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SUBJECT: FY 1996-97 RCRA - mplementation Plan

FROM: ' - Elliott P. ILa .
‘ - . . Assistant. Admln'\;q

TOs - Reglonal Waste: Management DlVlSlon Dlrectors
: ‘ ' Reglons I-X

fnState Waste Management Dlrectors

Attached is the flnal FY 1996-97 RCRA Implementatlon Plan . -
(RIP). - We. appreclate the commitment you made to assist us in
~ developing this guldance. OSWER has for -sevéral years looked for
: opportunltles to increase available Regional and State
flex1b111ty in' our RCRA operating guidance. As part of that
effort, in FY 1994 OSWER piloted the conversion of its annual
operatlng guidance to a two year cycle.’ As part of this pilot, .
the FY 1995 RIP was issued as a brief, clarifying addendum to the
guidance issued in FY 1994. As the States- and Regions have'’
‘enthusiastically endorsed the concept of a- z-year ‘planning. cycle,
the FY 1996-97 RIP is our first z-year guldance lssued as
standard ~operating. procedure., o ’ ( : -

As part of. our effort to develop comprehenslve operatlng
guidance and accountablllty-mechanlsms, we invited Regional,
State, and Tribal. representatives to participate in our RIP and
State Grant workgroups this year. These workgroups completed
five months of work and made recommendations in Washington D.C.
at the December 13- 15, 1995 Natlonal RIP/State -Grant meetlng. '

The attached FY 1996-97 RIP includes both changes and ‘
clarlflcatlons to the FY 1994 RIP, the FY 1995 Addendum, as well
- as addltlonal guldance 1n the’ follow1ng areas: o

"Env1ronmental Justlce- g
Informatlon Management
‘State’ Authorization
‘Permitting\Closure .

. Subtitle D activities

Waste Mlnlmlzatlon
Corrective Action

~ State Grants . _
‘Beglnnlng of Year Plans
Indian Programs

@ Printed on Recycled Paper




However, we need to draw spec1al attentlon to several areas.
These include:

- Budgeting for cOmmunlty-based Envmronmental Protectlon,

- Environmental Justice, .

- CQordlnatlon with the Offlce of Enforcement and Compllance
Assurance (OECA), and

- Substantlve changes in the Beglnnlng of Year Plan (BYP)

: In an effort to 1mprove how EPA serves the publlc, the
Agency is moving forward with Community-based Environmental
Protection. In his February 15, 1995, memorandum to Regional
Administrators, Deputy Administrator Fred Hansen outlined the
steps EPA Regional Offices should be considering in developing
their strategles to implement this concept. For FY 1996 and FY
1997, a minimum level of 20% of each Regional budget should be
directed to support Communlty-based Environmental Protection; -
this changé should. also reflect .an equivalent number of FTEs :
assigned .to community-based efforts. The FY 1996-97 RIP provides
Regions and States with the flexibility to balance existing
programmatic prioritiés with new EPA initiatives such as:
Community-based Environmental Protectlon.

In the area of Env1ronmental Justlce, OSWER has developed an
Action Agenda which forms a strategy for addre551ng key .
environmental justice issues. The overall strategy makes a
concerted effort to 1dent1fy explicit actions which can be taken
by Headquarters and the Regions to address environmental justlce
issues. This agenda can be used to address environmental justice
concerns. and form the basis of Regional strategies for site
spec1f1c activities. The importance of addre551ng environmental
justice concerns during RCRA permitting activities continues to
be a priority for the Agency and. this Office. The Regions should
- continue to implement env1ronmental justice: pllots as discussed
in the RIP. ‘ o . ‘ "

Durlng FY 95, EPA HQ completed a reorganlzatlon of all
enforcement into a new Office of Enforcement and Compliance -
Assurance (OECA). 'As a result.of this reorganlzatlon, some
corrective action responsibilities have been reassigned from
OSWER to this Office. To ensure consistent reporting for
corrective action, OSWER and OECA will be working together to :
coordinate the content and timing of OSW's Beglnnlng of Year Plan
process with OECA's MOA process. S :

Finally, there. have been several changes made to the FY 1995
BYP format. In response to concerns raised by Regions and States
over reflection of actual workload, we have added questions to-
the BYP on Permit Renewals, Waste Minimization, Tribal Programs,
and Geographic/Combustion Initiatives. 1In addition, there will
be no agency STARS reporting in.FY 1996. As mandated by the
. Government Performance and Results Act, EPA ‘'is currently
developlng a_system for establlshlng env1ronmenta1 goals, and for
measuring progress made in meetlng those goals. For example, the




agency w1ll be u51ng more env1ronmental 1ndlcators and less bean .

‘ countlng as measures of performance. However, until a new system

- is in place, the FY 1996 BYP guldance will serve as the primary

accountability mechanism for the RCRA program. The FY - 1996 BYP

- will be issued as. an addendum to the FY 1996~97 RIP after a final
agreement is reached w1th OECA regardlng coordlnatlon with thelr o

MOA. process. . . : :

Thank you for your actlve part1c1patlon in- developlng the

. various components of the FY 1996-97 operating guidance . As

.always, we would apprec1ate any -comments or suggestlons you have
for. 1mprov1ng future guldance development. v :

".Attachment

cc: Tom Kennedy, Executive Director, ASTSWMO
Michael Shapiro, Director, OSW . ‘
Steven Herman,” Assistant Admznlstrator, OECA
. RCRA Branch Chlefs, Regions I - X~ :
. Devereaux Barnes, Director, PSPD<.
. Jeff Tumarkin, PSPD - o
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 INTRODUCTION

- The FY 1996-97 RCRA Implementation Plan (RIP) defines the
-national policy and strategic goals ‘and _priority. activities for.
the RCRA solid and hazardous waste program. These goals and
~activities are key elements: in EPA, State, and Tribal efforts® “to
promote waste minimization, ensure environmentally sound waste
management, -and- reduce risks" posed by releases of hazardous waste
- to .the environment. The Office of Solid Wasté’s (OSW) vision is
. to move toward a more flexible RCRA program that protects. public
health and the environment through a variety of regulatory and

non- regulatory approaches in partnershlp with the States and
Tribes. , , . .

_ As the RCRA. program faces changlng prlorltles, it 'is
,essentlal that we take steps to both strengthen the program and
better .communicate the results of the RCRA program - OSW’s

strategic goals for FY 1996- 97 are to: -

o ,Exerczse leadershlp in. promotlng 1ndustr1al
' waste minimization while moving towards a - ;
waste management system that tailors . > o
management approaches to rlsk ) ’ o

o Refocus information and recordkeeplng to meet
customer needs and.take advantage of new
- technology to streamline information .
‘collection, management, and dlSSEMln&thn.v

o - Establish a‘dynamic'partnershlp among ERA,

. . .States, and Tribes that provide for mutual
priority setting and worksharzng to 1mplement
the RCRA program . .

o Reduce federal overszght whlle emphaszzlng
- technical assistance and core program
conszstency issues. . :

o) Provade natlonal leadershlp for mun1c1pal
'~ solid waste source reduction and recycling.

o Makelcleanups happen; focus on performande‘
-+ rather than process. ' ' ~

. The FY 1996 97 RIP was developed w1th1n the above strateglc
framework, as well as the broader agency themes of Env;ronmental
Justice and Communlty based Env1ronmental Protectlon. :

*




. In the area of Environmental Justice, OSWER has developed an’
Action Agenda which forms a strategy for addressing key: o
environmental justice issues. The overall strategy identifies -
explicit actions which can be taken by Headquarters and the
Regions to address environmental justice issues. This agenda
should be used to address environmental justice concerns and form
the basis of Regional strategies for site specific activities.
The importance of ‘addressing environmental justice concerns
during RCRA permitting and cleanup activities continues to be a
priority for the Agency and this Office. The Regions should
continue to implement ehvironmental justice pilots as discussed .
in the RIP. ‘ . S ' ‘

Additionally, the FY 1996-97 RIP provideS'the\flexibility to
balance existing programmatic priorities with the new Community-

based Environmental Protection (CBEP) initiative. The purpose of

this initiative is to bring the gévernment closer to the people-
it is meant to serve. Instead of addressing environmental
problems piecemeal, statute by statute, and then applying a one-
size-fits-all-solution, CBEP addresses environmental problems in
the context of the community in which they occur. .On February
15, 1995, the Deputy Administrator of EPA asked each Region and
each national program office to develop action plans for :
promoting CBEP. In response to this request, OSWER 'issued a -
draft action plan on April 28, 1995, which presents currént,
short-term and longer-term OSWER activities to support CBEP. .
Regions will also-be expected to incorporate appropriate RCRA
activities into the action plans that they develop.

Within this framework, the FY 1996 and FY 1997 Beginning of
Year Plans (BYP) will serve as the primary vehicle through which
EPA Regions will report on projected activities and . :
accomplishments in the RCRA program.

N s
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'EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

*PERMITTING & CLOSURE

e jf;%. ‘ The permlttlng strateglc goals for FY'96 and FY”97 ‘are to:
~ . . (1) demonstrate progress in the permitting universe consistent
- with the priority ranklng of facilities; (2) develop a strategy
‘to ensure that operating Bollers and. Industrial Furnaces (BIFs)
meet all appropriate requirements for safe operatlon,_and (3).
" prevent and reducing risks at closed and c1051ng 1land dlsposal '
fac111t1es Perm;ttlng prlorztxes for the next two years are:s -

1.7 ngh przor;ty znterxm status land disposal and :
combustlon fac;litzes, and ,

2. Permit renewals for high przority land disposal and
combustzon faczlitzes.,, ; , :

R 4 ’
. CORRECTIVE ACTTON f
o fin,FY 96~97'Regions‘and StateS‘are-stronle'encouraged to
make renewed efforts to éxpedite investigations and cleanup "
'decisions at RCRA facilities, -however, EPA--along with the States
_and other stakeholders--is exploring alternatives that may result

in a'"faster,rbetter" program. Certain "streamlining" approaches”
have already been found successful by Reglons and States.

In addltlon, FY 96 w111 be the flrst year for the program to -

fully lmplement ‘several important new. tools that will allow EPA
-and the States to do a much better job of tracking the progress
. and measuring the environmental results of the corrective -action
- program. These new tools are expected to be of conszderable
‘ vbeneflt to Reglons, States and EPA headquarters._

STATE Amonxzm::on )

During FY¥'96-97, -EPA w1ll contlnue explorlng authorlzatlon
" process and management ‘'structure changes that will improve the
pace of Subtitle C authorization among the States. Through the-
HWIR rule-making process, we will explore the poss1b111ty of
increased authorization flexibility. EPA will soon issue
guidance to streamline the authorization process. for EPA rules
that are less stringent, and therefore optional for States to
adopt, since many of them offer more flexible’ procedures. . EPA
w1ll also explore streamllnlng opportunltles for all other rules.

9,




RCRA §3011 STATE HAZARDOUS WASTE GRANT

This is the . first. time in several years that the State
Hazardous Waste Grant has been addressed in the RIP. As the
allocation methodology for this grant has recently gone through a
substantive reevaluation process, this section ¢f the RIP
highlightS changes that will be made in the FY’96 allocation
methodology. This section also provides clarification. for the
Geographic Initiatives (GIs) portion of the grant through a.
discussion of expectations for and restrictions associated with
these initiatives. ‘ ‘ : '

. WASTE MINIMIZATION

The Waste Minimization National Plan (November 1994)
outlines major goals, objectives, and action items towaxd .
national reductions inzpersistent,,bioaccumulative} and toxic
constituents present in hazardous waste. Particular preference
is given to source reduction and recycling as waste management
techniques. Implementation of the Waste Minimization National .
Plan requires program emphasis toward more contact and -
interaction with hazardous waste generators. Regions and States
are encouraged to promote opportunities for waste minimization in .
facility permitting, inspection,.enforcement, outreach, and -
technical assistance activities. S ' - '

RCRA INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

During FY'96797 information resources should be targeted towards
areas addressing both immediate and strategic improvegents:v

* collection and quality assurance of data for the 1995
Biennial Report; . y C .

3 assuring that information reflecting program milestones and.

' environmental goals-will be timely, accurate and complete in

RCRIS; =~ = = = - . : C : o

S supporting.information and business re-engineering

: activities for the Waste Information Needs (WIN) initiative;
and ‘ o ‘ L . : .

¢ utilize existing databases to prioritize~waste

minimization activities.




'*RCRA ACTIVITIES IN INDIAN COUNTRY L L *4,'”\

. The objectlve of OSW's Indlan Program is to 1)y bulld trlbal'

capac1ty to implement: RCRA, '2) develop tribal organizational
infrastructures to support RCRA activities and 3) build
-partnershlps among tribes, states and local communltles

_ The prlmary goal for FY 96 97 w1ll be to assist - trlbes in
bulldlng the capacity to develop and administer environmental

programs. The Regions and Tribes.should work together to

determine which" specific program activities each Tribe "should

~ undertake, depending on need, capacity and resource ,availability.
"While Tribes are not currently eligible to receive: fundlng under

RCRA Section 3011, they are eligible to receive grant assistance

for.both hazardous “and SQlld waste act1v1t1es under RCRA. Sectlon
8001 ’

MUNTCIPAL AND INDUSTRIAL
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

-

The objectlves of EPA's municipal’ SOlld waste (MSW) program
for FY 1996-97 are to: (1) ensure protection of health and the.
environment; (2) comply ‘with the mandates of Subtitle D of RCRA;
(3) promote pollution prevention by fostéring source‘reduct;on
and recycling; (4) implement the Administrator’s recycling

. market development strategy ("Recycling Means Busginess™); (5)

actively participate in partnerships to promote and 1mplement
integrated waste management and (6) prov1de natlonal :

leadershlp
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'BERMITTING & CLOSURE =

The permlttlng strateglc goals for FY’ 96 and FY'97 are to:
(1) demonstrate progress in the permlttlng universe consistent:
w1th the priority ranking of facilities; (2)° develop a strategy
to ensure that operatlng Boilers and Industrial ‘Furnaces (BIFs)
meet all appropriate requirements for safe operatlon, and (3):
~prevent. and reducing risks at closed and closing land dlsposal
-facilities. Permlttlng pr;orzt;ee for the next two . years are:

1; ngh prlorlty interim status 1and dlsposal and B
'combustlon fac;lltles, and :

’

2., Permit- renewals for hlgh przority land d1sposal and
combust;on facilities.

: When deczdlng on- prlorltles between these two areas, the'
Regions and -States should decide which activity provides the most
environmental benefit. In addition, the Regions and States
‘should emphasize risk reduction through closure activities and
waste minimization along with enviropmental justice .
considerations. Permitting: act1v1t1es at certaln Subpart X
'faCllltleS are aLso 1mportant. ' : :

. Flnal permlt determlnatlons, permlt modlflcatlons, permlt
renewals, closure plan approvals, and certification of closure .
are benchmarks for facilities as they meet their environmental:
obligations under RCRA. . These activities are key measures for
-bringing facilities fully into the RCRA system and for ensuring
that they fulflll thezr obllgatlons throughout fac111ty llfe

DEMONSTRAEING PROGRESS AT PRIORITY FACILITIES
It isg 1mportant for Regzons and States to demonstrate
progress in all areas of the permitting universe conszstent
with the pzzorlty rankzng of faczlltzes. L

rReglons .and States should lmplement act1VLt1es to achleve'
'both timely reduction of: exlstlng risk and long term preventlon

+ of future risks at facilities in the permitting universe.

. Regions and States emphasize permitting of hlgh priority 1and
dlsposal facilities and combustion facilities. - As a means of .
reducing risk, Regions and States should look at waste reductlon a
opportunities during permitting of these high priority
facilities. Reducing risk at closed and closing facilities is
also a prlorlty - However, Reglons and States should look for -
-0pportun1t1es ‘in corrective action and enforcement mechanisms to .
accompllsh thls goal . . :

Reglons and States should contlnue to emphas1ze permlttlng
activities at high priority land disposal facilities, boilers and
1ndustr1al furnaces, and closed fac1llt1es. Reglons and States




PP

emphasize permit renewal activities at high priority land

disposal facilities and combustion facilities. Due to resource -
considerations, Regions and States .will be given flexibility to
. determine how many priority facilities are targeted for permit
renewals. ' ‘ S : ‘ : :

States and Regions must choose how to handle medium and low
priority facilities where activities are underway. If = . .
substantial work has been completed toward a permit activity, the -
most efficient choice may be to complete that activity. However,
where substantial work remains, movement through the pipeline may’
not be justified. Regions and States should expedite action at
high priority facilities, even if this means deferring activity
at lower priority facilities. - T

Permitting activities should emphasize the most effective
means to achieve timely risk réduction. At some facilities,
obtaining timely risk reduction may mean expediting permit
issuance. At other facilities, especially those requiring
closure activities, imposing corrective action through Section
3008 (h) orders may be the most effective way to accomplish near
term risk reduction while permitting &ctivities .are on a longer
schedule. Likewise, risk reduction may be accomplished through
waste minimization and pollution prevention activities at -
facilities. = These, activities should be encouraged when
developing Regional and State permitting strategies for high

priority activities.

BOILERS AND INDUSTRIAL FURNACES (BIFs) ARE A SIGNIFICANT CATEGORY
" OF FACILITIES THAT REMAIN TO BE PERMITTED - o
Regions and States should develqp a strategy to ensure that
cperating BIFs meet all applicable requirements for safe
operation. ‘ o - S

For FY’96, Regions and State should continue their
permitting priorities for combustion facilities in accordance
with the priority scheme included in the November, 1994 release
of the Waste Minimization and Hazardous Waste Combustion -
Strategy. This consists of giving higher priority to existing
interim status facilities for which a final permit decision would
result in the greatest environmental benefits to the surrounding
communities or the greatest reduction in overall risk to the
public. Regions and States now have flexibility to include
permit renewals in this category if they meet the priority
criteria. Low priority should continue to be given to those
permit applications of new, non-replacement combustion - o
facilities. ) . C , ‘ R

. Regions and States should continue to call in all ‘ o _
outstanding permit applications according to theipermitting‘ _ -
priority of the strategy, but in a manner that would not trigger

7
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_ permitting’ ‘time’ requlrements which' may dlvert resources away from
‘the high priority permit actions. However, the overall goal.is

to call in all combustlon permlt appllcatlons w1th1n the shortest

tlme possmble

'PREVENTION AND RISK REDUCTION AT CLOSED AND c:.osms LAND stposzu. A' .

FACILITIES

Addres51ng envzronmental rlsks at closed and clos1ng land
dlsposal units is an 1mportant goal of the RCRA program

Reglons and States should contlnue to conduct a varlety of
activities to address environmental risk at high priority land

disposal facilities. At some facilities, post-closure permits . -

 should be "issued, while at others, environmental rlsk may be
addressed using enforcement actions or state mechanlsms For:

‘previously permitted facilities, the permit should be extended to -

cover the post-closure care period.. At ynpermitted fac111t1es, ‘

~ Regions and States should select the activity to address the’ :
facility based on site-specific factors including the financial °

. status of the owner or operator, recalc1trance,‘and avallablllty
of suitable state mechanlsms ‘ ‘

?SUBPART X (MISCELLANEOUS UNITS) PERMITTING ASSISTANCE

Implementatlon of Subpart X in Reglons and States should
promote natlonal consistency..

_ Durlng FY’ 95 OSW will complete development of.the Subpart X
Permit Writers’ Technlcal Resource Document and the Subpart X
Permit Writers’ training course. Although the permitting
 priorities in FY’'96 will continue to focus on making progress at
hlgh priority land disposal and BIF fac111t1es, ‘and reduction of
" risks at high priority closed facilities, it is ‘anticipated’ that

some permlt determinations at high prlorlty Subpart X (e.g:,
- OB/OD) facilities will be made.  High priority Subpart X .
'facilities could include Federal facilities treating large = =
volumes of ordnance on a regular basis. To help foster a .
consistent .approach 'in the permitting of these types of TSDFs,
the Office of Solid Waste w1ll selectlvely prov1de technlcal
'asszstance where needed , : -

vDEVELOP A STRATEGY TO RESPOND EFFECTIVELY TO. ALL ENVIRONMENTAL
- JUSTICE ISSUES '

Reglons and States should consider- env1ronmental justice -
concerns as they arlse durzng the RCRA permitting process,

Reglons and States should develop mechanlsms to respond
_effectively to environmental ‘justice concerns. at priority. ranked -
‘facilities. The importance of addressing environmental justice.

concerns at’ hazardous waste management fac1llt1es was dlscussed

/




in the FY’'95 RIP Addendum and the OSWER 1994 Environmental ‘
Justice Task Force Draft Report. The Regions have recognized the
importance of responding to environmental justice in the A )
Implementation Plans they submitted in resporse:to the OSWER’s
Task Force Draft Report. o -

X ‘ .
_For FY'96 Regions and States should continue their
commitment to look for opportunities to address patterns of " _
disproportionately high and adverse environmental effects and
human health impacts on low-income and minority communities that
may result from hazardous waste management activities. . Regions
and States should commit to conducting at least one environmental
justice pilot project in an area that is targeted in FY’96 for
priority permitting activities. These pilot projects could.
involve various activities including: increasing public -
involvement by tailoring outreach activities to affected
communities, factoring unique environmental justice
considerations into public health surveys or assessments,
. evaluating demographics (e.g., éxamine population and income
levels at. various RCRA sites), and including specific permit
conditions to address demographic concerns. .- = :

' THE OFFICE OF RESEARCH & DEVELOBMENT WILL PROVIDE TECHNICAL .
REVIEW OF RD&D PERMITS * IR

As the corrective action program continues to progress,
facilities are likely to have a greater interest in conducting s
small and large-scale treatability studies for treatment k.
technologies. Small-scale studies can be implemented both on-
and off-site through the current or revised treatability Study
Exemption rule (assuming the state has adopted the rule). &
However, larger pilot-scale. studies (i.e., greater than 10,000
kg), including most in-situ studies, may require permit.
modifications or RD&D permits (40 CFR 270.65). For these
situations; RCRA permit writers may consider using the Office of
Research and Development’s (ORD’s) expertise to assist in the
review of permit applications. ORD has agreed to provide:
technical support for RD&D applications when: staff resources are
available. The permit writer may .contact Doug Grosse with ORD’s
Cincinnati Risk Reduction Engineering Laboratory at (513/569-
7844) for further information. - ' . C o
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Lo ' CORRECTIVE ACTION

I, Overv1ew

For the past several years the general strategy for -

implementing the RCRA Corrective Actlon program Has. con51sted of
_the follow1ng maln eleménts:

.= Work toward completlng 1n1t1al assessments and NCAPS
. -rankings at all TSDFs. :
- Focus resources and actions at ngh NCAPS fac1llt1es,
‘ - Continue 1mplement1ng the stabilization initiative;
.- Build the program’s capabilities through effective
* worksharing arrangements with the States;
- Tailored oversight and disinvestment from lower prlorlty
,(’faczlltles when feasible.

ThlS strategy has been ‘successful in a number of areas: most.

- TSDs have been assessed and prioritiged for corrective action; -
.twenty-four states -are authorized for 'the program; and, -there has
been improvement in . 1mplement1ng ‘the stabilization initiative. '
. The Agency believes that this general strategy for lmplementlng
- the program still makes sense given the. size of the program and
- the finite resources available to EPA and the States. ' Thus, in
' FY 96 Regions and States should continue to direct. their .
act1v1t1es and resources accordlng to this same general strategy '

It has become 1ncrea31ngly ev1dent however, that thls
strategy (which orlglnated from.the 1990 RCRA Implementatlon :
Study) -has not been entirely successful. The rate of progress in
ylmplementlng actual cleanup actions at RCRA facilities has not
.met the original expectatlons of the Agency.. To some éxtent this
can be attributed-to the."command and control" oversight approach
that has been the norm in this program, and has been presumed in -
,guldance (e.g., the CAP) since the program’s inception, ‘as well.
as in the 1990 Subpart S proposal. ~In the context of; flnallzlng
Subpart’ S regulations, EPA--along with-the States and other :
'stakeholders--is exploring alternatives'to this traditional
‘oversight approach that may result in a "faster, better" program.
'In the meantime, Reglons and States are. strongly encouraged to
make renewed efforts to expedite investigations and cleanup
decisions at RCRA facilities. Certain "streamlining" approaches
have already been found successful by Regions and States; these
are dlscussed further in Section III of this Chapter.v

In addltlon, FY 96 will be the first year for the. program'to__

. .fully implement several important new tools that will allow EPA .

-and the States to do a much better job of -tracking the progress
+ and measuring the environmental results of the corrective action
- program.- .These new tools, whlch are expected to be of -
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considerable benefit to Regions, States and EPA heé&qﬁarters,'are"

‘described in Section III of this chapter. '

II. General Implegentatich Approach

A. ASSESSMENTS

"Regions and States should ensure that initial
assessments have been completed at all TSDs in the '
Workload Universe by the end of FY96. ' '

For several years one' of the primary goals of this program -
has been to complete the task of assessing all TSDs as identified
in the workload universe by the end of FY96. We are fairly close
to achieving this assessment goal. As explained in previous -
RIPs, the universe of TSDs subject to this deadline is limited to
the "core" universe of facilities that are required by statute to
address corrective action concerns. ,This does not include
converters, non/late filers, or clean closed facilities. (For .-
further explanation on the workload universe see Section III of
thi? Chapter, and the Information Management Chapter of this
RIP) . | L ~ |

Under certain circumstances, there will be some TSDs that
will not be assessed because the RCRA program is transferring
cleanup responsibility to another program (e.g., Federal
facilities to be transferred to Superfund). Regions and States
should finish assessing all remaining TSDs in the workload
universe to ensure that the program can accurately describe the
core universe and can show that program resources are directed

towards the highest priority facilities.

. B. 'IMPLEMENTING THE STABILIZATION iNIT:ATIVB

The program will continue to emphasize stabilization
actions to address actual or imminent exposures and to
prevent the further spread of contamination.

The .Stabilization Initiative is the primary implementation
strategy of the corrective action program. ‘The RCRA corrective
action program perceives a greater environmental benefit through
controlling releases, stabilizing, and reducing risks to human
health and the environment .at all High priority facilities in the
near term, than in achieving "final" cleanup at fewer gites. The
Stabilization Initiative includes not only implementing near term
‘interim measures, but also disinvesting from stabilized

facilities where possible and moving on to the next High priority .

facility.

11




Specmflc guldance on 1mplement1ng the Stabilization
‘lnltlatlve is available through the Stabilization Strategy and

- Guidance (October, 1991). However, there are a few points that
deserve emphasis. . First, stabilizatiOn measures’should be.
implemented at facilities as early as possible (i.e., post RFAa,

"early RFI) and should be implemented -in phases where approprlate
(e.g., source removal in phase I, and:-pump and treat of
groundwater in phase II). Secondly, the Agency contlnues to

strongly encourage the stabilization of High priority fac1llt1es':

whether under Federal/State authorities. or thrdugh- voluntary
actions.. Lastly, with certain exceptions (e.g. base closure),

final cleanups should be pursued only at ngh prlorlty faCLlltles“

where it’ is determined that a. stabilization approach is

lnapproprlate based on timing and/or rescurce cons1deratlons, oY
is 1mpract1cal for technical reasons. ; :

c wonxsmms WITH THE s'm'rss -

Reglons should contlnue to bulld good worklng '
relationships with the States to increase capabllltles
and move States- toward authorlzatlon.

‘ The program has seen a s1gn1f1cant 1ncrease in the number of
'authorlzed States' and in the amount of State involvement with

. corrective action. As more States become authorized or assume

corrective action respon51b111t1es prior to. authorlzatlon, more
resources will become available to address the universe of
facilities. - Where possible, States not yet authorized but’ .
.showing full capability should be given the oversight role at
facilites to free up Regional resources to move, on to other High
prlorlty fac111t1es,

It should be understood that worksharlng arrangements w1th
States should strive to mlnlmlze dupllcatlon of effort by
,Reglonal and State staff - :

‘

D. FOCUS ON HIGH PRIORITY FACILITIES--DISINVESTMENT AND
' DIFFERENTIAL OVERSIGET ,
Regions and States should seek opportunltzes to
disinvesgst. from and tailor the level of corrective.
action overszght at Medium or Low NCAPS facilities
jalready 1n the plpellne.

In FY96, Reglons and States should contlnue efforts to
disinvest from Medium/Low NCAPS facilities. Some progress has
been made -.in this area, and some Reglons and States have

developed specific policies and strategles for disinvesting form

lower priority facilities (Region V 'is one example) However, -
one of the general flndlngs of the correctlve actlon Regional.
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reviews was that considerable opportunities remain for
disinvestment. This will continue to be a program emphasis.

ITI. Accelerating the Pace of the Program, Making Improvements in
Tracking and Reporting for Corrective Action, and | ‘
Environmental Justice. g ' :

A. ACCELERATING THE PACE OF TﬁﬁfPROGRAM -

© .As explained earlier in this Chapter, the program must

redouble its efforts to increase the rate at which corrective
action occurs. In many cases, the administrative process,. which -
‘was designed to be a. flexible tool to help implement ‘the program,
has become a rigid structure that can impede rather than assist .
in implementing corrective action at facilities. 1In order to
achieve the objective. of faster; better cleanups, the program
must look for opportunities to use innovative techniques and
processes that will streamline corrective action. A number of
tools and techniques have been adopted by Regions and States to-
expedite the investigation and decision making process, and have
been described in previous RIPs. These include: '

- Working with owﬁer/qpefators tc‘impiement priority ‘
stabilization actions as early in the process as possible;

- Encouraging the use offinnovativé technical tools, inclﬁding.‘
new site characterization techniques, ‘and treatment
technologies (e.g. direct push technologies);

- Using performahce standards invspécifying cleanup :
requirements in permits and orders, rather than reviewing
and approving detailed plans; ' Co o

- Communicating (and educate if necéssary) with
owner/operators early ;n the process;

- Working with States to encourage the use of .alternate State
authorities to implement cleanups at RCRA facilities, when -
feasible and analogous/consistent with RCRA; : :

- Encouraging owner/operators to initiate appropr;até cleanup
actions voluntarily (i.e., without prior direct%on/approyal
including cases where there is no existing permit or order,

and no oversight by regulators); : ‘
- Disinveéting or substantially scaling back overs@gh; of.
lower priority sites, as well.as certain High priority

facilities where the owner/operator is capable and
trustworthy; e

i3

-l




Worklng closely and effectlvely w1th .other State/Federal

‘agencies to share the workload and .avoid any dupllcatlve
overs1ght : .

1

' Us1ng the CAMU rule when approprlate (i.e. when.a CAMU'will
result in a better remedy), T

. Av01d1ng unnecessary procedural steps whenever fea51ble
(e.g., eliminate the CMS lf a desirable remedy can be '
‘1dent1f1ed without one). ' Presumptive remedy guldance‘
developed by Superfund may be useful in these s1tuatlons,‘

Focu51ng lnvestlgatlons .and cleanup actlons based on the
specific environmental priorities within the faecility (e.q.
stabilize the hot spots or off-site. releases while-
lnvestlgatlng the rest of the s1te) '

Reglons and. States should also continue to fully and
flex1bly use all avallable corrective action tools. 1In keeping .
with the FY96 OECA priority operating principles, . the full range
of enforcement and compliance assurance tools should be used 'in

- the corrective action program. Thls includes relying on

alternative state authorities to implement corrective actions.
RCRA enforcement- authorities under §7003 and §3013 cd&@n be used to
require investigations. Section 7003 is also a powerful tool to
"compel cleanups. In addition, multi-media. approaches such as
coordinating with- the Superfund program and using authorities

under. the CERCLA statute may help expedlte 1nvest1gatlon and
cleanup. ~ . .

3

B;' ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATORS

- The Env1ronmental Indicators w1ll be the prlmary ‘measures of
 success for the program beginning in FY96. All TSDs
. currently in the pipeline should be evaluated for-
Envzronmental Indlcators by the end of FY97.

In the FY94 RIP, the Env1ronmental Indlcators were
introduced as -"a set of specific, mid- to long-term
"1mp1ementatlon goals for the Corrective Action program...These
goals will be oriented toward achieving specific environmental
results." . In July of FY9¢, the definitions and guidance for two
Environmeéntal Indicators were finalized. These Environmental
Indicators represent a SLgnlflcant departure from the current’
relidnce on administrative processes to indicate the corrective
action status. Instead, the Environmental Indicators are a
direct evaluation of site condltlons and allow the Agency to.
report the result of act1v1t1es.

The Env1ronmental Indlcators are an outgrowth of the
Stabilization Initiative. The Stablllzatlon Inltlatlve uses
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interim measures to achieve near term environmental results
(controlling releases and exposure). The Environmental-

Indicators provide the means to measure the results of those near.

term actions, as well as the results of longer term final
cleanups. The Environmental Indicators give the program a unique
opportunity to structure the program’s priorities. and measures of
success based ‘on the actual conditions of the site and the effect
of any actions taken. We no longer need to travel through the”
entire corrective action pipeline in order to claim success.

_ The Environmental Indicator determinations were meant to be
achievable goals that should not require exhaustive documentation
or a large expenditure of resources. In many cases, it is
expected that these determinations can be based on a relatively
cursory review of information readily available to the Region or
the State. Accordingly, we are setting -the goal of having all
‘facilities currently in the pipeline evaluated for Environmental
Indicators by the end of FY97.. .

C. IMPROVEMENTS IN TRACKING AND REPORTING CORRECTIVE ACTION

Regions and States should track as many actions taking
place at RCRA facilities as possible, including state
analogous actions and voluntary actions. =

In addition to improving the rate of corrective action,. the
program also needs to better communicate its successes. The
program now has the capability to account for the work happening
‘ under EPA or an authorized state, state programs with analogous
remedial activities, and work occurring through voluntary .
actions. Tracking each of ‘these activities is highly encouraged.
The program is also moving towards results-oriented tracking and
reporting. Accordingly, use of the Environmental Indicators is
key to measuring the program’s success. . ' :

Non-HSWA state cleanup programs play a significant role in
implementing remedial actions analogous .to corrective ‘action at
RCRA facilities in many Regions. ‘' Although the Region may not be .
able to directly influence where a non-HSWA program focuses its

resources, it is to the benefit of the entire program to at least .

track any analogous action taking place at a RCRA facility where:
the corrective action concerns are addressed. A few Regions, .
such as Region IX, have already evaluated state analogous -
programs and have been pleased with the results. Region IX
developed criteria and a checklist to evaluate analogous state
actions which are available to the other Regions as references.

In addition to actions taking place under a non-HSWA
authority, Regions and States also have the option of relying on
voluntary actions to increase the amount of corrective action.

15
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Reglons should encourage rellable owner/operators to conduct

Lvoluntary corrective actlon, partlcularly stablllzatlon measuresf

The correctlve actlon program has a data 1mprovement
initiative underway to expand the scope of actions tracked in

RCRIS and to move towards results-based reporting. A few of the .

changes have been brought about due to the Permit Module
_Redesign. The Redesign will finally allow us to accurately
- capture. the universe of facilities subject to corrective actlon.
Other changes involve relying on more of the instruments

-currently avallable in RCRIS to report on. a broader group of
act1v1t1es - .

’

. The corrective actlon program w1ll have two unlverses set up
in RCRIS (See chapter on Information Management for
vconflguratlons) The universes have been developed to
‘distinguish. between the group of facilities that are statutorlly
. required to address corrective action (i.e. TSDs) from those -
- facilities where the Agency has dlscretlonary authorlty to 1mpose

f

corrective action. " P
The- flrst unlverse is- the "Universe Subject to Corrective
. Action."' This universe captures all facilities potentially

subject to.corrective action except facilities that can only. be-
.reached through a §7003 order {i.e. generators) where corrective -
action has not been 1mposed ThlS the broadest unlverse for
correctlve action. .. ' ,

- The second universe is the "Workload Unlverse,' a subset of

the Universe Subject to Corrective Actlon. The Workload UnlverseV

~includes those facilities which are statutorily required to:
address. corrective action because they are subject to permlt
- reguirements, and any other fac111ty where corrective action has

been imposed. The statutory requirement for corrective action 1s;

‘not only limited to facilities-with current permits. For
example, interim .status facilities undergoing closure are still
technlcally subject to RCRA permit requirements.! However, this’
universe structure does eliminate clean closed facilities,
non/late notifiers, and ‘converters from the universe unless
_corrective action has been imposéd. Regions and states are not

. precluded from worklng on these facilities;.. they just will not

be accounted for in the Workload Universe until correctlve actlon\»

is actually imposed. It should be noted that with the. exception
of the clean closed facilities, the facilities excluded from the
Workload Universe can be addressed under Superfund through the
'CERCLA Deferral Pollcy

. ,?After the post closure' rule has been flnallzed these
facilities will no longer be subject to permitting requirements.

However, they will remain in the Workload Universe because, under -.

the rule, they are Stlll requlred to complete corrective actlon

16
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- To briefly summarize the universe discussion, the two :
corrective action universes differ in how they identify co LT
facilities where corrective action has yet to be initiated. I
However, all corrective ‘action accomplishments will be included L
in both universes, and reports of accomplishments to date will be
identical, regardless of which universe is requested. ‘ '

In addition to refining the universes, new reports have been
developed for corrective action to better account for all - = . -
activities taking place at RCRA facilities. The national reports S
~will now include state analogous actions and voluntary actions.
Regions and States are strongly encouraged to enter this data
into RCRIS. The reports will also keep track of the number of
facilities that have been transferred. to Superfund and the number
of facilities where the RFA shows there is no need for corrective
action. : '

The two Environmental Indicator event codes in RCRIS will be’
added to the standard national RCRIS reports. In addition, the
Environmental' Indicators will become the key corrective action -
events for whichever Agency wide strategic reporting system:
replaces STARS. These new strategic reports will be used to
measure program success at the Agency level as part of the
Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA). Therefore, it is™
to the program’s benefit to perform the Environmental Indicator
evaluations as soon as possible and enter the data in RCRIS. .

D. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Environmental Justice concerns should be taken into
account when implementing corrective action.

Environmental Justice is one. of the top priorities for the ' .-
Agency. OSWER’s Environmental Justice Task Force has developed ‘
an Action Agenda for environmental justice. This document
provides a description of general steps that are being taken by -
the Agency to address environmental justice concerns. To date,
we have not developed site-specific guidance for corrective
 action’ environmental justice concerns. However, several Regions
have. forged ahead and developed their own strategies to address
environmental justice issues. These actions are being reported r
in the OSWER Environmental Justice Progress Report. ' We encourage .
these efforts, and urge Regions and States to routinely consider '

environmental justice when implementing corrective. actions.’

‘Environmental justicé'concerns*will~most'typically.come into
play in establishing overall priority for the facility. o e,
Although, the NCAPS ranking must remain based on technical ‘
 details, the overall priority ranking: for the facility can be .
raised based on environmental justice concerms. In FY92, the RIP
laid out a program-wide peolicy under the.Strategic Management
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Framework where 15' of the fac111t1es being actlvely addressed o
could be worked. on for reasons other than environmental =~ . -
significance or benefits. These facilites can be listed as ngh
Overall based on env1ronmental justice concerns. Environmental

“justlce may also be a reason to select between High' NCAPS
_fac111tles. )

v

. - L . ’ ,
. Public partlc1patlon is another area whlch can address -
envzronmental justlce concerns.‘
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| I-STATE AUTHORIZATION

' 'EPA malntalns a. strong commltment to authorlzatlon of State

programs and to enhanczng the State/Federal relatlonshlp.

Congress env1s10ned RCRA Subtltle C as a "delegated" program
- through which States are the prlmary implementors of the national.
.hazardous waste’ management program. As the National Program
Manager, EPA’s major respons1b111t1es include 'supporting - and
assisting States in the performance "of their environmental-
management responsibilities. As the States succeed in -
.1mplement1ng an effectlve RCRA program, EPA‘Succeeds

We contlnue to strlve to enhance the State/Federal
relationship: ‘During FY’'96, EPA will continue explorlng
‘authorization process and management structure changes that w1ll
improve. the pacerof Subtitle C authorization ‘among the- States.
‘Through the HWIR rule-making process, we will explore the .
poss1b111ty of increased authorization flexibility.  EPA will
soon issue guidance .to streamllne the authorization process for
EPA rules that are less- ‘stringent, and therefore optional for
‘States to adopt, since many of them offer more flexible

. procedures: . EPA will also explore streamllnlng opportunltles for
‘all other rules. , ) ‘ _ co A

) Although Authorlzatlon progress was not 1ncluded as an
exp11c1t component of the FY’96 State Grant Allocatlon Formula,
EPA HQ and Regions agree that trying to find: positive 1ncent1ves-
for 1ncreased levels of authorlzatlon is a hlgh prlorlty B

In FY 96 addltlonal empha51s will be’ placed on ldentlfylng'
impediments to State .authorization for other key elements of the
- HSWA program.. State regulatlon development efforts should also
focus on-gaps in the pre-HSWA program that are not currently
. addressed by States or EPA. For example, pre-HSWA rules are not
. in effect until States adopt these rules and become. authorized
_for them. EPA also encourages States to seek authorization for-
the delisting of hazardous wastes ‘and ‘the new universal waste -
rule, ‘as well as Mixed Waste In FY'96 EPA will assess. the
State/Reglonal/Headquarters ‘efforts at overcoming these
impediments through both- Reglonal reviews and the Beglnnlng of
.Year Plan. , ‘ .

Hlstorlcally, EPA and the. States have viewed authorization
as the ultimate measure of .success in the transition to State
'lmplementatlon of RCRA. While authorlzatlon progress - remains a
primary measure of .State 1mplementatlon success,. it does not

alone present a ‘complete plcture of RCRA 1mplementatlon
-natlonally ' ST -
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The program’s State Authorization Tracking System, (StATS)
suggests significant improvement in authorization and RCRA rulé
‘adoption progress by the States.  Between March 1991 (when EPA -
delegated revision program reviews to the Regions on a pilot
basis) and December 31, 1994, overall authorization progress
improved from 23% of the program’s authorizable rules.to 64%.
The StATS data indicate particularly promising developments in
the HSWA program. Almost half the States have been ‘authorized
for Corrective Action .and Tox1c1ty‘Characterlstlcs, while 27
States have been authorized for the major components of the Land
Dlsposal Restriction (LDR) program '

When States’ rule’ adoptlon progress was also assessed
was determined that the States have adopted over 87% of the RCRA
program rules that were due as of July 1, 1994. The States’
adoption of State law counterparts to the RCRA regulations (as a
‘precursor to authorization) demonstrates States’ commitment to
full participation in the RCRA program. Now that StATS serves as
a reliable tool to track State rule adoption, we will look at
both adoption and authorlzatlon status as measures of success -

As EPA and the States work together to. bUlld long term State
program capacity to inmplement RCRA, Regions and States '
should explore shared implementation arrangements EPA
encourages worksharing arrangements, both to bulld State
capability, and to ensure .the efficient use of State and
Federal resources for env1ronmenta1 results.

EPA recognlzes that both EPA. and;the States w1ll agaln
experience serious resource constraints in fully implementing
RCRA during FY”“96.  The statutorlly mandated program has
continued to expand with new 1mplementatlon responslblllties,
with little parallel growth of Federal and State funding to
match. Thus, even as the States increase their authority to
manage the RCRA program, the need for joint Federal/State
implementation will remain in the foreseeable future. The . =
program must promote optimal use of constrained program
resources,, and therefore the optimal sharlng of program o
'lmplementatlon responsibilities. ' o ,'* -

In FY’96, EPA encourages the Reglons and States to 1dent1ﬁy
worksharing opportunities. that will. £fill gaps in current RCRA
program coverage, and that provide the most cost effective S#
.allocation of specific technical expertise. Worksharing may
extend to both authorized and unauthorized elements of a State’s
program, as long as the activities address RCRA priorities agreed
to by the Region and State. While authorization status may
define lead roles for specific areas, ‘it alone should not
encumber the identification of worksharlng opportunltles

£y
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An addltlonal tool to faczlltate State authorization and
ensure -effective program implementation is authorlzlng
1ncomplete or "overdue" clusters ‘

In November 1992 ‘EPA - Headquarters 1ssued addltlonal ‘
‘authorization program guldance on the "Cluster Rule." 'This-

_ guidance amplifies EPA’s discretion to authorize 'State
: regulatlons in cases where documentation of other rules contalned-‘

© 'in ‘a "cluster" is overdue for review or incomplete. in some

~. 7 7 - respects. ThlS policy offers the. potentlal for significant
- progress in’ authorizing. as many RCRA provisions as possible,

since individual regulations that meet authorization standards -
may be approved, even if other’ regulatlons in, the cluster are:'
i held back while issucs are resolved : 4
: Durlng FY’ 96 there w1ll be ‘a new emphaSLS placed on’ EPA and
States ldentlfylng regulatory components from various ‘clusters
and pending applications that are candidates for accelerated
authorization under-the November 1992 Cluster Rule '

- interpretation. Priority should be placed on authorlzable rules
that are free from any capablllty 1ssues,‘1dent1f1ed‘as having
partlcular strategic importance given a State’s needs and .
resources, and adopted under pre- -HSWA statutory authority that:
‘cannot ‘take effect as RCRA requlrements untll approved by EPA

4 Another means to enhance 301nt State ‘and Federal
1mp1ementatlon 1s through 1nter1m authorlzatlon

In December 1992 EPA publlshed an lmmedlate flnal rule e
which extended the avallablllty of HSWA interim authorization for -
10 additional years ~-- until January 1, '2003. HSWA interim.

" authorization for corrective action has been used in three States
to demonstrate capablllty Idaho and North Carolina received
interim authorization in 1989 'and 1992, respectively. -In 1992
Idaho was granted final authorization because the State .
demonstrated that it had the corrective action expertise and |,
infrastructure to warrant receiving final authorization.  North
.Carolina received final- authorization in January 1995. The third

'State, Missouri, received interim- authorization in 1994. The
extension of interim authorization authority for 10 more years
will ensure that these -and other States retain the greater.
flexibility afforded by interim authorization in taking on
1mplementatlon respons1b111t1es for complex parts of the HSWA
program. : :

In FY’ 96 EPA Headquarters encourages Reglons and States to .
o - be more innovative in using HSWA interim authorization as both a
. , wvehicle for building full State capability for HSWA and as a
: means for implementing. HSWA  worksharing leading to - full State
implementation. Emphasis will also. be placed on. identifying
" approaches that will make" ‘inferim authorization a more attractive -
optlon :for States, partlcularly approaches that w1ll mlnlmlze the
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paperwork necessary to progress from HSWA interim authorlzatlon
) to final authorlzatlon status.
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RCRA §30ll STATE HAZA.RDOUS WASTE GRANT

‘ ThlS is the flrst tlme in several years that the State

3 Hazardous Waste Grant has been addressed in the RIP. As the
allocation methodology for this grant has recently gone ‘through . a
. substantive reevaluation process, this section of the RIP will
highlight c¢hanges that will be made 'in the FY’'96 allocation

" methodology. This section also prov1des clarlflcatlon for the

. Geographic -Initiatives (GIs) portion of the grant through a
‘discussion of expectatlons for and restrlctlons assoc1ated w1th
these initiatives. - . : :

R A(‘KGROUND

, The State Hazardous Waste Grant 1ssued annually under
_authorlty of Sectlon 3011 of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (SWDAY ,
'is a formula grant that prov1des funds, through the Regions, to
the States for Subtitle "C" activities. The SWDA describes in
paragraph §3011(b), those factors that must be considered in
- making fundirg allocatlons Thesé factors- are "the extent to
which hazardous waste. is generated, transportedz' treated,
stored, and disposed of within''a State". We are further tasked
by the Act with cons1der1ng the -extent of human and. env1ronmental
exposure to such waste :

_ In response to these mandates, in the past the Base ) x

Allocation (approximately 80% of the total grant) portion of the
grant has been distributed based on five components. The’
allocation of each component s portion of the grant is ‘based on
the ratio of Regional universe to the National universe. An .
example is a ratio of the number of people living .in a Reglon‘
over the Natlonal populatlon The components are;

1), The Populatlon - Thls factor is used as a surrogate for

‘relative human exposure.
2} ° The Universe of Large Quantlty Generators (LQGs)
3) - The Universe of Land Disposal Facilities (LDFs)
4) The Universe of Storage and Treatment units (S/Ts)

5) . The Universe of Incinerators - This factor conSLders both
human - exposure and- treatment. . '

CHANGES IN 'I‘HE FY' 96 ALLOCATION METHODOLOGY

, In addition to the base formula allocatlon, HQ has used
initiatives and set-asides in the past to target specific. ,
priority activities. Three examples are the corrective action
set - a51de, the geographlc 1n1t1at1ves, and the_combustlon

1

. *Although waste transportatlon is hsted in the SWDA asa factor “for consxderanon the regulatory authonty over
this factor is the responsxblhty of the Department of Transportatlon Consequently, the §3011 grant has never used
1t as'a factor .
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initiative. One of these, the CA set-aside, will'change
significantly in the FY’96 allocation. In response to Regional,
State, and HQ comment, FY’96 funding previously distributed

through the corrective action set-aside will instead be allocatedh

through a new, sixth component . As it precedes the completion of .
the Permit Module Redesign, in the FY’96 allocation’ this
component will allocate CA funding based on the total "Subject to
CA" universe as defined by STARS. Funding for this component is

- made up of funding from the previous set-aside ‘and from funds (
prev1ously incorporated 1nto other components such as the LDF and

s/T unlverses.

HQ has made two additional substantive changes this fiscal
year to the methodology used in determining the Reglonal
allocation: 1) minimum funding; and
2) the restructurlng of the incinerator component

HQ will lnclude a minimum funding factor to the FY’96
allocation to address' a priority for maintaining hazardous.waste
programs in small States and States with small universes. In the

'FY'96 allocation, HQ will adjust funding to those Regions w1th

,States ‘that would receive less than’ $350 000 if funds were

totally universe and initiative based. These Reglons will -

‘receive funds from the base allocation that will raise thelr

Regional allocation (from which States receive their hazardous

waste funding) to the level necessary to provide $350,000. It

should be noted, however, that EPA, Reglonal offices still have
the responsibility for workplan negotiations and that funding

levels for individual States may be placed below the $350,000

level. 1In-determining minimum funding, HQ will count States,

authorlzed Trust Territories, and. the DlStrlCt of Columbla

In FY’'96 Boilers and Industrlal Furnaces (BIFs) will be
counted in the Incinerator component universe instead of in the
S/T .universe. This type of accounting is more.in line with the
National Combustion Strategy. This expanded universe has been

renamed the Combustion universe.

As a result of the above referenced changes, the FY'’'96
allocation will allocate funding to the Regions uSLng a base
formula, two initiatives and an adjustment for minimum funding.
Based on the Presidential budget, these portlons of the grant

" will be funded. as follows-

~

Base Allocation . - $86,602,800
Geographic Initiatives $ 5,195,400
Combustion Initiative $ 6,500,000

Total S .- $98,298,200
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GEOGRAPHIC 'INI'E‘IATIVE'S

In FY!92, EBA began using Geographlc Inltlatlves {GI) to -

. strengthen funding for specific program priorities. The . first of
these regional priorities was addressing pollution associated
‘with the ‘Great Lakes. In FY’93 this geographic targeting was

: addltlonally expanded to include the Gulf of Mex1co, the Mex1can
"Border, the’ Caribbean, and the Chesapeake Bay. .- S -

Recently, Regions and States have asked questlons regardlng
GIs. Primary interests have centered on whether Geographic -
. Initiatives will continue to be a.part of the allocation ,
methodologv, and on expectations for and geographlc llmltatlon on .
the use otf fundlng related to these 1n1t1at1ves

Today, EPA's Admlnlstrator contlnues to con51der these
.initiatives a priority. While actual funding levels for the . .
§3011 grant program are set ‘through Congressional approprlatlons,“
EPA HQ expects GI funding. through this program to be contlnued
'for the- next two to four. years

€ 3

General Expectatlons .

. In the FY’'92 and FY 93" budget submlss1ons to OMB HQ - -
‘outllned activities for which these funds were spec1f1cally -
.targeted. These act1v1t1es 1ncluded

o‘atAGreat_Lakes;- “Pollution within the Great Lakes and .
- : remediation requlred of handlers in the Great
Lakes Basin, '

.qulf'of Mexico - ‘Grourdwater. contamlnatlon from closed
R _ S - and. operatlng land disposal facrlltles,
® Mexican Border - " Enhance cooperative efforts to reduce

risks associated with transboundary
o . : movement of wastes,
.®  Caribbean - . = | Intensify levels of inspections and
‘ . " corrective action. activities w1th1n the
o o : , . ecosystem, - and
[ "Chesapeake Bay - Intensify levels of 1nspectlons and .
e T . K - corrective. action activities within the
watershed/ecosystem : '
| ,
In the FY’95 budget justlflcatlon sent - to OMB, HQ expanded
the’ act1v1ty descrlptlons for all above GIs to lnclude

1. gCOmprehens1ve lnspectlon and enforcement programs,{--'

2. Remediation activities regquired of handlers, "

30 Pocllution prevention of high risk waste streams, .

4. Development of groundwater. protectlon plans in support of
corrective action activities,.

R m

Monitoring of commerc1al hazardous waste 1nc1nerators and.

,commerc1al BIFs,‘ g
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6. Development of expanded waste minimization programs, and
7. Location of inactive and abandoned waste dlsposal SLtes

States have also asked. questlons regardlng whether GI
funding could be used for hiring. In addition to the types of
activities listed above, Geographic Initiative fundlng may also
be used for additional FTE.

Geographic: llmltatlons on Use and Areas of Flex1bllltz 1—':e

Other than the current restrictions that exist for all §3011;

fundlng ‘(such as being restricted to Subtitle C activities)?
the only additional restrictions for GIs are based on geographlc

location. , GI funded act1v1t1es should be confined to one of two

types of areas

1. If the geographlc area is related to water ba51ns such as .

' the Gulf of Mexico or the Chesapeake Bay, activities should
be restricted to .qualified geographic .units. Examples of
these units include: designated counties ‘in Texas, parishes
in Louisiana, and ZIP codes in Qhio. For a complete listing

" of locations and types of these units, contact Newman Smith
at (703) 308- 8757. , _ . : : ‘

2. If the geographlc area is related to a polltlcal boundary
such as the Mexican Border, activities should be restricted
‘"to sites that are w1thln the United States 100 mlles of the

boundary..

JHQ is currently evaluating the use of performance partnershxps asa method for increasing ﬂexxbnhty in grants,
The current Subtitle C restrictions on the use of §3011 funds may be amended in FY’96 funding.
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 WASTE MINIMIZATION

' 'fNTRODUCTIONV

The . Waste Mlnlmlzatlon Natlonal Plan (November 1994) outllnes
major goals, objectives, and action items toward.national
‘reductions in persistent, biocac¢cumulative, and toxic constituents
- present in hazardous .waste. Particular preference is given to
source: reduction and- recycling as waste management. technlques

" In the FY9%6' RCRA Implementation Plan, waste mlnlmlzatlon
activities shall be incorporated into all areas (e.g. - ‘
-permitting, enforcement corrective action, etc.), Reglons should
provide for maximum flex1b111ty when establishing state/EPA.
.Agreements-for states to set aside specific fundlng amounts to

_ accompllsh waste mlnlmlzatlon act1v1t1es :

Implementatlon of the Waste Mlnlmlzatlon Natlonal Plan
requires program emphasis toward more contact and interaction.
with hazardous waste generators. Regions and States are
encouraged to promote opportunltles for waste’ minimization 1n
facility permlttlng, inspection, enforcement, outreach and
technlcal assistance act1v1t1es. : R
IMPLEMENTATION S ) .. e , L

The National Plan focuses on reduc1ng the generatlon and
subsequent release to the- environment -of the most persistent,
~biocaccumulative, and. tox1c constltuents in hazardous wastes, and -
establlshes three goals- : : .

1) ‘To reduce, as. a natlon, the presence of the most persmstent
' bloaccumulatlve, and toxi¢ constituents by 25 percent by the
year -2000 and by 50 percent by the year 2005 :

2) ' To, avoid transferrlng these constltuents across
' ,env1ronmental medla. ‘

©3) ‘;To ensure that these constituents are reduced at thelr fs
- source whenever possible, or, when not p0531ble,_that they
are. recycled in an env1ronmentally sound manner

EPA does not expect that each ‘and. every , generator of \
’persxstent bicaccumulative, and toxic constitdents in hazardous

" waste will reduce the generation of these constituents in waste'

by the levels and time frames presented above. EPA intends for
these reductions to be achieved natlonally by EPA, states, and
generators working together. , B

-

- EPA encourages all states and generators of hazardous waste.
containing persistent, biocaccumulative, and toxic constituents to
' deflne thelr OWIL. basellne years, set their own goals and‘targety
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years for achieving their goals, and track thelr own progress
toward their goals.. This flexibility will allow states and
generators that have already begun source reduction and pollution
prevention to begin measuring their successes from the year they
started, and will give them flex1blllty in how they contrlbute to
the *national goals. . :

Implementatlon of the Plan should focus on items which w111
achieve- the objectives described below. This year, HQ is asklng
that each Region identify and report in the BYP at least one
waste minimization pilot project.  Emphasis and priority should
be given: to proposals which support EPA projects llsted under
each objective.

concern.

* EPA HQ w1ll develop screening tools and a llst of hlgh-
. priority constltuents for source reduction and recycllng

* EPA HQ will use the results from the prototype screenlng
‘ approach to set. prlorltles for metals

Objective 2: Promote multlmedla env1ronmental beneflts and -

orevent cross-media transfers.

. EPA encourages the 1mplementatlon of multimedia pollutlon ,
prevention programs including. tralnlng, technlcal ass1stance
and technology lnformatlon sharlng. S

reductlong Shlft attention to the nation’s hazardous waste
enerators to reduce hazardous waste generation at its source.

¢ ° EPA will implement several VOLUNTARY MECHANISMS, including:

1) Promote focused technical assistance to small ‘and
medium- sized generators of constltuents of concern.
- (2PA HOQ, Reglons and States)

2) Developing outreach and communlcatlon mechanlsms (EPA
HQ, Reglons and States)

3) Prov1dlng guldance to states on 1ncorporat1ng waste
minimization in hazardous waste management.plannlng
(EPA HQ and Reglons)

¢ EPA will implement several mechanisms within the RCRA
REGULATORY framework, including
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1) Develop a program for worklng w1th generators to
‘ promote waste mlnlmlzatlon (EPA HQ, Reglons and States)'

.2) ‘Issue revlsed gu;dance on_the use of.Supplemental
' Environmental Projects (SEPs) as a tool to achieve
.greater s0urce‘reduction.(EPA'HQ)E

3) Work with EPA- Reglons and states to prov1de waste’
- minimization training for- inspectors, permlt wrlters
and enforcement off1c1als (EPA HQ)

Ce 4) ,Promote the development of- alternatlves of processes or
' * - 'products which have been identified as resulting in
large - quantities of persistent, bloaccumulatlve, and
toxic constltuents (EPA HQ)

a3 EPA ‘will 1mplement several INSTITUTIONAL MECHANISMS that
©  will allow the RCRA program to be implemented so as to :
encourage the EPA Regional Offlces and State environmental .

. agencies to facilitate generators’ waste mlnlmlzatlon '
actlons, 1nclud1ng . X
1), _Incorporatlng the goals developed in the Natlonal Plan
- 1nto the RCRA Implementatlon Plan (RIP). o e

2) Developlng accountablllty measures and incentives for
: the Regions and states to promote accompllshments ,
. toward achieving the national 'goals. (In future years,
., .these. measures will’ be focused more on results, rather
-than act1v1t1es )

Objective 4: Clearlv deflne and track measures of grogress. )
Promote accountability for EPA, states and industry. . ‘

¢° "EPA will identify necessary data using BRS, TRI, or other
already existing mechanism to evaluate progress-in reduc1ng
- the most persistent,. bloaccumulatlve, and tox1c :
: constltuents (EPA'HQ, Reglons and States)

'Objectlve 5: Involve c1tlzens 1n waste mlnlmlzatlon
1mplementatlon de01s1ons

.. EPA, w1ll contlnue to. encourage generators of hazardous
‘ wastes to share waste minimization priorities and -
‘1n1t1at1ves, and be. accountable to the publlc (EPA HQ, _
Reglons and States) N
¢ EPA HQ will publlsh guldance to Regions, states, and-
‘industry, identifying when. and how waste minimization
information should be: made avallable to the publlc durlng

- the ‘permit process
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PROGRAM EXPECTATIONS AND WASTE MINIMIZATION ACTIVITIES . = -.

Regions and States are encouraged to fully integrate and
promote wasté minimization in all. program areas. In particular,
Regions and States are encouraged te focus attention on waste
minimization opportunities at large quantity generators,
including but not limited to, those who may also manage waste
onsite under a RCRA permit. 1In some cases, this may mean
. reinvesting resources from other program areas to identifiable
target areas such as large quantity generators. Focus can also - .
be placed in those areas such as' small business which may not o
have access to waste minimization technical information. Working .
with companies in a cooperative mode to identify ways to reduce
waste generation will have a long-term‘affect?on‘pErmitting.and
compliance initiatives. Many opportunities have been identified
by States and Regions to set priorities for reducing-high hazard -
and/or large volume waste streams. EPA HQ encourages all Regions
and States to identify their waste minimization program
implementation priorities and intégrate, where appropriate and
feasible, the goals and objectives of the Waste Minimization
National Plan. Information on these approaches can be obtained -
from Headquarters. Those, along with ‘other activities to focus
on eliminating obstacles to waste minimization and recycling and
reuse as well as technical assistance should be promoted. Waste
Minimization National Plan goals and objectives could be targeted
at specific industry categories and further prioritized by the
most persistant, bioaccumulative, and toxic constituents (PBTs)
in the waste, or included in existing or proposed geographic,
environmental justice, and Common Sense Initiative activities, or
community-based and small business initiatives. : o L

MEASURE OF ACTIVITIES AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS i

The measurement of ‘activities and accomplishments which will
eventually lead to achieving the goals. and objectives of ‘the
National Waste Minimization Plan could occur in a number: of
different areas. They include: C : '

- Staff training on waste minimization )
- Technical assistance in waste minimization =
- Distribute fact sheets to assist hazardous waste
generators with waste minimization s :
. - Target priority constituents, waste streams,
processes, etc.in technical assistance,
inspection, and SEPs. ‘ o
- Use SARA 313 and BRS or other means to measure
waste minimization progress o -
- Incorporate waste minimization in pre-permit
negotiations o .
- Incorporate waste minimization in permit
negotiations : o . o
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Incorporate ‘waste mlnlmlzatlon in publlc
participation meetings . :

- Foster. compllance/waste mlnlmlzatlon a351stance
program. .

Identlfy and ellmlnate programmatlc and statutory
obstacles to waste minimization

Evaluate regional/state waste mlnlmlzatlon'

' programs to. determine resource needs and

effectiveness of waste minimization efforts
Incorporate ‘waste mlnlmlzatlonuln pre-enforcement
negotiations : ' B
Incorporate waste mlnlmlzatlon in enforcement -
settlements T v
-Incorporate waste mlnlmlzatlon into multi-media
activities- ‘
Innovative- pllot programs that’ w111 promote

achievement of the goals of the Waste Mlnlmlzatlon'

Natlonal Plan
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RCRA INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Durlng FY’ 96 information resources’ should be targeted towards o
areas address1ng both 1mmed1ate and strateglc 1mprovements

¢ f collectlon and quallty assurance of data for ‘the 1995 ‘
- Blennlal Report . :

* assurlng that lnformatlon reflectlng program mllestones
‘ and environmental- goals will be tlmely, accurate and '
‘complete in. RCRIS and

B supportlng lnformatlon and bu51ness re- englneerlng

) activitieés for the Waste Informatlon Needs (WIN)
initiative. oL .

. ;utlllze ex1st1ng databases to. prlorltlze waste'

‘mlnlmlzatlon act:.v:.tles .

On one. hand 'we need to demonstrate the ‘status’ and success

'0of the RCRA program nationally: via our current 1nformatlon
infrastructure. At the same time we”must begin to move forward
- on essential strategic changes. These changes must minimize
information collection.and management burden, and also: improve
.the usefulness and acces51b111ty of that 1nformatlon for the
program and the publlc : - , :

Durlng the flrst quarter of FY'96 States and Regions will

distribute the 1995 Biennial Reports to Generators. and TSDFs.
Headquarters will distribute Biennial Reportlng System (BRS).
‘software V.4.0 to States and Regions. 'BRS software will allow.
States and Regions to enter. the 1995. Biennial Report data,,
perform the necessary data quallty checks, and transfer the data .
to Headquarters for the Natlonal Oversmght Database

1.)

‘the second. quarter of FY’96

‘Collect;on and Quallty Assurance of Data for the 1995
' Blennlal Report ‘ ,

States and. Reglons w1ll collect the. 1995 Blennlal Reports
and begin to enter the Blennlal Report data into BRS durlng;

‘Durlng the “third quarter of FY’96 States ‘and Regions will

complete data entxry of 1995 Biennial Reports .and will begin
the data quality checks using the tools prov1ded in BRS. -
States will prepare for an initial full data submlss1on to.

‘the Reglon durlng the fourth quarter of FY'96

.nVStates and Reglons w1ll continue to perform data quallty

checks to identify and correct errors during the fourth

'quarter of FY'96. Each State will prov1de an 1n1t1al full

A
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2.)

3.)

submission of 1995.Biennial Report data to the Region by -
July 1, 1996. Upon receipt of each State’s data submission,

Regions will perform additional data quality checks and work
with each State to correct identified errors. Regions will
provide a full submission oOf 1995 Biennial Report data for
each State to Headgquarters by September 30, 1996. :

‘Timely, Accurate and Complete RCRIS Data: -

For FY'96, no new major or programmatic changes are being
made to the structure of RCRIS. This decision reflects the:
reality that resources are limited at all levels and data.
quality efforts must be focussed on making the existing key
information components more robust and reliable. '

The essential areas for data quality correspond to the
national program accomplishment strategic reporting measures
and current program status. These depend upon the validity
of the program universes and the timeliness of the events.
Regions and States should assure that a key milestone event
which occurs in a given month (g.g. Corrective Action
environmental indicators determirdation) will appear in
national reports not more than two months following
completion of the activity. - Program universes are
determined based upon the current operating and legal .status
codes for facilities. Any changes to -operating and/or-legal
status should also be reflected in national reports not more
than two months following the change in facility status.

Operating and'legal.status data éhéui& reflect the éurrent 

status of all processes/units not later than September 30,
1995. Current operating/legal status ‘data.is the foundation
for the.new program universes (described below) to be used
‘for national program reporting. . Please refer to the
matrices included with this, document for the final version
of how the operating/legal status -codes will be used to
identify facilities which should appear in the respective -
program universes. The matrices reflect comments received
from States and Regions. v - : : :

To the extent that. States and Regions wish to target data
quality review and updating on particular areas of past }
program activity and accomplishments to build case history
information, they are encouraged to.do so provided the '
essential data quality objectives identified above are met.

However, there is no national program requirement to assess’
historical data quality issues. '

Waste Information NeedsvStrategic,initiative (WIN)

During 1996 States, Regions and Headquarters-Will,selgct,the
short term business process and‘infqrmation'streamlinlng

N
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opportunltles 1dent1f1ed as . a result of WIN act1v1t1es belng
conducted durlng 1995. -
;DlSlnvestment and system streamllnlng changes w111 be .
defined and developed durlng FY’96, and implemented early 'in
FY'97 w1th the, next major RCRIS and BRS releases

'4.)‘fUt11121ng Exlstzng Databases A ; :'-: I So=

Reglons/States should explore databases that contain
information eon hazardous waste quantities and how they
‘are managed (such as BRS) and on how toxic chemicals"
are released to the environment and are managed (TRI)
for measuring progress in waste minimization. Emphas1s
should be placed ;on wastes' continuing per51stent
‘bicaccumulative, and toxic constituents. Those,
databases could be used to prioritize inspections,
technlcal assistance and public outreach programs.

NEW. REPORTING 'UNIVERSES

. . . . IS -
For FY’96, we will begin using tHe new workload .
universes established as part of the RCRIS. Permit
Module Redesign for national reporting. These .
universes will form the basis for all national reports, -
including the FY’96 Beginning of Year Plan. Appendix 1
includes the operating and legal status matrices for
the new permitting, closure, post closure,'and , .
. corrective action universes. ~The follow1ng 1s a. brlef"
‘ descrlptlon of the new unlverses '

, PERMITTING/CLOSURE/POST CLOSURE PROGRESS UNIVERSE

Designed for reports to track accompllshments in the k

permitting, closure, and post-closure. areas. Includes -
"-all ynits that are or were at some time subject to ‘the -

requirement to obtaln a. RCRA permlt to operate as a

-TSD , BN

'[NOTE.' Select loglc will have to look to prev1ous
_events where most recent event 1s "RD," "EM," "RU," or .
.-"SR “] - i

PERMIT WORKLOAD REPORT UNIVERSE

‘De51gned for reports to evaluate workload related to
permit issuance. Includes units in the permit plpellne
as well as units w1th actlve permlts . .

“F
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CLOSURE WORKLOAD REPORT UNIVERSE

Designed for reports to evaluate workload related to
closure. Includes units that are closing up to the
time that closure certification is verlfled by the
agency.

POSTzCLbSURE WORKLOAD_REPORT_UNIVERSE;

Designed for reports to evaluate workload related to
post-closure. Includes closing land disposal units and
storage units closing as landfills up to the time that
clean closure certification is verlfled by the agency

. CORRECTIVE ACTION UNIVERSES

Corrective action will have two unlverse matrlces ln RCRIS
The first is the Universe Subject to Corrective Action.

This is the broadest category and is designed to capture any
fac111ty that is potentially subject to corrective action,
except those captured only through a §7003 order ‘that have
not had corrective action lmposed The second universe is.
the Workload Universe which is a subset of the Universe
Subject to Corrective Action. The Workload Universe focuses
on those facilities which are statutorily required to -
address corrective action because they are. subject to permlt
requlrements (i.e. TSDs). ,

For correctlve action, the universes w1ll be pulled in two -
steps. 'First, all-facilities in the corrective action
module that have an RFI Imposed or beyond will be captured.
This step will insure. that we are pulling all facilities
that are undergoing corrective action so we take credit for
all the activity occurring at RCRA facilities. The second‘
step involves comparing the first list from. the corrective
action module against the two matrices that use the legal’
and operating status codes in the permit module. This
second step will add the facilities appropriate for each
universe that have not had corrective. action imposed.

The two universes differ only in how they identify
facilities where - corrective action has not been imposed.

All accomplishments will be included in both universes and
reports of accomplishments will be identical, regardless of
which universe is requested. The Workload Universe is
comprised of.'a smaller group of facilities by relying on'
fewer operating and legal codes in the matrix. The Workload
Universe does not include converters, non/late notifiers,
and clean closed facilities unless they have correctlve
action imposed.
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' RCRA ACTIVITIES IN INDIAN COUNTRY

Program‘objectives

The objective of .0OSW’s Indian Program is to: 1) build tribBal
‘capacity to implement RCRA 2) develop tribal organlzatlonal
.infrastructures to support RCRA activities and 3) build
partnershlps among trlbes, states and local comranltles

. These. Indlan Program objectlves directly support EPA’s Indlan‘
policy.of recognlzlng Native American tribes and Native Alaskan
Vlllages as-sovereigns and, as such, the prlmary implementors of
environmental programs in Indian country ‘The objectives also
~ensure tribal participation in the Subtitle C and D. programs and
.facilitate the implementation of these programs by tribes.
‘Assistance in meeting these goals will be ‘provided through
training, policy -and implementation guidance, -technical
ass1stance, and the generatlon and dlssemlnatlon of 1nformatlon

'Natlonal Pr;orltles .
. .. . .
The. prlmary goal for FY’96 w1ll be to ass1st trlbes 1n :
building the capacity to develop and’ administer env1ronmental
programs. The Regions. and Tribes should work: together to '
determine. which specific program-activities each Tribe should

. undertake, depending on need, capacity and resource availability.

While Tribes are not - currently eligible to receive funding. under
. RCRA Section 3011 they are ellglble to receive grant assistance
. for both hazardous and SOlld waste act1v1t1es under RCRA Sectlon
g8o01. - : .

' ALl efforts should be ‘made to’ ensure that tribal _
governments have every opportunlty for participation in making
decisions that directly affect the reservation populace and
" environment. Env1ronmental justice principles should be ‘
integrated, as appropriate, into all EPA/tribal activities. The
- Regions should encourage the development of Federal-Tribal. '
environmental programs comparable in protection to Federal- State,
environmental programs. Special attention should be. given- to -

initiatives related to public outreach and access .to 1nformatlonﬁ

training. and techriical assistance.

The Regions should ‘assist. the trlbes in enactlng appllcable'

and necessary environmental codes and ordinances and developing
organlzatlonal 1nfrastructure to support env1ronmental programs

‘Because of - thelr relatlvely small size and Iimited
resources, tribes need federal assistance to build the skills -
necessary to manage these programs and identify Tribal- spec1f1c
activities to address Tribal- spec1f1c environmental issues.
Partlcularly useful to trlbes is training in grant writing, code
development waste. management  planning, and hazardous waste
inspections. Reglons should make a partlcular effort. to notlfy
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Tribes of training opportunities and assist them, whenever -
possible, to take advantage of these opportunities. Regional
Tribal meetings are excellent vehicles to providé training for

the Tribes and their -continuation is highly recommended. ‘

Regions also need to assist Tribes in raising‘environmental
awareness and the Tribes’ responsibility to comply with Federal
environmental regulations. ‘Regional offices need to ensure that
Tribes have access to the information they need to administer
their programs and that communication between EPA and the Tribes -
is enhanced. S ' ' - |

Finally, Regions are encouraged to work with other Federal
agencies (BIA, IHS) having responsibility in Indian country in
order to leverage resources, avoid duplicative efforts, and build’.
broad based partnerships. ' v ‘ o L

. .Subtitle-C

While recognizing that Tribal Subtitle C issues do not
generally cause the same level of concern'to,the,Tribes'as‘those
relating to Subtitle.D, Tribes should nonetheless be encouraged
to assist the Regions in conducting Subtitle C.activities (e.g.,

- inspections, hazardous waste site inventories, notifications), as
appropriate. These types of efforts are useful-tools in building
tribal capacity. c v C oo o .

Subtitle D .

All effort should be made to ensure that tribes comply with-
the Subtitle D municipal. solid waste regulations. _Where Tribes
are seeking EPA approval of their landfill permit programs, the:
Regions should work with Tribes to develop adequate permit
programs and approvable‘applicationsﬁ ) . : o

For those Tribes seeking alternatives ta program approval,
Regions should focus on providing technical assistance to the
Tribes in solid waste planning efforts,. State-Tribal ‘
partnerships, and waste diversion-activities (e.g., recycling and
source reduction). In developing needed solid waste facilities
and systems, Tribes shouldlbe,encouraged to consider‘partnering"
with other governments to establish regional services. For more

guidance on these activities, please refer to the Subtitle D
section. .o .

.37




) l L
. . ’ |
. ' ’ ‘
| .
t ' '
N . ‘ B _
. ! } . ‘ .
. co- ‘

. .I !

. ‘ ~ ’

~ . =" ! ) ’ ' |
. ‘ o |




L ——
. . ’ . * : : : ' ’
» ‘ ) : : V ' '
. . [ . . '
- ‘ . R ) . . b
( - '
t ) ) ‘ L : ol i
. . . B . ~ : . . ’ '
W . ! '. ) ' ’ ’ ’ l ‘ . '
- ; l ) |
k ) . . ’
. . “ - - s N -
. ' . . .o
. .
i - < v : .
v ] . . . .
, . R N v ' N
. - . . . . - '
BN . : ’ ’ ‘ A
- " ' ‘ ‘ ' -
) . I N '
. - N . ! ’ ‘ '
T =, ' ' (
. ) ‘ . ) P
N . M ! )
. ; - ‘ |
. 4 : v ’ )
£ - » . h
. : ’ : ’ ‘ ’
* N . ' ‘ | R
- . ‘ : ' : ‘
. " -
) N PR -
) . A} . i
. ) ‘ l | |
= : A ’ i
. .
< N ' ‘
. ) * . V .
o . : ' .




MUNICIPAL AND INDUSTRTAL
" SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

' PROGRAM OBJECTIVES

The . objectlves of EPA's mun1c1pal SOlld waste (MSW) program

_are to: (1) ensure protection of health and the environment; .. .
(2) comply with the mandates of Subtitle D of RCRA; (3) promote -
pollution prevention by fostering source reduction and recycling;
(4) implement the Administrator’s recycling market developmerit _
‘Strategy ("Recycling Means Business"); (5) actively participate . -
Cince partnershlps to promote and implement integrated waste .
'management and - (6) prov1de natlonal leadershlp

The objectlve of EPA’s Industrlal SOlld waste program is to
promote protective management of industrial solid waste through:
(1) promulgation of minimum standards for facilities that dlspose
of non-municipal solid waste and conditionally exempt. small
‘quantity generator hazardous waste (CESQG); and, (2) a State/EPA

partnershlp to develop voluntary fac;llty standards for dIsposal
of lndustrlal SOlld waste. _ -

These objectlves Incorporate the v1s10n, guldlng prInCIples,
prlorltles, ahd values of EPA’s Strategic Plan and ‘directly oy
address OSW’s municipal and industrial non- hazardous waste
strategic priorities. The discussion that follows lncorporates
these objectlves within the priorities and highlighted | ,
activities: While States, Tribes, and local governments remain

‘the primary Implementors of the national ‘municipal and industrial
.. ~solid waste program, EPA’s role is to actively’ facilitate
, effectlve Implementatlon and lead by example. -

MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE NAIIONAL PRIORITIES T o
Encourage source . reductlon activities among localities,

. businesses, .and households through educatlon, proyect )
. support ‘and technlcal aSSIstance

There -are a wide varlety of actIVItles avallable to Reglons.
' to promote source reduction, .the most preferred tactic in EPA’S

hierarchy of solid waste options. This year’s national focus is
on unit pricing and reductlon of waste w1th an emphaSIS on paper.

Headquarters and the Reglons will contlnue to lmplement the
_Natlonal Unit Pricing Outreach Strategy, to provide information
-and technical assistance on this proven waste reduction mechanism
to local officials and citizens throughout the: U.S. Headquarters
;will work with the Regions to plan, promote, and Implement a 5
series of workshops and a - satellite forum on unit pricing. We (.
will distribute EPA’S unit pricing gulde and related materlals
and develop addltlonal outreach vehlcles -In addltlon,:

v
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Headquarters and the Regions will work together to create local |

projects to facilitate unit pricing programs.

The Regions are encouraged to undertake projects and
‘activities that reduce the waste stream, building on the initial
successes of EPA’s Paper-Less Office Campaign. . Such projects may
include promoting EPA guidance materials; conducting pilot
studies; and encouraging Federal/State/Tribal and local
governments, organizations, and jinstitutions tc initiate waste
prevention programs and campaigns. ' i '

Facilitate the nation’s recycling efforts by implementing
the Administrator’s recycling market development:
initiatives: "Recycling Means Business! and "Jobs through
Recycling”. ‘ ' ‘ : '

Headquarters and the Regions are exﬁected to ‘continue and
enhance their efforts to achieve the three goals stated in -
Recycling MganS'Business: B - ‘ '

(1) Support and strengthen“the;link between increased
market capacity‘and sustainable economic growth; .

(2) ‘Leverage Federal resources and build Federal -
partnerships for market development; and, -

(3) Develop infrastructures that support markets‘for
recyclables and.recycled products. :

Example activities to promcte these three goais-include;

(1) Fostering partnerships between the economic .
development, financial, and recycling communities by
demonstrating the econiomic viability and value-added
aspects of recycling businesses; oo

(2) Promoﬁing«thefuserof recycled feedstock;
(3) Maximizing the burchése,of recycled products;
(4) Facilitating access to infqrmatioﬂ and'research;‘and,

(s) Strengthening'State,'Tribal[ and local government
‘ capabilities. T . s

Procurement implementation will be a key -area in FY 1996 for
. both MISWD and the Regions. Efforts in.this area will focus on
providing assistance to ensure compliance with the CPG, RMAN, and
E.O.  Specific activities may include developing outreach’
materials, workshops, seminars, technical assistance, etc.
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Because the areas served by each Reglonal Office have unlque_
characteristics and spec1f1c market needs,”lmplementatlon
“activities will vary among. Reglons. The Regions' are encouraged
to work ‘with ‘their partners in States,” Tribes, local governments,‘
environmental groups, and busmness/lndustry to determine. the most -
effective methods for achieving these goals.  Each Region may
select differerit methods and focuses depending on the
‘partnershlps established, ong01ng efforts, and needs of the area»7

Reglons will contlnue to report on. successes in 1mplement1ng
_ Recycllng Means Business for annual reports to the Administrator.
‘Headduarters and the Regions will work together to communlcate
progress made in implementing Recycling Means Business to EPA’S
- constituents and will collaborate on spec1f1c prOJects of mutual :
1nterest - o '

Jobs through Recycl;ng is a major component of Recycllng _ :
ZMeans Business and will continue to require both Headquarters and -

' Regional rescurces in FY 1996. Priority activities under the

. Jobs through Recycllng 1nltlat1ve include: (1) managing new and.
. ongoing grants; (2) providing technigal assistance to grantees;
(3) participating in the development of FY 1997 initiatives;. and,
(4) promoting successes to encourage repllcatlon of these ~
efforts :
Achleve substantlal source reductlon and recycllng in

American businesses through WasteW1$e, 'EPA’s voluntary MSW
challenge program : . '

' WasteWi$e remains a natlonal prlorlt -for FY 1996 and

_beyond WasteWLSe is a voluntary program in which participants
commit - to prevent waste, recycle, -and increase thelr purchase or ~
manufacture of recycled products. It is the primary EPA outreach
' me¢&hHanism for fostering reductlon of mun1c1pal solid waste by
~large buSLnesses Headquarters looks to the Regions to y
‘participate in implementation and policy development for- the
WasteWise program. Key Reglonal act1v1t1es may 1nclude

'(l), Promotlng WasteW1$e to large bus1nesses in the Reglon,r
(2) Prov1d1ng technlcal assistance to current and
prospectlve WasteWi$e partners through workshops and
on-site waste assessments,'

. (3). Part1c1pat1ng in the development of overall policy’
© . directions and related waste prevention outreach
~ efforts, as resources “allow; and .

(4) Actlng as WasteW1$e representatlve to WasteW1$e
" partners -from the Reglon -




Enhance Federal- State/Trlbal and local partnerships by

fostering effective implementation of mun1c1pal SOlld waste
programs. : -

There are five prlorlty act1v1t1es under thlS objectlve
recycling measurement, source reduction measurement, full cost’
accounting, approval of State/Tribal landfill permit programs;
and, Tribal activitiés. Each of these priorities are discussed
separately. C ‘ o ‘_ ‘

Recycling Measurement: Headquarters is developlng various .
model measurement methodologies and related definitions to
provide to State/Tribes, local governments, business/industry,
and other interested parties to more consistently measure
recycling and the purchase of recycled goods. The Regions are
encouraged to facilitate the use of these methodologies and
related definitions, once developed, through outreach and
information dissemination act1v1t1es

Source Reduction Measurement : Headquarters is working with
State and local governments and other experts to develop various
measurement pilots and models for source reduction measurement.
.The, Reglons are encouraged to assist with the implementation and
peer review of measurement pilot studies, measurement
methodology, and information-transfer tools

Full Cost Accountlng Durlng FY 1995 Headquarters w1ll
develop the following outreach materials on full cost accounting
(FCA) : FCA manual, FCA resource,guide, .FCA brochure, FCA primer,
and FCA slide show with talking points. . Headquarters. also will
initiate development of technical worksheets to assist local
communities in 1mplement1ng a full cost accounting program.
During FY 1996, the Regions are encouraged to promote the FCA
concept through the use of the various outreach materials at
conferences, meetings, etc. Headquarters and the Reglons will
work together to develop and 1mplement a FCA tralnlng program.

Permit Program ApgrovaIZModlflcatlons- A number of Reglons

will need to.continue to focus resources on permit program
approval activities. Program -approval activities may 1nclude
moving partial approvals to full approvals, ensuring
modifications receive. approprlate approvals, continued work w1th
Tribal approvals, and processing alternatlve llner petltlons as
appropriate. :

Tribal Activities: EPA remains committed to maintaining a :
government-to-government relationship with Tribes. Tribes are to
be incorporated into the activities listed under each of the
above goals, as approprlate Headquarters and the Regions will
continue to seek opportunities that enhance Tribal capabilities.
Tailored approaches, including technical assistance, . may be
needed to address specific Tribal circumstances For additional
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"discussion of Tribal activities please refer to the RIP section
=V"RCRA ACTIVITIES IN INDIAN COUNTRY" ' : : : . S

In addltlon to the act1v1t1es hlghllghted above, the Regionsl_
may undertake other act1v1t1es to enhance Federal State/Trlbal :
and local partnershlps v

‘INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE NATIONAL. PRIORITIES e -
Non- Munzczpal/CESQG Dlsposal Rule.

‘Under a-court—ordered deadllne, EPA w1ll propose in. May 1995
a new 40 CFR-'Part 257.5, defining minimum standards for non-
~municipal solid waste fac111t1es that receive CESQG hazardous
waste. This rule will complete the statutory mandate in RCRA
section 4010(c) under which the mun1c1pal landfill crlterla in 40
CFR Part 258 were promulgated. At a minimum, the statute
- requires that these facilities must meet location restrictions
~and have ground-water monltorlng and corrective action.. The
final rule will be promulgated in July 1996. As with the Part.
258 Criteria, States will have 18 months to adopt and’ 1mplement_
. new requirements. -States that have an approved MSWLF program cah

'seek EPA approval through the program revxs1on process

State/EPA Industr;al D In;t;atlve. E Co T o fv:‘ )

EPA and ASTSWMO are launchlng an - 1n1t1at1ve to develop
”voluntary guldellnes for safe management of industrial non--
hazardous waste in surface impoundments, landfllls, land -
application unlts, ‘and waste. plles. The initiative, beginning in
the- summer of 1995-and continuing. through 1996, will include a
-wide range of stakeholder and public input into the development
of the guidelines. The overall goals of the initiative will be
to: (1) establish a baseline for safe management that
1ndustr1al facilities and states can use as a voluntary guide to
improve their practices and programs; and (2) affirm. state
leadership and strengthen ‘the credibility of State lndustrlal
solid waste programs .
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‘.ApoehdiX‘l

LEGAL STATUS CODES

PI
PC
PT
PR

IS~
LI.
ITA

TA.

PM
- LP
NN
RQ
NR
DL
'RD

" RU
EM

SR

Permitted

‘Post-Closure Permltted

Permit Termlnated/Permlt Explred not Contlnued
Proposed o -

Interim Status

Loss of Interim Status
Interim ‘Status Terminated

Temporary Authdrization

Pre- Mod Authorization :
Loss of Pre-Mod Authorization -’
Non-notifier/Illegal .
Requested but Not Approved
Never Regulated as-a TSD
Delisted %

"Research, Development and Demonstratlon Permlt

Permit-by-Rule

.Emergency Permit . I

StateﬁRegulated

OPERATING STATUS CODES

- 0P .

CN

e
BC

©IN

el
‘CP
CoO
DC
CV

" "CR
. AB

- 8SF

PF |

Operating, Actively Managlng RCRA Regulated Waste
Constructed, Not Yet Managlng Hazardous Waste L

Under Construction
Before Construction
Inactive/Closing, but not yet RCRA Closed

Clean Closed

‘Closed with Waste in Place

Completed Post-Closure Care

-Delay of Closure

Converted 'but Not RCRA Closed :
Conducting Act1v1t1es ‘not. Requlrlng a Permit
Abandoned

‘Réferred to CERCLA
Protective Filer

-




'PERMITING/CLOSURE/POST-CLOSURE PROGRESS REPORT UNIVERSE

OoP CN ‘uc- BC IN CC Ccp co DC CV CR AB SF PF

PI o o o} o} o .o©O o o o o o o o
PC o o o o o o o o. o o o o o’
L PT o o o o o o o. o o o o o o.
B - )
G PR o o o} o o o} o o o} o o} o o)
A | ' - _
L IS o o.’- 0o. © o~ o e o o - o0 o. o .o
-8 LI o .o "o o o0 o o o o o c o o
- A IT o o c o o o o o o o - O o o
T N V ~ . ‘ . -
U *TA O o o (o] o 0 o] o .o (o} o . o lo)
s - ¢ . . » B B T . , - . .
~ PM o o© o o o e} o o e o) o - o o
o LP o o o o o o' o ©o ‘o o o o o
D ' | S
E' NN o o "0 . O o 0o o . o o Q o o o
s | : o e
. RQ -0 "0 .. 0 -0 O o] o0 . O e} o) (o) o) o)
NR
"'DL o .o o. o ©o.0 o o o o o ‘o o
RD )
RU
EM -
- .. . . - - : : ; \
Tk TA units should be included'if a Part B or a permit modificationjapplication has been
submitted. ’ : T S : : ‘ - .




'PERMIT WORKLOAD .-REPORT UNIVERSE - : L
OPERATING STATUS CODES: S |

op CN- UC -BC IN cC  CP . CO  DC v CcrR AB. SF. PF
PI o o O o - | J ' o |
e
PT

PR - o O O

EromE

IS?Q‘IO.-dH
LI o
If:b’;
'W#=o jo"6;rq
UM o"m’o'"; o o
1LP' VOf ' |

‘wEmUoN naHd»ASn

R o o o o
o, j ~  ¢ ,[  - fﬂ. ) B
& | ' o o
-~ RU.
e
SR |

* TA units should be included if a Part B 'or a“pérmit,modification‘applicatioh'has been
submitted. . - o _ . S S o S - CERTTETES | .




CLOSURE WORKLOAD REPORT UNEVERSE
OPERATING STATUS CODES

) op CN uc BC IN cc cp (6{0) DC cv CR AB SF PF
PI ' o . o o - o o .
PC : o : o o ) o
L . PT A (o} o) o) o o
E ] ‘
G PR
A , "
L - IS : o o o o o
. s LI . .o o o o. o
A IT. R o ' , ) o o o
T , ‘ -
U - "TA . . o , -0 o "o
s .. - : IR ' k }
© ' PM ‘ ’ o L . o o o0 ‘0
0 LP . o o o o o o
D : A “ : B \ ' '
E NN o _ o . 0 o) o
8 ‘




POST-CLOSURE WORKLOAD . REPORT .UNIVERSE*
."OPERATING STATUS CODES

'“Ldp *CN  uc | Bc:,-xu - cc CP CO "bc .QV~:,CR_LAABV‘ o5 ,‘PF
pc”s: . R : »'5 o . ‘o i“ o o o h‘o : .b.
PT ' o o AO-.'V o o 3 R f‘ -

PR

B> QW

s o o. .. o Y o... o . o o
LI - e o o .o o o -

iIfT - . . o . o .0 o . o o

naHpHG

m .. . e o o o a

mmoUoQ
>

_ RQ' . _
"fnﬁ‘
RD
RU
SR - e 7

*1and dlsposal units and storage and treatment units closlng as. landfllls (process codes'l
for these units are changed to DBQ) ‘ A
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PERMITING/CLOSURE/POST-CLOSURE PROGRESS REPORT UNIVERSE

'

Designed for reports to track accompllshments in the permlttlng, closure, and post-closure
areas. Includes all units that are or were at some.time subject to the requirement to
obtaln a RCRA permit to operate as a TSD.

[NOTE Select logic will have to look to previous events where most recent event is "RD"
n EM (1] ‘ L RUII or n SRII ] , .

PERMIT WORKLOAD REPORT UNIVERSE

Designed for reports to evaluate workload related to permit 1ssuance Includes units in
"the permlt pipeline as well as units with active permits. ‘ '

CLOSURE WORKLOAD REPQRT UNIVERSE

Designed for reports to evaluate workload related to closure. ‘Includes units that are
c1051ng up to the time that closure certlflcatlon is verified by the agency.

POST-CLOSURE WORKLOAD REPORT UNIVERSE

De91gned for reports to evaluate. workload related to post closure Includes closing land

disposal units and storage units closing as landfills up to the time that clean’ closure
certlflcatlon is verlfled by the agency.

~ ] ) . o EN




' CORRECTIVE ACTION WORKLOAD' =~ - = B
. . OPERATING' STATUS -CODES = | - . : R,

oP éN ' Uc’ Bc”_ IN CcC Ce coO DC CV “eR AB _‘spf'»pff
PI o o né'f’rq e a P e S o o -
PC o o o© 0,7«‘oih , o - .» o '.7~‘ o o
PT | a

PR | \‘.,'- . - '\.> . o | ) ‘ ,‘ ) o ] '. “A '7 - N V . . &.

rromE

‘18 "o o o .o 0. o . o .. o o
‘LI o o o .o o.. o0 ' o - o o
IT

A" o . 0o - o o . o ' © o ' -

maHPHEn

M o o o o .o . . o o . o o
"LP o o ‘o o o ‘ o - .. 0 o o

wEUON
»

R’ . .

- A
'

. PLUS facilities with corrective actiongevents‘RFI‘impoéedtand'béyond




SUBJECT TO CORRECTIVE ACTION
. OPERATING STATUS CODES

ob CN UC BCc 1IN CcCc Cp CO DC CV CR AB SF PF :
PI o e .0 o. o- o 0. o o © o} o)
PC - © o o o o o o o o o " o o
L PT
E
G PR
L IS o o o o o ‘o' O o o o - .o o}
g LIl o o o ©o. 0o o o o o. .o o o
T _ . = _

" A IT
T . N N " - .

- U .TA © o o o o o .o o o © , o o]
T PM. O o o o o .o o o o o .0 o
o] Lp o o o o . o© (o) 0] o o .o, o o .
B NN o o o - O B N o 0 [o) ‘0 -0 o .o

ok 'RQ

- DL
RD
RU o o© o - o o o o o o o o o
SR |
. PLUS facilities with coi*reCti’ve action events RFI imposed and beyond
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‘Appendix_Z'

" EDF v. Browner Civ.! No. 89- 0598 (n p.C. )

* Law suit. EDF sued EPA.. for fallure to meet a muber of statutory deadllnes in HSWA
1984 - ‘EDF''s major issues 1nclude :

' 1) numerous llstlng determlnatlons (§ 3001(e))
2) liquids in landfills restrictions (§ 3004(c))
3) leak detection system standards (§3004 (o)) ;
4) land d1sposa1 restrlctlons for newly llsted and 1dent1f1ed wastes (§
3004(9)), o
5) a cement kiln’ dust Report to Congress (§ 8002(0)),
-6) post-closure.permits. (§ 3005(c)); and
37) addltlonal characterlstlcs (§ 3001(h))

* Settlement EPA and EDF agreed to a settlement whlch set deadlines for items 1-5

: above. Listing determinations comprise the bulk of the settlement, which sets .forth
‘both the scope of the listings and deadlines for proposed and flnal rules. The
settlement was filed with the court as a proposed consent ‘decree 1n 11989 and was
flnallzed by the court 12/94. .o B . -

LI Outstandlng issues. Parties agreed to stay the lltlgatlon on issue 6 ‘through the end
of 1992. .  The issué will probably settle or be dismissed when the post-closure rule
is promulgated Parties agreed to litigate issue 7. This issue was fully briefed in
1991. In. 12/94, the court ruled in favor of the Agency, based on the merits of the
case. : : .
* : mplementatlon "To date, EPA. has’met its deadlines. 1In. an 1ncrea51ng number of
_instances, the Agency- has. requested additional time or flex1b11rty on particular
obllgatlons Although reluctant, EDF has agreed to. various deadline extensions. We
"are currently interested -in addltlonal time/flexibility for addltlonal obllgatlons '
(e.g. ,\chlorlnated allphatlcs rulemaklng) S . , ,

N
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.Other Suits/Agreements

* American Petroleum Institute -- used o1l

* Hazardous Waste Treatment Council -- K061
:*. Chemical Waste Management -- "Third Third" LDR
. Hazardoué Waste Treatmént Council -- burners,‘emissiOn stds
* Gearhart -- foss11 fuel utility wastes
*' . EDF -- treatability variance '

x Sierra Club -- industrialhD/CESQG

* Environmental Technology Council and Chemiqél Manufacturers Association:-—'HWIR




: : . . . ¥ Lo !
‘ 1995496 Deadlines . B
”1/17/55 ‘éhem Waete'Mgmt NPRM LDRs for wastewaters,>oarbamates, oiganobromines; gihal“
R ~ ' "Thlrd Thlrd" ) ' ‘ o S
“1/31/95_ EDF . . 1 ‘ CKD flnal regulatory de0131on
| 3/31/95 ° EDF . ..f" ' NPRM, llstlng category I1 & III solvents
‘»'4/jb/95 "EﬁF ' - ;Aflnal llstlng“organobromlnes L
5/15/95 - Sierra Club - ’,FNeRM, Industrial D/CESQG |
6/30/95.‘ EDF o IR ”“Npkm; LDR Phase IV
- 8/15/95 Env‘Teoh'Council _iAHWIR | o
- 8/31/95 - EDF A 'iNPRM} listing petfoleum»rafisiné
' 3/36/95»;;Treatmeﬁt»Counoil {'NPRM}>tech emissioh~stds; burners -
'11/30/95 EDF . o ‘,,::~ :NPRM,'llstlng chlorlnated allphatlcs ,e," o f"“
17~ 11/30/95 EDF . 's' - ;"ffinal llstlng dyes and plgments S
1/16/§é cwM T . "c final, LDR Phase IIT and. Thlrd Third
7'1/31/96”waTé - ; o -finai, KQGlsenoapsulated-uses,"
-‘5/31/96" EDF - - *f;sal,tlisting éategorf II»&-IIi solventsf
~5/31?96' EDF' 1‘ f . ;_final‘report spent solvents | |
6/30/9§ 'EDF ‘1; -"I.Z _“flnal report petroleum reflnlng
6/30/96 iiEbFf"  "11!1 17fina1,‘LDR Ehaee v |
_~7/1/96 l 'Sietta:Club S final} induetriai:D/CEéQG'; .
’10/31796u_EDF"‘ S "“innal, iisting»chlotineted;aliphatics .

’10/3;/96"EDE‘ o innal;tlisting oetfoiéUm refiﬁing » .

B3




11/30/96
12/15/96
12/15/96

' 12/31/96

EDF
ETC
HWTC

EDF

final, LDR cat. II & III solvents
final, HWIR
final, tech emission stds burners

NPRM, listing paint prod. wastes

‘a
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. Final Rule Stage

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 142
. Legal Deadline: None

Abstract: EPA will promulgate

+ revisions to the regulatory language
‘which concerns EPA’s initiation of
proceedings that could result in
withdrawal of State primary g
enforcement responsibility for the
Public Water System Supervision
Program. EPA is promulgating this -

- Circuit 1992).

" Action

revision in part. in response to the
Court's remand in National Wildlife
Federal v. EPA, 980 F. 2D.765 (DC . .
Circuif 1992) . National Wildlife
Federation v. EPA. 980 F.2D 765 (DC"

Small Entities Affected: None o
Government Levels Affected: State,
Tribal. Federal :

'"Additional Information: SAN No. 3359,
- . ‘Agency Contact: Judy Lebowich,

Environmental Protection Agency, .
Water, (4604), Washington, DC 20460.
202 260-7595 _

RIN: 2040~-AC19

1

. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEGTION AGENCY (EPA)

- Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)

_ Completed Actions -

' 4041. INDIAN RULE FOR THE

WELLHEAD PROTECTION PROGRAM
. AND SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 35

" Timetable: ‘

‘ . Date * = FR Cite
NPRM © 08/08/94 59 FR 40458
Final Action  ~  09/00/95 . :
Completed: o
Reason Date.  FR Cite
Withdrawn - No 09/01/9¢ .- . '

" further action is ’ o S

. expected in the PR
next 12 months, :*

Small Entities Aftected: None )
Government Levels Affected: None

Agency Contact: Jane Marshall-Farris,

'202'260-3897

RIN: 2040-AB18:

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

'Noise Control Act (NCA)

AGENCY (EPA)

. ‘Final Rule Stage

4042, WITHDRAWAL OF PRODUCTS .
. FROM THE AGENCY'S REPORTS
IDENTIFYING MAJOR NOISE
. SOURCES AND WITHDRAWAL OF
PROPOSED RULES . - , v
Legal Authority: 42 USC '
'4904(b)(1)/NCA 5(b){(1); 42 USC .
.4905(a)(1)/NCA s(a)(1) - . .

Section 5(b)(1) of the Noise Control Act
" of 1972, These products are: Truck

Transport Refrigeration Units, Power
Lawn Mowers, Pavement Breakers.
Rock Drills, Whesel and Crawler
Tractors and B&sza This action also
proposes to- wi w proposed noise
reguiations for Wheel and Crawier

" Tractors, and Buses, issued under the

Small Entities Atfected: None
Government Lavels Affectsd: Federal

* -Additional information: SAN No. 2046.

No CFR parts pait_ain.-’l-‘his action
withdraws proposals which were not

CFR Citation: Not applicable autharity of Section 6(a)(1) of the Act.  Agency Contact: Ken Feith.. :
Legal Deadiine: None . Timetable: - e S ot Environmental Protection Agency, Air
Abstract: This action proposes to ' e ' and Radiation, {ANR-443), Washington.
withdraw certain prodfl;‘clq fromthe - Action Dats "F:“" DC 20460, 202 2604996 . '

-~ Agency’s report identifying major noise . NPAM 12/01/82. 47 FR 54108 '

. sources issued under authority of = Final Action 00/00/00 . RiN: 2060‘432“ k
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY (EPA) . Prerule Stage .

C .

4043. MODIFICATIONS TO THE
DEFINITION OF SOLID WASTE AND
REGULATIONS OF HAZARDOUS
WASTE RECYCLING: GENERAL
" Legal A : 42 USC 6905/RCRA.
1004: 42 USC 6921 to 6928/RCRA 3001.
"~ to 3008

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 261; 40 CFR 266

~ Legai Deadiine: None

- Abstract: This rulemaking will pro
to modify the current regulatory -

+ framewaork to improve the -

E " Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)

i:!plomcnuﬁdh of the regulations that’

governing the recycling of hazardous
“Timetable: ,
Actions: . Date FR Cle -
© ANPRM - 00/00/00
NPAM c 000000
Smail smm.. AW'Undomrmi‘god
Govemnment Levels Affected: -
. Undetermined o :

. B5

Additionat Information: SAN No. 2872,
- define a solid waste and the regulations’ ; ) ' ‘

NOTE: EPA has ‘no\t yet identified what

- the next action will be. An ANPRM
| may be issued, or regulatory changes

may be. proposed, or both. ‘ v
Agency Contact: Mitch Kidwell, .

- Environmental Protection Agency,

Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5304), Washington, DC 20460, 202 -
260-8351 S

RIN: 2050-AD18
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. Proposed Rule Stage

4044. FACILITY RESPONSE
PLANNING FOR DELEGATED
OFFSHORE FAGILITIES

Legal Authority: 33 UsSC 1321/Clean -
Water Act: EO }2777‘

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 112

Legal Desdiine: Final. Statutory.
August 18, 1992,

- Abstract: The Oil Pollution Act of 1990

»

- (OPA) expands the scope of private

planning and response activities
associated with discharges of oil. The
revision to sections 20 and 21 ot the
facility response plan rule
implementing these requirements
would extend applicability of the rule
to non-transportation related offshore
facilities landward of the the low water
mark. Regulation of these facilities was
delegated to EPA by a Memorandum
of Understanding of 2/3/94 from the
Department of Interior/Minerals

Management Service.

Timetable:

Action Date FR Cite
NPRM 03100/95

Final Action 12/00/95

Smail Entities Affected: Undetermined
Government Levels Affechad: State,
Local, Tribal, Federal v ,
Sectors Atfected: 131 Crude Petroleum
* and Natural Gas . A
Anstysis: Regulatory Flexibility
Analysis K
- Additionsl information: SAN No. 3428.
Agency Contact: Bobbie Lively- ’
Diebold, Environmental Protection
Agency, Solid Waste and Emergency.
Respgnsa. (5202G), 763 358-8774
RIN: 2050~AE18

. EXCLUSION FOR KO81, K062, AND

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS OF
HAZARDOUS AND OTHER WASTES

LQHAMQZUSCBQO!»O(”Q

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 260; 40 CFR 261;
40 CFR 2682; 40 CFR 263; 40 CFR 264:
40 CFR 265; 40 CFR 268

Legai Deadiine: None ‘
Depending on the implementing
legisiation, there may be a NFRM
deadline of one year from the date of
the enactment.

Abstract: Once the U.S. passes
legislation needed to ratify and become
* a Party to the Basel Convention on the
Control of Transboundary Movements

K081, KO82. and
by either (1) allowing encapsulated
-uses of the siags under the existing

of Hazardous Wastes and Their
Disposal, EPA will propose regulations
which will implement the terms of the .
convention, as implementing legisiation.
requires, The final regulations would
replace the current import/export
regulations at 40 CFR 262, Subparts E
and F. In addition, EPA may propose.
additional regulations as necessary to
improve and implement the waste
import/export program under RCRA
(e.g- codification of bilateral
agreements, changes to regulations:
implementing the Organization for:
Economic Cooperation and ' .
Development (OECD) Council Decision
C(92)39/FINAL).

Timetable: ,
Action Date FR Cite
NPRM 00/00/00

Small Entities Affocted: Undetermined

Government Leveis Affected: State,
Local, Tribal, Federal

Additiona Information: SAN No. 3426.

- Agency Contact: Julis Lyddon,

Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(7593&4). Washington DC 20460, 202 260-

RIN: 2050-AE13

4048, HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM;
AMENDMENT TO GENERIC -

FOOS HTMR AESIDUALS

(ENCAPSULATED USES) _

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6903, 8912(a),

8921, 6922, 6924, 8934, and 6938

CER Citation: 40 CFR 261; 40 CFR 268
‘Deadtine: NPRM, Judicial, *

December 13, 1994. Final, Judicial.

December 13. 1995. :

Abstract: The Agency anticipates

amending the geaeric exclusion for

FOOS residual slags..

exclusion, or (2) setting new lavels
under this exclusion for encapsuiated -

" uses of the slags.
Timetable: ,
Action - Daw® FR Cie
NPRM 12/00/94
Final Action . 12/06/95 .

Small Entities Atfected: None

Government Levels Affected: State.
Local, Federal ‘ :

56

" Additional Information: SAN-No. 3428.

Agency Contact: Narendra K. '

.Chaudhari. Environmental Protection

Agency, Solid Waste and Emergency
Responss, (5304), Washington DC i
20460, 202 260-4787

- RIN: 2050~AE15 -

4047. ® ALTERNATIVES FOR '

"GROUND-WATER MONITORING AT
. SMALL, DRY/REMOTE MUNICIPAL

SOLID WASTE LANDFILLS.

Lege! Authority: RCRA 4004, RCRA
1008, RCRA 2002, RCRA 4010

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 258
Legal Deadline: None

Abstract: Alternative strategies for
conventional ground-water monitoring -
are under consideration by the Agency
for use at certain small, dry/remote
municipal solid waste landfills, as
necessary to detect contamination on 3
sita-specific basis. Examples of .
alternative strategies may include early
detection vadose zone monitoring. '
analysis for indicator parameters and
maijor ions in place of trace slements
and volatile organic compounds, or
exempting small landfills from ground-
water monitoring requirements based
on a demonstration that there is no
potential for leachate migration to the
uppermost aquifer. Examples of site-
specific factors important to the
alternative selection process include

* costs, hydrogeology, stratigraphy, .

climate, and availability of equipment
and technical expertise. There are '
certain geographic areas where there
may be no clear-cut effective =~ = -
alternatives to conventional ground-
water monitoring, such as areas of
Alaska with permafrost orin :

- communities with extremely low per

capita income. {cont}]

Timetable:

Action. Date FR Cite
NPRM 12/00/94

Final Action

' gmail Entities Affected: Government

Jurisdictions o (
Government Levels Affected: State.
Local, Tribal -

. Additional Information: o T

SAN No. 3546. ‘
ABSTRACT CONT: The consideratic

_ of alternatives flows from a recent”

decision by the U.S. Court of Appea
for the District of Columbia Circuit’



' Federal Registes | v

CRA

ol. 59. No.:2

Novembe

niieu ceo----

18 / Monday. rm 1994 / U
Proposqd Rule ‘Stagov _

—

the small \anciﬁn ground-water

Small Entities Attected: None 4050, IDENTIFIGATION AND LUSTNG

'm% exemption under 40 CFR o . . OFf HAZARDOUS WASTES: ‘
e Peing served by these Additional Information: SAN No- 3547 ol igtory ) 'ATﬁi‘s'emryis o o
?{g‘lsl;' v‘;e‘;:‘ld' ‘:: somep:ra::;{ , ;g::’;%g:::fgm}:; i“;ﬂ- 147 in Part § of this issue of the ]
e implementation of full ground-  Solid Waste and Emetgencygkegshse Federal Regi™": '
monitoring requirements- This SE.. Washington 20460, 202 260 RIN: 2050-AE07
ould provide atates and tribes 3282 ) o S cmmm— : S S
-PA-approv ) programs , S . y ——
xibility they need to be ableto . RIN: 2050-AE25 T ‘ %anteﬁ?s;qr?::;‘;mus ,
; alternatives for ground-water : - WASTE MAN N GEMENT FACH mEsS ,
oring. Local gcvemments would Co - - ‘ : ' S
ear the costs of alternative L 4049, o FINANCIAL ASSURANCE Legol Authority: 42 USC 6905/RCRA
\d-water ‘monitoring. . "EFFECTWEDATE FOR OWNE 1S AND  1006: 42 USC 6912/RCRA 2002:42
minary costing results indicate that OPERATORS OF MUNICIPAL SOLID usc 6924IRCRA 2004: 42USC .
natives range from ?’?;ut 20 | WASTE LANDF“-L FAC“J“ES . 5%%5/ RCRAUSEOOS; 42 USC 6927/ RCRA I
ent to 70 percent of the cost of full - y , . 3 07542 UK ‘8974 ,
nd-watsr monitoring requiremertts Logal Auhort®r 42 USC907.6344.  crn Crtian: 40 CFF g041
nce and engineering support wou o o )
Leeded by some communities to CFR Citation: 40 CFR 258 Legs! Deadiine: None .
lement most alternatives. : S This, amendment would
gncy Contact: Scott Ellinger.  Logal Deadline: None - allow ERA to modify 8 perfrm to'co
vironmental Protection Agency, . ‘A . , an inadvertent omission of an '-
lid Waste and Emergencnges;Yionse. A vl Dm%"h‘“d 9&“"‘“’ of applicable requirement under RCRA:.
. -Washington. DC 20460, 202 2060- subtitle fills wou be required  which is in effect prior to the data of
S0 o : to meet financisl assurancs j it issuance. wrmit correction
N 2050-AE24 iremnen ng on April 9. would follow the' ™ ification g
X ‘ - 1995.1t is intended o0 make financ proeednru in 40 CFR 124. Citizens -
- : e GSLS available for local govemmem.s would be able to request such & -
048. @ NEW AND R p TESTING and corporations that need 10 provide  correction using existing procedures in
{ETHODS APPROVED FOR RCRA financial assurance for their whtitte D 40 CFR 1245 »
UBTITLEC HAZARDOU WA facilities. Neither financial tests will be. ymetablé: S
TESTING MANUAL. .848, THIRD e lable befors the April 9. 1993 ___/——-——“" , ,
gDITION, UPOA : eﬁectivedd:ll‘_o. oC is pro l. g Acton : Dsw FR C®
Legal Authority: 42 USC go1Z/RCRA - 3¢ oot and the effective date 10 ALD 8 o— =
LegP! 42 USC 6921/RCRA 200%: 1o d‘:l“'t““*“;“?“" to finalize | Fnal A0 0000
0 uRera 004 1 55 e T iyt :
g%gse S » T mdg‘pommbﬁ S::Wﬂ@ cilities will Wwﬁh None
' : . .. " not vttomnti‘ i 2 2 ach
CFRC :.40 CFR 260: 40 CFR 281¢- sssurance : rarnents of 40 CFR Part Additionsl * SAN No. 2780
40 CFR 262: 40 CFR 264; 40-CFR 285: - 258 until April 9. 19986.. : AQeNcY | Victoria Van
40 CFR 268: 40 CFR 270 : - - so;i;o&monm ggg;cﬁon Agency,
Legsl Deadline: None e 7' imetable: : : aste and ergency _ v
Abstract: This regulatory sction’ .v;mdd -Actior - Daw FROW (5303W), Washingiod: DC 20480, 703
revise certain testing ds and & el 10/00/94 . : o .
other new testing methiods that are ' F‘:“ W . 61/00/98 RN 2050'5903 S
approved of required under Subtitle C S ‘ cnmm— S e g
of R These new sod small Entities Aftect : Businesses. MHAZAHDOU‘ wm :
mqthods are found in Updl‘. IVto the Gov.mmgnul ]uﬁ;dxcugm WM sm poOST-
Third Edition of “Test ethods. for c ' ' CLOSURE wnm ‘
Evaluating Solid Waste. ‘Goy " Levels Aftected: State, . - e .
Physical/Ch r&i’al M%b ods” . EPA b Local, Tribal - ; L '53::: uscsifzzty R 2002(s): 2 }
ublication S _846. The revision to the -y . QAN : g , 002183 i
manual is nec to provide ‘M information: SAN N&; 35‘% USC 6924/R 3 :fz.USC | i
improved and more complete analytical - A Contact W’ - W\ 892 3008 .. , i
. HEQ‘hOdS for R@A'ﬁhﬁns testing. -~ vironmental P10 ection Agency. B CFR . 40 CFR 264; 40 CFR 285: 1
Timetsbie: ‘ ‘ Solid Waste and Emergsncy Response, 40 CFR 270; 40 CFR12¢ - : i
- Action L . Daw R Ciw (5303W‘. Washins‘on._DC Zw. 103 w None - . . ,:!
NPRM T O7100/%6 (jes3613 o - Apstract: This rule would modify the
RIN: 2080-AE27 regulations t0 expand and improve the
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mechanisms available for addressing

ost-closure care at hazardous waste

and disposal facilities. It would allow
substitution of enforcement
mechanisms for post-closure permits in
some cases. while still retaining the
permit as an option to,address these
facilities. The rule would also require
States to adopt enforcement authority
to compel corrective action at interim
status facilities, consistent with Federal

section 3008(h) authority.

Timetable:

Action Date FR Cite
NPRM . 12/00/94

Final Action 12/00/95

Small Entities Atfected: None
Govermnment Levels Atfected: None.
Additional Information: SAN No. 3042.

Agency Contact: Barbara Foster,
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5303W), Washington, DC 20460, 703
308-7057

RIN: 2050-AD55

4053. SPENT SOLVENTS LISTING
DETERMINATION ,

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6905/RCRA
1005; 42 USC 6912/RCRA 2002; 42
USC 6921/RCRA 3001; 42 USC
6922/RCRA 3002; 42 USC 6926/RCRA
3006:; 42 USC 9602/RCRA 68002:33 -
USC 1361/FWPCA 1361; 33 usc
1321/FWPCA 1321

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 261: 40 CFR 271:
40 CFR 302 .

Legai Deadiine: NPRM, Judicial, March .

31. 1995. Final, Statutory. February 8,
1986. Final, Judicial, May 31, 1996.

Abstract: This action will propose to
list or not list as h ous wastes
under RCRA 14 spent solvents and/or
<till bottoms from their recovery. The
solvents are cumene. henol,
isophorone. acetonitrile, furfural.
epichlorohydrin, methy! chloride,
ethylene dibromide. benzyl-chloride, p-
dichlorobenzene. 2-methoxyethanol, 2-
methoxyethanol acetate, 2-
ethoxyethanol acetate, and .
cyclohexanol. Any solvents listed will
be added to the CERCLA list of
hazardous substances with reportable
quantities. .

Timetable: .

Actlon Date FR Cite
NPRM 03/00/95

Final Acton

0_5/00/96

Small Entities Atfected: Undetermined

Government Leveis Affected:
Undetermined )

‘Additionat information: SAN No. 3134. -

Agency Contact: Ron Josephson,
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5304), Washington, DC 20460. 202
260-4770

RIN: 2050-AD84

4054, CHLORINATED ALIPHATICS -
LISTING DETERMINATION

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6905/RCRA
1006: 42 USC 6912(a)/RCRAr2Q02(a); 42
USC 6922/RCRA 3001; 42 USC
9602/CERCLA 102: 33 USC

_ 1361/FWPCA 311; 33 USC

1321/FWPCA 501

'CFR Citation: 40 CFR 261: 40 CFR.271;

40 CFR 302 v

Legal Deadtine: NPRM, Judicial,
November 30, 1993. Final, Judicial,
October 31, 1996. i '

Abstract: This action will propose to
list or not to list as hazardous wastes
under RCRA wastewaters and
wastewater trestment sludges from the
production of approximately 25 N
chlorinated aliphatics. These wastes, if
identified as hazardous under RCRA.
will be designated hazardous.
substances under i

A, wi .
‘reportable quantities established. The

Agency will use this opportunity to
investigate waste minimization
possibilities. ‘ ‘

" Action

4055. NEW AND REVISED TESTING” -

- METHODS APPROVED FOR RCRA

SUBTITLE C, IN “TEST METHODS
FOR EVALUATING SOLID WASTE,
PHYSICAL/CHEMICAL METHODS"
(SW-8486), THIRD EDITION, UPDATE il

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6912/RCRA

" 2002: 42 USC 6921/RCRA 3001: 42

USC 6924/RCRA 3004: 42 USC

. Bo28/RCRA 3005: 42 USC 6926/RCRA

3006

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 260: 40 CFR 261:
40 CFR 262: 40 CFR.264: 40 CFR 265: .
40 CFR 268:; 40 CFR 270

Legal Deadline: None

Abstract: This regulatory action will
revise certain testing methods- and add
other new testirig methods that are
approved or required under Subtitle C

- or RCRA. These new and revised

methods.are found in Update IIl to the
Third Edition of “Test Methods for -
Evaluating Solid Waste, ]
Physical/Chemical Methods”, EPA
publication SW-846. The revision to the
manual is necessary to provide ’
improved and more complete analytical
methods for RCRA-relating testing.. -

Timetable:

v -FR Cite,
NPRM 04/00/95.
Finsl Action ~ 09/00/96
Smail Entities Affected: None

Government Levels Aftected: Federal
Additional Information: SAN No. 3427.

' Agency Contact: Kim Kirkland.

Environmental Protection Agency. .
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5304), Washington DC 20460, 202 260-
8722 ‘ o

RIN: 2050-AE14 .

Timetable:

Action "Dew  FRCiw
NPRM < 11/00/95

Final Action 10/00/98

Smail Entities Affected: Undetermined

- Government Leveis Atfected: None

Additional Information: SAN No. 3151.

Agency Contact: Wanda Levine, .
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5304}, Washington. DC 20460, 202
260-7458

RIN: 2050-AD8S -

4088. D CORPORATE - -
FINANCIAL TEST AND GUARANTEE

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6907/RCRA
1007 42 USC 6944/RCRA 4004; 42

| USC 6949/RCRA 4009

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 258
Legal Deadiine: None BT T

Abetract This rule would allow
financially strong corporate entities that .
own/operate municipal solid waste
landfills the option of using a financial
test or guarantee t0 demonstrate
financial assurance for costs associated

with closure, post-closure. and

_ corrective action of known releases.

. - . .
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. Agency Contact: Paul F. Cassidy, -

Timetable:

" Action - Date" FR Cite
NPRM , 10/00/94..

. Final Action . 09/00/85

Small Entities Affected: None
" Government Levels Affected: None'
_Additional information: SAN No. 3179.

Agency Contact: Tim O'Malley.
Environmental Protection Agency.

. Solid Waste and Emergency. Response,

(5303W); Washington, DC 20460. 703
308-8613

RIN: 2050-AD77 -

4057. REVISIONS TO CRITERIA

* APPLICABLE TO SOLID WASTE:

DISPOSAL FACILITIES THAT MAY
ACCEPT CESQG HAZARDOUS
WASTES EXCLUDING MUNICIPAL
SOLID WASTE LANDFILLS ,
Legal Authority: 42 USC 6907, 6944,
6949/RCRA 4010, 1008, 2002, and
4004; 33 USC 134S.

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 257

Legal Deadline: NPRM, Judicial, May
'15, 1995. Final, Judicial, July 1, 1996.

'Abstract: RCRA section 4010(c) directs
EPA to revise existing Criteria in 40
CFR part 257 for facilities that may -

receive hazardous household wastes
{HHW) or Conditionally Exempt Small

Quantity Generator (CESQG) hanrdous ;

" wastes. In October 1991, EPA
promulgated the Municipal Solid Waste
Land#ill Criteria (40 CFR 258), thereby
satisfying part of the statutory mandate.
EPA is under a settlement agreement -
with the Sierra Club to fuifill the
remainder of the statutory mandate by

promulgating regulations pertaining to -

the.disposal of CESQG hazardous

- wastes at'solid waste disposal facilities.
Depending on actual practices at
specific facilities, these regulations
might be applicable to commercial and
private industrial waste facilities and

" construction and demolition waste

facilities managing non-hmrdous
wastes.

- criteria

Timetable: - . v

. Action Daw FR Ciwe
. . NPRAM , 05/00/98 '

- Final Action_ 07/00/58

Smaii Entities Affected: Businesses,

"' Governmental Jurisdictions

- Govemment Levels th.d: State,
Federal . :

, Additional In!omdon: SAN No. 3418.

Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
{(5304), Washmgton DC 20460, 202 260-
4682 ‘

1

 RIN: 2050-AE11

4058. REMOVAL OF

. PENTACHLOROPHENOL FROM F027; .
027 * 40 CFR 265; 40 CFR 271; 40 CFR 302

" Legal Deadline: NPRM. Judicial.”

RESTORE IT AS U242; CHANGE .
TOXICITY DESIGNATION OF F021'
AND CLARIFY BASIS FOR LISTlNG
CRITERIA '

 Legal Authority: 42 usc 6921/RCRA

3001

- CFR Citation: 40 CFR 261 40 CFR 260;

40 CFR 264: 40 CFR 265; 40 CFR 271;.
40CFR 302 = .

Legal Deadline: None -

Abstract: The Agency is proposmg to
amend the regulatiofis for hazardous .
waste management under RCRA by
amending the basis for listing a
hazardous waste {i.e.,

" pentachlorophenol produéuon ‘wastes)

under 40 CFR 281.31. The Agency is

‘also proposing to amend one hazardous

waste (i.e., delete part of FO27 -

> discarded unused formulations of . )

pentachlorophenol and compounds
derived from pentachlorophenol) listed

'in 40 CFR 281.33 and to add one waste

(i.e., U242 - pentachiorophenot) to the
list of hazardous wastes in 40 CER 261.
FO21 and U242 would no longer be
subject to management standards for.
acute hazardous wastes. Lastly, the
Agency is proposing to clarify the
used in 40 CFR 261.11 for
listing solid wastes as hazardous. This

rule proposes less stringent hazardous
_ waste management standards for FO21

and discarded unused portions

. containing pentachlorophonol.
Timetable: . .
Action . Dete FR Cie
NPRM 00/0000
-Fingd Action W ‘
Smail Entities Affected: Undetermined
Government Levels Affected:
Undetermined

Additional Information: SAN No, 3173;.

Agency Contact: Anthony Carreil,
Environmental Protection Agency,

Solid Waste and Emergency Response, 7
" (5304).. Waslnngton. DC 20460 202 :
. 260-8807

RIN: 2050-AD78

59

- 4059. LISTING DETERMINATION OF

WASTES GENERATED DURING THE
MANUFACTURE OF AZO,
ANTHRAQUINONE, AND

.- TRIARYLMETHANE DYES AND

PIGMENTS

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6921/RCRA

-3001
CFR Citation: 40 CFR 261; 40 CFR 264:

‘November 30, 1994. Final, ]udxcxal ’
November .30, 1995. . .

* Abstract: This action will propose the
. Agency’s determination whether or not

to list as hazardous wastes under RCRA
wastes generated during the producuon

. -of three classes of dyes and. pigments.
- The Agency is considering several -
- alternatives to listing, specificaily

management standards, pollution
prevention, waste minimization,

_recycling, reclamation. process changes.

and substitution of stamng materials.
Timetable:

Action Dstee  FR cug
NPRM T 11/00/94
Final Action . 11/00/95°

- Small Entities Affected: Undetermined . ‘

Govemment Leveis Affected: None
Additionsi Infomuﬁon. SAN No.

'3066/3068/3069.

Agency Contact: Wandn chme.

" Environmental Protection Agency,

Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5304), Washmgton. .DC 20460, 202‘

260-7458

RIN: 2050-AD8O

4080, IDENTIFICATION AND LISTING
OF HAZARDOUS WASTE:

'PETROLEUM REHNING PROCESS

WASTES

Legal Authority: 42 usc 6921/RCRA
3001 -

CFR Citation: QOCFRZSI: 40 CFR 264.

- 40 CFR 285; 40 CFR 271:.40 CFR 302

Legal Deadtine: NPRM, Judicial,

" August 31, 1995, Final, Iudxcxal
October 31, 1996.

Abetract: This action will’ propose to

list or not to list as hazardous wastes

under RCRA these waste streams from

' the petroleum refining process: 1) .

clarified slurry oil from catalytic
cracking: 2) crude storage tank siudge.’

" 3) spent hydrotreating catalyst: 4) sulfur

complax and hydrogen sulfide removal
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specification product and fines:-5)
spent catalytics reforthing catalysts: §)
unleaded storage tank sludge: 7) spent
hydrorefining sludge: 8) spent catalyst
and fines from catalytic cracking; 9)
spent catalyst from $ulfur complex and
hydrogen sulfide removal facilities; 10)
spent caustic from liquid treating; 11)
spent catalyst from sulfuric acid.
alkylation, 12) sludge from hydrofluoric
alkylation: and 13)sludge from sulfuric
acid alkylation. The Agency is
considering alternatives to listing
including management standards based
on pollution prevention, recycling,
reclamation, or feedstock, to other
manufacturing processes. This action
will also adjust the reportable
quantities for waste streams F037 and
{cont)

Timetable:

Action Date _FR Cite
NPAM 08/00/95

Final Action 10/00/98

Smail Entities Atfected: None
Govemment Leveis Affected:
Undetermined .

Additional Information: SAN No. 3

ABSTRACT CONT: F038 (sludges from
petroleum separation processes) under
CERCLA as amended. Depending on
the number of listed wastes and their
generation quantities, the costs of this

Agency Contact Maximo (Max) Diaz,
Ir.. Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5304), Washington, DC 20480, 202
260-4788 ‘

RIN: 2050-AD88

4081. RCRA FEES: HANDLER

NOTIFICATIONS AND WASTE EXPORT -

NOTIFICATIONS .

Legal Authority: Indetpondem Offices -
Appropriations Act of 1951 '

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 262: 40 CFR 263;
40 CFR 265

. Legsi Deadline: None .

Abstract: The Omnibus Budget an
Reconciliation Act requires EPA to
raise $38 million annually in user fees

 as part of an overall Federal deficit

reduction program. To help achieve
this level. EPA will use the authority
of the Independent Offices . ’
Appropriations Act of 1951 to propose
fees for RCRA Handler Notifications,

" may be dis

Waste Export Notifications. and permit
fees for EPA-issued RCRA permits. _

Timetable:

" Timetable:

Action " Date FR Cite
NPRM 11/00/95 -
Final Action - 11/00/968 .
Smail Entities Affected: Undetermined
Government Levels Affected:
Undetermined

Additional Information: SAN No. 3211.

Agency Contact: Val de la Fuente, °
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5304), Washington, DC 20460, 202
260-4674 o '

RIN: 2050-AD92

4062. REVISED TECHNICAL~
STANDARDS FOR HAZARDOUS
WASTE COMBUSTION FACILITIES

Rogum Plan: This entry is Seq. No.

148 in Part 1I of this issue of the
Federal Register. oL
RIN: 2050-AE01

4063. LAND DISPOSAL
RESTRICTIONS—PHASE (V:
TREATMENT STANDARDS FOR
CERTAIN MINERAL PROCESSING
WASTES; TC METALS; NEWLY
LISTED WASTES FROM WOOD

. PRESERVING AND DYES AND . .

Legal Authority: 42 USF 6905, 6912(a),

6921, 6924

CFR Citation: 40 CI'R 268

Deadline: NPRM, Judicial, june
1995. Final, Judicial, June 1996.

Waste Amendments of 1984 require
EPA to promulgate regulations

-establishing treatmsnt standards that

must be.shet before hazardous waste
posed of on land. The
proposed rulemaking establishes
trestment standards for certain
characteristic mineral processing
wastes, spent aluminum potliners,
wood preserving wastes, and T
metals, It also addresses issues arising
from a September 25, 1992 decision of

. the U.S. Court of Appeals in Chemical

Waste Management v. EPA, 976 F. 2d
(D.C. Cir. 1992) on the equivalency of .
treatment in wastewater treatment
systems regulated under the Clean
;V&t&' Act to treatment of wastes under

60.

" Federal Register.

Action Dsts  FR Cite ,
ANPRM . 10/24/91 56 FR 55160
NPRM . 06/00/95 Co
Final Action . 06/00/96

Small Entities Affected: Undetermined
Government Levels Affected:
Undetermined '

Analysis: Reguiatory Flexibility
"Analysis . :

Aqdlﬂonll Information: SAN No. 3366.
ADDITIONAL AGENCY CONTACT:

- Sue Slotnick, 703 308-8467.

Agency Contact: Sherri Stevens.
Environmental Protection’ Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Responss,
5302W, Washington, DC 20460, 703
308-8487 , ‘ C

RIN: 2050-AE0S

4084. IDENTIFICATION AND LISTING
OF HAZARDOUS WASTES; ,
HAZARDOUS WASTE IDENTIFICATION

. RULE (HWIR): CONTAMINATED

MEDIA o
Reguiatory Ptan: This entry is Seq. No.
149 in Part II of this issue of th

RIN: 2050~-AE22" -

4085, HAZARDOUS WASTE MANIFEST -

. REGULATION .-

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6922/RCRA
3002(a)(S) '
CFR Citation: 40 CFR 260; 40 CFR 261;

.40 CFR 262; 40 CFR 263: 40 CFR 264;

40 CFR 265; 40 CFR 270; 40 CFR 271

- Legsl Deadiine: None
m‘rhe!-hmrdousand&:ud O

Abstract: The purpose of this rule is

to amend the existing Uniform
Hazardous Waste Manifest rule to make
it truly “uniform’ across the couatry.
Presently what is supposed to be a
“uniform” manifest is instead a
patchwork of varying State manifests.
Interstate shipments become quite
burdensome when industry must deal
with several different forms with varied
requirements. This is compounded

_since States have difficuity tracking and

verifying interstate loads.
The maijor issues involve the specific .

- data elements that should be on the

sniform manifest form. Most States ¥
want to see a truly uniform manifest
that would be used by all States. but
they also want a certain degree of
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flexibility to add data élements to suit .
their needs. Therefore, the goal of this
rulemaking will be to achieve -

. consensus on a manifest form that all

States can live with.

.The costs of this"action should be
minimal to the regulated industry since
the new Federal form will only add a.

. few data elements that in most cases
are already being required by the .
_ various State forms.

" Timetable:
- Aetion Date - FR Cite
NPRM . 0100/95
. Final ‘Action 01/0098 .

- Small Entities Aﬂoct.d Busmesses v
Organizations ' :
Govemnment Levels. Aﬂoctod State.

Local, Tribal, Federal :
-Additional information: SAN No. 3147.
- Agency Contact: Rick Westlund,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(2138),. Washmgton, DC 20460 202
260-2743 ‘

RIN:. ZOSO-AEZI

' Sohd Waste and Emergency Response,

{5303W), Washmgton DC 20460, 703
308-8634

RIN: 2050—AB42 '

4087, LAND DISPOSAL

RESTRICTIONS—PHASE lii:
STANDARDS FOR
DECHARACTERIZED WASTES AND *
TREATMENT STANDARDS FOR ' -

"NEWLY LISTED CARBAMATE,

ORGANOBROMINE WASTES, AND
SPENT ALUMINUM POTLINERS

Rogulatory Pian: This entry is-Seq, No.

. 150 in Part II of this issue of the

ngenl Register.
RIN: 2050-AD38

4068. RULE IDENTIFYING WHEN
" MILITARY MUNITIONS BECOME

HAZARDOUS WASTES AND
MANAGEMENT snumans FOR

- SUCH WASTES

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6924(y)/RCRA

" 3004(y)

. CFR Citation: 40 CFR 260: 40 CFR 261:

4088. LOCATION STANDARDS FOR
HAZARDOUS WASTE FACILITIES

Legail Authority: 42 USC BQIZIRCRA
© 2002; 42 USC 6924(0)(7)/RCRA
3004(0)(7)

' CFR Citation: 40CFR280.40CFR264
. 40 CFR 265; 40 CFR 270 :

'Legal Deadline: None - .

' Abstract: Section 3004(0)(7) of RCRA
authorizes EPA to restrict the siting of

hazardous waste treatment, storage, and

.disposal facilities in environmentaily
sensitive locations. EPA's for the

-" location standards would be to ensure.

siting of new hazardous wasts
treatment, storage and disp
facilities in the most suita le Iocatiom.

Timetable: »

-40CFR262.40CFR264 40CFR285

40 CFR 270 N

" Legal Deadline: NPRM. Statutory, Apnl
"8, 1993. Final, Statutory. Octobor
1994.

Abetract: Soction 107 of the Fodonl
Facilities Et;;ompliana A:ugf m% fymg
requires EPA to issue a i

when military munitions, ordnance,
and chemical warfare agents become
hazardous wastes subject to Federal

.hazardous waste transportation, storags,

treatment, and disposal rules. The rule
may also identify management

Action Dew PR Ciw
©  NPRM - 08M00%6
Finat Action 09,0096

*. Small Entities Affected: Busmam. :
' Governmental Jurisdictions
.Government Lmh Affected: State,

i ;Federal o '

Anslysis: ﬁagulatory Flexxbxhty
.. Analysis - -

Additional Information: SAN No. 2303.

Agoncy Contact: Felicia Wright, .
Envxronmental Protection Agency,

" ‘standards for such wastes:
' Timetable: - | |
 NPRM 07/00/98 '
Final Action - o7/0C9e
Small Entities Affected: None .

commmAmsm

~ Federal |

Addtloud hlfoﬂmuon. SAN No. 3235.

Agoncy Contact: Ken Shuster,
Environmental Protection Agency, .

-~ Solid Waste and Emergency Rnponu

{5303W), Washington, DC 20460, 703

. 308-8739

RIN: 2050-AD90

61

4088, s*rnemuue Penmrnne FOR -
MIXED WASTE

- Logal Authority- 42 USC 6925/RCRA

3005
'CFR Citation: Not yet determmed

:Legal Deadline: None ™

.Abstract: On Ianuary 13, 1992, the
.~ Utilities Solid Waste Activities Group

(USWAG) petitioned EPA to create a

. conditional exemption from full’
~ Subtitle C permitting requirements for.

certain small commercial mixed waste
generators that are already permitted by
the NRC. The generators include - °
‘medical schools, universities, -
biotechnology laboratories, and
‘pharmaceutical companies. This new
category would include NRC licensees-
that generate less than 1000 kg/month

- of mixed waste, counting mixed waste - |

as distinct from other hazardous waste.
EPA and NRC must together detarmine
how to ensure adequate protection of

- human heaslth and the environment in -
~order for any streamlined permitting of -

NRC licensed facxlmes to be
unplemented

Timetable: -
Action
NPRM .
‘Final Action - "00/00/00 o
Smail Entities, Affected: Busmesm

. Government Levels Amcbd:
.Undetermined

' Analysis: Regulatory Flo:nbxhty
Analysis .

Additionasi lnfonnaﬂon SAN No. 3218.
Agency Contact: Richard LaShier,

‘Environmental Protection Agency,

Solid Waste and Emergsncy Ruponsa. :

. {5303W), Wuhmgton. DC 20460, 703 -

3088702 -
RIN: 2050~AD6S. ,‘

4070. RCRA SUBTITLE C INDIAN

'PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION

Authority: 42 USC

'esze(b')/aooom

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 271; 40C!-'R270 ‘
l-qdwwono ' .
Abetract: This action would clarify that

‘Indian Tribes may become authorized .

for the Subtitle C hazardous waste
program and that they may share in
grant funds made available to States to
assist in unplemontation of autherized

hazudous waste programs. The action

it |
|
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wiould establish a definition of Indian
Tribe and the criteria which a Tribe
must meet for authorization purposes.
The rule would further clarify that
Indian Tribes. unlike other States. may
be considered for approval of partial
RCRA programs, under criteria that
would also be announced in the rule.

* The rule is of great symbolic
significance to the Tribes, and it would
implement EPA’s 1984 Indian Policy by
recognizing the sovereign status of
Tribes and their primacy in :
implementing RCRA. The rule would
deal with the issues of Indian Tribe
capability. alternatives to authorization
that also advance Tribes’ participation
in RCRA. and special attributes of
Indian Tribe jurisdiction. The action
would be closely coordinated with
similar efforts in other media programs.

Timetable:

Action Date FR Cite
NPRAM 01/00/95
Final Achon * 01/00/98

Small Entities Atfected: Undetermined
Government Levels Atfected: State,
Local, Tribal ,
Additional Information: SAN No. 2827.
Agency Contact: Richard La Shier,
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,

(5303W), Washington, DC 20460. 703
308-8780

RIN: 2050-’AD07

. 4072,

4071. FIELD FILTERING OF GROUND- -

WATER SAMPLES

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6944(s)/RCRA
4004(a): 33 USC 1345(d) and (e)/CWA
405: 42 USC 6945/RCRA 4005: 42 usc
6907/RCRA 1008; 42 USC 6912/RCRA
2002; 42 USC 6949a(cVRCRA 4010(c)

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 258.51(b)
Legal Deadiine: None '

Abstract: The RCRA Subtitle D Solid
Waste Disposal Facility Criteria, among
other‘provisions, require ‘
owners/operators of municipal solid
waste landfills to monitor ground-water
to detect releases from their landfills.
The Eriteria ban the filtering of ground-
water samples in the field because
filtering potentially removes some of
the contamination found in the solid
hase of the samples. Since
romulgation of the Criteria. a number
of States and industry groups have
stated that it is important to field filter

-

' .ground-water samples for measuring

metals to avoid potential false
indications of releases to ground-water.
The commenters maintain that the
analytical results using filtered samples
are sufficiently protective and are as
effective as unfiltered samples specified
in the Criteria. This notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) seeks comment on
the appropriateness of allowing .
States/Tribes with EPA-approved
permit programs to lift the ban on a
site-specific basis. This rulemaking will
not impose new requirements on local
government landfill owners and
operators; rather, it could alleviate the
need to institute new sampling
protocols in certain locations.

Timetable: .
Action Date  FR Cite
NPRM 00/00/00 y;

N Final Action 00/00400 . ¥
Small Entities Affected: None

Govemment Leveis Affected: State
Additionsl Information: SAN No. 3150..

A Contact: Tracy Bone.
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5306), Washington. DC 20460, 202
260-5849 ) : .

RIN: 2050-AD88

RCRA SUBTITLE D SOLID
WASTE FACILITIES; STATE/TRIBAL
PERMIT PROGRAM—DETERMINA
OF ADEQUACY .

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6945/RCRA
400S; 42 USC 6912/RCRA 2002
CFR Citation: 40 CFR 2398
Legal Deadline: None
Abstract: This action would describe
procedures EPA would use to make
determisations of adequacy for
State/Tribal solid waste permitting
programs, as ired by Section 4005
-of the Solid Waste Disposal Act, as
amended (RCRA). Section 4005(c)(1)(B)
requires States to adopt and implement
a permit program, other system of prior
approval, within 18 months after the
promuigation of revised criteria under
Section 4004(a), a3 required by Section
4010(c). Section 4005(c)(1)(C) requires
the Administrator to determine whether
each State has developed an “‘adequate
permit program.” '

62

" Abstract: Section 6002

‘RIN: 2050~-AD41

Timetable:

Action - Date . FR Cite
NPRM 10/0C/94

Final Action - 09/00/95

Small Entities Affected: None

Govemment Leveis Aftected: State,
Tribal '

Additional Information: SAN No. 2751.

Agency Contact: Henry Ferland.
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,

* (5306), Washington. DC 20460, 202
' 260-3384

7 RIN: 2050-AD03

4073. GUIDELINE FOR FEDERAL
PROCUREMENT OF PAPER AND

‘PAPER PRODUCTS CONTAINING

RECOVERED MATERIALS

_Legsl Authority: 42 USC 6912{a)/RCRA

6002
CFR Citation: 40 CFR 247
Legal Deadtine: None

of the RCRA K
requires EPA to issue guidelines for the -
procurement of recycled products.

From time to time, EPA must revise "
the guidelines for use by procuring
agencies. EPA is to designate items .
which can be made with recovered
materials and to recommend practices

for the procurement of those items by

Federal procuring agencies. Once
designated, procuring agencies are

ired to purchase these items with
the highest percentage of recovered

materials practicable. EPA issued its
final paper guideline in June 1989.
Timetable: '

Action Date FR Cite
NPRM 12/00/94 ‘
Final Acion -~ 10/00/%5

. Smail Entities Affected: Undetermined

Government Leveis Affected: State,
Local, Federal ,

Additional Information: SAN No. 3032.

A Contact: Dana Arnold. N
Environmental Protectiofi Agency..
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5308), Washington, DC 20460, 202
260-8518° .

]

|
v
|
|
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14074, @ REVISIONS TO THE

COMPREHENSIVE GUIDELINE FOR
PROCUREMENT OF PRODUCTS
CONTAINING RECOVERED
MATERIALS -

"Legal Authority: 42 usc 6912(3)/RCRA

6002(e)

' CFR Citation: 40 CFR 247
'Legal Deadline: None

Abstract: RCRAsection 6002 requlres
EPA to issue guidelines for the
procurement of recycled products. EPA
is to designate items that are made with
recovered materials and to recommend.
practices for government procurement.
Once designated. procuring agencies .-
are required to purchase these items
with the highest percentage of
recovered materials practicable. In
addition, Executive Order 12873,
Federal Acquisition, Recycling, and.
Waste Prevention, designating items in .

.a Comprehensive.Procurement
‘Guideline (CPG) and recommending

procurement practices in a Recovered
Materials Advxsory Notice (RMAN}.
The Order requires EPA to update the
CPG and issue RMANSs annually. To
date, EPA has issued procurement

_guidelines for five items, inciuding

paper and paper products, re-refined

"+ lubricating oil, retread tires, building
* insulation, and cement and concrete

containing fly ash, and proposed a

. Comprehensxvo Procunmem Guideline

‘Additional Infomaﬁon

- for governmenit procurement. This

action would propose the first update

to the CPG. once itis promulgated

- Timetable: . , c
Action . Oate  FR Cite .
NPRM - - ~09/00/95 _
. Final Action - 09/00/96- -

Smail Entities Aﬂoctod Govemmental -

Jurisdictions

Government Levels Aﬂoctod State
Local. Federal

SAN No. 3545. "

‘Agency Contact: Beverly Golbhtt.

Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
SE., Washmgton. Dc 20460, 202 260-
7932

“RIN: 2OSQ-A323 ‘

4075. UNDERGROUND STORAGE
TANKS CONTAINING HAZARDOUS
SUBSTANCES - FINANCIAL - '
RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS -

* Legal Authority: 42 USC 6991b/RCRA
9003 . )

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 280
Legal Deadiine: Final, Statutory.

“ August 31, 1988.

Abstract: This action would estabhsh

under Submlo I of RCRA (as amended

.(39 FR 18852) desxgnanng 21 new items by SARA). requirements for S

. demonstrating financial responsxbxhtv .
- for taking corrective action and -

" compensating third parties for bodily.

injury and property damage caused by
releases from underground storage

tanks (USTs) containing hazardous ..
substances. An ANPRM was published

to help gather data {e.g., frequency-of

releases from such USTs, costs of
corrective action and third-party -
damiages, and the regulated -

" -community’s financial condition and
.~ . use of financial assurance mechanisms}
. needed for the development of a
+ proposed rule.

. Small Entities Affected: Businesses.

Governmental. Iunsdxctxons

) Organizations - , C
-Government Levels Affectad: Local _

- Analysis: Regulatory Flexxbxlny

Analysis
Additions! lnformaﬁon SAN No. 3433.

Agency Contact: Mark Barolo,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response

" (5402W), Washmgton DC 20460, 703
. 308-8874 :

RIN: 2050-AC15 -

_ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY (EPA)
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* 4078. REVISIONS TO THE OR

POLLUTION PREVENTION

- REGULATION

Legal Authority: 33 USC 1321/CWA
311(H)C)

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 112

Legel Deacliine: None . - -
- Abstract: Following a major mhnd oil
spill with substantial environmental

impacts (i.e.. Ashland Oil in Floreffe,
PA, in January, 1988) én interagency .
task force reviewed the adequacy of
existing EPA
prevention and control of il spills (40
CFR 112). The task force recommended
a number of steps to.improve and

that mny pruvxsxons of the exmmg
regulations that may be interpreted as

recommended practices by the :
regulated community are-in fact

requmdpmcnm .

. Timetable: . L
Action ‘ Daw FR Cits
NPRM:' . . 10/22/91 56 FR 54812

. Final Action - - 00/OG/00

Small Entities Affected: Busmosns.

' Governmental Jurisdictions

Government Levels Affected: sm..

regulations concerning the Local, Federal

Anasiysis: Regulatory Flexibility
. Analysis

 Additional momaﬂon SAN No. 2634

Agency COnhct: Dana Stalcup.

forcs recommendauons. It would clanfy Environmental Protection Agency,

63

-Solid Waste and Emergéncy Response. ,

{5202G), Washmgton DC 20460, 703
603-8735%

- RIN: 2050-AC82 -

4077. MODIFICATIONS OF THE

. HAZARDOUS WASTE RECYCLING

REGULATIONS: UNIVERSAL WASTES

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6905/RCRA
1004; 42 USC 6921 to 6928/RCRA 3001
to 3008

CFR Chtation: 4ocr-'st1 4CFR273

Legal Deadline: None

Abstract: This rulemaking proposed té

‘modify the regulatory program for
management of certain “universal”

" hazardous wastes. including hazardous

waste battonas and recalled hamrdous

Timetable: :

" Action o Date FR Cite

.. -ANPRM ~.02/09/88 S3FR 3818
NPRM . 0200096

Final Action . -02/00/97.
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waste pesticides, The Agency proposed
streamlined management requirements
for these universal, or widely '

generated. hazardous wastes in order to

facilitate separation from the municipal -

waste stream, collection, and proper
treatment and/or recycling for these
materials. : v

Timetable: .
Action , Data FR Clte
NPRM 02/11/93 58 FR 8102

Supplemental Notice 06/20/94 S FR 31568
Final Action 12/00/94

Small Entities Atfected: None
Government Levels Affected: None
Additional Information: SAN No. 2870.

Agency Contact: Charlotte Mooney,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Responise,
(5304), Washington, DC 20460, 202
260-8531

RIN: <2050—AD19

4078. NO-MIGRATION VARIANCE FOR
PRORIBITED HAZARDOUS WASTE
LAND DISPOSAL

Legal Authority: 42 USC 8305/RCRA

1006; 42 USC 6912(a)/RCRA 2002(a); 42
‘USC 6921/RCRA 3001; 42 USC

*  6924/RCRA 3004

CFR Cltation: 40 CFR 268
Legal Deadline: None

Abstract: The Agency has proposed a
regulation that further'specifies the
_process for operators to apply for and
receive variances that would allow the
land disposal of untreated hazardous
wastes that have been prohibited from
land disposal under 40 CFR 268. The
variance would be available for land
disposal units that successfully
demonstrate that there will be no
migration of hazardous constituents
from the unit for as long as the waste
remains hazardous. :

Timetable:

Action Date FR Clie
NPRAM 08/11/92 57 FR 35840
Final Action 00/00/00

Smali Entities Affected: None

Government Levels Affected: State,
Federal .

Additional Information: SAN No. 2524.

Accompanying draft guidance manual
was made available concurrent with
publication of proposal. Guidance

assists facility owners and operators in
characterizing environmental media of
concern and environmental pathways .
along which constituent migration may
Qccur. : L.

Agency Contact: Chris Rhyne,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5303W), Washington, DC 20460, 703
308-8658 L

RIN: 2050-AC44

4079. LISTING DETERMINATION FOR
HAZARDOUS WASTES-
ORGANOBROMINES CHEMICAL
INDUSTRY ‘ o

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6905/RCRA
1006; 42 USC 6912(a)/RCRA 2002(a); 42
USC 6922/RCRA 3001; 42 USC .
9602/CERCLA 102; 33 USC

'1361/CERCLA 311: 33-USC

1321/CERCLA 501 o
CFR Citation: 40 CFR 261; 40 CFR 271;

. 40 CFR 302

Legal Deadline: NPRM, Judicial, April

. 30, 1994. Final, Judicial, April 30,

1998, ‘

Abstract: This action proposed to list
as a hazardous waste under RCRA one
additional waste stream from those
wastes generated during the production
of organcbromine compounds. s

_Timetable: ..

Action Dste FR Cite
- NPRM 08/11/84 59 FR 24530
Final Action 04/00/98

Small Entities Atlected: None
Govemment Levais Affected: None
Additionsi Information: SAN No. 3065.
Agency Contact: Edwin Rissmann,
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Responss,

{5304), Washington, DC 20460, 202
2604783 o

RIN: 2050-AD79

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 260; 40 CFR 261;
40 CFR 262; 40 CFR 264: 40 CFR 265; -

.40 CFR 268; 40 CFR 270
Legal Deadiline: None.

Abstract: This regulatory action-would ;
revise certain testing methods and add

_other new testing methods that are
:approved or required inder Subtitle C

of RCRA. These new and revised - ¢
methods are found in Update II to the
Third Edition of *Test Methods for
Evaluating Solid Waste, -
Physical/Chemical Methods,” EPA

" publication SW-846. The revision to the

manual is necessary to provide
improved and more complete analytical
methods for RCRA-relating testing. A

portion of this regulatory action

revising the ph testing method which

is required under Subtitle C of RCRA

will be finalized in the later final action ~
(see timetable). ‘ . o

Timetable: o
Action Date FR Cite
NPRM 08/31/93 58 FR 46052
Final Action © 12/00/94 ' .

" FINAL ACTION (ph  04/00/95
" method)

. Smail Entities Affectsd: Undetermined

Government Lavels Affected:
Undetermined

Additional Information: SAN No. 2826.

" Agency Contact: Charles Seilers and .
" Kim Kirkland, Environmental -

Protection Agency. Solid Waste and
Emergency Response, (5304),

Washington. DC 20460, 202 260-4761

_ RIN: 2050-ADO6 .

4080. NEW AND REVISED TESTING
METHODS APPROVED FOR RCRA
SUBTITLE C HAZARDOUS WASTE
TESTING MANUAL SW-848, THIRD
EDITION, UPDATE #

Lega! Authority: 42 USC 6912/RCRA
2002; 42 USC 6921/RCRA 3001: 42
USC 6924/RCRA 3004; 42 USC

.6925/RCRA 3005; 42 USC sgze(RCRAf

3006

64

4081. HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM, -

AMENDMENT TO SUBPARTC

RULEMAKING PETITIONS: USE OF
GROUNDWATER DATA [N DELISTING

DECISIONS .

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6803/RCRA
1004: 42 USC 6921/RCRA 3001

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 260.22

Legal Deadline: None

Abstract: This amendment as propased
will generally require those who submit
delisting petitions for hazardous wastes -
to provide groundwater monitoring dats
as part of their petition. The amended
regulations will clarify the Agency's
existing authority to consider the

impact of a petitioned waste on 5
groundwater and deny a petition based .

‘on groundwater contamination. EPA is )
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,seekmg this amendment to clan!‘y its
authority to request and consider such
data in 2alisting decxswns

Timetable: - ‘
Action Date  FRACite -

" NPRM . 10/12/89 54F-R41930
Final Action ~ 00/00/00

‘ Small Entities Affected: B.xsmesses.
Governmental Jurisdictions

‘Government Levels Affected: State.
Federal

Analysis: Regulatory Flexxbxlxty
Analysis

,Addlﬂom! Information: SAN No. 2622

. Agoncy Contact: Narendra Chllldhln.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency . Response,’
/(5304) Washxngton. DC 20460 202

'260-4787 . ,

leN: 2050—AC65

Agency Contact: John Austin,
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,

(5304), Washmgton DC 20460, 202
260-4789

RIN: 2050—AD59

' 4082, IDENTIFICATION mo usnm ‘

OF HAZARDOUS WASTE:
.CARBAMATE CHEMICALS
PRODUCTION WASTES .

Legal Authority: 42 USC 8912(a)}/RCRA
3001; 42 USC 8921; 42 USC. 9602(&)
42 USC 690S8; 42 USC 68922 -

‘CFR Citation: 40 CFR 261; 40 CFR 271:
.40 CFR302 .

Legsl Deediine: NPRM. Judicml

january 31, 1994. Final, Statutory,

- February 8, 1986. Final, Indxcul
January 31, 1995.

Abetract: Section 3001(e) of RCRA ey

requires EPA to make a determination

of whether or not to list carbamate

~ wastes as hazardous wastes. Carbamate
chemical production includes ail
carbamates, carbamoyl oxime,
thiocarbamate and dithiocarbemats:
chemicals for all end uses, including - -
but not limited to: intermediates,
herbicides, insscticides, fungicides or

. rubber processing additives. Carbamate’

production also includes intermediate  JNPAM _

compounds used primarily as inputs to
" carbamate processes: These wastes may
- also be designated as hazardous -
substances under CERCLA.

" Timetable:

-.media and d

4083, FINAL DETERMINATION OF THE
.APPLICABILITY OF THE TOXICITY -
'CHARACTERISTICRULETO
- UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS

CONTAMINATED MEDIA AND DEBRIS .

. Legai Authomy' 42 USC 6921/RCRA
- 3001

CFR cmﬂ‘ 40 CFR 261.
Legai Deadiine: None ,
Abstract: In the final hazardous wastae

Toxicity Characteristic (TC) rule, EPA

decided to temporarily defer a final

_ decision on the application of the TC

rule to media and debris contaminated
with petroleum from underground
storage tanks (USTs) that are sub;ect to’
UST corrective action requirements

. under 40 CFR Part 280. The Agency

believed the UST regulations governing

cleanups at these sites would be

adequate in the interim. The

Crplicaﬂon of the TC rule to UST
sanups was temporarily delayed so -

that the Agency could evaiuate the -
© extent an‘zismmn of these impacts and '

alternative mechanisms for

- implementing UST cleanups. The
. Agency has completed studies of the
<. charscteristics of UST corrective action
" gites, and current practices for "
muﬁ:mcnt of media and debris under

I State programs. As a result
of these studies, EPA proposad to
exampt UST: leum-contaminated’

of EA’: Hazardous Wuu Rnguhnom.

is from certain portions

Action Date FR Cle

NPRM ,
Final Action 01/00/98

'Smail Entities Affected: Undetermined
Government Levels’ Affected: None -

Additional information: SAN No. 3033,

03/01/94 S8 FR 9808 -

Action Dute FR Ce

Final Action _ - 08/0088

‘swmAmmm ' |
, aommu\nhAwNm ,
" Additions! lnformation: SAN No. 3189.

Agency Contact: John Heffelfinger,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency
(5401W), Wuhmgton. DC 20460, m
308-8381 , .

RiN: ZOSO-ADGQ

02/12/33 58 FR 8504

4oe4 mpom's AND expom's OF ‘

HAZARDOUS WASTE:

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE OECD
DECISION FOR RECYCLABLE
WASTES

Legal Authority: 22 USC 2656: 42 Usc*

. 6901/RCRA 3001

. CFR Citation: 40 CFR . 260; 40 CFR 261;
40 CFR 262; 40 CFR 263: 40 CFR 264:
. 40 CFR 265; 40 CFR 266 ‘

Legii Deadline: None

‘Abstract; On March 30, 1992, the

Organization for Economic Cooperation
and Development (OECD) adopted the

* "Council’s Final Decision on the Control ,7

of Transfrontier Movements of Wastes
Destined for Recovery Operations. The
United States, a member of the OECD,
supported the Decision, which is
legally binding. The Decision
established a graduated system of
procedural controls for the export and -

- import of wastes for recovery, -

dependmg on whether a waste is’

. included in the green, amber. or red
- lists. Green wastes are subject only to

controls imposed in normal
international commercial shxpmems

. Amber and red wastes that are

considered hazardous are sub)eci to

“additional controls regarding: -

notificstion to and consent from the
exporting, unpomng. and transit
countries; contracts; tra

~documents; and, recordkeepmg The .
. Agency is codifying these provisions in

an interim final rule which would -

. replace the current RCRA export/import

regulations for hazardous widste .

destined for ncovery within the OECD
feomt) .

Timetable: C

Action Oete FR Cite

Final Action 101W94‘ ‘ ’

Small Entities Aw Nonc N

GovunmuvobAwsmm. o

. Federal
‘Additionsl information: SANNo’ 314,

ABSTRACT CONT: These changes do

. not affect the RCRA export/import

regulations for hazardous wastes

. moving for trestment or disposal within

the OECD or moving for treatment,

disposal or recovery purposes to other -
countries outside the OECD.

Agency Contact Susan
Environmental Protection Agency. :
Solid Waste and Emergency Responss,
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(5304).‘ Washington. DC 20460, 202
260-4534

- RIN: 2050~-AD87

4085. REGULATORY DETERMINATION
ON REMAINING WASTES FROM THE
COMBUSTION OF FOSSIL FUELS

Legal Authority: 42 usc -
6921(b)(3)(C)/RCRA 3001()(3)(C)

CER Citation: Not yet determined

Legal Deadline: Final, Judicial. April
1, 1998. R ‘

Abstract: As required by consent
decree. the Agency determined on
December 1, 1992. that additional study
of four large-volume wastes -- fly ash.
bottom ash, boiler slag and flue gas
emission control wastes -- from the
combustion of coal by electric utility
power plants was not necessary, and
that a Final Regulatory Determination
would be made on these wastes by
August 2, 1993. (This determination .
was signed on August 2, 1993 and
published in the Federal Register on
August 9, 1993). The Agency also
determined that for the remaining
fossil-fuel combustion wastes,
additional data collection is necessary
to make a Regulatory Determination on
these wastes and a final regulatory '
_determination will be made by April
1, 1998. The phrase “‘remaining wastes”
refers to (1) fly ash, bottom ash, boiler
slag, and flue gas emission control
wastes from the combustion of coal by
electric utility power plants when such
_ wastes are mixed with, co-disposed. co-
treated, or otherwise co- with
other wastes generated in conjunction.
with the combustion of coal or other
fossil fuels, (cont)

Timetsble:

. UsCe6938
" CFR Citation: 40 CFR 261
. Legail Deadline: None

‘Actien Dawe FR Cite-

Notics of Data
Availabiity

Regulatory
Detsnmenation
{Phass | Four
Fossd Fuel Wastes)

Reguiatory '
Detarmination ¢
(Phase Il
Remainng Wastes)

Smali Entities Atfected: Undetermined

Govemment Leveis Atfected:
Undetermined

Additional Information: SAN No. 3201.

ABSTRACT CONT: and (2) any other
wastes subject to séction 8002(n) of

“02/12/33 58 FR 8273
0a/OWS3 58 FR 42468

* RCRA other than those subject to the

August 1992 Regulatory determination
referenced above. : :

Agency Contact: Patricia Whiting,
Environmental Protection Agency.
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5302W)..Washington, DC 20460. 703
308-8421 :

RIN: 2050-AD91

4086. HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM;

'MODIEICATION OF THE HAZARDOUS

WASTE PROGRAM; MERCURY
CONTAINING LAMPS

 Legal Authority: 42 USC 6905; 42 USC

6912; 42 USC6921: 42 USC 6922: 42

. -
Abstract: EPA is considering two
deregulatory options for the
management of spent mercury-
containing lamps based on data which

_indicate that these lamps may be safely

managed outside of the RCRA
hazardous waste system or within a
reduced regulatory structure under it.
Option one would exclude mercury-

. containing lamps from regulation as

hazardous waste if they are disposed
of in municipal solid waste landfills
(MSWLFs) that are registered, ‘
permitted, or licensed by states with
EPA approved MSWLF permitting
programs, or in state registered,

itted, or licensad mercury-
reclamation facilities. Under this -
option, incineration of lamps in
municipal waste combustors would be
prohibited. Option two would reduce
Subtitle C requirements by adding

-containing lamps to the

proposed universal waste system (s8
FR 8102, 4/25/93) for certain widely
generated hazardous wastes {primarily

(5304). Washington. DC 20460. 202
260-6721 X

RIN: 2050-AD93

4087. RCRA EXPANDED PUBLIC

PARTICIPATION AND REVISIONS TO
COMBUSTION PERMITTING . '
PROCEDURES - ’

Regulatory Plan: This entry is Seq. No.
165 in Part II of thi$ issue of the
Federal Register. ‘

RIN: 2050-ADg7

4088. REPORT TO CONGRESS AND
FINAL REGULATORY o
DETERMINATION ON CEMENT KILN

. DUST .

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6921/RCRA.

3001(b)(3)(A)(iii); RCRA 8002(0)

CFR Citation: Not yet determined
Legai Deadiine: NPRM, Judicial, .

.December 31, 1993. Final, Judicial,
- January 31, 1995. . T

Abstract: RCRA 8002(0) requires that
the Cement Kiln Dust Report to
Congress study the sources and .
volumes of cement kiln dust, current

-and alternative waste management
. practices and their costs and economic
impacts, documented damages to '

human health and the environment
from cement kiln dust disposal, and
existing state and Federal regulation of
these wastes. EPA will use this -

'information to develop a

recommendation as to whether -
regulation of cement kiln dust is
warranted under Subtitle C of RCRA.
After an opportunity for public
comment on the Report to Congress,
EPA will make a final regulatory . .
determination. ' o

. Under the terms of a proposed consent

decree, the Cament Kiln Dust Report
to Congress was completed by

nickpl_-cad)mium batteries and amcellefi December 31, 1993; the Regulatory
pesticides - : . . Determination must be made by -
Timetable: ~__ TJanuary.31, 1985.

Action Datwe FRCie  Timetable: ~
NPRM 07/Z7194 59 FR 38288 Action Oate FR Cits
Finat Action 070095  irkeren Final Rule 01/06/94 59 FR 709
Smail Entities Affocted: None, " Reguistory 01/00/96 A
Government Levels Atfected: None Oewnmination . . . o
Acditional Information: SAN No, 3237, Smail Entites ""“"‘:: U:‘:"’““““’d
Agency Contact: Greg Helms, S:d' e.tle"rmmm""edt Leveis A _.°. ' %

Environmental Protection Agency,

_ Solid Waste and Emergency Response,

66

Additional Information: SAN No. 3334.

38237 |

‘{;
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Agency Contact: William Schoenborn.
Environmental Protection Agency.

- Solid Waste and. Emergency Response.
(5302W), Washmgton DC. 20460, 703
308- 8483 -

RIN: 2050-AE02 -

4089. CORRECTIVE ACTION FOR

' SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS

(SWMUS) AT HAZARDOUS WASTE
MANAGEMENT FAC!LITIES

Legat Authority: 42 USC 6924/RCRA
3004(u), 3004(v)

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 264: 40 CFR 270
‘Legai Deadline: None™

Abstract: This action would set forth
the technical and procedural - .
requirements for conducting corrective.
action to clean up significant releases
to air, surface water, groundwater and
soil at solid waste management units
(SWMUs) at operating, closed, or
. closing RCRA facilities. The regulations
.would define the structure of the -
program, and the requirements for
implementing remedial action, remedy.

- selection and corrective measures. :
Currently, the permitting agencies must

make case-by-case decisions using a

scant regulatory framework. This

- regulation will be issued in several -
phases. The next phase (Phase II}) will

ﬁnahza certain provisions of the 1996

: pmposaI Phase II will involve

' reproposing remunmg elemants of tho

‘original pro

Timetable: :
Action . Dete FR Cits
 NPRM " 07/27/90 - 55 FR 30798

anm(mli 02/18/93 58 FR 5658
Final Rule (Phase Il) 08/00/96 .

NPRM (Phase Iy ©  00/00/00

Final Action - oomm

Smdi emm- Affected: None:

Govermnment Levels Amcbd: Stato.
v Federal '

Analydo: Ragulatory Flex:bxhty

Analysxs

 Additionsl Information: SAN No. zsso,

Agency Contact: Guy Tm
Environmental Protection Agency, =
* Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
{5303W), Washmgton. DC 20460, 703
308-86822

 RIN: 2050-AB80

_ 3004, 3007

4080. RCRA SUBTITLE c FINANCIAL
TEST CRITERIA (REVISION) '

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6905/RCRA
1006; 42 USC 6912(a)/RCRA 2002(a); 42
USC 6924/RCRA 3004 42 USC -

6925/RCRA 3005 o

.CFR Citation: 40 CFR 264: 40 CFR 265
40 CFR 280:40 CFR 761

Logal Deadlim- None

Abstract: This amendment- would
revise financial test criteria that must
be satisfied by TSDF owners and
operators empioying the testto .
demonstrate RCRA financial
responsibility requirements. The :

-anticipated revisions would adjust test
. criteria so as to increase availability of

this assurance mechanism to financially
viable and stable firms and increases

rsansmvxty to’ bankmptcy predxctxon

: Tlmotablo. .
Action - m- , FR Gite
. NPRM - 07/01/91  S6 FR 30201
Final Action (3n:l 09/16/92 S7 FR 42832 -
Party Liabikty, ’ LT -
Closure/Post .
Ciosures) . . '
- Final Action - - 00/00/00
. (Corporate ‘
Financial Test)
Smafl Entities Affected: None

‘Government Levels Affected: None

Additional information: SAN No. 2647.

~ Agency Contact: Tim O'Malley,

Environmental Protection Agency, .
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
($303W), Washmg:on. DC.20480. 703
308-8813

RIN: 2050-AC71"

4091. TREATMENT, STORAGE, Aim

- DISPOSAL FACILITY—RCRA AIR -

EMISSION STANDARDS
Legal Authority: 42 USC 6924/RCRA

A

CFR Citation: 40CFR284'40CFR265

Legal Mlno- Final, ]udxcnl
November 1994.

, Abomt:‘rhopurposaofthuacnon:s

to investigate the heaith and
environmental impacts of non-
combustion source air emissions from

- hazardous waste treatment, storage, and .

disposal facilities and to develop -
standards for monitoring and control as
needed. Sources include tanks, surface

- impoundments, landfills, waste piles,

land treatment operatxons and -

3

67

* Pollutants to be considered by such

: a three-phase approach: Phase [
‘regulates organic emission from.

_surface impoundments. and
‘miscellaneous units; and Phase III will

" Phase Ii: Tanks snd impoundments

: ;Govommont Lovols Affecud State

wastewater treatment facilities.

standards would include volatile

organic’ compounds particuiate matter,
specific toxic substances, or a o

combination of these. The mandate for .

standards development under RCRA is

to protect human health and the-. :

environment. The Agency has adopted

equipment leaks and process vents: -
Phase II will address tanks. containers,

address residual risk associated with -
particular hazardous orgamc
constituents. g

'nmmm-

Phase i: Lesks and Vents .
NPRM 02/05/87 (52 FR 3748)
Final Action 06/21/90 (55 FR 25454)

‘NPRM 07/22/91 (56 FR 33490)
Fmal Action 10/00/94

Smdl Entities Aﬂoctod Govemmental
Iunsdxctxons

Local, Federal o
Addlﬁond Infomudon. SAN No. 2240. _

Agoncy Contact: Michele Aston.-
Environmental Protection. Agency,. Air
and Radiation, (MD-13), Research ’

. Triangle Park. NC 27711, 919 541-2383

RiN: 2050—AD62

4002. HAZAR_DOUS WASTE -
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM;

- AMENDMENT TO GENERIC

EXCLUSION LEVEL FOR KOS1, KO62
AND FOOS HTMR RESIDUALS (NON-
ENCAPSULATED USES); FINAL RULE

Authomy' 42 USC 6905/RCRA

Legal .
100S; 42 USC 6912(a)/RCRA zooz(a). 42

USC 6924/RCRA 3004
CFR Cihﬂon 40 CFR 266
Legal Deadtine: NPRM. Iudxcml

. February 14,.1994. Final, Judicial,

August 15, 1994.

Abstract: Certain non-encapsulated
uses of slag residues derived from high
temperature metal recovery (HTMR)

‘treatment of KO61, K062, and FOO6,

as waste-derived products placed on
the land, will be prohibited unless
there is compliance with all Subtitle C

standards apphcablo to. land dxsposal
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Timetahle: . CFR Citation: 40 CFR 258 Timetable: . L |
Action Dats FR Cite Leg'al Deadline:. None Action Dats FR'Cite
NPRM 02/23/94 56 FR 8583 T creld allre

) i Abstract: This rule would allow NPRM 04/20/34 - 58 FR '8852
Final Action 10/00:94 ‘financially strong local governments Final Action 120094 -

Smail Entities Affected: None -
Government Leveis Atfectsd: State,
Local, Federal

Additional Information: SAN No. 3368.
Agency Contact: Narendra K.
Chaudhari, Environmental Protection
Agency, Solid Waste and Emergency

Response. (5304), Washington, DC
20460 202 260-4787

RiIN: ZOSO—AEOQ

4003. EXTENSION OF STATES
INTERIM AUTHORIZATION OPTION TO
CARRY OUT POST: -HSWA
REGULATIONS

Legail Authority: 42 USC GBZG/RCR.A
3006(g)

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 271 24

Log&l Deadiine: None »
Abstract: This action proposesto -
extend the interim authorization option
available to States beyond January 1,
1993. Interim authorization allows a
State which has been grantad RCRA.
base program authorization to carry out

post-HSWA regulations'dnce it has .
submitted svidence that these

regulations are substantially equivalent -

to the federal requirements. The
Agency proposes to extend the
availability of interim authorization to
January 1, 2003.

- . Solid Waste and Emerge
" (5303W), Washington, DC 20460 703
+ 308-8613 . :

Timetable:

* Action Dete FR Che
intenm Final Rl 12/1&/92 57 FR 60129
Final Action 12/00/34

Small Entities Affected: None
Government Levels Affected: None

Additional information: SAN No. 3094.

Agency Contact: Richard La Shier,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5303W), Washington, DC 20460, 703
308-8760

RIN: 2050-ADS7

4094. FINANCIAL TEST FOR LOCAL
GOVERNMENTS THAT
OWNOPERATE MUNICIPAL SOLID
WASTE LANDFILLS -

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6941 to
6949/RCRA 4001 to 4009

- that own/operate municipal solid waste -

landfills the option of using a financial

test to demonstrate financial assurance .

for costs associated with closure, post-
closure, and corrective action of known
releases.

Timetable: :
Action  Date FR Cite
NPRM 12/27/93 58 FR 68353
Final Action 04/00/95 .

Small Entities Aﬂectod Governmental
Jurisdictions

Govermnment Lovols Affected: Local
Additional Information: SAN No. 2761.

Agency Contact: Tim O’Mallcy.
Environmental Protection Agency,
rgency Response,

RIN: 2!_)50—AD04

' 4095. COMPREHENSIVE GUIDELINE

FOR PROCUREMENT OF PRODUCTS
CONTAINING RECOVERED
MATERIALS

Logd Authority: 42 USC 8912(&)/RCR.A
6002(a)

CFR Citation: 40C§FR247

‘ I..gd Deadiine: None

Abstract: RCRA 6002 requires EPA to
issue guidelines for the procurement .of
recycled products. EPA is to designate
items which can be made with

recovered materials and to recommend -

practices for the procurement of those
items by Federal procuring agencies.
Once designated, procuring agencies_’

. are required to purchase these items

with the l:ughest percentage of
recovered materials practicable. Under
RCRA 6002, EPA has issued
procurement guidelines for five items:
paper and paper products, lubricating
oil, tires, building insulation, and
cement and concrete. Until now, both
the-item designation and the -
procurement rocommendations were
proposed and finalized as one
document in the Fedsral Register and
subsequently codxﬁed in 40 CFR Pans

'247-253.

68

Small Entities Affected: Undetermined

Government Lwola Aﬂoct.d State, g 1

Local, Federal

Procurement: This is a procurement-
related action for which there is a
statutory requirement. The agency has

- not yet determined whether there is a

paperwork burden associated with this

-action.
‘Additional Informaﬂon- SAN No. 3384.
‘Agency Contact: Beverly Goldblatt,

Environmental Protection Agency,

. Solid Waste and Emergency Response,
(5306}, Washington, DC 20460, 202

260-7932

RIN: 2050-AE16

. 4096. UNDERGROUND STORAGE

TANKS—LENDER LIABILITY

Legal Authority: 42 USC 6991/RCRA
9001; 42 USC 6991/RCRA 9003

CFR Citation: 40 CFR 280
L.gd DOeadiine: None

Abstract: This. regulation will address
the liability of secured creditors
(“lenders”) regarding contaminated
properties they hold as collateral. The
regulation is needed to remove a '
current barrier to the financing of -
underground storage tank (UST) -
facilities and increase the amount of
capital available to UST owners. - -
Without adequate financing, many UST
owners will be unable to make the
improvements to their facilities

necessary to comply with )
environmental regulations.
Timetable:

Action Dste . . FR Cite
NPRM 08/13/94 53 FR 30448
Finsl Action 08/00/95

. Smalit Entities Affected: None
* Government Leveis Affected: None

Additional Information: SAN No. 3149.

Agency Contact: Shelley Fudge.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Solid Waste and Emergency Response,

4 -

(5401W), Washington, DC 20460, 703 ¢

308-8838
RIN: 2050-AD67










