
SWRR II Recycling Subgroup Meeting Summary
12/18/2012
Meeting began at approximately 1:00 pm in Manchac/Mobile conference room. 
Topics discussed include the following:
· Revising the definition of 'process' to exclude evaporating wash-water waste on-site at oil & gas equipment companies that use wash racks.  The intent is to eliminate a wastewater discharge (requiring a discharge permit), and the resulting solid waste would be disposed of properly.  A suggestion was made to include the language 'evaporating on-site generated wastewater otherwise discharged under a facility LPDES discharge permit', but this may not eliminate the need for a discharge permit.  Other suggestions made were to shorten the reference to 'evaporating on-site generated wastewater' without touching on whether the facility has a discharge permit or not and adding more language to say that on-site reuse of wastewater is also exempt from the definition of process.  LDEQ will continue internal discussions and proposals will be presented at the next meeting for further discussion.

· Revising the definition of transfer station (processing).  Proposed wording would exclude the processing of industrial waste that does NOT contain putrescible material (no longer needs a Type I-A permit).  The wording will be revised to apply Type I-A or II-A status, as appropriate, to any transfer station that either a) processes industrial waste, b) processes or performs resource recover activities with residential waste, or c) processes or performs resource recover activities with commercial waste containing putrescible material.  It should be noted that a proposal will be presented during an upcoming meeting for discussion whereby a facility performing resource recovery activities with industrial waste might be considered a separation facility and therefore subject to standards (proposed Section 506) rather than a Type I-A permit.

· The necessity for non-processing transfer stations (and other solid waste facilities) to submit annual recycling reports to LDEQ as required by LAC 33:VII.508.C.4.  There was additional discussion regarding the necessity to submit other solid waste annual reports and changing the reporting period from fiscal year to calendar year.  It was stated that the data in the reports still has value, however LDEQ staff will look into this to determine if the requirement is necessary.

· Wastes exempted in LAC 33:VII.303.A should not be exempt from storage requirements.  Otherwise, enforcement ability would be severely curtailed.  

	· Proposed revisions to LAC 33:VII.303.A.1 (vegetative debris disposed on-site of generation), LAC 33:VII.303.A.2 (expand exemption for recyclables, but limit eligibility to materials that have not lost value in storage, as determined by the administrative authority and adding new exemptions LAC 33:VII.303.A.14 (vegetative debris destined for resource recovery, limited to materials that have not lost value during storage, as determined by the administrative authority), LAC 33:VII.303.A.15 (spent blasting material that meets RECAP screening standards, with the language 'spent blasting media' rather than 'spent blasting silica sand'), and LAC 33:VII.303.A.16 (spent or off-spec asphaltic roofing materials destined for new roofing products or fresh roadbed material).  There were no objections to these proposals.

· Proposed new exemptions LAC 33:VII.303.A.16 and 17 (spent cooking oil destined for fuel, and grease trap material destined for processing into fuel or animal feed) were not strongly discussed because LDEQ might still manage these materials under proposed guidance that has not been finalized.  There may be a need to change the regulations to accommodate beneficial use of these materials.

· Proposed new exemption LAC 33:VII.303.A.19 (discarded articles salvaged from solid waste for repair, reuse, etc. notwithstanding any legal prohibitions).  This proposal was greeted with amusement and skepticism.  It was stated that an explicit exemption would merely recognize what already occurs every day, and that solid waste regulations already have enough enforcement teeth to go after people who have good reuse/recycle intentions but manage accumulated materials poorly (present adverse environmental risk in some way, environmentally sound manner) or too long (1-year storage limit, speculative accumulation prohibition).  The question was asked why LDEQ should be concerned at all about non-environmental 'nuisances' (purely aesthetic grievances, neighbor disputes, etc.) that rightfully belong under local government oversight.  It was stated that the exemption might encourage more illegal storage activity.  It was suggested that this proposal be sent to LDEQ’s Surveillance and Enforcement staff to see what they think.

· The limitation of the exemption in LAC 33:VII.305.A.9 (facility exemption for vegetative debris from utility right-of-way clearing) to 'utilities' and not other right-of-way clearing.  In addition, the question was asked what value LAC 33:VII.305.A.9 has since LAC 33:VII.305.A.8 applies to woodwaste and/or vegetative waste facilities.  LDEQ will continue internal discussions on these issues and proposals will be presented at an upcoming meeting.

· Proposed revisions to LAC 33:VII.315.B (mandatory provisions, waste storage).  There were no objections to these proposals however, it was suggested that 'records acceptable to the administrative authority indicating the time frame that waste has been stored' be preceded with the word 'reasonably'.  LDEQ wants strong language so storage facilities will understand that records must be good enough for LDEQ to discern compliance.

· Revising the phrase (Notification requirements) 'otherwise directed to comply with LAC 33:VII.401.A' to 'required by these regulations to comply with . . .'
It was announced that there might be a full workgroup meeting of all subgroups in January, to touch base on where everyone is at, and bring up any special questions.



