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The Polars alternative also addresses the secondary concern of the County having to
potentially upgrade to a Class A alternative in the futue at significantly higher costs to
ratepayers. By moving to a Polars alternative, the need to consider underwting the cost of
moving to Class A technologies in the futue at significantly higher cost would no longer be
required. Some key excerpts from the recent King County biosolids management report
include:

King County
Ck-1SS A Biosolids

I t 1l c çJ r ell () d Ii n pie rii e i--ll a L i () r -1 W () r- k 1-) I ( J t ì

Excerpts taken from Chapter 2, Introduction, Section 2-1 and 2-2.

County Biosolids Program Staff

Consultant Panel

. There is an over-reliance on Eastern Washington customers, especially Boulder
Park, hic., which canot be fully backed up by other sites.
The existing program may not be diverse enough. The program is built around
dewatered cake only, creating 100 percent reliance on the dewatered cake market.
There is also a lack of diversity in crops, with 60 to 70 percent of the product
applied to wheat fields.

Without a Class A product, the program has limited flexibilty for new markets.

.

.

. There is the perception issue: if the product is so good, why ship it east?
A change in public perception, which could also trgger a Class A program shift,
may precede a change in regulations. Public perception can change quickly.
Composting bulkng agents are increasing in price, which makes composting
comparatively expensive. Due to price and space constraints, GroCo's maximum
production is the 10,000 wet ton allocation in the curent County program.
The County has responsibilty and risk for biosolids delivered to GroCo, yet has
limited ability to inuence GroCo quality control and quality assurance after the
biosolids are delivered.

.

.

.

"hi summar, County biosolids program staff and County WWP staff feel the existing biosolids
program is challenged with a limited number of users, long haul distances, and limited opportty to
develop new (local) markets. Program costs and risk factors associated with these challenges and
constraints are not likely to be reduced until a Class A program is implemented."
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