* , . Exhibit 14

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

CEQR No. 08CCO006Y ' Date Issued: March 11, 2008

Name: A local law, Preconsidered Int. No.  to amend the administrative
code of the city of New York, in relation to electronic equipment
collection standaids.

Location: City-wide

SEQR Classification: This action is classified as an Unlisted Action pursuant to
6NYCRR, Part 617.4

Lead Agency: " The Corineil of the City of New York

DESCRIPTION: A proposed local law to amend the Administrative Code of the

City of New York. The proposal would require manufacturers of
covered electronic equipment such as televisions and personal
computers to collect and recycle such covered electronic and meet
mandated standards for the amount collected or be subject o fines.

The proposed project requires the following discretionary approvals:

s Passage of Preconsidered Int. No. by the New York City Couneil
¢ Approval by the Mayor :
» Or, if vetoed by the Mayor, an over-ride of the veto by the New York City Council

STATEMENT OF NO SIGNIFICANT EFFECT:
The New York City Council has reviewed iﬁformation about the action contained in an
Environmental Assessment Statement dated March 11, 2008, pursuant to Article 8 of the New

York State Environmental Conservation Law and 6NYCRR, Part 617.7, and has determined that
the proposed action will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment.

REASONS SUPPORTING THIS DETERMINATION:
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The reasons for this negative declaration are set forth in more detail in the Environmental
Assessment Statement (EAS) entitled Preconsidered Int. No - dated March 11 2008 prepared
for this action, incorporated by reference herein. The EAS supports the following determinations:

The proposed action would not result in a significant adverse impact to land use, Zoning or
public policy. It would be consistent with the policy of the New York City Solid Waste
Management Plan and Preconsidered Int. No , titled a local law to amend the administrative
code of the city of New York, in relation to the collection for recycling, reuse and safe handling
of electronic equipment in the city of New York. The system of collection, transport and
recycling of covered electronic equipment by manufacturers would not result in a significant
change in land use or substantially affect regulations or policies governing land use.

The proposed action would not cause the direct or indirect displacement of residential

- population, businesses, or employees; cause new development that is markedly different from
existing uses and activities; or have an adverse effect on conditions in a specific industry, . The
proposed action would not result in significant adverse socioeconomic impacts. ‘

The proposed law would not result in significant adverse impacts to natural resources, The
proposed action would not involve construction or land use changes. It would benefit natural
resources by conserving raw materials and by preventing toxic material contained in covered
electronic equipment from entering the City’s solid waste stream. The proposed action would
also prevent the release of toxic materials into the air and ground by preventing these materials
from being incinerated or placed in landfills with the City’s solid waste.

The proposed amendment to Chapter 4-A ofTitle 16 of the Administrative Code of the City of
New York would have city-wide application and thus include thuse areas within the designated
coastal zone. As a result, a Waterfront Revitalization Program Consistency Assessment Form
was completed. The project was assessed for consistency with the City’s Waterfront
Revitalization Program and was found to be consistent. The proposed project would not be
inconsistent with policies concerning: (1) residential and commercial redevelopment; (2) water-
dependent and industrial uses; (3) commercial and recreational boating; (4) coastal ecological
systems, (5) water quality; (6) flooding and erosion; (7) solid waste and hazardous substances:
(8) public access; (9) scenic resources; and (10) historical and cultura) resources.

The proposed law would promote and facilitate the recycling and reuse of covered electronic
equipment by the City’s commercial sector. It would not significantly adversely affect DSNY
collection operations and would not increase the generation of solid waste. The proposed action
would be beneficial to solid waste and sanitation services, and be consistent with the City’s Solid
Waste Management Plan. DSNY is not expected Lo change its current operations for collecting
and disposing of residential and institutional refuse and managing recyclables. The new
recycling programs would result in a decrease in covered electronic equipment DSNY crews will
pick up as part of their regular collection routes and would tesult in a decrease in waste disposed -
of at facilities under contract with the DSNY, ’

The action would not generate new residential devel:l){)ment or'lead to a significant increase in
truck traffic on the city’s roadways. A few addition carting trucks may be deployed to pick up
the covered electronic equipment for recycling. The CEQR Technical Manyal guidelines
suggest that projects generating fewer than fifly peak-hour vehicle trips should not raise traffic
concerns and, therefore, should not require detailed traffic analysis. The proposed action would
generate far fewer vehicle trips for trucks than that threshold value. Congumers are not expected
to make significant numbers of special trips to return covered electronic equipment, Much of the



covered electronic equipment would be returned by existing return methods such as wuail, parcel
service companies and delivery trucks that are alteady making return trips. The proposed action
would have no significant adverse impacts on traffic and parking,

Potential impacts related to community facilities and services, open space, shadows, historic
resources, urban design/visual resources, neighborhood character, infrastructure, cnergy, transit
and pedestrians, air quality, noise, and public health wers also considered, and no significant
adverse impact concerning any of these categories is reasonably foreseeable.

YA AN A ., by

Carmen Cognetta Jr. //
Legistative Attorrey~
New York City Council

cc:  Robert Orlin, DOS
Angela Licata, DEP
Robert R. Kulikowski



City Environmental Quality Review
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STATEMENT
PART I, GENERAL INFORMATION

Reference L. 08CCO00G6Y
Numbers CEQR REFERENCE NUMBER (TO BE ASSIGNED BY LEAD AGENCY) ESA REFERENCE NO, IF APFLICABLE
ULURY REFERENTE NO. [F AFPLICABLE OTHER REFERENCE NG.(S) [F APFLICABLE
(e.5. Legiabutive Intro, CAPA, etc)
Lead 2a.  Lead Agency 2b.  Applicant Information
Agency & New York City Council N/A -
Applicant WAME OF AT ACENEV WA OF ATTLIGANT
Information Cogn
PROVIDE APPLICABLE M
INPORMATION NAME OF LEAD AUGENCY CONTACT PERSON NAME OF AFFLICANT'S REPARRENTATIVE OB, CONTACT PERCON
250 Broadway
emrr—— —
New York NY 10007
ary STATE i oY STATE Fr)
212-788-9104 ‘
“TELEPHONE TELEFHONE TTELEPHONE FAX
ccognetta@council.nye.gov
EMAIL ADDRESS EMAIL ADGRESS
. 38,  NAME OF PROPOSAL A local law to amend the Administrative Code of the City of New York, in
Action relation to electronic equipment stamdards.
Description 3b.  DESCRIBE TIIE ACTION(S) AND AFFROVAL(S) BEING SOUGHT FROM OR UNDERTAKEN BY CITY (AND IF
STE CEQR MANUAL AFPLICABLE, STATE AND FEDERAL AGENCIES) AND, BRIEFLY, DESCRIBE THE DEVELOPMENT OR PROJECT
SECTIONS A 478 ‘THAT WOULD RESULT FROM THE PROPOSED ACTION(S) AND APPROVAL(S):
See attachment “A»
3c, DESCRIBE THE PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR THE ACTION(S) AND APPROVAL(S):
To create g system 10 sately collect, transport and recycle electronic equipment in the city of New York by tequiring manufacturers to
take back and recycle electronic squipment such as computers and talevisions.
: 4. CITY PLANNING COMMISSION [ Yes No
Required [ Change in City Map [ Zoning Certification [ Site Sclection - Public Facility
Action or [J Zoning Map Amendment [ 7oning Avthorization . [J Disposition - Real Preperty [ Franchise
Approvals [ Zoning Text Amendment [ Housing Plan & Project ] UDAAP [ Revocable Consent ] Concession
[ Charter 197-a Plan
] Zoning Special Ferimt, spocily type:
[ Modification of
[] Renewal of
I ower
5 UNIFORM LAND USE PROCEDURE (ULURF) [ Yes Ne




PLEARR NOTE THAT
MANY ACTIONS ARE
NOT T0

SUBJECT
CEQR SLE SECTION 110
OF TECHNICAL
MANDAL

Action Type

Analysis Year

6‘.

8

16.
11a.
11b,
12,

13a.

13b,

13c.

13d.

BOARD OF STANDARDS ANT) APPEALS Oves RAwo
[ Special Permit [ New D Renewal [ Bxpiration Date
[ Variance Ouse [Jpulk
Speciﬁmﬁ‘vmdwﬁion{s) of Zoning Resolution

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION [JYes [RNo
[ Titke V Facility [ Power Generation Fasility EIMedical Waste Treatment Fucillty
OTHER CITY APPROVALS  [] Yes O ne

Legislation 7] Rulemaking; specify agency:

[0 Consctruction of Public Fauiitics L1 runding of Construction, Specify [ Punding of Programs, Speeify
O rolicyorplan [ Pettnits, Specify:

Other: explain:

STATE ACTIONS/APPROVALS/FUNDING ) Yes No

If “Yes,™ tdcntify

FEDERAL ACTIONS/APPROVALS/FUNDING O Yes No

If*Yes," identify :

EJunitssed; or [ Type; Spocify categary (se¢ 6 NYCRR 617.4 and NYC Executive Order 91 OF 1977, as amended):

Dmmmsmwmc [T Locatized nation, change in rgulatory eontrol for small aren B Generic
action

ldmﬁtvﬁwmlwisym(orbuﬁdyw}forthepropmcd sction; N/A

Would the proposal be implementad in 8 single phase? [] Yes [INo

Amticipated period of construction:

Anticipated completion date;

Wonld the proposal bo implomentcd in mmiltiple phascs? [ Yes

Number of phases; ——— .

Describe phases and consteaction schedule;

LOCATION OF PKOIECT SITE

N/A

O mna

[One O NA

STREEY ADDRGSS

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY BY BOUNDING OR CROSS STRRRTS

mmmm=Mxm.mmmm'mmmoﬂmm ZONING SECTIONAL MAS NO.

TAX BLOCK AND LOT NUMBERS BURDUGH . COMMUNITY DISTRICT Mo,

PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS AND SCATR OF PROJECT
mumwomsqvmmnommcmmwmm
SPONSOR;

PROJECT SQUARE FTET TO bro DEVELUPED;

GROSS FLOOR AREA OF PROTECT:

TE THE ACTION IS AN EXPANSION, INDICATR PROCENT OF
EXPANSION PROPOSED

N/A

30. PT,
5Q. FT.

% OF

DIMENSIONS (IN FEET) OF LARGEST PROPOSED STRUCTURE; HEIGHY WIDTH LENGTH,

LMWMMAEWAMMWWARB:

IF THE ACTION WOULDAPPLYTDTHEENTIRECH'YORTOAREAS THAT ARE SO EXTENSIVE THAT A SITE.
SPECTFIC DESCRIPTION 1S NOT APPROFPRIATE OR PRACTICARLE, DFSCRIBE THE ARBA LIKELY TO BR AFFECTED
BY THE ACTION: ‘ .

The entire City.

DOES THE PROPOSED ACTION INVOLVE CHANGES IN REGULATORY CONTROLS THAT WOULD AFFECT ONEOR
MORE SITES NOT ASSOCIATED WITH A SPECIFIC DEVELOFPMENIY  Yes XNo
IF *YES’, IDENTIFY THE LOCATION OF THE SITES PROVIDING THE INFORMATION REQUESTED IN 131 & 13b

ABOVE.



PART 11, SITE AND ACTION DESCRIPTION :

Site : 1. GRAPHICS Pleasc attach: (1) a Sanbom o other Jind use map; (2) a zoning map; and (3) 4 tax map. On each map, cleatly show
. thnboundaﬁwofﬂwdirecdynffemdmormmdhdimea%fmrwiusdmwnﬁumthommbmmdaﬁesofmemjw

Description - site. The maps should not exceed 8% x 14 inches in size. NIA .

5"-,‘5,‘" WHERE 2. PHYSICAL SETTING (both developed and undeveloped areas) N/A

m%ﬂ ANSWER Total ditectly affectcd srea (5. 1.3 Water surface srea (sq. ft.):

WING . i " ,
QUESTIONS WITH Roads, bitlding and other paved surfaces (sq. ft.; Other, describe (sq. fi.):
55?;:5%3;3%1“ 3. PRESENT LAND USE N/

A DARECTLY ot

AFIECTED AREA Residential

Sﬂp«stm :&Tﬁn Total no, of dwelling units No, of low-{o-moderate income units

OJECT No. of storics Gross floor area (sq. 1t.)

THE AREA SURIECT TO

ANY CHANGE IN Describe type of residential structares;

REGULATORY

CONTROLE, Commeroin :
Retil: No. of bldgs _ Gross floor ares of each bnilding (sq. ft.):
Office: No. of bldgs Gross floor aren of cach building (sq. ft):
Other:  No. of bidgs : Grogs ttoor area of each duilding (sq. ft.);
Specify type(s): No. of stories and height of cach building;
No, of bldgsz Gross floor area of each building (sq, f.);
Ne. of storics and height of each building;
Type of usefe) Open storgo nres (54, )
If any unenelesed sotivities, specify:
Community fasility
Type of comimmity facility:
No, of bldgs, . Gross floor area of each building (sq. ft.);
Ne. of storics and height of each building:
Yagant land

Is there any vacant land in the direetly affected arca? [JYes [INe
Iyes, describe briefty:

Publie! ible
15 tere any existing publicly scosssiblc-open space in the directly affeeted srea? [ Yes [ No
If yes, desetibe bricfly:

Does the directly affected area include any mapped City, State or Federal parkland? [JYes [ Ne
If yes, describe briefly:

Does the directly affected area include atty mapped or otherwise known wetland? [JYes [CINo
1F yes, describe briafly:

Other land yge
No. of storiee Gross floor arca (sq. f1.)
Type of usc:

4. EXISTING PARKING N/A
Garages’ .
No. of public spaces: No, of acoessory spaces;
Operating hours: Attcnded or non-atiended?
Logs
Ne. of public spaces; No. of accessory spaces:
Operating hoars; Attended or nom-attended?

Qther (including street parking) - please specify and provide same duta as fur lots snd garages, as appropriate,
5, EXISTING STORAGE TANKS N/A

Gins or service stations? [J Yes [ No Ol storage facility? [ Yes  [INo - Cher? Oves [0
. Na

If yas, spacify: .

Number and siza of tuks: Last NYFD inspection date:

Location and depth of tanks;



TeCHmICn

1 MANDAL
CHAPTER M K.,
WAIERFRONT
REVITALIZATION
FROGRAM

Project
Description
18IS

ONLY F

6. CURRENT USERS N/A

No. of residents; No. and type of businesses:

No. and type of workers by businesses: s e, N0, 8140 tyPR Of rinmeresidente who are notworkers: .

7. HISTORIC RESOURCES (ARCHITECTURAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES) N/A

Answer the following two qoestions with mgardtoﬂwdir%tffamd 2124, lotz almiting that ares, Jots nleng the sarme block front
3;- directly acroas the strect From {hre sem blockfront, and, the directly sffected area inclides a corner lot, Iots which front on
€ same sirect intersection.

Do mme areas I'mgg bove contain any impro vetnent, interior laixdsenpe feanurs, ageregate of landscape features, or

arch: resource that:

(2) has been designated (or i3 calendared for consideration a.s)aNewYorkCityLmdmxk,McrimLmdmmkor Scenic Landmark;
(b) i within  designated New York City Historie Distri )

{%) has boen listed on, or detsrmined eligidle for, the New York State or National Register of Historic Placcs;

(d) is within 8 New York State or National Register Historic Distriot; or

() has been recommended by the New York State Board for listing en the New Yotk State ar National Register of Higtoric Places?
Identify any rosnnras:

Doanyaﬂbemlis&dimhehmductnrymmhaboveconmlnanyhimﬁcormhmﬂgiulmoum,oﬁxerﬂmnmmlimd
inrespousetuthemmsqmﬁm? Identify any rasonres,

!sanypannfﬂmdhcﬁymedmwiminﬁunifyswmrﬁmnwuiuﬁm Program boundarics? - X Yes Ne

If yes, append s showing the directly affected area s it relutes to such beundaries, A uested in other of this form
A lectiotis may be made within the coztal zome, Nochngah!ﬁpm’:%rphyswdmmsmwlmdk
proposed or expected

9. CONSTRUCTION
Wil the sction resalt in domolition of or significant physical alterstion to any improvement? [ Yes No
if yes, deserilx: briefly:
Will the sction invalve either sbovo-grommd constructiyg resuiting fn any ground distarbance or in-ground construction?
O ves No  If'yes, describe briefly:

10. PROPOSED LAND USE N/A
Residential

Tosal vo, of dwelling units No. of low-to-moderate income: units Ciroe floor aren (2q. )
No. of styries Desctibc type of residontisl structyres:

Commersia]
Retmil: Neuofbldge, ___ ryus floes area of each building (sq. ft):

Office: No. ofblds&,_________ Grosz floor ates of each building (zq. f.3:

Other: No.ofbldgs. ____  Grags fioor arca of cach building (sq. ft.):
Specify type(s):

Ne. of storiss and height of sach building:

M

No, of bidgs Gross flowr urea of cach tuilding (sq, &t.):

No. of stories and height of each bujlding;
Type of usa(s);

Open storage arex (g, 1) Ifany anencloscd setivitios, specify;

Community facility

Type of community facifity:

No. of bldgs

No. of stories and height of each building:

Vacunt jand
Is there any vacant tand in the directly affected arca? [ Yes

Gross floer arca of each building (sq. ft)

[INe
1f ves, describe briefly



SEE CEQR
TECRNICAL MANUAL
CHAPTERITE B,
SOCIO.ECONOMID
CONDITIONS

SEE CEQR
TECHNICAL MANUAL
CHAPTERT .,
COMMUNITY FACILE
TIFS & SERVICES

Zoning
Information

11.

12,

14,

15.

16.

17.
18.

N/A

Is thers any existing publicly accessible open space to be removed or sltered? [JYes  [INo
If yes, deseribe briefly; -

Is there any cxisting publicly accessible open space to be added? [JYes [JNe
If yes, describe briefly; '

Qther land tee

Gross floor ares (2q. ) No. of staries Type of use:
PROPOSED FARKING N/A

Carages

Mo, of publie spaces; No. of accessory spaces:
Operating hours: Attended or non-attended?

Lots

No. of public spaces; No. of accessory apaces;
-Operating hours; Attended or non-attended?

Other (including street parking) - please specify and provide same data a3 for lots and garages, as appmmto
No, and location of proposed curb cuts:

PROPOSED STORAGE TANKS N/A

Gas or service stations? [] Yes [ No Oil storage ficility? [l Ves [INo  Other? Clve R No
11 yoy, spessily:
Size of tanks: Location and depth of tanks:

PROPOSELD UNSERS VA
No, of residents:

Na, and type of businesses:
No, and type of non-residents who arc ot WOrkerS, e —0..

No. and type of workers by businesans:

HISTORIC RESOURCES (ARCHITECTURAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES) N/A

Will the retion affect any architestural or jeul resource identified in rosponsa to aither of the twe questions at number 7
in the Sie Desaription seotion of th form? L1 Yeu. L] No ! "

if yes, describe briefly:

PIRECT ISPLACEMENT
Will the action directly displace specific business ot affordable and/or low income residential units? [ Yes No
If yes, deseribe briefly: .

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

Will the action directly climinatz, displace, oe alter public or publicly funded community fesilitics such as cducational acilities,
libraries, hospitals and otiver health care fucititios, day oure conters, police stations, or fire stations? ] Yes No

If yes, describe briefly:

What is the zoning classification(s) of the directly affacted area? N/A

What iy the maximum amount of floor area that can be developed in the dimotly affected area under the present zoning? Deseribe
in teyms of bulk for each use.

19, What i the proposed zoning of the directly affected area?

N/A

20,

Whatisﬁlemaximmnamoumofﬂoormmatcouldbcdwelopedinmedirecﬂynﬂ’ectedarewndermepmpmdming?
Describe in terms of bulk for each use,

N/A

21,

What are the predominant land nses and zoning classifications within a 1/4 tnilc radins of the proposcd action? N/A



Additigna]
Information

Analyses

Applieant
Certification

¥

hﬁnmmhh?@mbﬁmpumqum9mmugh 16. N/A

f. HISTORIC RESOURCES

B URBAN DESIGN/VISUAL RESOURCES

h. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER

i. NATURAL RESOURCES

J. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

k. WATERFRONT REVITALIZATION PROGRAM
L INFRASTRUCTURE

1. SOLID WASTE AND SANITATION SERVICES
n, ENERGY

- 0. TRAFFIC AND PARKING

p. TRANSIT AND PEDESTRIANS
4. AR QUALITY

r. NOISE

5. CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS

t PUBLIC HEALTH

Ses CEQR Technical Manual Chapter lILA_
Sce CEQR Technical Manus| Chapter 11,8
See CEQR Teehnital Manual Chaptet 1ILC.
See CEQR Technical Manual Chapier BLD,
See CEQR Technical Mangs| Chapler IILE,
3ee CEQR Technioal Matial Chapter ITL.F,
See CEQR Technical Manual Chapter 11.G.
See CEQR Technical Manual Chapter IILH,
See CEQR Technical Manual Chapter 1.1,
See CEQR Technical Manyal Chapter I11.J,
See CEQR Technical Manual Chapter 1K
See CEQR ‘Iectmical Manua! Chupter ITLL.
Sec CEQR Technical Manual Chapter [ILM,
See CEQR Technical Manual Chapter IEN.
See CEQR Technical Manial Chapter 110,
See CEQR Technical Man Chapter Jil.p.
See CEQR Technical Manual Chaptar 111,Q.
See CEQR ‘Techical Manual Chapter 111 R,
See CEQR 'Technical Manyal Chapter 1.8, -
See CEQR Technical Manual Chapter J{I.T.

24. Carmen Cognetta, Fsq, New York City Council
PREPARER NAME PRINCIFAL
Legislative Attorney, New York City Couneil Jeffrey Haberman
FREPARER TITLE NAME OF FRINCIPAL REPRESENTATIVE
/kl Deputy Director, Infrnstruchute Division
SRNATORE / osmw
03/11/08 MQ‘O\I"
DATE srcmi@uorn&umanmmam '
21108
DATS

NOTE: Any person who knowingly wakes 2 falss statement or wha knowingly falsifics any statement on this form or allows any
such statement 1o be falsificd shall be guitty of an offense punishable by fine o imprisonment or both, pursuant 10 Section 10-154
of the New York City Administrative Code, and tnay be lisble under applicable laws,



Impact PART HI, ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND DETERMINATION

Significance TO BE COMPLETED BY THE LEAD AGENCY

The lead agency shonld complete this Part after Parts T and 11 have bern completad. In eompleting thig Part, the lead agency should
consult 6 NYCRR 617.7, which containg the State Department of Environmental Consarvation’s criteria for determining significance.

’rheleadagencyshnulde:umﬂnamﬁmofarecﬂﬂsnﬁicimtmsupponmedmmiuaﬁm in this Part. The record may be based

upan snalyses submiued by he applicant (if any) with Part II of the EAS. The CEQR Technical Manual sets forth methodologies

dcvelopedbymACitytobcusedinmnlysespmpmdfonhel'mdwtzgoﬁes.Almnmﬁveoraddﬁunalmﬁlodoiogiesmaybemﬂiud

by the lead agency.

1. Fereachofthe impamamgoﬁeslistedbehw,cmsidurwmmﬂmeuﬁmmyhaveasigniﬁ@mteﬁectmﬂwenvimnmemwith
respect to the impact category. IF it may, answer yes. )

LAND USE, ZONING, AND PUBLIC POLICY . NO
SOCIOECONOMIC CONDITIONS NO
COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES NO
OPEN SPACE ) W
SHADOWS NO
URDAN DESKIN/VISUAL RESOURCES NO
NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER NO
NATIRAL RESQURCES : . NO
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ) . NO
WATERFRONT REVITALIZATION PROGRAM NO
INFRASTRUCTURE . ' NO
SOLID WASTE AND SANTTATION S$ERVICES NOQ
ENERGY NO
TRAFFIC AND PARKING NO
TKANSIT AND PEDESTRIANS NO
AJR QUALITY NO
NOISE NO
CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS NO
"PUBLIC HEALTH NO

2, Ammm&nyaspe:tsofﬁmacﬁonnlevmnbﬁmdmmmwonwhcﬁmmwﬁmnuyhnveasignif‘mntimpactunﬂm
envimnment, such 53 combined or cumulativa inspasts, that wore not fulty eovered by other responses and suppuriing muterials? If
there are such bnmm,exphhihﬂnandmwwhm.asamhoftbmﬂmwﬁmmayhnveasigliﬁmtimpacton!he

* environment. NO ;

3. 1fthe tead agency hes determined in ts answers to questions 1 and 2 of this Part that the sotion will have no significant impact on
the environment, a negative declarstion is appropriate, The lead agency may, in its discretion, fitrther elaborate here upon the
reasons for issuance of a negative declaration, See attashrnent "A”

4.  Ifthe lead agency has determined in its answers 1o questions 1 andzofmispmthuﬁxcmﬁmnwyhmasipiﬁmtimpmon
ﬁmwwironmt,amditiomlnegaﬁvedeclamdon(CND)mybeappmpriatufmiupﬁvmmlicantt‘orﬂmacﬁmandme
acﬁonisnot'l'ype!.ACND'sonlyappmmiatcwhenmdﬂbnsimposedbymcludagmcywillmodifythepmpvsodmionso
ﬂlatmsiy:iﬁcamadvmenvirmmmhlﬁnpm will result, If 4 CND is appropriate, the lead sgency should describe here the
condiﬁonsﬁoﬂmsmionﬂlatwiﬂbeuﬂdwtakenmdhowmeywmnﬁﬁmpmﬁﬂsigniﬁmmﬁnpam. N/A

5. Ifthe lcad agency has detwmined that the nction may have & significant impact on the environment, and if a conditional negative
declaration is not appropriate, then the lead agency should igsue a positive declaration, Where appropriate, the lead agency may, in
itx discrotion, further elnborste here npon tho reasons fix yuance of'a positive declaragon. In particular, if supporting materials do
not make clear the busis for a positive declaration, the lead ageney should deseribe bricfly the impact(s) it has identified that may
constitute 2 significant impact on the environment

. Lead Agency Carmen Cognetta, Esq. ' . Jeffrey Haberman
Certification PREPARER NAME NAME OF LEAD AGENCY REFRESENTATIVE
Legislative Attorney, New York City Council Depury Dir
F TLE r = CY REPRESENTATIVE
T A TR
PREPARER SIGNATURE v7 SIGNATRE OF LEAD AGENGY REPRESENTATIVE
03/11/08 03/11708

" DATE DATE



ATTACHMENT A TO ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STATEMENT
Project Description and Purpose and Need

Re: Preconsidered Int. No.  --A local law to amend the administrative code
of the city of New York, in relation to the electronic equipment collection
standards

CEQR No. 08CCO006Y
Location: Citywide

Project Description:

The action consists of the passage of a local law that would amend Chapter 4-A of Title
16 of the Administrative Code.

Preconsidered Int. No.  would amend Chapter 4-A that provides that the
“manufacturers” of “covered electronic equipment”, including televisions and personal
computers, will be rosponsible for collecting and recycling such equipment in New York
City. To insure that such recycling occurs, the manufacturers of covered electronic
equipment will be required to submit and implement a plan to be approved by the New
York City Department of Sanitation (DSNY) that will describe, among other things, what
measures they will take to collect, recycle and reuse their equipment, how they will
educate the public about their recycling and reuse plan, their annual sales in New York
City for the previous year, how they will destroy data on computers that they will recycle
Or reuse, a list of their brands, and that their recycling plan meets all federal, state, local,
and international laws. In addition, the law includes relevant definitions; bans depositing
covered clectronic waste in the City’s waste stream: provides for a plan submittal,
approval, and modification process; and specifies penalties for fajlure to meet the various
requirements of the proposed law,

This law would amend Chapter 4-A to mandate that each manufacturer recycles
covered electronic equipment at & minimum rate of 25% of their market share by July 1,
2012, 45% by July 1, 2015, and 65% by July 1, 2018. Such minimum recycling
standards can be waived by DSNYY under specific circumstances included in Chapter 4-A.
Preconsidered Int No. also provides for penalties for failure to meet the prescribed
performance standards.

Purpose and Need
Electronic wastc rcpresents onc of the fastest growing and rhost hazardous

components of the City of New York’s waste stream. It is estimated that, based upon
national data, less than 10% of the City’s electronic waste is currently being rceyeled.
According to the United States Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”), more than 2.6
million tons of computers, television sets and other electronic waste were discarded in the



United States during 2005. The EPA also estimates that there are hundreds of millions of
pieces of electronic waste being stockpiled in homes and businesses, 3

There are direct environmental and public health consequences for New York
City residents and workers from the improper handling and disposal of electronic waste.
For example, the regional incineration of electronic waste poses a direct threat to the
City’s air quality and the health of its residents,

Electronic waste contains many toxic substances, including lead, mercury,
chromium, cadmium and beryllium, An average television set with a traditional cathode

terminal contains four pounds of lead as well as smaller amounts of mereury and
cadeaium, The improper disposal of fifis waste therefore poses a threat to buman health

and theenvironment. Indeed, according to the EPA, as much as 70% of heavy metals
contained in landfills, including lead, mercury and cadmium, originates from electronjc
waste. The EPA reports that incineration of electronic waste can lead to increased
mercury, lead and other toxic airborne emissions.

There is currently no comprehensive system for managing the growing problem
of electronic waste in the City of New York but one would be created by Preconsidered
Int. No. . titled a local law to amend the adminjstrative code of the city of New York,
in relation to the collection for recycling, reuse and safe handling of electronic equipment
in the city of New York . The establishment of a system to provide for the collection,
handling and recycling or reuse of electronic equipment in this City is consistent with its
duty to protect the health, safety and welfare of its citizens; enhance and maintain the
quality of the environment; and help prevent air, water and Jand pollution. Establishing
such a system is consistent with New York State’s overall solid waste management
policy, including its intent to pursue and implement an integrated approach to solid waste
Mmanagement and to aggressively promote waste reduction, reuse and recycling as the
preferred methods of waste managoment. '

The purpose of this proposed law is to amend the system created by
Preconsidered Int, No, | titled a local law to amend the administrative code of the city
- of New York, in relation fo the collection for recycling, reuse and safe handling of
electronic equipment in the city of New York which would establish a comprehensive
electronics recycling system that ensures the safe and environmentally sound handling,
recycling, and reuse of electronic ¢quipment. That program would establish an
¢lectronics recycling and reuse collection system that is convenient and minimizes costs
to consumers of electronic equipment and to the City. By encouraging convenient and
environmentally sound collection vl clectronic waste, this proposed law would reduce the
environmental and health costs associated with electronic equipment that is discarded
along with ordinary waste. In addition, the sctting of performance standards mandated by
Preconsidered Int, No. is necessary to insure that electronic equipment is
collected and recycled in appropriate amounts. The three-year period before penaltics are
imposed for failure to meet the prescribed performance standards gives the industry and
the City ample time to develop the program for implementing the policies established by

Chapter 4-A and data to evaluate, and if necessary, adjust the prescribed performance
‘standards and other elements of the program,



ATTACHMENT B TO ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STATEMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Re: Preconsidered Int. No. —A local law to amend the Administrative Code of the
City of New York, in relation to electronic standards.

CEQR No. 08CCO006Y
Location: Citywide
Land Use, Zoning and Public Policy:

& aNY L

e-Propa G on iand use, zoning, or

public policy related to land use, The action would not result ia s significant change in land
use, or substantially affect land use regulations or policies governing land use. In addition,
the action would not substantially affect land use regulation or policy controlling land use.
Therefore, nio additional land use, zoning, or publie policy analysis is required.

Sociveconomic Conditions:

The proposed action is generic in naturc and would not displace or cause any site-specific
socioeconomic changes to occur, As a getieric action, it would not directly or indirectly
displace residential populations or husinesses, lead to new development, or affect the real
estate market. The proposed action would not result in significant adverse socioeconomic
impacts since such action would not directly or indirectly change the population, housing
stock or economic activities.

Community Facilities and Services:
The proposed action is generic in nature and would not add new demands on existing

community facilities or directly impact any community facilities. Therefore, no additional
description or analysis is warrantad.

Open Space:

The proposed action is generic in nature and would nejther result in any physical alterations
nor directly or indirectly negatively impact open space. Therefore, no additional description
or analysis is required.

Shadows:

The proposed action is generic in nature and would not require adding new structures or
otherwise cause shadows. Therefore, no additional analysis or desetiption is nceded.

Historic Resources:
The proposed action is generic in nature and would not involve any above-ground or below-

ground disturbance that could impact archeological resources or cause new construction, a
change in visual context, additions to any buildings, a change in shadows, or any other



outcome that could impact architectural tesources. Therefore, no additional desctiption or
analysis is required,

Urban Design/Visual Resourees:

The proposed action is generic in nature and would not alter any building bulk or setbacks or
cause any in~ground comstruction. The physical appearance of buildings, their arrangetnent
on blocks, the street pattern, or noteworthy views that give an area a distinctive character will
not be affected. Conseqnently, no additional description or analysis js required.

Neighborhood Character:

The proposed action is generic in nature and would have no effect on land use, urban design,
visual resources, histotic resources, socioeconomic conditions, traffic, or noise. Therefore, no
negative impact would oecur, and ho additional analysis or description is needed.

Natural Resources:

The proposed action is generic in nature and would not negatively impact any site-specific
~nafurelresouress. - Therefore, no additional analysis or description is needed. -

Hazardous Materials:

The proposed action is generic in nature. It would nejther affect a site with hazardous

York City is being disposed of jn landfills and burned in incinerators, According to the EPA,
as much as 70% of heavy metals contained in landfills, including lead, mercury and cadmium,
originates from electronic waste, The EPA reports that incineration of electronic waste can
lead to increased merce » lead and other toxic airbome emissions. The proposed action
would eliminate covered ¢lectronic equipment from landfills and incinerators and would
provide for the safe handling and recycling or reuse of products. that contain hazardous
materials, positively impacting public health and the environment by removing toxic materials
from landfills and reducing toxic airborne emissions, but would have no negative impact.
Consequently, no additional analysis or description is needed,

Waterfront Revitalization Program:

The proposed action is generic in nature and would have no adverse impacts on waterfront
resources or the City’s Waterfront Revitalization Program. S8ec attached New York City
Waterfront Revitalization Program Consistency Assessment Form,

Infrastructure:

The propused action would not result in any negative -impacts on the City’s water supply,

wastewater, sanitation, energy, roadways, bridges, tunnels or public transportation.
Therefore, no additional description or analysis is needed.

ﬁ2-



Solid Waste and Sanitation:

The proposed action would be beneficial to solid waste and sanitation services, and be ,
consistent with the City’s Solid Waste Management Plan. DSNY is not expected to change
its current operations for collecting and disposing of residential and institutional refuse and
managing recyclables. The new recycling programs would result in a decrease in covered
electronic equipment DSNY crews will pick up as part of their regular collection routes and
would result in a decrease in waste disposed of at facilities under contract with the DSNY.
The proposed action is generic in nature and would not adversely affect the generation or
management of City sulid waste or regulations related to the genetation or management of
City solid waste. Therefore, no additional analysis is needed.

Energy:

The proposed action is generic in nature and would not cause the transmission or generation
of additional energy or lead to the indirect consumption of energy. Therefore, it would have
no negative impact on energy, and no additional analysis or description is required.

Traffic and Parking:

The action would not generate new residential development or lead 0 a significant increase in
truck traffic on the City’s roadways. A few additional carting trucks may be deployed to pick
up the covered eléctronic equipment for recycling. The CEQR Technical Manual guidelines
suggest that projects generating fewer than fifty peak-hour vehicle trips should not raise
traffic concerns and, therefore, should not require detailed traffic analysis. The proposed
action would generate far fewer vehicle trips for trucks than that threshold value. Consumers
are not expected to make significant numbers of special trips to return covered electronic
equipment. Much of the covered electronic equipment would be returned by existing retum
methods such as mail, parcel service companies and delivery trucks that are atready making
return trips, The proposed action would have no significant adverse impacts on traffic and
parking. Therefore, no additional analysis or description is required.

Air Quality:

The proposed action is generic in nature and would not cause negative impacts from mobile or
stationary sources. It would not increase or cause a redistribution of traffic, create new
mobile sources of pollutants, or add new uses near mobile pollutions sources. Neither would
it create new stationary sources of air pollution, add new uses near existing emissions stacks,
or change the dispersion of pollutants from existing sources. It would not create odors or
place new sensitive receptors close to sources of odor. It would improve air quality by
climinating the disposal of covered clectronic equipment from incinerators and landfills.
Therefore, no additional analysis or description is required.

Noise;

The proposed action is generic in nature and will not create mobile or stationary sources that
could affect noise. The proposed action will not generate significant numbers ofnew trips
from vehicles, (see traffic and parking above) aircraft or trains. It would not create any new
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Stationary sources, new sensitive receptors, or  :1ge construction of any kind, Therefore, no
additional description or analysis is required,

Construction Impacts:

The proposed action is peneric in nature and would not involve any construction activities.
Therefore no additional description or analysis is needed, '

Public Health:

The proposed action i, getieric in nature and would have no negative cffect on public health.
It would not increase traffic or cii-ssions, cause e usure 1o toxies or contaminants, affect
solid waste management, have - ¢ or odor im: 8, Or create any other negative public
health impact. It would provide . the safe hand  and recycling of products that contain
hazatdous materials, positively ;. pacting public he. . and the environment, but would have
-#0-fegative impsct. “The proposed action would have a positive effect on public health by
eliminating covered electronic equipment from the waste stream, land fills and incinerators



Date Received: DOS ne.

I—F;r Internal Use Only: ‘ " WRPno.

NEW YORK CITY WATERFRONT REVITALIZATION PROGRAM
Consistency Assessment Form

Proposed actions that are subject to CEQR, ULURP or other local, state or federal discretionary review prauedures,
and that are within New York City's designated coastal zone, must be reviewed and assessed for their consistency

‘with the New York_Citv Waterfront Revitalization Program (WRP). The WRP was adopled as a 197-a Plan by the
Council of the City of New York on October 13, 1999, and subsequently approved by the New York State Department

of State with the concurrence of the United States Department of Commaerce pursuant to applicable state and federal
law, ingluding the Watsrfront Revitalization of Coastal Areas and Inland Waterways Act. As 1 result of these
approvals, state and federal discretionary actions within the c:ty’s coastal zone must be consiatent to the maximum
extent practicable with the WRP policies and the city must be given the opportunity to comment on all state and
federal projects within its coastal zone.

Thig form is intended to assist an appllcant in certifying that the propased activity is consistent with the WRP, It
should be completed when thé local, state, or federal application is prepared. The completed form and accompanying

information will be used by the New York State Department of State, other state agencies or the New York City
Department of City Planning in their review of the applicant's ceriification of enngirtency.

‘A, APPLICANT
1. Name: New York City Council

2 Address: 250 Broadway, 14th floor, New York, NY
3. Telephane; 212-788-9104 Fax: 212-788-9168 E-mail: cCognetta@council.nyc.gov

4, Project site owner: Not Applicable

B. PROPOSED ACTIVITY

1.  Brief description of activity:

The proposed bill would amend various sections of chapter 4-A of Title 16 of the New York
Cily Administrative Code "Electronic Equipment Collection and Recycling Act” that requires
manufacturers of covered electronic equipment that is sold in New York City to collect and
recycle and reuse covered electronic equipment that is returned to them from residents and
businesses in the City to meet certain performance standards. Please see aftachment "A°

2. Purpose of activity:

To establish a comprehensive collection system for covered electronic equipment that
would minimize environmental pollution, reduce toxicity of waste material in the solid
waste stream directed to incinerators and landfills and maximize the removal of

covered electronic equipment from the waste stream to reuse or recycle and by adding
performance standards to insure appropriate amounts of covered aquipment are

collected.
3. Location ot activily: (street address/borough or sie description).

Citywide

WRPF consistency form - January 2003




Praposed Activity Cont'd

4.  If a federal or state permit or license was issued or is required for the proposed activity, identify the permit
type(s), the authorizing agency ana provide the application or permit number(s), if known:

No federal or state permit or license is required

5 Isfederl or state funding being used to finance the project? If so, please identify the funding source(s).
No federal or state funding is being used :

8. Will the proposed project require the preparation of an environmental impact statement?
Yes No If yes, identify Lead Agency:

7. identdfy city discretionary actions, such as a zoning amendment or adoption of an urban renewal plan, required
for the proposed project.
Enactment of a local law that amends chapter 4-A of Title 16 of the
Administrative Code of the City of New York.

C. COABTAL ASSESSMENT

Location Quastions: Yes No
1. Is the project site on the waterfront or at the water's edge? ' v
2. Does the proposed project require a waterfront site? v
3. Would the adtion resulf in a physical alterstion to a waterfront site, including land along the
shoreline, land underwater, or coastal waters? : v
Policy Questiona Yes No
The following questions represent, in a broad sense, the poficies of the WRP. Numbers in
parentheses after each quastion indicate the policy or policies addressed by the question. The new

italizat] offers detalled explanations of the policies, including criteria for
consistency determinations.
Check either "Yes” or “No" for each of the following questions. For all “yes™ responses, provide an
attachment assessing the effects of the proposed activity on the relevant policies or standards.
Explain how the action would be consistent with the goals of those policies and standards.
4. Will the proposad projoct rasult in revitalization or redevelopment of a deteriorated or under-used
waterfront site? (1) . ‘/_
5. Is the project site appropriate for residential or commercial redevalopment? (1.1) v
6. Wil the action reault in a change in scale or character of a neighborhood? (1.2) v

2
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Policy Questions cont’d

Yes No

7. Will the proposed activity require provision of new public services or infrastructure in undeveloped
or sparsely populated sections of the coastal area? (1.3)

8. Is the action located in one of the designated Significant Maritime and Industrial Areas (SMIA):
South Bronx, Newltown Creek, Brookiyn Navy Yard, Red Hook, Sunset Park, or Staten lsland? (2)

8. Are there any waterfront structures, such as piers, docks, bulkheads or wharvas, Iocated on the
project sites? (2)

10. Would the action involve the siting or construction of a facility essential to the generation or
transmission of encrgy, or a natural gas facility, or would it develop new energy resources? (2.1)

11, Does the action invalve the siting of a working waterfront use outside of a SMIA? 2.2

12. Does the proposed project involve infrastruchre improvemnent, such as conetniction or repair of
—piers; tdotks; orbuikiteads? —(2,3; 3.2) - -

13. Would the action involve mining, dredging, or dredge disposal, or placement of dredged or fil
materials in coastal waters? (2.3, 3.1. 4, 5.3, 8.3)

14. Would the action be located in a commergial or recraational boating center, such as City
Island, Sheepshead Bay or Great Kille or an area devoted to watsr-dependent transportation? (2)

15. Would the proposed project have an adverse effect upan the land or water usés within a
commercial or recreation boating center or water-dependent tranaportation center? (3.1)

16. Would the proposed project create any conflicts between commercial and racrastional boating?
(3.2

17. Does the proposed project involve any boating activity that would have an Impact on the aquatic
environment or surounding land and water uses? {3.3)

18. Is the action located In one of the designated Special Natural Waterfront Areas {(SNWA): Long
Island Sound- East River, Jamaica Bay, or Northwest Staten Island? {4 and 8.2)

18. Is the project site in or adjacent to & Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitat? 4.1)

20, Is the site located within or adjacent to a Recognized Ecological Complex: South Shore of
Staten Island or Riverdale Natural Area District? (d.1and 9.2)

21, Would the action involve any activity in or near a tidal or freshwater watiand? 4.2

22, Does the project site contain 2 rare ecological community or would the propased project affect a
Vuinerable plant, fish, or wildiife species? (4.3)

23. Would the action have any effects on commaersial or recreational use of fish resources? “4.4)

24, Would the proposed project in any way affect the water quality classification of nearby
waters or be unable to be congistent with that claseifisation? (%)

25. Would the action result in any direct or indirect discharges, including toxins, hazardous
substances, or other pollutants, efflucnt, or waste, into any waterbody? (5.1)

26, Would the action resuit in the draining of stormwater nunoff or sewer overfiows into coastal
waters?  (5.1)

27. Will any activity associated with the project generate nonpoint source pollution? (5.2)
28. Would the action cause violations of the National or State air quality standards? (5.2)

WRP consistengy form « January 2003
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Policy Questions cont'd

Yes No

© 23, Would the aetion result in
(5.2C)

30. Will the project involve the excavation or placi

estyaries, tidal marshes or other wetlands? (5.3)
31. Woutd the proposed action have any effects on surface or ground water supplies? (5.4)

32, Would the action result in any activities within a federally designated flood hazard area or state-

designated erosion hazards area? (8)

signifieant amounts of acid rain Precursors (nitrates and sulfates)?

ng of fill in or near havigable waters, marshes,

83. Would the action result in any constniction activities that would lead to erosion? )
34, Wouldtheactiminvo!veoonstmwonorreoonstrucﬁon of a flaod or erosion control structure?

6.1)

35. Would the action
island, or biuf?? (6.1)

38, Doas the
(6.2)

invoiveanyneworinmaasedacﬁ\ﬁtyonornearanybeam. dune, barrier

Propused project invoive use of public funds for flood prevention or arosion control?

37. Would the proposed project affect a non-renewable source of send 7 (6.3)

© 38. Would tha action
other poliutants? (7)

result in shipping, handling, or storing of solid wastes,

hazardous materials, dr

39. Would the action affect any sites that have been used as landfills? @.1)
40. Would the action result in development of a gite that may contain contamination or that has

a history of underground fuaj tanks, o
storage? (7.2)

41. Will the proposed activity result in any transport, storage,

il epills, or other form Or petroleum nraduct sse o

treatment, or disposal of solig wastes

or hazardous materials, or the siting of a sofid or hazardous waste facility? (7.3)

42, Would the action result in
public access areas, or public

43. Will the propoged project affect or

park or other land in public ownership protected fo

& reduction of existing or req
parks or open spaces? (8)

in, an, or adjacent to any federal, state, or city
T Open space preservation? (8)

be located

uired access to or along coastal waters,

44, Would the action result in the provision of open space without provision for its maintenance?

8.1

45.Wnuidﬂ1éacﬁonmultinanydevelo

enhanced or water-dependent recreational space? (8.2)
46. Will the proposed project impede visual access to cogstal lands, waters and open space? (8.3)
publicly owned or acquired land that eould accommodate

47. Does the proposed
waterfront open space

project involve

o fecreation? (8.4)

pment along the shoreline but NOT include new water

48. Does the project site invoive lands or waters held in public trust by the state or city? (8.5)
buiit resources that contribute to the seenic quality of a

48. Would the action affect naturg) or
coastal area? (9)

50. Does the site currently include etaments that degrada the area's

10 the water? (9.1)

WRP cansistency form - January 2003
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Yas No

Policy Questions cont'd

51. Would the proposed action have a significant adverse impact on historic, archeological, or

cultural resources? (10) v
52. Will the proposed activity affect or be lacated in, on, or adjacent to an historic resource listed

on the Natjonal or State Register of Historic Places, or designated as a landmark by the City of /

New York? (10)

D. CERTIFICATION

The applicant or agent must certify that the proposed activity is consistent with New York City's Waterfront
Revitalizatinn Program, purguant te tha New York State Coastal Management Program. If this certification cannot be

made, the proposed activity shalt not be undertaken. if the certification can be made, complete this section,

"The propused activity complies with New York State's Coastal Management Program as expressed in New York
City's approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program, pursuant to New York State's Coastal Management
Program, and will be conducted in a manner consistent with such ptogram.”

ApplicantiAgent Name; N8W York City Council/ Carmen J. Cognetta, Jr.

Address: 250 Broadway, 14th Floor, New York, NY 10007

Telephone 21 2-788~§1 04

Applicant/Agent Signature; C /ﬁﬂ Date: _m:dé :

WRP rangistency form - Tamsary 2003




Preconsidered Int. No.  Amendment to Electronic

__—--____'__:—"—""—'-—'——-———n——-——-—._
Equipment Collection, Recycling and Reuse Act

Waterfront Revitalization Program Form — Supplemental Information

38. Wonld the action result in shipping, handling or storing of solid wastes,
hazardous materials, or other pollutants?

Policy 7: Minimize environmental degradation from solid waste and
hazardous substances.

The proposed actions aims to minimize environmental pollution, reduce the
voluue and toxicity of waste materials in the solid waste stream directed to
resource recovery and sanitary landfill facilities, and maximize the recycling and
reuse of covercd electronic equipment that would otherwise be disposed of in
landfills and incinerators by establishing mandatory performance standards for
those charged with the obligation to establish an clectronic waste management
plan. Storage of collected covered electronic equipment awaiting transport for
recycling would not adversely effect the environment. The transport of a portion
of the covered electronic equipment by truck will not pose any risks or harm to
the environment. Consumers are not expected to make significant numbers of
special trips to retirn covered electronic equipment. Much of the covered -
electronic equipment would be returned by existing return methods such as mail,
parcel service companies and delivery trucks that are already making return trips.
Covered electronic equipment does not become hazardous until it is incinerated or
destroyed in a landfill, Storage of covered clectrunic equipment waiting to be
shipped will be in 2 non-hazardous state. - The proposed action would be
consistent with this policy.





