*Submission to Draft National Waste Policy Framework, Less waste more resources.*

The Draft National Waste Policy Framework: less waste more resources puts emphasis not on the vision of zero waste, but on costly and inefficient government handling of waste generated by producers. 

Produced here or overseas manufacturers can themselves find the most profitable methods to make money out of zero waste.

There is no mention of industry's role to repair and retrofit, a necessary practice if waste is to be diminished. The high tonnage of commercial, industrial and demolition waste would be curbed if long-life, and repair is deemed more marketable by those sectors.

To plan to use waste generated as a resource to achieve better environmental, social and economic outcomes is putting the cart before the horse: *waste is waste *and zero waste of resources will happen when industry must pay dearly according to the toxicity and classification for its waste to be stored in tips or down-cycled. The intention of crushing glass for road use is absurd when refilling and closed-loop recycling is so much higher on the waste hierarchy.

All the seven key themes and directions for change:

1. taking responsibility

2. improving the market

3. pursuing sustainability

4. facilitating investment

5. reducing hazards

6. reporting on performance

7. tailoring solutions.

would be 'managed' by industry here or overseas with Extended Producer Responsibility [EPR] via a classified, according to OECD toxicity rating and the waste hierarchy, a tracked deposit/refund system and the desire for them to *make* money. Government would only need to oversee and track the system. Due to the very high cost of disposal as there is no safe method of disposing of hazardous waste industry would find non-toxic alternatives.

EPR covers all materials, all manufacturers [and importers who pay their deposit at the point of entry]. There are no free riders. Overseas manufacturers who want to sell in Australia will also be obliged to design zero waste, good quality, long life, local repair, retrofits, refills, re-use, closed-loop-recycling into their products. The high cost to industry of eg. wasting tyres [and plastics] would eliminate so-called energy co-generation, proven dangerous in the NSW Berrima Blue Circle cement factory and stopped. The cost would not be deemed an 'impediment'. It would be an opportunity to find a cheaper solution higher up the waste hierarchy.

The beauty and simplicity of the deposit and industry take-back system is that no-one would lose.

The community and councils cost of waste and litter to all, consumers or not, would be dramatically reduced and the consumers would get their deposit back on return of the item as all products would have monetary value at 'end-of-life'. It will bring the mining of tips and retrieval of valuable minerals closer to fruition.

Many local jobs would be created in many fields, e.g.  collection and distribution, repair, refilling, and closed-loop-recycling etc. Many trades which are withering, such as electronic repairs because the true cost of manufacture, transport and disposal which is not included in 'throw away' goods, would be revived. Remote and indigenous communities long respected for their zero waste culture will benefit with EPR which will fund local solutions and commitment to train in the areas of repair, collection and refilling etc and eliminate the need for garbage tips. Localised food production using sustainable permaculture design

principles: [this is fabulous, please watch]

<http://www.google.com.au/url?q=http://www.youtube.com/watch%3Fv%3DsohI6vnWZmk&ei=5lhwSvKnOqX26gPFk6GpCw&sa=X&oi=video_result&resnum=1&ct=thumbnail&usg=AFQjCNGUhordLmFixSRNku4wP6dpD5fVWw> 

5 min - 3 Feb 2007 -

Rated 4.9 out of 5.0

They laughed and said it couldn't be done...

www.youtube.com/watch?v=sohI6vnWZmk -

will engage many members of all communities and make good use of organic 'waste'. Biological systems which avoid the expensive of high tech mega solutions are more suited within communities for treating grey/black water and organic by-products such as composting food waste and using these to improve soil quality, sequester carbon and grow local food organically and cheaply.

The EPR system can be introduced in a staged manner using the existing priority list with the government working  with industries according to the need to prevent waste to landfill eg. compare ionised  radioactive smoke detectors and the urgent need for zero hazardous waste with photo-electric detectors.

The environmental benefits, most urgently needed, of EPR are so many: no more toxic waste in our tips, no litter of unwanted items, and finally no unnecessary carbon emissions through the rampant and damaging mining of finite minerals, manufacture, distribution and disposal of so-called 'disposable' products. The Carbon Pollution Reduction Scheme will be aided by the introduction of EPR. It is likely that the government funding to pollute by those high energy companies [eg aluminium manufacturers] will be compensated by the  beneficial waste avoidance effect of EPR .

A National Waste Policy needs the tool of EPR deposits and refunds and has proven to be popular wherever it exists.

Is the need for EPR just too blindingly simple to see?

