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Introduction

Your Details

1  What is your name?

Name:
Western Metropolitan Regional Council

2  Do you want to remain anonymous?

No

3  What age-group are you in?

Not applicable (e.g. organisation)

6  Do your views officially represent those of an organisation?

Yes, I am authorised to submit feedback on behalf of an organisation

If yes, please specify the name of your organisation.:
Western Metropolitan Regional Council

7  Which of the following best describes the group or person you represent?

Government body

If other, please specify.:

8  Are there specific parts of your submission that you want to keep confidential?

No

If yes, please outline which specific parts of your submission must be kept confidential and explain why:

Objective of the waste levy

1  Are there any beneficial outcomes that can be achieved by a levy beyond those identified in the objectives of Waste Strategy 2030?

How the levy can help achieve the objectives of Waste Strategy 2030

1  Are there any other strengths or weaknesses of a waste levy as an instrument for achieving the objectives of Waste Strategy 2030?

WMRC concurs with WALGAs statement that the Waste Levy is a blunt policy instrument where very little of the proceeds return to the Local Governments 
whose ratepayers fund it. WMRC Member Councils have limited ability to decrease the impact of the Waste Levy on their ratepayers; their only policy 
levers are moving from GO to a FOGO system, decreasing the size of residual waste bins and undertaking effective waste education. The WMRCs view is 
that a higher proportion of Waste Levy funds should be hypothecated to waste matters and directed to: 
a. strategic waste management issues such as ensuring that waste infrastructure is optimally planned and used and that waste is efficiently transported 
and





5  What other advantages or disadvantages could arise from a regional waste levy?

In the event of DWER extending the Levy area beyond the Metropolitan area, WMRC concurs with WALGA around 100% hypothecation, investment in 
transport and infrastructure and cost recovery and in addition considers that it would be inappropriate to apply these provisions to non-Metropolitan 
councils were they not also applied to Metropolitan councils.

Waste management options to be levied

1  Waste Strategy 2030 proposes that by 2020, only residual waste will be used for energy recovery. How will this requirement affect your 
waste management operations?

2  Would a waste levy on energy recovery have a different effect on your operations?

WMRC notes that the waste levy is a factor influencing Waste to Energy pricing. It is likely that any levy increase will be matched by the Waste to Energy 
operators thereby placing upward pressure on the price to Local Governments of any residual waste disposal. This would occur even if a levy were not 
placed directly on residual waste directed to a Waste to Energy facility.
Although the facilities’ licence conditions state that only residual waste from a better practice source separation system (ie FOGO) may be accepted for  
Waste to Energy, there is an opportunity to apply a levy to a proportion of residual waste which has not been derived from such a system (or system in 
transition to Better Practice source separation).

3  Are there any other waste management options where applying a levy could help achieve the objective of Waste Strategy 2030?

In the light of all these points WMRC notes that a dramatic increase of the Waste Levy will place a almost entirely unavoidable and inordinate burden on 
Local Governments.

Other improvements to the waste levy

1  What other changes to the design or implementation of the waste levy could help make it more effective or efficient in achieving the targets 
of Waste Strategy 2030?




