
SWRR II Recycling/General Subgroup Meeting Summary
11/8/2012
Meeting began at approximately 1:00 pm in Manchac/Mobile conference room. 
Topics discussed include the following:
· Revising the definition of 'process' to exclude evaporating wash-water waste on-site at oil & gas equipment companies that use wash racks.  Their intent is to eliminate a wastewater discharge and the resulting solid waste would be disposed of properly.  It was asked if this wastewater contained any free or emulsified oils that might evaporate out as air emissions.  It was stated that the oil/water separators (and phase separation within storage tanks) capture hydrocarbons before the remaining wash-water enters the evaporator.  Since this does appear like 'processing' of solid waste and the intent appears legitimate, language to exempt this activity from 'processing' will be proposed, possibly in LAC 33:VII.303.
· The revision to LAC 33:VII.508.C for non-processing transfer stations (PTS) appears to allow 'separating non-putrescible recyclable materials from commercial solid waste', therefore non-PTS could pick through ANY commercial waste stream, even if it is putrescible.  This will be discussed internally to see if that was the original intent, but if not then a change is needed to clarify that recyclables can be removed from commercial waste streams containing a de minimus amount of putrescible commercial material.
· The question arose about how construction and demolition (C/D) material can or should be processed for resource recovery.  The proposed revised definition of 'process' would allow resource recovery by contractors at points-of-generation and at the contractor's place of business, but the question remains whether a third-party can set up a collection center for C/D resource recovery.  There are examples pro and con to encouraging this activity.  This will be discussed internally to see how LDEQ can allow this and with what conditions (short of actual permitting a Type III solid waste 'processing' facility).
· The question arose about why the definition for 'transporter' excludes individuals who transport their own residential waste to a permitted solid waste facility, but not individuals who may want to transport their own commercial (business) waste.  It was proposed that individuals transporting commercial waste also be excluded from the definition of transporter, but the committee thought this might present problems if transporters of commercial waste were not subject to transporter standards or requirements.  This proposal was pulled off the table.
· After the meeting, a couple of people discussed creating some way for discarded asphaltic shingle material to be recycled into hot asphalt mix for roads. LDEQ will discuss a proposal for a 303-exemption for spent and off-spec asphaltic materials during an upcoming meeting.
