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Packaging, Paper and Board (Management) Decree and post-separation

On 20 June 2006, producers and importers presented the book ‘Post-separation of Packaging’ to the chairman of the Standing Committee for Housing, Spatial Planning and the Environment of the Lower House of Parliament. In the book, Mr. Rinnooy Kan stresses the importance of innovation for creating value in the Netherlands. It is an opportunity presented by post-separation of waste.

The coalition parties and the major opposition party, PvdA, called on State Secretary Van Geel to include post-separation in the National Waste Management Plan and in Lansink’s Ladder.

The research firms, TNO, Arthur D. Little and PricewaterhouseCoopers are all positive about post-separation as a long-term solution for the treatment of domestic waste, particularly since post-separation yields the best results in terms of reducing CO2, a growing problem that faces us all.

Although the waste sector and the government have been working for decades to develop a structure for disposing of domestic waste via incineration in the Netherlands, State Secretary Van Geel is happy to give industry the opportunity to test post-separation of packaging from domestic waste in a pilot project.

With this knowledge, producers/importers are pressing ahead with post-separation as a long-term solution that will also enable them to meet the objectives of the Decree.

Ide Vos, Chairman, EcoVerpakkingen

Presentation of the book at a politically relevant moment

The book Post-separation of Packaging has once more raised the discussion on post-separation of packaging from domestic residual waste. On 20 June 2006, EcoVerpakkingen and the Dutch Association for Environmental Management of Plastics Packaging presented the book to Siem Buijs. Buijs, is the chairman of the Standing of Committee for Housing, Spatial Planning and the Environment in the Lower House of Parliament.
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From left to right 

Buijs (CDA), Van Velzen (SP), Koopmans (CDA), De Krom (VVD), Lucas (VMK), Den Ouden (FNLI) and Roos (CBL).
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The directors of the CBL (Theo Roos) and the FNLI (Philip den Ouden) presented the first copy of the book to Buijs. ‘The conclusion that post-separation is better for the environment sounds a little illogical,’ said Theo Roos in his speech, ‘After all, the consumer will be throwing more into the rubbish bin than before. […] Post-separation is therefore more than just a change in logistics. It also calls for a change of mentality’. And that is the key message in the book, in which various opinion leaders from business and the public sector stress that post-separation is the best solution for the environment and for consumers.

Wider support

‘The importance and need for a good waste policy is clear to everyone,’ said Philip den Ouden in his speech. He stressed that post-separation can lead to improvements in four key aspects – the environment, costs, a structured policy and the consumer. He called on politicians to form a wider platform and to stop building expensive new waste incineration plants when there is a better solution, to build post-separation plants. 

The chairman-elect of the Social and Economic Council (SER), Alexander Rinnooy Kan, wrote the foreword and concluded with the words: ‘Waste is often dismissed as a problem. I see it solely as an opportunity, since innovation is still in its infancy in this country. […] Post-separation of packaging is just such an innovation.’ (continued on back page)

Deposits rejected by ministry and politicians

The Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning and the Environment does not see deposits on small cans and bottles as a solution to the litter problem. State Secretary Van Geel gave his arguments for this decision during a plenary meeting in the Lower House of Parliament on 22 June 2006.

‘The ideological fixation on deposits in recent years has merely served to stand in the way of broad and structural approach to litter,’ said Van Geel. ‘In the Netherlands we easily meet the target for metal with separation before or after incineration. The standard for plastic beverage bottles is also achieved without deposits. Deposits are unnecessary for achieving the recycling rates and will therefore not be introduced. What we should be concerned with is the environmental benefit and not the ideology.’ In response, the Standing Committee for Housing, Spatial Planning and the Environment of the Lower House of Parliament submitted motions which were put to a vote on 30 August.

Deposits put on hold

The political parties D66, GroenLinks, PvdA and SP submitted three motions calling for:

1. the retention of the target of an 80% reduction in the volume of small cans and bottles in litter and a 45% reduction in all litter laid down in Packaging Covenant III;

2. the retention of deposits as an effective measure for tackling litter;

3. an increase in the contribution of 11 million euro by industry towards the cost of cleaning up litter agreed between industry and the Association of the Netherlands Municipalities.

The CDA and the VVD submitted two motions calling for:

1. the continuation of the Organisation for Paper Recycling in the Netherlands’ system in the consultations with the Association of the Netherlands Municipalities for the collection and recycling of the major waste stream, packaging material from paper and board;

2. a halt to the notification procedure, that is currently included in the section on deposits in the Packaging, Paper and Board (Management ) Decree, which is currently being discussed in Brussels.

All of the motions were voted on in the Lower House of Parliament. The first three were rejected, while the motions from CDA and VVD were adopted. That means that the politicians have definitely put deposits on hold, since the instrument is not suitable for recycling and litter.

Post-separation as a solution

Producers and importers must do everything possible to actually achieve the objectives of the Packaging, Paper and Board (Management) Decree, starting with the separate collection and recycling of 55% of the plastic beverage bottles introduced on the market and then the other objectives, including 27% recycling and 18% use as high-quality fuel for the other plastic packaging. These latter objectives can only be achieved by means of post-separation of packaging from mixed domestic waste. Preparations are currently underway for the construction of post-separation plants.

EcoVerpakking’s statutory objectives in brief

1. to finance measures with which industry can meet its obligations under Packaging Covenant via contributions from producers and importers of packaging introduced on the Dutch market;

2. to provide contributions for:

projects and activities aimed at encouraging and/or restoring competition in the recycling and processing of packaging materials in the disposal phase; projects and activities aimed at controlling litter; providing information for producers, importers and consumers about the Packaging Covenant.

For further information, see www.ecoverpakkingen.nl
continuation Presentation of the book at a politically relevant moment

CDA wants to boost post-separation

The book was launched at a politically relevant moment, since the Lower House of Parliament was debating waste policy on 22 June. CDA spokesman Koopmans and VVD spokesman De Krom asked State Secretary Van Geel to commission a study into the differences between post-separation and incineration. Koopmans specifically urged that post-separation be given a place in the National Waste Management Plan so that the government could also provide a boost for post-separation. Van Geel felt it was too early to include post-separation in the plan since there are ‘insufficient certainties surrounding post-separation.’ He wants to await the results of the pilot project that the industry has launched and expects to include post-separation in the new National Waste Management Plan from mid-2007.

In the news

Foreign interest in post-separation

There is considerable interest abroad in post-separation of packaging from mixed household residual waste, and particularly for post-separation of plastics. The reason for this is that the existing ‘green point’ collection systems for packaging in Europe are very expensive. It has also been proved that such separation at the source systems lead to more CO2 emissions than post-separation so other countries are finally beginning to ask themselves why they ever went along with it. EcoVerpakkingen was invited to explain its position at the 21st International Conference on PET containers for food and drink/Nova-Pack Europe 2006 in Prague in October.
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EcoVerpakkingen again co-financier of Sam subsidy scheme

In 2006, local authorities are again able to apply for subsidies from the Reducing Environmental Burden (SAM) subsidy scheme. The scheme applies for domestic waste and is designed to encourage measures to promote waste prevention and waste separation and control and prevent litter. The programme has a total budget of 4.3 million euro, 2.4 million euro of which is devoted to litter. EcoVerpakkingen has contributed l.0 million euro to this anti-litter scheme through Nederland Schoon. Previous SAM campaigns in 2003, 2004 and 2005 had a major impact in reducing litter.

Questions and Answers

Question: What are the activities of EcoVerpakkingen as a Centre of Expertise in post-separation?

Answer: Since EcoVerpakkingen no longer receives fees for the purposes of implementing the Packaging, Paper and Board (Management) Decree, a task that Nedvang has assumed, its role now is to act as a centre of expertise in post-separation. Its activities include communicating about post-separation and the products derived from post-separation, initiating and supervising the construction of post-separation plants and carrying out tests for the recovery* of post-separation projects by market players. EcoVerpakkingen is also handling the final settlement of the participants’ fees in he Packaging Covenant III.

*Recovery = recycling, plus pure recovery as high-grade fuel.
From the regulations

Obligations concerning annual statements and fees

EcoVerpakkingen has still not received the annual statements from a number of participants, which means it cannot bill the correct fee for a particular year. These annual statements must be accompanied by an accountant’s statement in the space provided in the annual statement form sent out by EcoVerpakkingen. The accountant declares that the private label list with the annual statement has been completed correctly in accordance with EcoVerpakkingen’s Regulations. An intensive campaign has started to collect all outstanding fees so that participants have to pay as little interest as possible on their arrears. Once again, therefore, our message to participants is: meet your obligations and avoid incurring costs for you and for us.

If you would like to receive the Newsletter from EcoVerpakkingen by e-mail, send your e-mail address to sev@pleijzier.nl.

