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The Effectiveness of waste processing
of the New Taipei City government

He-Shiang Lin® ~ Wang-Kun Chen?

! Graduate, Dept. of Environment and Property Management,
Jinwen University of Science and Technology
? Associate Professor, Dept. of Environment and Property Management,
Jinwen University of Science and Technology

Abstract

Following the Taipei City, New Taipei City taken a two-stage implementation of
"the garbage-fee collecting from garbage-bag cost “policy. The first stage at 2009.05.01,
its area includes Ying-ge, Young-ho, Tsing-den, Tu-cheng . The second stage at
2010.10.01, its area includes the other towns of New Taipei City. This thesis in used to
"historical archival research” approach. It was used the data of New Taipei City
government in near years. We will discuss the evolution and problems of the waste
processing of the New Taipei City government after "the garbage-fee collecting from
garbage-bag cost "policy was implementation . The New Taipei City government
promoting the policy of the "trash classification™ and "recycling”, and it was success in
last few years. But, the amount of "incineratable waste” and "food waste" is relative.
When the amount of "incineratable waste" has decreased, the amount of " food waste"
must be increased. Currently, the incinerator of An-keng is no more garbage can be
incinerated. And, the more problems was appeared. The Environmental Protection
Bureau of New Taipei City must to solve it ,that likes how to do a appropriate policies
and regulations, no one willing to processing the organic waste, NIMBY effect, again of
the neighbors etc..

Keywords: the garbage-fee, waste, organic waste, food waste
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