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[bookmark: _GoBack]KS Enterprise’s response to the policy package on Circular Economy launched by the European Commission on December 2. 2015

These are our first comments regarding suggested amendments in several Waste Directives.

General comments
KS Enterprise is supporting the policy package on Circular Economy in general. We agree that a Circular Economy will contribute to de-couple growth and rising amounts of waste. In our opinion, we must use those means we find necessary to create new economic thinking based on a sustainable development of our society. This must result in green jobs which also show our commitment to take care of resources in an environmentally friendly way.

Hence, we strongly support initiatives on reducing landfilling. Also, the eco-design initiatives are highly requested and we support the approach that involves both producers and consumers in handling the resources efficiently.

Targets and measurement
Ambitious targets must be coupled to sensible targets. This underlines our need to know exactly what we are measuring before we really can set – and reach – sensible targets that reflects our ambitions in a credible way. This was a weakness in the policy package launched earlier, in July 2014, as well as in the revised package. We support clear definitions. An example of this is the suggested MS-competence in selecting useful methodology – which may vary between MS due to different population density, geography and more. A one-size-fits-all-methodology may be an obstacle for innovation locally. 

We also want to underline the importance of keeping hazardous components out of the cycle. I.e. some plastics are better taken out of the cycle, rather than recycled to reach ambitious targets. I addition, there will always be some waste which is not reusable, and is better incinerated, than recycled.

There is a challenge regarding the definition of Municipal waste. It is related to the fact that not all waste is reuse- or recyclable: The targets are measured in tons and volume, and not in it’s relation to resource efficiency. We do not have a good solution on how to calculate resource efficiency, but  this would indeed be dependent on local conditions in relation to such as distance to recycler, or whether the resource is scarce or not.

Definitions
We also support the definition of municipal waste based on the nature of the waste, and not on who collects the waste. What we find to be a major lack in this policy package, are measures on all types of waste and not just on municipal waste. Most waste is not municipal waste. Therefore, targets should also apply to other waste in order to achieve better results faster.

Extended producer’s responsibility (EPR)
The minimum criteria are a good guidance for MS to develop well-functioning EPR-schemes. However, we do miss a committing responsibility for products which are littered. The producers are closer to finding solutions for these problems, i.e. by introducing take-back-systems, developing better packaging, and should indeed take part in the whole life-cycle challenges – also when it is littered.
image1.wmf

