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Commission Proposal
• New Collection targets: 65% of PoM 

by 2016.

• Target to be calculated based on 
previous two years sales. 

• Only WEEE collected by Producers 
counts.

• Producers responsible for achieving 
target.

• Producers will be ‘encouraged’ to 
take responsibility for financing 
collection facilities.



WEEE Flows in the Netherlands
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WEEE Directive could cost €10.2 billion
Gross Costs of WEEE collection and treatment
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• Commission Impact 
Assessment states that costs 
will be €5.6 billion in 2020

• Commission forecast 65% 
target will increase costs by 
€1.2 billion to €6.8 billion. 

• Inflation in costs comparable to 
the UK would see costs explode 
to €10.2 billion.

• The total additional cost for no 
benefit to the environment 
would be €4.6 billion.
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... Scenario for ICT (Desktop + Laptop + Monitors) …

Even collecting 100% of what customers discard
65% will not be reached 



… Scenario for Laptops …
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The Problem…

• It will be impossible for Producers to achieve the 65% collection 
target as there are massive flows of WEEE outside the producer 
owned WEEE systems.

• Producers would have to buy WEEE back from ‘third party actors’, 
which could lead to profiteering. The Commission’s proposal 
could cost producers an extra €4.6 billion increasing the total 
costs of the WEEE Directive to €10.2 billion.

• For IT basing collection targets on previous year’s sales means 
the target will be higher than the amount of IT in the waste 
stream. 

• The European Commission is concerned regarding the improper 
treatment and illegal export of WEEE. However scrap dealers 
and brokers are not covered by the WEEE legislation. The 
Commission Proposal will increase the gradient in favour of 
illegal export.
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A better solution…

• The Directive should ensure that 100% of WEEE is 
recycled according to the requirements of Annex II of the 
Directive and that all WEEE is accounted for.

• The collection rate should be measured at the point 
material reaches the recycling facility in order to 
recognize all WEEE that is properly treated, and prevent 
profiteering.

• Member states are in control of the key instruments to 
both organize and enforce the achieving of the collection 
targets, and therefore must retain responsibility for 
achieving these targets.

• The targets need to be based on real data and calculated 
according to a method that results in the setting of a 
target that can be achieved in practice.



Option 1: 
‘Waste Arising Target’

Option 2: 
‘Increased Per Capita 
Target’

Option 3: 
‘Age of Equipment 
Adjusted Put on Market 
Target’

Target rate 75% EU15: 8kg per capita
EU12: 6kg per capita

65%

Basis for Target Of WEEE arising from 
households per annum as 
measured through 
collecting data on the 
volume of WEEE produced 
by households.
Target should be 
differentiated for each 
product category to reflect 
the differences in the ease 
of collection.

Per capita of population. Of WEEE placed on the 
market per product 
category, in the year 
equivalent to the average 
age of products in that 
product category in the 
waste stream.
Target should be 
differentiated for each 
product category to reflect 
the differences in the ease 
of collection.

Measurement Point Based on the total volume of WEEE treated by 
recyclers, according to the treatment requirements of 
the Directive, in each MS, both through the producer 
and non producer owned systems.

Based on the total volume of WEEE treated by 
recyclers, according to the treatment requirements of 
the Directive, in each MS, both through the producer 
and non producer owned systems.

Based on the total volume of WEEE treated by 
recyclers, according to the treatment requirements of 
the Directive, in each MS, both through the producer 
and non producer owned systems.

Responsibility for Target Member States Member States Member States

Justification oAccording to the Dutch study this level of collection is 
being achieved.
oTargets can be set per product category according to 
UNU report[1]. (Table 57 pg 110)
oBased on waste rather than products placed on 
market.
oTarget is sensitive to differences in waste production 
between Member States.
oMeasurement point will prevent profiteering.

oThis would constitute a doubling of the collection 
target.
oMember States are already accustomed to per capita 
targets.
oTargets are achievable according to UNU report 
(Table 43, pg 72).
oDifferentiation would enable target to reflect 
differences in waste production between Member 
States.
oMeasurement point will prevent profiteering.

oBackdates the put on the market data.
oTakes account of age of equipment in the waste 
stream.
oTakes account of the need to differentiate the target 
per product category.
oMeasurement point will prevent profiteering.

Disadvantages Would require independent data collection. Creates bias towards collecting heavier appliances. Will not reflect that some individual products have 
different age profiles than others.



Policy Making in the Resource 
Economy





Deaths and disruption as 
price rise sees copper thefts 
soar

March 20 2008 

With Chinese market fuelling demand, thieves 
target signal wire, piping in homes, and even 
bronze statues

Hundreds of trains are disrupted each year because 
of missing copper from signal cabling and tracks. 

The demand for the metal is being driven, say 
analysts, by an explosion in the Chinese copper 
market … consumption is expected to reach 5m 
tonnes this year. China accounts for more than 22% 
of world copper demand. 

Reward offer for 
stolen sculpture 

A reward in excess of 
£5,000 is being offered 
for the safe return of a 
£3m Henry Moore 
sculpture. 

News Weee(k)

Lead stolen from 
church roofs to ship 
to China

06 Aug 2007

Costly: The damaged roof of the 
Ragged School Museum, which was 
left with a repair bill of £20,000 
Police have warned of a bizarre 
crime wave sweeping Britain as 
thieves strip millions of pounds' 
worth of metal off buildings to ship to 
China and other countries where 
demand is soaring.
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For more information see:

www.hp.com/recycle
www.erp-recycling.org
www.iprworks.org



Other Issues
• Collection Targets

− The collection rate should be measured at the point material reaches the 
recycling facility in order to recognize all WEEE that is properly treated

• Collection Responsibilities
− The Commission Proposal would enable collection facilities to set costs 

for collection with no control or limit. The organizing and financing of 
collection should remain a municipal responsibility.

• Visible Fees 
− The WEEE Directive should ensure Visible Fees are truly optional and 

prohibit mandatory fixed visible fees.

• B2B
− enable producers to determine whether a product is declared as Business 

to Business WEEE based upon the intended end user of the product.

• IPR
− Retain incentives for eco design and ensure legal requirement is fully 

transposed across the EU.


	Foliennummer 1
	Commission Proposal
	Foliennummer 3
	WEEE Directive could cost €10.2 billion
	Foliennummer 5
	Foliennummer 6
	The Problem…
	Foliennummer 8
	A better solution…
	Foliennummer 10
	Policy Making in the Resource Economy
	Foliennummer 12
	News Weee(k)
	Foliennummer 14
	For more information see:��www.hp.com/recycle�www.erp-recycling.org�www.iprworks.org
	Other Issues

