


i
|
the workplace and in consumer goods. Toxics incineration does little to curtail1
range of problems. In recent months, there has been a nationwide upsurge of prop
for new incinerators. Yet the EPA's own 1987 survey showed that incineration cap
will continue to exceed the growth of waste streams between now and 1992. Nor is
a proven need for more toxics burners beyond that time. Toxics reduction and was
reduction techniques are capable of yielding dramatic cutbacks in the amount of w
generated in the US. For instance, the Congressional Office of Technology Assess
has stated that with government encouragement, a 507 cut in waste production shou
achievable over a five year period. Toxics reduction and waste reduction are goo
the economy as well as the environment. Companies that have gone the extra mile
reduced their toxics usage and waste production have discovered that this shift a
saves money. In some cases the savings are in millions of dollars per year. Yet
EPA gives only 1lip service to reduction strategies and instead is increasingly fd
on getting the state's to establish more facilities. Under EPA's policies, reduc
toxic wastes and chemicals is entirely a voluntary matter for America's businesse
EPA has not adopted any enforceable requirements for industries to implement or e
study reduction measures. NICF's survey of 21 states conducted for the report f
that the states are generally following the EPA's lead on these issues. Only fou
121 states surveyed claimed that reduction strategies would play a major role in t
capacity assurance plans. What is worse, almost all of the states surveyed are w
their capacity assurance plans behind closed doors, and plan to "spring" these pl
the public this fall as a fait accompli! The blame for this closed process lies
much with the EPA as with the states, since the EPA does not require the states t
involve the public in capacity planning. While people in other countries are sta
in front of tanks to create democracy, our supposedly democratic government is qu
cutting deals to compromise our health as well as our rights to set public policy
ever there were a time that the American public needs to stand up and be heard on
behalf of environmental democracy, now is that time!

The National Toxics Campaign Fund report, FROM POISON TO PREVENTION, calls for st

federal policies which:

** Establish a 5 year moratorium on the siting and licensing of new incinerators
land disposal facilities.

** Rely upon "front end" waste reduction, not siting, in the state capacity assuj
plans that are due this October. No state should be planning new facilities
CAP. Instead, each state should use the plan to establish policies for waste
reduction and toxics usage reduction.

%% Require industries to conduct comprehensive audits of the availability of toxi

reduction and waste reduction measures on a binding timetable.

|WHAT YOU CAN DO: Press conferences and protests are being planned in many states
August 17, two months before the October 17 deadline for capacity assurance plans
Activists will be calling on their Governors to
the process of Capacity Assurance Planning to th
public, to adopt moratoria on siting, and to est
toxics reduction requirements.

Wallace Campbell of the NICF at 205-652-9854. F

Linda of the details.

send $15 to

National Toxics Campaign Fund
37 Temple Place, 4th Floor
Boston, MA 02111
Telephone: 617-482-1477

{ Paul & Ellen Connert, Editors
82 Judson Street
Canton, New York 13617

(315)379-9200
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TO LINK WITH ACTIVISTS IN YOUR STATE contact Linda

groups fighting haz. waste 1nc1nerators please inform

FOR A COPY OF THE REPORT "FROM PqISONG TO PREVENTION"

osals
acity
there
te
aste
ment

ctually
the
cussed
tion of
s. The
ven to
ound
r of
heir
riting
ans on

o]
nding
ietly
. If

ate and
and

rance

on
open

'y

ablish

0Y

Archived copy from www.AmericanHealthStudies.org

Page 126



