TACKLING THE ELECTRONIC
WASTE CHALLENGE

BUCHAREST, 2 JUNE 2026
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The European Commission has proposed
that each Member State pays S2RAULVAROE
into the EU budget,

annually generating €15,000,000,000.
This 1s unacceptable.




NEW OWN RESOURCE

E-Waste statistics reported by
Member States to
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IMPACT

Source: EUROSTAT
Estimated value, missing in EUROSTAT

Tax (€) (2.000 €/t) Tax € per capita

Belgium 341.015 334.789 331.069 335.624 164.637 170.987 341.974.667 29,44
Bulgaria 89.130 87.184 109.781 95.365 101.054 - 5.689 - -

Czechia 236.297 263.202 301.537 267.012 152.073 114.939 229.878.000 21,86
Denmark 207.043 228.890 250.861 228.931 70.712 158.219 316.438.667 53,88
Germany 2.590.244 2.847.926 3.096.159 2.844.776 901.058 1.943.718 3.887.436.667 46,70
Estonia 22.854 31.264 30.346 28.155 10.241 17.914 35.827.333 26,90
Ireland 112.042 124.354 150.803 129.066 66.018 63.048 126.096.667 24,46
Greece 166.618 171.792 219.800 186.070 69.915 116.155 232.310.000 22,21
Spain 868.909 1.004.711 1.033.192 968.937 416.162 552.775 1.105.550.667 23,28
France 2.094.364 2.179.743 2.473.422 2.249.176 959.675 1.289.501 2.579.002.667 37,88
Croatia 61.592 66.506 74.149 67.416 31.395 36.021 72.041.333 18,65
Italy 1.422.251 1.560.600 1.779.707 1.587.519 534.394 1.053.125 2.106.250.667 35,68
Cyprus 12.277 13.819 15.805 13.967 4.088 9.879 19.758.000 21,25
Latvia 27.591 28.293 29.939 28.608 19.932 8.676 17.351.333 9,25
Lithuania 39.484 42.006 50.824 44.105 21.618 22.487 44.973.333 16,03
Luxembourg 12.767 12.956 12.887 12.870 5.804 7.066 14.132.000 21,90
Hungary 238.893 242.838 259.136 246.956 94.140 152.816 305.631.333 31,80
Malta 11.666 10.852 11.004 11.174 3.010 8.164 16.328.000 31,39
Netherlands 629.363 735.844 755.950 707.052 199.470 507.582 1.015.164.667 57,71
Austria 237.652 270.725 311.535 273.304 136.852 136.452 272.904.000 30,39
Poland 791.807 1.034.450 1.202.660 1.009.639 539.252 470.387 940.774.000 25,50
Portugal 203.921 212.310 230.432 215.554 56.090 159.464 318.928.667 30,60
Romania 289.735 309.047 365.050 321.277 160.011 161.266 322.532.667 16,94
Slovenia 41.919 44.298 54.438 46.885 15.462 31.423 62.846.000 29,82
Slovakia 80.965 85.476 90.270 85.570 56.482 29.088 58.176.667 10,70
Finland 126.577 159.204 157.679 147.820 77.483 70.337 140.674.000 25,35
Sweden 257.026 299.493 338.075 298.198 150.806 147.392 294.784.000 28,20
Iceland 13.649 12.812 : 13.231 3.766 9.465 18.929.000 50,31
Norway 208.444 222.735 237.275 222.818 106.531 116.287 232.574.000 42,87

12.687.077 7.387.958 15.129.269.000




LEVY ON UNCOLLECTED E-WASTE

Is a levy, not an environmental policy instrument, will
deter investment in waste management infrastructure,
hindering progress toward circularity

Will not improve collection rates, nor recycling
Will introduce a new layer of administrative complexity
All product categories have a different distance to target

Current placed-on-market collection rate calculation 1s not
fit for purpose

Will create huge burden on producers, undermining the
industrial base

Member States will seek to evade the responsibility, under-
reporting uncollected e-waste volume




LEVY ON UNCOLLECTED E-WASTE

— How effective is the levy in improving the sector’s
circularity and WEEE collection?

— How meaningful is the level of the levy?

— How do we design a novel EPR financing model involving
all actors?

— How will the funds from any proposed own resource be
reinvested into the WEEE system?

— What is the impact on the European economy, consumers,
and companies?
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THE EXAMPLE OF THE NETHERLANDS
Total cost €322,000,000

— In Romania, the cost is €25 per capita; in the Netherlands,
70% 30% €58 per capita

— Paying for the non-collected e-waste (50% placed-on-
market, €322,000,000) in Romania would cost almost 3
Xl O times more than the turnover of the PROs in Romania

(€113,000,000)

— Paying for the non-collected e-waste (30% generated,
€1,200,000,000) would cost almost 10 times more than the
current budget for running OPEN, the Dutch PRO
(€134,000,000) and collecting 70% of WEEE generated




AN ALTERNATIVE APPROACH

— Enforce the law.

— Foster investments in circularity infrastructure and
technologies.

— Prioritise data standardisation across Member States and
reform the Eurostat statistics collection system.

— Calculate the collection rate on a reliable basis that
accounts for different periods of use or waste available for

collection. Work towards making the amount of generated
WEEE known.

— Rethink the EPR principle based on the #allactors
principle.

— Conduct an Impact Assessment.




TIMELINE
Circular Economy Act (CEA) and Own Resources Decision (ORD)

@ ! 'One Europe, One Market' by end of 2027
Adoption of th 1 and @ v
n r n . . ..
Opsgrt(:)f c:-(ll)egils)?;? 2 Co-decision: Parliament, the Council of Co-decision Entry Application
CE Act the EU amend Commission’s proposal ends into force of the law

Own > Member States:

: EUCO on The earliest when The latest when ORD entry
Resourc:s amending the MFF the ORD can be the ORD can be into force
(ORD) proposed Decision adopted** adopted**
» European
Parliament:

develops non-
binding opinion

* ORD is part of the Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF) and it proposes the e-waste levy as one of the revenue
sources for the EU budget. Subject to special legislative procedure, different from CEA.

** The vote requires EU 27 unanimity in the Council and is taking place on the whole document — no separate vote
on the e-waste levy. _




WEEE FORUM PRIORITIES

What our campaign aims at
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