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Introduction

Your Details

1  What is your name?

Name:

Star Gianatti

2  Do you want to remain anonymous?

No

6  Do your views officially represent those of an organisation?

No, these are my personal views

If yes, please specify the name of your organisation.:

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

Private citizen

If other, please specify.:

I am also an Environmental Scientist

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?

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

Educate: Increase awareness of the cost of disposal to private and commercial sectors as well as the general public. Many people are oblivious of the idea 
paying for waste disposal unless they are directly related to an industry that incurs the cost. Local government is a good example of waste generators (i.e 
the public) that have very little connect with the cost of their waste disposal once it leaves their property. Education and community engagement is 
another key outcome of the implementation of the 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?





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?

In WA this question has to be directly related to the northern industries that are heavy waste producers with almost no options for recycling or reuse. 
There is no supporting infrastructure to allow the northern parts of the state to successfully engage in recycling techniques. It may be better to separate 
the zones between North of Capricorn and South of Capricorn an then again go regional versus metro.

Regional difference need to be considered thoroughly in WA and i think the best approach would be a regional sector levy for construction, mining and 
primary industry, versus local government or private waste streams.

There would be huge impacts of waste avoidance, illegal dumping and other such awful processes occurring in regional areas if the levy was set at a level 
that didn't reflect the regional output of recycling and available opportunities and existing infrastructure.

There are always opportunities for regional waste recovery but this needs to be supported by the government through 100% application of the levy into 
possibly supplementing recycling and recovery activities to kick start industries willing to test the viability.

2  Where are these opportunities most likely to be viable?

In the regional centres closest to the metro area first such as Northam and Brookton or those that are further out with a substantial population base such 
as Albany, Kalgoorlie, Geraldton etc.

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

I am not sure but of a suitable rate but surely the cost of transport of waste long distance versus on site processing versus landfilling has been studied to 
find that financially viable level. My concern is that regional areas do not have the same management structures and resources available, particularly in 
local government to allow effective research and monitoring of these issues.

4  Under specific circumstances, it is possible that an expanded waste levy area could make evasion less financially attractive. How does the 
cost of transporting waste over long distances compare with the cost of the levy?

The transportation cost of the waste stream is the key factor in it's likely success or failure so some streams will simply not ever be financially viable 
without the infrastructure set up in the individual township or regional centre.

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

Higher levels of dumping and avoidance are two key issues that come to mind immediately.

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?

Energy recovery is only one tier up from landfilling and should be treated as the second last resort for waste management possible. The trouble with local 
government is that energy recovery is a very financially viable way of managing municipal waste production and avoiding the issue of travel/management 
costs involved in operating or accessing a landfill facility. It is always going to be the second last option and everything should be done to avoid the 
generation of waste first but this is not controllable in a local government, unlike in a industry or commercial set up.

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

Additional levies on areas such as energy recovery would need to again be considered from a sector specific approach. If the energy recovery option was 
being utilised by a local government as a way to reduce rates and costs to the general public then it should be a lower levy than recovery from a heavy 
producing industry such as construction that can spread the cost across several income streams and evenly distribute it to be more financially viable.



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

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?

Should the levy be the same across the sectors or should private industry (like the mining and construction industries) pay more as they are directly 
benefiting from the waste generating practices? Should local governments be given a lower rate or a different type of payment schedule? Should local 
government have an offset option instead of paying levy, can they offset it by introducing high-end recycling opportunities for the community?

Local government has limitations that other industries don’t have and though the levy can be a useful tool it needs to be considered with respect to 
these limitations and to work with them and not against them or the people bearing the majority of the cost will be the rate payer.

Stockpiling of waste and the policing around the management practice of waste held indefinitely needs to be addressed. A policy or best practice solution 
needs to be implemented specifically in this area to ensure individuals are held accountable in this area.




