Answer of the Flemish region of Belgium to the questions raised during the meeting of 08/09/2005

Export ban: 


Is there a need also to ban exports of mercury compounds?

Yes.

The export ban should apply particularly to mercury concentrates like for instance calomel from zinc metallurgy. 

We think thresholds should be formulated. At first sight a possibility could be to derive the thresholds from the dangerous substances and preparations directive. Mercury compounds (except mercury sulphide) are classified as toxic from 0.5% and for some specific substances even less.

Storage of mercury:


What changes are needed in Community waste legislation beyond exempting mercury from Article 5.3 (a) (that prohibits landfilling of liquid waste) and the criteria in Section 2.4., Council decision 2003/33/EC (limit values for landfilling hazardous waste)?

At first sight no more changes needed.

On the contrary we think council decision 2003/33/EC shouldn’t be changed since one can deviate from these conditions for the underground storage of hazardous wastes.

Whatever kind of storage is chosen as a solution, it should be controlled in a very strict way. 

Scope of storage obligation:

Is there a need to store mercury from other sources than the chlor-alkali industry?

Yes, all mercury (compounds) that fall under the export ban should be stored or the pure mercury should be removed from them and stored afterwards.

We think the supply of metallic mercury that will be stored should be used to fulfil the still justified need for mercury in some tolerated applications. 

We are not of the opinion that mercury originating in the EU must be stored and at the same time mercury should be imported for the justified use in the EU. Therefore possibilities for temporary storage of mercury at controlled sites will be needed or should at least be possible. 

An import ban in the EU for metallic mercury could help.

Recovery of mercury:

· Is recovery of mercury from waste containing mercury (e.g. thermometers, batteries) needed/desirable for a good waste handling?

Yes, recovery is desirable and needed at least for wastes that consist of components, which are recyclable, after mercury is removed. The ultimate purpose should be to recycle as much as possible from the waste and to concentrate the hazardous component as much as possible. In this way less waste should go to final treatment and less valuable material is going out of the material cycle.

Some examples: 

· Button cells from which the metal content can be recycled after the mercury is removed.

· Thermometers from which the glass content can be recycled

For wastes containing mercury that are not destined for recycling or that do not contain recyclable components we don’t have a fixed opinion yet whether mercury recovery before final treatment is desirable or needed. A possible alternative could be to convert the present mercury to non-hazardous mercury compounds (e.g. HgS) before final treatment. 

Anyway, the possibilities and feasibility of the conversion of mercury (in waste) to HgS should be investigated. If this seems not feasible for all metallic mercury, it can maybe be a solution for wastes containing mercury.

· If so, how to make sure recovery of mercury continue also when there is no market for recycled mercury? 

If mercury-recycling companies do not have market possibilities for their recycled mercury the price for waste treatment of mercury containing waste will raise. 

All concerned actors must take their responsibilities then:

· Governments should oblige mercury recycling for certain waste types.

· The higher cost for mercury recovery from end-user-products (batteries, button cells,..) should be beared by the producers of the end-user products. Producer responsibility for certain types of end user products are already in place in the EU and in Flanders (e.g. acceptance obligation for batteries, WEEE etc…)
For wastes from households for which no system for producer responsibility exists, governments should take their responsibilities and finance the treatment of the waste (e.g. thermometers in small hazardous wastes from households)

· The higher cost for mercury recovery from wastes resulting from industrial processes should be beared by this industry (e.g. wastes from chloralkali-industry, mercury-containing thermometers from hospitals and doctors,…).

