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“Green” Procurement of Electronic Equipment

Overview:

Governments at the international, federal, and state levels have shown significant interest in developing a set of criteria that they could use to ensure that their purchase of electronic equipment is consistent with environmental protection goals.  These criteria are termed “green” procurement criteria.  The goal of “green” procurement is to use government purchasing power to stimulate the demand for electronic products that pose the fewest environmental impacts.

Issue:

“Green” procurement represents a significant market driver for the electronics industry.  It is vital, therefore, that “green” procurement criteria are truly reflective of reduced environmental risk.

EIA Position:

EIA supports the concept of “green” procurement as a market driver of improved environmental performance.  EIA opposes criteria, however, that are not truly reflective of reduced environmental performance.  In order to “green” procurement criteria to be accurate determinants of environmental performance, they must

• The criteria should be based on the consideration of all possible environmental trade-offs.  For example, “lead-free” or “mercury-free” products could result in unintended environmental impacts due to increased energy consumption during manufacturing or use.

• The criteria should be designed to address true environmental risks posed by electronic equipment.  Criteria must be based on sound scientific evidence that certain characteristics are or are not environmentally harmful.  Reliance on rumor, conjecture, or invalid studies should not be allowed.  All statements regarding environmental risk should be supported by citations to valid scientific studies. 

• The criteria should not include chemical bans unless those bans are supported by scientific studies regarding these chemicals.  EIA encourages governments to act in a very conservative manner when making chemical-specific recommendation that may have unintended environmental or public health and safety impacts.  

• The criteria should not include requirements that go beyond existing law.  For example, EIA opposes any export ban, which is contrary to US trade law and hazardous waste management requirements. 

• The criteria must be technically and economically viable.  Otherwise, procurement officials will have few if any equipment choices.

• If the criteria use ecolabels as a way to pre-qualify products, EIA encourages the use of eco-labels that allow manufacturer self-declarations.  These declarations, also called Type II environmental declarations, represent the most effective and widely used ecolabel option for the electronic industry.  Declarations that conform to ECMA TR 70 are the preferred format.

For More Information:

Contact Holly Evans, EIA Environmental Advisor; Director of Special Projects (703-907-7576; hevans@eia.org).
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