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report for the follow-up session (Intergovernmental Preparatory Meeting [IPM] of 
CSD-19) and to other related processes inside and outside the UN system scheduled for 
2010.  The Meeting paid special attention to the impacts, barriers, and opportunities at 
the local level. 

 
4. The Meeting was opened by Mr. Nobumori Otani, Parliamentary Secretary of the 

Environment, MoE-Japan. In his welcoming remarks, he emphasized the importance of 
sound waste management against the backdrop of rapidly increasing waste volumes and 
waste diversity. He underlined the Japanese Government’s determination to address 
waste management challenges, including through 3R approaches, and also to meet its 
commitment to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions by 25 per cent by 2020, 
notably by integrating approaches to bring about a low-carbon society and a sound 
material-cycle society. Noting Japan’s good historical waste management practices, he 
highlighted Japan’s contributions to international discussions and progress concerning 
waste-related issues, including the promotion of the 3Rs in Asia through the “3R 
Initiative” since 2004. 

 
5. 
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¶ Lack of funds both for investment in and operation of waste management facilities; 
¶ Lack of information about and access to alternative financing mechanisms; 
¶ Limited interest in funding from the private sector due to unclear business models; 

and 
¶ Limited understanding of business potential in waste management. 
 
Technological gaps: 
¶ Lack of capacity for technology assessment and selection; 
¶ Lack of access to, and information on, technologies, particularly new and 

cutting-edge recycling technologies; 
¶ Apprehension concerning the suitability and performance of technologies in 

developing country situations; and  
¶ Insufficient information sharing on technology failures 
 

8. Recommended strategies to address the issues include: 
¶ Assist national and local governments in developing and enhancing policy and 

regulatory frameworks in the waste sector; 
¶ Support inter-country and intra-country policy dialogues to bring about better 

coherence and stronger linkages; 
¶ Improve the recognition of linkages between waste management and resource 

consumption; 
¶ Develop quality standards to enhance the marketability of recyclable materials; 
¶ Create market opportunities for products from recycled materials; 
¶ Incorporate stakeholder consultation as an integral part of the waste management 

decision-making process, including women’s associations; 
¶ Share experiences on successful and unsuccessful policy interventions; 
¶ Develop locally relevant guidelines and manuals to support institutional capacity 

building; 
¶ Encourage and strengthen institutional capacity to promote greater research and 

uptake of waste-cum-resource management concepts, technologies, and services; 
¶ Establish specific programmes of institutional capacity building; 
¶ Explore and promote institutional, financial,





CSD18/2010/BP/6 

¶ Consider capacity building at all four levels (capacity building for policymakers, 
formal education [schools/universities], capacity building for waste management 
professionals, and awareness raising for civil society) to foster awareness-raising 
among the general public; 

¶ Provide seed money to support subsequently self-sustaining business models; 
¶ 
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management systems; 
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provides such an opportunity. IWM is an inclusive strategy that maximizes 
opportunities for growth and employment and, at the same time, ensures that resources 
are conserved and human health is protected. 

 
13. Policies and strategies for IWM should be addressed at the national level and should be 

considered as a part of the national programme for resource management.  The Sound 
Material Cycle Society in Japan, Circular Economy in China, Thematic Strategy on 
Waste Prevention and Recycling in the European Union (EU), and Green Growth 
concept in the Republic of Korea are examples of such strategies. Developing countries 
may draw support and inspiration from such initiatives. However, for effective adoption 
of such strategies, there is a need for political support and harmonious coordination 
between the central government (including inter-ministerial coordination) and the local 
authorities. 

 
14. Many types of regulatory, economic, and information-based policy instruments have 

been widely used for the promotion of IWM in developed countries. Economic 
instruments follow the Polluter Pays Principle and include user and tipping fees, 
penalties or disincentives, subsidies, pollution taxes, etc. There is a need to pilot the 
application of such economic instruments in developing countries. Based on their 
evaluation and local experience, the relevant policies and regulatory framework may be 
strengthened. These pilots may help further in structuring PPPs. 

 
15. The scale, context, and priorities on resource and waste management vary from country 

to country. Availability and access to resources, resour
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strengthened. A campaign towards capacity building of stakeholders through training, 
pilots, and roundtables or workshops should be taken up by the local authorities in 
particular. 
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22. Strategies for IWM will work only when there is adequate institutional capacity. 
Extensive awareness-raising within communities, education, and capacity-building 
efforts are essential, especially in the developing world, supported by appropriate 
resources and “tool kits”. This may require a long-term, well-designed 
capacity-building programme, grounded in multi-layered and cross-cutting stakeholder 
networks for knowledge exchange. 

 
23. It is recognized that the “3R Initiative” is essential in further developing strategies for 

IWM. The 3R Initiative has been promoted in a series of the G8 dialogues since 2004 
and the “Regional 3R Forum in Asia” was established in 2009 as a new platform for 
regional cooperation in Asia. This Regional Forum aims to facilitate high-level policy 
dialogues and promote practical 3R activities with the support of international 
institutions and private sector entities. Existing mechanisms such as the Regional 3R 
Forum in Asia should be expanded or replicated in Africa, Latin America, and other 
regions. In addition, new mechanisms such as the proposed UN Initiative on Global 
Platform for Waste Management should be established as a priority. 

 
24. International and regional cooperation is essential for the promotion of IWM. These 

efforts could trigger sharing of information on national policies, regulations, and 
standards on the practicing of the 3Rs and be helpful in broadly disseminating best 
practices. Currently, there is a gap in this area and, hence, networking and information 
sharing mechanisms are needed at regional as well as global levels. 

 
25. Recommendations in the area of policy integration include: 
¶ Increase the examples demonstrating the operationalization of national waste-related 

policies at the local level in order to improve the effectiveness of national-level policy 
instruments for action on the ground; and 

¶ Utilize a greater variety of policy instruments and cross-policy integration, such as 
eco-housing policies to require on-site management of organic waste through 
composting/bio-methanantion. 

 
26. Recommendations in the area of economic instruments include: 
¶ Introduce volume-based fees to reduce waste; 
¶ Cross-subsidize charges depending on income levels; utilize charges that incorporate 

incentives for waste recycling; 
¶ Link and co-collect charges for waste management services with charges for other 

services such as water, sanitation, and electricity; and 
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¶ Build community trust to enhance acceptance of fees, etc. by the public. 
 
27. Recommendations in the area of managing different waste streams include: 
¶ Decentralize waste management to small- to medium-sized towns, utilizing 

community engagement, composting/biomethanation technology, market creation, 
training, and incentives such as the CDM;  

¶ Manage special waste streams such as food waste from restaurants; 
¶
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¶ 




