Appendix 4B.1

Recycling Stakeholders Analysis
Throwing trash is a daily thing in our life. According to Environmental Protection

Agency, ““In 2010, Americans generated about 250 million tons of trash” (Municipal Solid Waste). The trash that is not hazardous refers to municipal solid waste (MSW) such as papers and plastics (Moore 466). There are different ways to dispose MSW such as landfilling, combustion and recycling (Riedel S8). My research is focusing on one of the waste management methods, which is recycling. Producing valuable materials from the waste is called recycling or resource recovery (Moore 476). Recycling has gained attention since1970s (Exploring the Cost of Recycling 3). Recycling benefits the environment and saves energy. However, it is a problematic issue because in some situations, recycling is hard to perform and costs more than other waste managements. These environmental and financial impacts make recycling debatable. There are some questions that I want to investigate. What are the advantages and disadvantages of recycling? Does the benefits of recycling overcome its disadvantages?

There are many different stakeholders involved in this issue.  Environmentalists support the idea of recycling because it would make our habitat in a healthy shape and reduce pollution. Also, the government supports recycling due to its advantages of saving energy and reducing the use of virgin materials. On the other hand, economists do not support recycling because it costs more than other waste disposal methods. Waste management workers, who perform recycling, landfilling or combustion, are also different.  They may not support recycling because it needs more work than landfilling and combustion. Also, consumers of MSW may not support recycling if they have to separate recyclable material before throwing them away.
In my stakeholder analysis, I will focus on environmentalists, economists and waste management workers. In my opinion, recycling is a problematic issue because it costs more than others. At the same time, it benefits the environments. Therefore, I have chosen the first two. Unlike landfilling and combustion, recycling need more workers and takes more time. Hence, I have selected waste management workers to be one of my stakeholders.

Environmentalists is one of the stakeholder of this issue because the care about the health of our habitat. It is my opinion they would support recycling for several reasons. First of all, Recycling reduces the greenhouse gases such as carbon dioxide (CO2) and methane (CH4), which are principle of global warming (Riedel S8). Moreover, it saves more energy than other waste management methods (Tyskeng and Finnveden 747). Also, using nonrenewable and new materials can be decreased because recycling save resources (Moore 476). In addition to these benefits, recycling reduce pollution, which means humans can be in a better health (Moor 476). In my opinion, they would answer my questions by saying that recycling is efficient disposal methods and has a lot of advantages to the environment, which makes it better than other waste management ways. They would argue that although recycling sometimes cost more, it is more important to benefit the environment because it would help human health. Environmentalists would encourage recycling with ignoring its financial impacts.

A second stakeholder group that involves in this issue is economists. They view this issue in a financial way. Recycling depends on several factors in order to be financially efficient (Exploring the Cost of Recycling 3). It creates more jobs than other waste managements (Riedel S12). Consequently, it needs more money to give to the additional workers. Therefore, they would react negatively toward recycling if it costs more than other management methods. If recycling saves money, economists would answer my questions by preferring recycling because it is economically beneficial. However, if it costs a lot, They might argues that even though recycling reduce some environmental impacts, we can save the money for other uses.

Another stakeholder that can be included in this issue is waste management workers.

Unlike landfilling and combustion, recycling process needs to separate recyclable materials from others (Moore 477). Therefore, it requires more work than other waste managements methods. In my opinion, Workers would be against recycling if they are going to get the same salary as they take for other waste managements. Additionally, some workers may don’t like recycling because they want to be comfortable during work. The answer of my questions depends on the workers. If they are going to be paid more and they like to work more, they will support recycling over other management methods, and vice versa. Their argument with other stakeholders depends on their status with ignoring the environmental and financial impacts. In my opinion, if they will be in a better situation, they will support recycling. If they were not, they would be against it.

The environmentalists’ and economists’ view can be similar if recycling benefits the environment and save money. They will both support and encourage recycling. In contrast, when recycling costs more than other waste managements, unlike environmentalists, economists would be against recycling and prefer other managements to save money. It is my opinion that waste management workers are completely different. They would ignore recycling impacts environmentally and financially. Instead, they will consider their work status. If they are better off with recycling, they would like to recycle, and vice versa.

In my argument, I’m going to address the economists because they think the cost of recycling is the one it matters. I’m an environmental health major. Hence my primary goal is to save the environment and human health. Although recycling costs more in some situation, our health is more important than the money. There are no benefits to live in a world full of health problems even when you have a lot of money.
