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odsek):
Section 2.1 Consider  extending  the | Helps the reader to | Doplnené do Casti2.1.
description of EPR by | understand the range of
highlighting some of the [ economic  instruments
differences in more detail. available under EPR (i.e.
incentive-based
instruments  such  as
deposit/refund, advance
disposal fees, upstream
material taxes combined
with downstream
subsidies), and the
nature of EPR schemes
(mandated by
governments or voluntary
industry lead).
Section 2.2 Aligning contrasting interests | Helps the reader to | Pridané  ako  dalsi
of the stakeholders seems to | appreciate better the | diagram.
be the key proposition/problem | problem statement, and
statement of the report. | the authors to place the
Suggest expanding this into an | analysis within a formal
analytical framework (e.g. a | analytical framework (and
graphic illustration adapting | subsequently allow

! Podla parametrov analytickych vystupov opisanych v kapitole 5 Metodiky pre budovanie analytickych kapacit.
2 Podla moznosti opisanych v kapitole 5 Metodiky pre budovanie analytickych kapacit.
3 Do taburky znadit pripomienky zasadného metodologického a obsahového charakteru (nie Stylistické ¢i gramatické opravy).
4 Pripomienka bola akceptovana / pripomienka nebola akceptovana a zdbvodnenie/ pripomienka bola ¢iastotne akceptovana

a zdovodnenie.
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Figure 1 into a triangle and with
key words on the conflicting

interests  above/below  the
arrows, or a table detailing the
power relations/interests

between the stakeholders).

relating the
recommendations to it).

PRIPOMIENKOVACI HAROK

Section 2.3 Figures
3and 4

- The figures would benefit
from including time series /
data points for more years (if
available).

- For plastic  packaging,
consider breaking down the
figure for different types (e.g.
in form of a stacked bar
chart, provided data is
available).

- The gap between recycling
rates of plastic packaging
and non-packaging products
seems substantial and
would merit some
explanation.

Complementary
information to help the
reader gain more insight
into the development
overtime, and understand
the differences across
materials and types of
products (and eventually
the underlying drivers).

- Vzhladom na to, Zze RZV
sa v plnej podobe zaviedla
az v polovici roku 2016,
¢asovy rad udajov by
neposkytoval dostatotne
relevantnu informéciu.

- Tieto 0daje na Slovensku
dnes neexistuju.
Dopisand veta v

predmetnej asti.

Box 2

Include presence of hazardous
substances in the list of criteria
for fee modulation (e.g. in
Bosnia  Herzegovina  the
packaging  containing  /
contaminated by hazardous
materials has a fee 10 times
higher than any of the other
materials).

Additional consideration
for eco-modulation.

Doplnené do ¢asti 3.1.1.

Box 3

- Suggest shifting the box into
Section 2.3.

- First sentence of the third
paragraph requires
justification or adding a
source of citation.

~ Consider adding a footnote
on the energy intensity for
the recycling process of
different materials.

- Last sentence of the last
paragraph needs some
revising to include
innovation as well.

- The box does not seem
to fit well into the
section. It would
instead read better in
Section 2.3 (which
provides overview of

the waste
management).

- Successful examples
of recycling polymers
from  bottles into
textiles  exist in
practice.

- Glass is fully recyclable
but also very energy
intensive process. The
reader might not be
aware of this, and this
information would add

- Box je presunuty.

- DoplInena citacia.

- Doplnend poznamka pod
Giaru.

- Inovacie boli doplnené
do vety.
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to the more holistic
understanding of the
issue.

-A mere demand
creation is not going to
make the technology
cheaper - think of
mechanical Vs,
chemical recycling.
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Section 3.1.3

Consider adding a bit more
insight into the link between
EPR and design (i.e. fee
modulation based on
reparability/durability ~ criteria
may lead to product designs
with a longer lifespan).

Helps a less informed
reader to understand
better the interlinkages
between the two.

v

Nazdavame Ze
problematika
opravitelnosti  je  skor
vecou inych schém RZV
(napr. elektronika),
podstatou schémy obalov
a neobalov je zachytavat
vyrobky,  ktoré  sU
bezprostredne po  uziti
odpadom. UZ dnes na
Slovensku existuje napr.
zvyhodnenie
opakovatelne
pouZiteinych
zélohovanych obalov
(napr. pivné flase), kedy
vyrobcovia platia za obal
len pri prvom pouZiti.

sa,

Section 3.2.1

Suggest to reconsider the use
of the Scandinavian example,
or to add a footnote to it
regarding the criticism of the
current Danish system (refer to
initiative 9 in the Danish
circular economy strateqgy ).

Note  the  trade-off
between autonomy in
decision-making and lack
of harmonisation that
might lead to market
fragmentation.

Iniciativa 9
stratégie

Dénskej
obehovej
ekonomiky  hovori o
unifikécii triedeného
zberu. O tom je nas bod
31.2

Section 3.2.2

Fully agree on the need to
group smaller municipalities
together to increase their
negotiation power. However
the bigger and the more varied
the group, the bigger the
complexity of reaching an
agreement/consensus on the
requirements (especially in
relaion  to infrastructure
investment or frequency of
collection when rural and
urban  municipalities  are
grouped together). Suggest
mentioning  this  potential

trade-off
acting as

Note  the
between
autonomous
municipalities with
weakened  negotiation
power and as group with
potentially diverging
interests  based  on
different needs.

Doplnené do textu v Casti
322
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unintended consequence in
the footnote at least.
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Section 3.2.1 | Consider acknowledging more | Provides additional | Doplneny  déraz  ma
(quality of service), | explicitly the  role  of | insight to the reader on | digitalizaciu do Uvodu
322 (route | digitalisation and data in | the importance of digital | Casti 3.2.
optimisation), 3.2.3 | enabling a better design, | technologies and data for
(GPS for tracking | implementation, and | a more resource efficient
and  monitoring), | monitoring of waste | and circular economy.
324 (central | collection/sorting and EPR.
registry,  tracking | This could be done either by
how full the bins are | providing more insight across
through  sensors | individual paragraphs, or by
and tags), 3.3.2 | having a dedicated subsection
(data collection for | on the role of digitalisation and
monitoring and | data recording/collection and
enforcement) information
processing/sharing.

Annex 2 Tables 11, | - Suggest drawing | — The difference | Priemery aj vysvetienia su
12,13, and 14 conclusions  on  the | between the packaging | pridané.

information contained in| and  non-packaging

Tables 11 and 12 within the |  products reported

text as well.

- Suggest reporting averages
in Tables 11 and 12 by
material, and contrasting
these with international
evidence in Tables 13 and
14.

within the tables merits
a  discussion of
potential  implications
within the text as well.
- The comparison of
Slovak and
international  pricing
reported  within  the
table merits a
discussion with the text
as well.
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CELKOVE HODNOTENIE:

The report discusses waste separation and extended producer responsibility (EPR) for producers of packaging
and non-packaging products. Through analysis of domestic and international evidence, the report outlines some
of the key challenges and potential solutions to the proper functioning of waste separation and EPR in Slovakia.
Overall, the analysis is well structured and the argumentation is well developed. The conclusions and
recommendations offer a holistic perspective on improving the design, implementation and evaluation of the
waste separation and the EPR in Slovakia. These are supported by evidence, reporting relevant data and figures,
as well as illustrative examples of good and bad practices from across the Slovak cities and the EU countries.
The language is clear and concise, and thereby well suited for audiences with different levels of expertise in the
topic. | therefore highly recommend the publication of the report, after the incorporation of comments in the
revised version.

SCHVALIT*s: B[odporuéam
D neodporicam

podpis recenzenta

Suhlasim* s uvedenim svojho mena ako mena recenzenta v recenzovanej publikacii;

E ANO

[] NE

Suhlasim* so zverejnenim tohto pripomienkovacieho harka:

X Ano
[] NE

5 Hodiace sa oznacte krizikom.



