot Pens
	6. Grazing Management
	7. Manure Management
	8. Land Application
	9. Other

	For each source, list the expected pollutants in order of importance. For each source, the pollutants of concern have been listed below in general order of importance. Your farm may have a different order. When in doubt, use the order listed below.
	1. Nutrition: NHR3R, CHR4R, HR2RS, NR2RO.
	2. Feed Management: VOC, PM, Odor.
	3. Milk Parlor: NHR3R, VOC, Odor, HR2RS.
	4. Housing - Freestall Barns: NHR3R, VOC, Odor, CHR4R, HR2RS.
	5. Housing - Drylot Pens: NHR3R, PM, Odor, HR2RS, CHR4R, VOC, NR2RO.
	6. Grazing Management: NHR3R, NR2RO.
	7. Manure Management – Liquid: NHR3R, HR2RS, CHR4R, Odor, VOC; Solid: NHR3R, HR2RS, PM, CHR4.
	8. Land Application: NHR3R, PM, Odor, NR2RO.
	9. Other

	List the sources in order of importance with respect to expected or projected emission level. For each pollutant of concern, the primary sources that emit that pollutant have been listed below in order of importance. Your farm may have a different ord...
	Define the emissions mitigation goal for each of the sources. Emission mitigation goals are going to be specific to your farm, objectives, and source emissions. List goals for each source.
	Depending on the goal for each source, list three BMPs to address the goal based on a three-tier-system with respect to effectiveness, cost, ease of implementation, compatibility with other BMPs, and in compatibility with your nutrient management plan...
	1. UNutrition
	a. Tier 1 - Properly Manage Level of Dietary Protein (%CP) in Diet to Match, Rather Than Exceed, an Animal’s Needs (NHR3, RNR2RO, Odor); Properly Manage and Minimize Overfeeding Sulfur in the Diet (HR2RS, Odor).
	b. Tier 2 - Practice Group and/or Stage of Lactation Feeding (NHR3R).
	c. Tier 3 - Increase the Level or Quality of Starch in the Diet (CHR4R); Utilize feed additives to maximize efficiency (NHR3R, HR2RS, CHR4R).
	2. UFeed Management
	3. UMilk Parlor
	4. UHousing - Freestall Barns
	5. UHousing - Drylot Pens
	6. UGrazing Management
	7. UManure Management
	8. ULand Application – Manure and/or Chemical Fertilizer
	9. UOther
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