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10 June 2010
Comments to Draft Waste Management Strategy

In general, we feel the Strategy is well drafted and research and want to congratulate the drafters on the work to date. The consultative process has been extensive and informative; we appreciate the Department of Environment’s commitment to the process.

In detail, our comments are as follows:

· 1.6.2 

eWaste: While some e-waste can be hazardous the waste also contains valuable and rare metals, such as gold, palladium and indium. Recovery of these metals should be encouraged in a world economy where resource scarcity is a major concern. A recent UNEP report by an independent panel of scientists highlighted the need to recover these metals. The report is available online at http://www.unep.org/metalstocks/documents/pdf/MetalStocksInSocietyScienceSynth_full_en.pdf .

A well –developed formal refurbishing industry exists and thrives in the country and forms part of a sensible re-use solution to extend the life of equipment before it becomes waste. Many refurbishers import second-hand goods to be sold into our market. As most of this equipment is returned to refurbishers at end-of-life it can then be put into the responsible e-waste management system that exists.

Health Care waste

Dental amalgam contains Mercury (40-60%) which currently ends up in the waste water stream and sewage sludge as Methyl Mercury. There is currently technology available from Reolux International to separate the mercury from the waste water from dental chairs.

Batteries

Most Button cell batteries contain around 20 – 25 mg of Mercury.

Florescent Lamps and High Density Discharge Lamps

Some HID’s do not have a fluorescent coating, but still contain mercury of about 20 – 200 mg per lamp. A compound of arsenic, gallium arsenide (GaAs), is also used to make light-emitting diodes (LEDs). It is considered highly toxic and carcinogenic. This compound is also a major component of solar cells.
· 2.5 We ask that the para on storage of hazardous waste be updated to reflect the requirements in the Waste Act and List of Waste Management Activities.
· 3.4.7 Table 8 we note the time frame of two years for the Waste Stream IndWMP for the remaining six types of e-waste. Will this be a voluntary plan or will the Minister ask for a plan to be developed?

· 4.9 Wile we appreciate that the authors noted the progress eWASA made we ask that as this is a strategy document detail such as percentages and rand value is left open for discussion in the IndWMP, giving the industry time to agree on such measures. We would welcome regulatory support to ensure that there are no free riders in the system and will describe in detail how this can be achieved in the IndWMP. eWASA has developed Technical Guidelines for Dismantlers and recyclers of Electrical and Electronic Equipment and would submit that these be part of the standards developing process.
Microsoft EOC Comments on 4.9 eWaste 

Submitted by Microsoft EOC on Fri, 2010-07-02 12:00. 

 

Microsoft fully supports extended producer responsibility whereby producers take responsibility for end-of-life recycling of products.  Microsoft however cannot support the proposal contained in sections 4.9(5) and 4.9(6) for a 10% recycling levy on all imported electronic and electrical products because it is an indiscriminate and unfair measure.  

 

Microsoft proposes the actual cost of recycling waste electrical and electronics discarded by consumers be borne by producers in proportion to their individual market share express by weight.  This approach has worked well in Europe over the past number of years.  It eliminates the need for a visible fee and allows producers to internalise recycling costs.  And it ensures costs borne by producers reflect the actual cost of recycling provided competitive take-back systems are operational.  

 

Furthermore, Microsoft believes that producers should where possible take individual responsibility (IPR) for the recycling of their products and that such recycling should be recognised as contributing to a producer’s obligation.

Comment on section 4.9 by Dell South Africa 

Submitted by Jonathan Perry on Mon, 2010-06-07 17:47. 

Dell expresses concern to the impression given in sections 4.9(5) and 4.9(6) that some producers are aware of and have agreed to the proposal as outlined for a 10% recycling fee to be levied on all imported goods when that is not the case. The proposed 10% import levy is vastly disproportionate to the actual cost of recycling.

Dell has global experience in the establishment and running of producer take back systems and in the treatment of e-waste and in all cases has seen monopolistic take back systems increase cost for producers through lack of competition and demonstrate little or no benefit to the producer or consumer.

Dell has signed a memorandum of understanding which outlines principles of a competitive and equitable take back structure. Producers should pay for their market share of waste collected and treated by their appointed scheme. Producers should also be able to take back products using their own collection systems and these volumes be counted towards their own obligation thus embuing the principles of collective and individual producer responsibility. All producers should be able to demonstrate their Take Back scheme in operation or be obliged to join an appropriate take back scheme to prevent ‘free riders’ and avoid cross subsidisation of the treatment across collection categories. 

The cost of recycling or managing E-Waste should not be recovered through the use of Visible Fees or a 10% import levy, producers should cover the cost of recycling through the internalization of recycling costs ensuring that these costs reflect the actual costs incurred for the volumes of products which are recycled.

4.9 eWaste 

Submitted by HP South Africa on Mon, 2010-05-17 10:45. 

Reference to subsections 4.9(5) and 4.9(6) - Concern is raised due to the impression created that a 10% recycling fee could be levied on imports and that certain producers have agreed to these arrangement which is incorrect.

HP South Africa along with some other producers have entered into similar Memorandum of Understandings with eWASA where it is made clear that a competitive take back structure will be implemented whereby obligation calculations will be performed separate to recycling operations. Producer obligation will be determined based on individual market share. The producer will then fulfill the obligation by entering into a contract with an approved recycler. The approved recycler will only be paid for actual goods collected and recycled according to the producer’s individual obligation.
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