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Household Hazardous Waste Collection Programs

EPA ANSWERS QUESTIONS ON
HOUSEHOLD TOXICS COLLECTIONS

As of October, 1988, more than 1,300 household hazardous waste (HHW) collection
programs have been held in 44 states, as Waste Age has reported since 1984, In fact, a few

select programs are actualy establishing permanent collection facilities.

Now the U.S. EPA has acted to clear up confusion among its officials and many waste
management professionals over the regulatory status of these HHW programs

But those who run such programs--and those who pick up and landfill municipal solid
wastes--may not be altogether happy with what the EPA has to say

In Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response (OSWER) Policy Directive No
9574-1, issued in November, 1988, J. Winston Porter, assistant administrator for the OSWER,
answered four knotty questions for EPA officials

The questions are:

*What does the EPA recommend regarding management of HHW collected in
these programs?

*What is the regulatory status of HHW that contain dioxin?

*What liability do HHW collection program sponsors have under Subtitle C
(hazardous waste regulations) of RCRA?

And the answers are

Management: All household wastes are exempt from federal hazardous waste
regulations, but wastes from small quantity generators (i.e., small businesses) are not
Therefore, "sponsors of HHW collection programs should be careful to limit the participation
in their programs to households"to avoid triggering Subtitle C regulations

Porter goes on to say that, although the HHW collected i1s exempt from Subtitle C
regulations and can legally be sent to a Subtitle D landfill (for municipal solid wastes), the
EPA “"recommends” that the material be managed as a hazardous waste

According to reports, many HHW collection programs have welcomed limited amounts
of hazarodus wastes from samll quantity generators in the past. But there 1s no program of
which Waste Age is aware that has sent HHW to a sanitary landfill.





[image: image2.png]Dioxin: While "HHW is undonditionaly exempt from federal RCRA Subtitle C
regulation," as Porter reiterates in answer to this question, communities are having a problem
finding a place for it

The reason: The EPAs hazardous waste land disposal ban has targeted dioxin as a
material rot to be put in landfills. So many Subtitle C sites are rejecting dioxin-containing
HHW--even though the HHW is undonditionally exempt

The EPA's solution is this problem: Hold onto the stuff!

The agency promises to explore options for disposal of this material with the states
"We are looking at ways to encourage the wastemanagement industry to reconsider its
positions and accept these wastes. Some communities have chosen to temporarily store this
dioxin-bearing HHW."

Subtitle C liability: The EPA says there is none

Superfund liability: If a specific HHW contains any substance listed in Table 302.4 of
40 CFR Part 302, CERCLA liability exists, Porter says in his memo

He goes on to say: "Communities should recognize that potential liability under
CERCLA applied regardiess of whether the HHW was picked up as part of a community's
routine waste collection service and disposal of in a municipal waste landfill (Subtitle D) or if
the HHW was gathered as part of a special collection program..."

In other words, the EPA's official position is that the HHW in everyday trash--the

paint cans, the garage solvents, and the cosmetics--may be creating Superfund hability in your
landfiil!

Porter's conculusion is that, compared to mingling of HHW in regular trash, special
HHW collection programs are preferable because they "may reduce the likelihood of
environmental and human health impacts and, therefore, may also reduce potential CERCLA
liability "

For further information contact Allen Maples of the EPA's municipal solid waste
program: 202/382-4683

Source: Waste Age magazine.

Other Waste Age feature on HHW: May, 1984, P. 80, Oct. 1984, p. 42; Aug. , 1985, p. 65;
Oct., 1986, pp 78 & 106; Feb, 1987, p. 76; and April, 1988, p. 99




