
 
 

 

 

 

 
 
February 13, 2018 
 
 
Mr. Jeffrey Mayhugh 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
50 West Town Street, Suite 700 
Columbus, OH 4321 
 
 
Re: Ohio’s Draft Hazardous Waste Laundered Textile Exclusion 
 
 
Dear Mr. Mayhugh: 
 
Pursuant to Ohio EPA’s Public Notice, issued on January 11, 2018, The Ohio Manufacturers’ 
Association (OMA) is hereby providing Ohio EPA with written comments to Ohio’s Proposed 
Draft Hazardous Waste Laundered Textile Exclusion Rule 3745-51-06.   
 
The OMA is dedicated to protecting and growing manufacturing in Ohio. The OMA represents 
over 1,400 manufacturers in every industry throughout Ohio.  For more than 100 years, the 
OMA has supported reasonable, necessary and transparent environmental regulations that 
promote the health and well-being of Ohio’s citizens. 
 
The OMA would like to thank Ohio EPA for the opportunity to comment on the proposed draft 
rules for the regulatory exclusion for hazardous waste textiles. We certainly appreciate the effort 
that went into drafting these rules. It is important for Ohio manufacturers, many who operate in a 
variety of states to be able to follow similar policies and regulations in the different states. 
Placing more stringent requirements in Ohio versus neighboring states that already operate 
textile exclusions policies has the potential of placing Ohio manufacturers at a competitive 
disadvantage or creating a system that does not conform with generally accepted 
environmentally safe practices.  
 
Instead of creating and implementing an entirely novel regulatory scheme for textile exclusion, 
OMA recommends that Ohio EPA  consider and adopt the approach taken by Indiana, which 
has proven to be highly successful, straightforward in implementation, and environmentally-
friendly. The Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) does not regulate 
“contaminated” (i.e., soiled) clothing sent for cleaning and reuse as a “solid waste,” therefore, 
laundered and reused clothing is not subject to regulation under RCRA in Indiana. IDEM 
addresses the issue of laundered textiles in its guidance document “Management of 
Contaminated Wipes and Reusable Cloth Items.”1  
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 https://www.in.gov/idem/landquality/files/hw_info_contaminated_wipes.pdf 
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Unlike Ohio EPA’s proposed regulation, IDEM’s regulatory scheme does not consider 
contaminated clothing that is sent to laundries and subsequently reused as being “discarded” 
and, therefore, contaminated clothing is not subject to regulation under RCRA.  IDEM requires 
that certain conditions be met in order to use the exclusion, such as accumulating contaminated 
clothing to be laundered in containers that are in good condition and the discharging laundry 
wastewater to a CWA permitted industrial POTW or through a CWA permitted industrial point 
source. 
 
OMA believes IDEM’s reasoning for not classifying soiled or incidentally-contaminated cloth or 
textiles as solid wastes is appropriate and should serve as a model for Ohio for the following 
reasons: 
 

 Soiled textiles, such as gloves, uniforms and aprons, are not discarded prior to 
laundering onsite or off.  They are not abandoned, placed on the land or 
inherently waste-like. 

 

 Soiled textiles such as gloves, uniforms and aprons are not spent within the 
historic application of the term within RCRA.  Such textiles are laundered for 
appearance and/or hygienic reasons, not because they are unable to continue to 
function as designed or intended. 

 
If Ohio EPA decides to move forward with a rulemaking to regulate certain textiles intended to 
be laundered, OMA strongly urges Ohio EPA to minimize the conditions placed on the 
generators of such textiles. A good example of this is found in Michigan, where the Michigan 
Department of Environmental Quality excludes laundered textiles from regulation as a 
recyclable material without imposing unnecessary conditions. Michigan’s exclusion – like Ohio 
EPA’s proposed rule – requires no free liquids be present when sending contaminated textiles 
to be laundered, but Michigan’s rules do not require the listing of every hazardous constituent 
found within the textile (as required by (e)(ix) of Ohio’s proposed rule).2 See MAC R 
299.9206(3)(g). 
 
The current draft regulation, as proposed by Ohio EPA, is too burdensome for many of the 
intended beneficiaries to take advantage of the intended exclusion. Such examples of these 
burdens include providing the launderer written notice of the hazards of hazardous waste 
textiles and another notice of the hazardous constituents of the hazardous waste textiles. Since 
the discharge from these facilities is regulated under the Clean Water Act, this requirement is 
burdensome and repetitive without providing any additional environmental benefit. Simply 
stated, referring to these textiles as “Hazardous Waste Textiles” is counterproductive since most 
of these textiles have been laundered in the ordinary course of business for more than 50 years.  
 
OMA believes it is important for Ohio EPA to recognize laundered textiles should be excluded 
from conventional hazardous waste laws and there are better ways to provide an exclusion than 
what has been proposed. The ten conditions proposed by Ohio EPA each erect unnecessary 
barriers and, as outlined above, the burdensome notice requirements may deter many 
companies from participating in a regulatory regime that is intended to be beneficial to them, 
but, in practice, will do nothing more than levy additional cumbersome, needless regulation.   
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 https://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/deq-whm-hwp-Part111Rules_248146_7.pdf 
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We again thank the agency for the opportunity to provide comments.  We look forward to 
working with the agency in an interested-party meeting as the draft and these comments are 
taken under consideration.    
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rob Brundrett 
Director, Public Policy Services 
 
 
 
cc: Julianne Kurdila, Committee Chair 

Frank L. Merrill, Esq. 


