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Introduction

Your Details

 

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

Company

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?

Nil response.

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?

Yes, a waste levy will encourage recycling if the legislation and regulator can ensure that illegal landfill levy avoidance does not occur. 

There has been a systemic regulatory failure producing unintended consequences. This has seen the growth of a multi-million-dollar shadow 
economy based on exploiting deficiencies in the regulations and providing a large financial incentive for criminal activity. WRIWA has estimated that 
the loss of





As outlined in (2) above, if industry is given confidence that the new regulations would be applied to create a level playing field, it would invest in both 
C&D and C&I recycling.

4  If you knew when the waste levy was going to be varied, how would it affect your decisions about managing waste or related investments?

At present the C&D and C&I industries are reluctant to invest in further recycling. However if the concerns raised in 4.2 above are addressed, a 
progressive rise in the levy, with adequate notice, would allow industry to plan and implement increased capital investment.

The C&D recycling sector has seen two separate rounds of investment and consequent improvement in recycling. The first of these was triggered by the 
rise of the rate of the landfill levy. In the first round, C&D landfills invested in screening, crushing and density separation technology and focussed on 
recovering sand and soil, while also manufacturing screened sized engineered aggregates. However this industry has now stalled with little or no 
investment as the competition from non-levy paying operations has artificially lowered the gate price and removed much of the C&D material to rural 
landfills

 

Setting future levy rates

1  How might the Government best balance the need for responsiveness to emerging knowledge about best practice waste management with 
the benefits of providing the confidence about future waste levy rates?

Confidence about future rates and how the levy is then used to support recycling is critical to support industry innovation and investment.

Geographical area of the levy

1  Are there opportunities for the recovery of regional waste that would be made more viable by a regional waste levy?

Yes, a regional C&D and C&I levy will see investment in recycling.

2  Where are these opportunities most likely to be viable?

C&D recycling is likely to be the leading opportunity. Screening out sand and soil and the production of engineered mixed aggregates use well established 
technologies from the allied quarrying industry. 

C&I recycling would be the second candidate but would be more limited requiring proximity to larger conglomerations of commercial activities and 
offices.

FOGO and Kerbside Recycling would also be supported

3  What rate of waste levy could be required to make them viable?

 recommends a different levy rate for C&D and C&I than for MSW and Class 3
PRODUCT METROPOLITAN REGIONAL
Construction & Demolition 100% of the top rate 100% of the top rate
Commercial & Industrial 100% of the top rate 100% of the top rate
Municipal Solid Waste 100% of the top rate 80% of the top rate
Class 3 solid Waste 100% of the top rate 80% of the top rate

Top rate: we are assuming that the rate is likely to vary upwards, the higher or top rate should apply in the metropolitan area.

Different ratios are needed for differing products, the incentive to transport C&D and C&I waste to the regions are described in detail throughout this 
submission. Any margin between a metropolitan rate and a regional rate, as the top rate rises will only serve to subsidise illegal transport.

The lower 60% of the top rate for Municipal and Class 3 is to prevent the reverse, in terms of these waste profiles coming from regions back into the 
Metro landfills. This is required to ensure the finite lives of the metro landfills are preserved as much as possible, and to ease burden on rate payers 
through Municipals passing on the costs.






