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What is this Federal Register About?
This is a proposed rule. EPA is proposing exclusions from the definition of waste for
different groups of CRTs that are destined for recycling. The different groups of CRTs
presented in the rules include: household CRTs, unused CRTs, used intact CRTs,
used broken CRTs, and used broken CRTs undergoing glass processing. Also, the
rule proposes to include mercury-containing equipment as a universal waste.

The proposal principally addresses used CRTs destined for recycling and processed
glass from CRTs. The proposed rules distinguish between used intact CRTs and
used broken CRTs.

Used intact CRTs destined for recycling would be excluded from the definition of
waste. This is an unconditional exclusion and these units are not subject to
speculative accumulation requirements. Used broken CRTs destined for recycling
would be excluded from the definition of waste if they are managed to meet certain
storage, packaging, labeling and transportation conditions. These CRTs are subject
to the speculative accumulation provisions of the hazardous waste rules.

Used CRTs undergoing glass processing are excluded from the definition of a waste
as long as the processing meets certain storage, packaging, transportation and
processing conditions. And lastly, the processed glass, itself, is excluded if it is further
processed to make new glass, sent to a lead smelter for reclamation, or otherwise
recycled in a manner that is not use constituting disposal.

What does this mean to the regulated community?
Currently in Ohio, CRTs destined for reclamation are not subject to regulation under
the hazardous waste rules. This is because Ohio EPA categorizes CRTs as
characteristic by-products. According to OAC 3745-51-02, characteristic by-products
are not defined as a solid waste when recycled by reclamation. So, this proposed rule
would increase the regulatory burden on generators and collection facilities who
recycle CRTs.

What does this mean to DHWM and/or Ohio EPA?
The scope of our hazardous waste inspections will increase to include CRTs. The
fact that different groups of CRTs are subject to different exclusions and conditions
makes this rule complex. Therefore, the time spent preparing for inspections that
include CRTs would likely increase.

Will Ohio EPA be commenting on this Federal Register?
DHWM will accept comments on this Federal Register. We are especially interested
in your comments and thoughts on how this rule can be made easier to enforce and
implement from our point of view as the regulator. Comments are due to EPA no later
then August 12. Please submit your comments to Karen Hale no later than July 8.

Federal Register Link
http://www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/EPA-WASTE/2002/June/Day-12/f13116.pdf

Federal Guidance Document: 
http://www.epa.gov/epaoswer/hazwaste/recycle/electron/crtprop.pdf

http://www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/EPA-WASTE/2002/June/Day-12/f13116.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/epaoswer/hazwaste/recycle/electron/crtprop.pdf

