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1 Background and Objectives

1.1 Background

Each year 1.3 billion tonnes of waste are produced by the citizens of the European Union, of 
which 40 millions are classified as hazardous waste. 

The environmental policy of the European Commission intends to set standards for the 
handling, transport, treatment and disposal of waste in order to reduce the negative effects 
to human health and to the environment. 

Whenever possible waste shall be treated, recycled, reused, recovered or disposed close to 
the location where it emerges. However treatment and disposal facilities are often not 
available within the same country and waste is transported over long distances to other 
available or more suitable facilities.

To prevent unnecessary and illegal transfrontier shipments of waste, Council Regulation 
(EEC) No 259/93 on the supervision and control of shipments of waste within, into and out of 
the European Community had set out legal requirements. 

This Regulation recently has been replaced and repealed by a new Regulation (EC) No 
1013/2006 on shipment of waste which will be applicable from July 2007. The new 
Regulation contains a number of measures intended to strengthen enforcement, including 
obligations for the Member States to carry out inspections and spot checks as well as to co-
operate in order to facilitate the prevention and detection of illegal waste shipments.

However, recent inspection and enforcement projects co-ordinated by IMPEL (The 
European Union Network for the Implementation and Enforcement of Environmental Law) 
have shown that a significant number of the waste shipments leaving the EU do not fulfil the 
requirements set by the EU legislation. 

A substantive part of these illegal shipments concern hazardous waste exported from EU 
Member States to Africa or Asia. Other examples of “illegal shipments” are shipments 
conducted without required notification or consent from the relevant authorities, or transports 
where consent has been obtained from the authorities through falsification, 
misrepresentation of fraud. Shipments are also illegal if they take place in a way which is not 
specified in the notification or movement documents or in a way which results in recovery or 
disposal in contravention of Community or international rules. 

Lack of priority for enforcement, lack of human resources, knowledge, competences and 
lack of cooperation have been identified as possible reasons for not preventing illegal waste 
shipments sufficiently. 

Various competences are required in order to carry out a proper investigation of waste 
shipments. These include checking documents, using available data systems, stopping 
vehicles, blocking and opening containers and sampling. 

Cooperation between national authorities and the participation of customs is crucial for 
effective enforcement and control. The major part of illegal waste shipments destined for 
non-OECD countries are being exported via large seaports throughout Europe. 

However, a number of difficulties appear to exist with regard to the cooperation between 
environmental and custom authorities on a structural basis. 
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A draft study made by the IMPEL-TFS Cluster (Transfrontier Shipments of Waste) 
elaborated the enforcement structures for Council Regulation (EEC) No 259/93 in the 
Member States shows that the above mentioned problems exist in a large part of the EU.

Therefore one of the highest priorities of the European Commission is the promotion of 
cooperation, improvement of control and information exchange to reduce or eliminate illegal 
shipment of waste. 

1.2 Objectives

In order to improve implementation of the Shipment Regulation, the European Commission 
initiated a project where national and regional experts are given the possibility to exchange 
information and experiences and to identify possibilities for improvements within their 
countries. 

Eight "Information Exchange and Awareness Raising Events on Shipment of Waste" 
have been realised between January and May 2007. The focus was laid on cities with 
container big ports. In addition events should cover both “old” and “new” Member States and 
represent small as well as big countries.

The events dealt with the current status of notification and control procedures and stimulated 
co-operation initiatives and joint action by the authorities concerned.

In particular the following objectives have been set:

• Identify current problems of cooperation between the authorities involved in the 
application, inspections and enforcement of the Shipment Regulation and 
demonstrate the consequences of lack of co-operation;

• Explore and discuss current obstacles to cooperation between the relevant 
authorities;

• Exchange experience and provide examples of good practice concerning the 
enforcement and cooperation;

• Discuss possible solutions including guidelines for cooperation internally within each 
Member State as well as between Member States, and possibilities for joint 
inspections and other joint actions involving two or several Member States

• Spread information compiled during the events including guidelines for co-operation 
to a larger number of relevant officials in the national authorities concerned, 
extended also beyond the participants at the events. 

The objectives envisaged that the list of participants included beside authorities like 
ministries, notification and enforcement and inspection authorities also representatives from 
ports, organisations like important scientific and educational institutions, associations and 
NGOs as well as waste management companies.

Additionally it was foreseen and realised that at all events a representative from the 
European Commission, DG Environment and experts from BiPRO were present for giving 
presentations explaining the European legislation and for chairing the discussion process.
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2 Organisation of information exchange and awareness raising 

events on shipment of waste

2.1 General principles and procedures 

Eight workshops concerning the European legislation on shipment of waste were realised 
between January and May 2007 covering 8 Member States both “old” ones and such 
accessing the European Union in 2004. Table 2-2 contains an overview of dates, location, 
venue and the number of participants and presentations of each event. 

Selection of Venue

It was envisaged to have a strong involvement of a permit or enforcement and inspection
authority of the particular country being the Ministry of Environment, the Chief Inspectorate 
or others. All events could be realised in conference rooms of an involved authority and were 
realised except of Belgium in major ports of the country.

Selection of Participants

It was envisaged to cover all institutional sides related to shipment of waste, not only 
authorities involved within the notification procedure, representatives of the inspectorates, 
the custom offices, the street and water protection police, but also organisations and 
associations, port authorities and waste management companies being active in the field of 
import/export of waste. A list with potential participants was suggested and agreed upon with 
the cooperating authority within the Member State. The participants were generally 
contacted and invited by BiPRO. For this purpose repeated phone calls and discussions 
have been performed. In some cases additional important support has been provided by the 
corresponding authority. Usually between 15 and 30 participants followed the invitation 
(participation lists see Annex I, Chapter 6).

Workshop structure (agenda)

The workshops were planned usually as a two day event. After opening, the workshop 
started with a short introduction to the project and a presentation about the legal definitions, 
requirements and specifications at European level, focusing on the Shipment Regulation. 
Afterwards a presentation of the representative of the European Commission was held, 
focusing on the intention and on main problems of the waste shipment legislation. Besides 
this the morning session included presentations from the main competent authority about 
national legislation and the status quo of implementation. The afternoon session was 
dedicated to more practical presentations from other relevant authorities, from NGOs, or 
industry. BiPRO was giving two more presentations, one focusing on the classification 
problems of in case of controls and the other one presenting the experiences of previous 
workshops. At the end of the first day generally at least one hour for questions and 
discussions were included. Generally 6 to 8 presentations from national representatives 
could be organised covering the different aspects of the shipment issue.

The second day was dedicated to a site visit if possible or contained additional presentations 
if necessary. It included a final discussion round starting with a summary of the 
information provided so far. The discussion was generally chaired by BiPRO, which shared 
the chair with a representative from the involved authority in some cases.
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At four workshops an excursion to the port could be organised including a guided tour to 
piers and control installations (e.g. scanner, check points). The excursions provided 
important possibilities for questions and discussion. The events in Germany, Belgium, the 
United Kingdom and Malta had to be carried out without an excursion.

Day One

Morning Session (10:00-13:00) Afternoon Session (14:00-18:00)

Come together

Opening

Presentations

Representative of EC, 
BiPRO (General Legislation) 

Main Competent Authority (e.g. MoE)

Presentation Session

Ministry of Environment
Custom Offices / Inspectorate

Representative of Port Authority / Water 
Protection Police

Representatives of Organisation/ Association
Waste Management Companies

Discussion

Day Two

Morning Session (9:00-12:00) Afternoon Session (13:00-16:00)

(Continuing Presentations)

Final Discussion and Outcome
Visit to the port

Table 2-1: General schedule of the events

Working Language (Translation)

All events except of the ones in Estonia and Malta were realised in national language 
(Spain, UK, Germany) or with simultaneous (Poland, Belgium) or whispering translation
(Greece) to enable all participants to follow the presentations and to participate to the 
discussions. Presentations were asked to be delivered in English as well especially for the 
purpose of enabling the use of the material for the other MS.

Technical secretariat (Material)

The participant list, agenda and presentations were prepared as handouts at the event and 
have been uploaded together with available additional information like national legislation, 
studies and general material and links on European and national level at a specially 
developed project webpage (www.bipro.de/waste-events/). The webpage enables 
information access not only to participants of the workshops but also to other interested 
circles. Furthermore it enables the exchange of information amongst Member States. 

http://www.bipro.de/waste-events/).
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2.2 Overview on realised events

The following table gives an overview on the information exchange and awareness raising 
events that have been realised in the framework of the project.

Country Date Events

Germany 12.01.2007

Venue: Hamburg / Regional Tax Office (OFD)
Participants: 39 participants (37 from authorities from Federal and 
Federal State Level (Länder), 1 company)
Agenda: 11 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)

Spain
24.-

25.01.2007

Venue: Algeciras / Chamber of Commerce of Campo de Gibraltar
Participants: 47 participants (19 from authorities; 28 from private 
companies, 1 NGO)
Agenda: 13 presentations (including EC, BiPRO, IMPEL TFS)
Excursion: Port of Algeciras, Control System for Food and Live 
Animals

Estonia
15.-

16.02.2007

Venue: Tallinn / Ministry of Environment
Participants: 22 (all authorities and associations) 
Agenda: 9 presentations (including EC, BiPRO, IMPEL 
TFS)Excursion: Port of Tallinn, Custom Check Point

Poland
01.-

02.03.2007

Venue: Gdansk / Chief Inspectorate for Environmental Protection and 
the Pomeranian Voivodeship
Participants: 22 (all authorities and associations)
Agenda: 9 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)
Excursion: Port of Gdynia, Custom Check Point, Control Facilities, 
Physical Check

United 

Kingdom

05.-
06.03.2007

Venue: London / Department of Trade and Industry (DTI) with support of 
the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA)
Participants: 145 (11 from authorities, 3 from industrial associations)
Agenda: 9 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)

Belgium 12.03.2007
Venue: Mechelen / Public Waste Agency of Flanders (OVAM) 
Participants: 15 (all authorities)
Agenda: 7 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)

Greece
23.-

24.04.2006

Venue: Athens / Greek Technical Chamber with support of the Helenic 
Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and Public Works
Participants: 28 (9 from authorities, 18 from industry)
Agenda: 7 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)
Excursion: Port of Piraeus

Malta 08.05.2007

Venue: Dragonara Hotel with support of the Malta Environment &  
Planning Authority (MEPA)
Participants: 33 (14 from authorities, 18 from industry)
Agenda: 9 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)

Table 2-2: Overview on realised workshops

Chapter 4 contains a detailed overview of the information presented and the discussion 
minutes of the realised events.
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2.3 Summary information on standard presentations prepared for the events

5 presentations held by the European Commission and BiPRO have been a constant 
element within all 8 events. They are not included within the country specific minutes (see 
chapter 4) and are therefore summarised in this chapter.

(1) Requirements of the New EC Waste Shipment Regulation (Representative from the EU 

Commission, DG Environment):

The presentation focused on the objectives of the new Shipment Regulation and its key 
elements. It furthermore pointed out the problem of illegal shipment and the need for 
improvements of enforcement and inspections as the currently control intensity is too low. In 
addition development of the waste shipment practice, highlighting that imports and exports 
requiring notification have constantly increased during the last years. The presentation 
emphasised on the implementation problems, being in the perspective of the EC mainly the 
divergent interpretation and application of the Waste Shipment Regulation, a high number of 
illegal waste shipments, a low control intensity and coordination problems between and 
inside the Member States. Main problematic areas are especially exports to Asia and Africa 
and to the new Member States. The Commission's representatives presented the particular 
importance of ensuring sufficient controls and inspections of waste shipments, and provided 
an overview of the new EU waste shipment regulation's requirements on enforcement. At the 
end the presentation gave an outlook on the actions foreseen by the EC to improve the 
situation and support further implementation and strengthen enforcement. 

(2) Introduction of the EU Project (BiPRO)

The presentation very shortly explained that the workshop held is one out of 8 workshops. It 
gave an overview on the other workshops and emphasised the objectives of the projects. 
The presentation furthermore mentioned the different possibilities to obtain and use the 
workshop materials from the own and the other workshops and requested on contributing to 
the website. 

(3) Introduction to the European Waste Shipment Legislation (BiPRO)

The presentation gave an introduction to the framework of waste policy within the EC and 
concentrated afterwards on the requirements set in the Shipment Regulation. Starting with 
introducing the relevant legislative documents and basic definitions in the waste sector and 
within the Shipment Regulation, the presentation explained the purpose and content of the 
Annexes (“green” and “amber” waste list) and then gave a description about the notification 
procedure, information requested, involved authorities, documentation and deadlines. It then 
points out the possible reasons for objections of waste shipments and the prohibitions for 
export of waste in the case of import, export and transit. At the end the presentations 
highlights the different possibilities of illegal waste shipment and provisions for the Member 
States to enforce the provisions of the Regulation.
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(4) Difficulties in Classification of Wastes for Shipment (BiPRO)

In order to demonstrate the necessity of well informed and trained customs and police 
officers and informed industry as major prerequisite for effective notification and controls, the 
presentation concentrated on the classification problems waste – good for major “waste 
streams of concern” such as electrical and electronic equipment (EEE) versus waste 
electrical and electronic equipment (WEEE) or used vehicles versus ELVs. It presents the 
Draft Corresponding Guidelines on Shipment of WEEE, giving facts for making the allocation 
easier and gave hints about criteria for making the allocation for used vehicles versus end of 
life vehicles (ELVs). The presentation was working a lot with practical examples and photos. 
In addition the presentation presented potential problems with visual classification and 
allocation of “green” and “amber” listed wastes, which are used to support and explain the 
need of training and cooperation activities within and between national authorities in order to 
enable effective implementation of the Regulation. 

(5) Experiences from the Previous Project Events (BiPRO)

One aim of the project was to exchange and link the information given at the different 
events. Therefore a presentation was held about the experiences made on all previous 
events constantly updating the information on the events which have been completed. The 
presentation contained information on the major problems and deficits considering the status 
of implementation, cooperation and controls which has been common for different countries. 
It furthermore listed good examples for implementation and enforcement. Finally the 
presentation recommended steps how to make controls more effective.

All presentations, including the standard presentations from the EC and BiPRO can be 
downloaded at: http://www.bipro.de/waste-events/ship/shipment.htm

http://www.bipro.de/waste-events/ship/shipment.htm


Final Report Organisation of Awareness-Raising Events on Shipment of Waste

14

3 Overall Problems and Deficits in Implementation of the 

Shipment Regulation

A major objective of the project was to describe the general situation within the MS 
regarding the enforcement of the Shipment Regulation and to detect systematically 
appearing problems. A common characterisation of the situation for all countries does not 
seem to be successful, as the level of enforcement of the Shipment Regulation is differing 
between the MS where workshops have been conducted, ranging from very advanced 
systems including guidance, cooperation and controls to hardly any actions to prevent illegal 
export of waste taken by MS. 

Therefore the general situation is shortly explained for countries where advanced action is 
taken to support the enforcement of the Regulation and for countries where shipment of 
waste does not seem to have a high priority yet. 

Secondly major problems are summarized in different categories and examples of good 
practice to support the implementation process are highlighted. 

All information was derived either from the workshop presentation material or from the 
discussion minutes, which can be found in more detail in chapter 4.1 to 4.8 for each country. 
Minutes contain information on national enforcement structure, facts and figures, the 
discussed problems, good examples and suggestions for further implementation. 

3.1 Characterisation of situation in Member States 

The United Kingdom, Germany, Poland and Belgium (Flanders) have a comparably high 

level of enforcement and set up a well organised infrastructure of cooperation and control 
to prevent illegal shipment, which can be characterised as follows:

• Structures for cooperation between national and regional authorities and amongst 
regional authorities are set in place and regular meetings are conducted at both 
levels to exchange information on new developments and cases and to harmonize 
procedures.

• Structures for cooperation between authorities responsible for notification and for 
detection and detention of illegal shipments (inspectorates, customs, and police) are 
set in place and information is communicated from one to the other especially to 
enable targeted controls and enlarge the pool of information for future suspicions. 

• Controls and inspections are carried out on a regular basis from the custom services, 
the police, the competent authority (UK only) or as joint actions especially at large 
container ports but as well throughout transport routes and in waste generation and 
treatment facilities.

• Guidance (e.g. on the administrative procedures) and information pools (e.g. 
containing information on illegal cases, on decisions regarding the notification 
procedures or on detained transports) are provided or are currently developed (e.g. 
leaflets, news mail, info letters, data bases, etc.).
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• Studies and evaluations about the most threatening waste streams and routes of 
transports are currently under elaboration (threat assessments). 

• As concerns export, electrical and electronic waste (WEEE), end-of-live vehicles 
(ELV), waste tyres, waste cables and mixed MSW have been identified as priority 
waste streams as the market for such materials is huge (namely in Africa and Asia) 
and as the categorisation into one of the categories product – waste is difficult. 

Spain, Greece, Malta and to some extend, Estonia, are considered to have a comparably
low level of enforcement being at the beginning of installing a sufficient infrastructure for 
the implementation of the new Shipment Regulation. The situation can be characterised as 
follows:

• The issue of problematic and illegal waste shipments has a rather low priority and 
actions to avoid such shipments are basically inexistent or just started.

• There is a lack of structures for cooperation between national and regional 
authorities and amongst regional authorities. Regional authorities are not informed 
about ongoing transports on their territory; e.g. in the case of transit this hindering 
targeted controls. Guidance documents for a harmonised procedure within the 
country and information about threatening material are missing.

• Cooperation of permit authorities, customs and police services and environmental 
inspectorates is not well established and only limited initiatives are taken from side of 
the national competent authority to enhance information and the cooperation 
process. 

• Controls and inspections at the ports and on transport routes are basically not carried 
out on a regular basis.

• Countries are not involved in expert exchange and projects on European and 
international level, as e.g. the IMPEL TFS project.

In Estonia, however, Environmental Inspectorates and customs offices are highly interested 
and aware of the problem and prepared to include regular environmental inspections on 
waste into their work plan.
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3.2 Summary of systematic deficits and problems 

A number of general problems with implementation are comparable in the Member States 
were the workshops have been conducted. Other deficits however, where restricted to 
countries with up to now poor implementation of cooperation infrastructure and control 
activities.

The following section highlights the main common problems and difficulties, dividing them 
into problems which are based on deficits in planning and administrative instructions (e.g. 
missing guideline or inconsistent planning, deficits in the practical enforcement structure, 
e.g. missing controls and fine systems), problems arising from lack of awareness and 
cooperation and “technical” problems including uncertainty with the interpretation of legal
provisions.

Deficits in planning and administrative instructions 

Deficits in planning and administrative structure occur in Member States with a relatively low 
level of implementation and enforcement of control activities. In these countries the following 
main deficits occur:

(1) Waste has a low priority at political agenda

Environmental issues in general and waste issues in particular still have a low priority at the 
political agenda of some countries. Transport controls are more focusing on issues like 
drugs, weapons and tax frauds.

(2) Lack of guidance material and difficulties in interpretation of notification and 

information requirements 

Guidance material and support of how to proceed with the notification papers, how to detect 
and detain suspicious transports, about communication ways and the availability of 
background data is missing in some countries especially at the level of regional authorities. 

Deficits in practical enforcement

Deficits in practical enforcement comprise general aspects which complicate control in all 
Member States (points (1) to (4)) and specific deficits in countries with low implementation 
and enforcement level.

(1) Limited possibility for custom and police services to detain cargo without justified 

suspicion

Police services may detain suspicious containers only in the case of suspicion of crime. The 
custom services have the possibility to detain suspicious cargo for three days only. For a 
prolongation of that detention time the customs need to justify the suspicion. Otherwise the 
detention can provoke heavy financial claims from the concerned company to the custom 
offices. Decisions on waste-product issues, green or amber listed wastes and other potential 
export restrictions however, normally require intense investigative work and cooperation with 
permit authorities, which can not be carried out within the given three days. Taking into 
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account that “illegal” waste transports are often conducted during night hours or during the 
weekends, it is difficult to obtain information within the given timeframe. 

(2) No possibility for environmental authorities to stop transports, open containers and 

detain transports 

In general the environmental authorities have no competences to open containers and 
detain transports on their own devices. Own competences in that field would enable quick 
reaction on suspicious cases. Consequently close cooperation with the police or the 
customs is required to enable quick controls even without own competences.

(3) Lack of waste transport labelling

Except of national level (e.g. Germany) there is no labelling of waste transports in Europe. A 
mandatory labelling of waste transports as in transport of chemicals or dangerous goods, 
however would significantly support the control work for police services and would help to 
detect and prosecute criminal activities. A non-labelled transport would be an important 
indication for an intended illegal activity (see also chapters 4.4 and 4.6).

(4) Low rate of prosecution and low fines 

In the case of detection and detention of illegal shipment it is often difficult to trace the 
responsible company/person as usually more than one company is involved and traces are 
concealed or the responsible company/person disappeared. Successful cases are often 
based on time-consuming criminal detection work. Therefore rate of prosecution is low and 
on average only low fees or penalties are given.

(5) Lack of controls, targeted controls and joint actions

In general deficits in targeted controls can be noted in the majority of Member States. This is 
primary due to limited manpower and expert knowledge at the level of executing control 
officers. In addition collaboration between the notification authorities, customs and police is 
missing or just initiated in a number of Member States. Currently common standards for 
controls are not established and controls at an early stage of transport or generation 
(production, treatment and recycling facilities, streets) are not frequently conducted.

(6) Lack of physical control of cargo in case of transit

Especially in the case of transit, in some countries visual controls are commonly not 
conducted, because this cargo is not of concern for the custom service. However, due to 
open borders within the EU and to responsibility for environmental aspects outside the EU, 
control of cargo at European frontiers is of high priority also in case of transit

Deficits in cooperation and training at national and international level

Whereas indents (1) and (2) constitute to some extend a problem in all of the Member 
States, indent (3) is a more specific problem of countries with low level of cooperation 
infrastructure.
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(1) Deficits in effective collaboration between customs/police and national authorities

The collaboration between the authorities being in charge with detection and detention of 
suspicious material, in particular the custom services and the police and the authorities of 
dispatch taking the final decision on classification and further procedure is not sufficient in 
many cases. In general real time information on suspicious activities or material would need 
to be transferred on a routine basis to all involved authorities to enhance and support more 
targeted controls.

(2) Deficits in cooperation with other Member States and third countries

The collaboration with other Member States and especially the cooperation with third 
countries are up to the commitment of the particular country. Only some countries have 
taken actions to work together with other states on a regularly or ad hoc basis and to support 
e.g. exchange programs and joint actions of the custom and police service.

(3) No involvement of regional authorities in notification of shipments to third countries

In MS with a federal structure but a nationally organised notification procedure (e.g. in the 
case of transit), there may be a lack of information transfer to the competent regional 
authorities at the points of exit. The regional authority, the custom service at regional level 
etc. are conducting controls but do not necessarily get information about the transport 
beforehand. Targeted controls therefore are not possible. The information stream has to be 
improved involving all authorities affected by the transport. 

“Technical” problems (legal requirements, definitions and interpretation)

Problems with “technical” aspects of the shipment of waste generally apply to all Member 
States. Indent (3) however, seems to be a specific issue for MS which have not yet installed 
an effective control infrastructure and cooperation network. 

(1) Lack of precision in waste definition within the WFD 

The lack of precision in the definition of waste in the waste framework definition has been 
repeatedly identified as an important obstacle for unambiguous categorisation of cargo as 
either waste or product which is seen as one of the major problems related to detection of 
illegal transports of waste. A clearer approach would be appreciated in order to increase 
consistency in Member State Authority decisions and in order to reduce disagreement on 
classification issues.

(2) Classification problems and diverging standards for classification

Classification problems exist especially with used electrical and electronic equipment (EEE), 
used vehicles and with allocation of similar entries in Annex III and IV. Consequently 
classification is not consistent between MS and might even be divering within a country. The 
exact classification however, often is crucial to decide on legality of a transport. 

More guidance is needed at European level to simplify the categorisation process. 
Especially the control authorities need extensive training and support of the notification 
authority, to learn more about classification problems. 
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There is a problem that national or regional courts in some cases decide in contrary to the 
notification authority. Thus the decision in suspicious transports remains a case by case 
decision. Additional information is needed where decision on difficult issues and doubtful 
decision is recallable.

(3) Uncertainties in interpretation of inspection requirements 

With respect to control as specified in Articles 50 of Regulation (EC) No 1013/2006 national 
authorities in part question the extend of the obligation to do physical checks. Namely 
paragraph (3) “checks on shipment may take place ….” And paragraph (4) “Checks shall 
include …… where appropriate, physical checking of the waste” seem to give raise to 
diverging interpretation and activity.

(4) Diverging standards for quantification of controls and reporting throughout EU 

Member States

Article 51 requires annual reporting according to the questionnaire in Annex IX. There the 
number and type of controls has to be reported. A standard on how to count such controls 
however, does not exist yet.

(5) Possibility for large number of intermediate companies to act in the name of others

The frequent involvement of several intermediate companies in shipment of waste highly 
complicates the notification procedure, detection of illegal transports and the persecution of 
detected cases. Close cooperation between Member States and use of intelligence made be 
of use in this context.

(6) The existence of concurring classification systems 

The existence of concurring classification systems such as the Basel convention, the OECD 
Decision or EWC codes has been mentioned as obstacle and difficulty for permit authorities 
as well as for control bodies during the event in Tallinn. A comparison table listing the 
corresponding entries has been suggested as beneficial tool that could be developed at 
European level.

(7) High administrative and financial burden for industry 

Industry is concerned that the notification process for waste shipments within the EU is an 
excessive administrative burden. According to industry the required identification of 
producers in case of multiple producers may be extremely difficult. In addition the required 
fixation of routing and actual date of transport in the movement documents is regarded as 
problematic. The renewal of the notification after one year and the required validity of the 
financial guarantee until the certification of the final treatment are reported to set high 
financial burdens for the importing/exporting industry. In addition industry complains that the 
calculation requirements for the financial guarantee are not applied consistently throughout 
Europe.
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3.3 Examples for good practice

Good practice to support the implementation process and exemplary cases are described for 
each Member State where a workshop was realised (see chapter 4). This section shortly 
lists the most suitable examples.

• Close cooperation within authorities at national level and with neighbouring countries 
(UK, DE, BE, NL)

• Regular expert meetings initiated at national level involving experts of the authorities at 
regional level (UK, DE, BE*)

• Provision of guidance material and data bases to authorities (UK, DE, BE*)

• Training of customs and police services (UK, DE, BE*)

• Notification procedure being centralised at one competent authority (EE, BE*)

• Legal framework for fines in case of environmental violation in place (all countries)

• 24h availability of environmental inspectors and emergency number for customs offices 
to use in case of suspicion and questions (EE)

• Inspection reports from environmental inspectorate are publicly available as tool for 
improving effectiveness and educate industry (in planning) (EE)

• Pilot software for notification process including automatic translation tool and a lists of 
authorised treatment installations at destinies is under development (ES)

• Standardised and harmonised control schemes for food products and livestock (visual 
and laboratory inspections) with participation of agriculture/fishery and veterinary 
experts, which could be used for waste cargo also (ES)

• Using of EU limit for tyre profile to decide whether waste or product as possible basic 
criterion for classification of waste tyres in relation to exports to third countries (ES)

• Collaboration between authority of dispatch and destination as well as seaport and 
customs offices of export and import (UK, DE, BE1*)

1 * = Flanders
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4 Description and results of specific events

4.1 Germany: Minutes and outcome 

Country Date Events

Germany 12.01.2007

Venue: Hamburg / Regional Tax Office (OFD)
Participants: 39 participants (37 from authorities from Federal and 
Federal State Level (Länder), 1 company)
Agenda: 11 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)

The information exchange event in Hamburg was organised in close cooperation with the 
State Ministry for Urban Development and Environment of Hamburg (BSU) and the Regional 
Tax Office (OFD). The 39 participants comprised representatives of permitting authorities 
from 5 different northern Federal States (Länder) as well as customs and police officers. 1 
company was present also. Consequently the level of expert knowledge and the knowledge 
on technical details in the discussions were high (participation list see chapter 6.1).

The workshop in Hamburg was planned as a one day event due to the fact that the 
competent authority of Hamburg (BSU) held an information exchange event on the new EC 
Regulation for all relevant authorities one day before the workshop. In total, 11 
presentations were held (including BiPRO and EC) (agenda see chapter 7.1).

The presentations addressed legal provisions and requirements both on European and 
national level as well as the current situation of transboundary shipment of waste in 
Germany. Presentations stressed aspects such as statistical data, administrative
infrastructure, and cooperation and notification procedure especially referring to the new 
Waste Shipment Regulation No. 1013/2006. In addition practical experiences with 
cooperation (within Germany, in between involved parties, with neighbouring Member 
States), and control were presented from representatives of customs, Police and other 
involved authorities. The specific issue of cooperation between authorities of dispatch and 
customs in case of detection of shipments which are suspected to be illegal and the issue of 
used products versus waste was elaborated and discussed in detail. 

As a result of discussions and presentations the following topics could be identified as 
priority issues and conclusions concerning transboundary shipment of waste in Germany:

National enforcement structure in Germany

There are a number of institutions involved in the enforcement of waste shipment legislation 
in Germany. The responsibility for the execution of the Waste Shipment Regulation is split in 
Germany due to the federal character. While the Federal Environment Agency (UBA) is the 
competent authority for transit through Germany and serves as a National Focal Point for the 
Basel Convention, the other aspects of waste shipments are under responsibility of the 
environmental authorities of the federal state (as foreseen by Länder legislation) in which the 
transport is supposed to start or suppose to end. The new national Law on Waste Shipments 
(Abfallverbringungsgesetz) which will come into force in summer 2007 will not change this 
principal division of competences in basically. But it will take the new obligations and 
regulations of the Waste Shipment Regulation (e.g. Art. 50) into account.



Final Report Organisation of Awareness-Raising Events on Shipment of Waste

22

In the control of transports, federal authorities such as Customs and the Federal Agency for 

Goods Traffic (BAG) as well as regional authorities such as police forces including the Water 

Protection Police are involved.

Facts and Figures of Germany

In 2005, 5.9 MT of waste were notified for import, including 3.8 MT of hazardous waste. 
About 1.1 MT of waste were notified for export, including 0.23 MT of hazardous waste. The 
amount of waste within transit notifications was 0.31 MT for 2005. Since 2004, the total 
amount of notified imports has decreased after having constantly increased since 1995. The 
total amount of exports has increased in 2005 after being stable throughout the last years. 
The total amount of notified transit remains more or less constant (see Table 4-1).

1995

[Mt]
1996

[[Mt]

1997

[Mt]
1998

[Mt]
1999

[Mt]
2000

[Mt]
2001

[Mt]
2002

[Mt]
2003

[Mt]
2004

[Mt]
2005

[Mt]
Prognosis

2006 

[Mt]

Import 0.25 0.38 0.56 0.69 1.03 1.97 2.63 3.88 4.81 6.44 5.88 5.6

Export 1.09 1.22 1.25 1.38 1.28 1.63 1.53 1.25 0.91 1 1.13 2.09

Transit 0.03 0.06 0.07 0.16 0.31 0.38 0.44 0.38 0.44 0.,32 0,31 0.26

Table 4-1: Amount of waste transported with notification (1995-2006)

In the case of export, hazardous waste was the major fraction between the years 1995 and 
1999. After that, the amount of other waste subject to notification increased constantly and 
exceeded the hazardous waste fraction by a factor of 10. The import of waste shows a 
similar development. Since 2000 the import of notified other waste is exceeding the import of 
hazardous waste (see Table 4-2).

1995

[Mt]
1996

[Mt]
1997

[Mt]
1998

[Mt]
1999

[Mt]
2000

[Mt]
2001

[Mt]
2002

[Mt]
2003

[Mt]
2004

[Mt]
2005

[Mt]
2006

[Mt]

Exported 
hazardous 
waste 

0.72 0.81 0.6 0.6 0.44 0.27 0.28 0.23 0.19 0.2 0.23 0.3

Imported 
hazardous 
waste 

0.26 0.26 0.28 0.4 0.6 0.68 0.81 1.09 1.23 1.64 2.17 2.4

Exported 
other wastes 
with 
notification 

0.36 0.38 0.67 0.79 0.85 1.34 1.28 1.04 0.72 0.85 0.89 1.66

Imported 
other wastes 
with 
notification 

0.04 0.09 0.3 0.3 0.43 1.32 1.83 2.83 3.62 4.89 3.81 3.2

Table 4-2: Amount of hazardous waste and other waste for export and import (1995-2006)

Data amount of waste transports underlying a notification procedure show, that export and 
import is mostly going to and coming from other EU Member States (EU 15). In the second 
place a large number of waste transports is going to or coming from the EFTA-States2. The 
amount of waste exported without needing notification documents is about 15 times higher 
to the EU Member States and about three times higher to EFTA-States (see Table 4-3 and
Table 4-4).

2 EFTA = European Free Trade Association, current members are Norway, Island, Switzerland and Liechtenstein
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Wastes requiring notification 

(kt)

Wastes not subject to notification

(kt)Group of States

Export Import Export Import

MS EU 15 (members 
1995-2003) 817 5,660 12,522 6,776

EFTA-States 198 257 568 912

Other OECD-
States 2 3 359 81

MS EU 10
(Accession May 2004)

18 27 438 2,219

Overseas areas 
from EU-States 0 0 2 1

Other states*) Export ban 18 2,099 625

Sum 1,103 5,965 15,988 10,614

*) in this category 68,000 tonnes of green listed waste were transported with notification procedure due to requirements of the 
particular country

Table 4-3: Amount of waste transported with and without notification to different state 

groups

Legal classification Waste type Import (kt) Export (kt)

Paper and cardboard 3,600 2,900

Plastics, glass and 
textile

1,300 570

Sludges, ashes, mill 
slag

2,900 1,000

Waste and scrap of 
metal

7,700 5,800

Waste not subject to 
notification

Other wastes 200 270

Sorting residues 70 1,270

Other non-hazardous 
wastes for notification 800 2,500

Waste subject to 
notification

Hazardous waste 230 2,200

Table 4-4: Amount of waste exported and imported divided by waste classes including 

waste with and without notification requirements (2005)

Also, data for criminal prosecution of shipments of waste were provided. In 2005, 15 cases 
of repatriation of waste were commanded and 163 fines were ruled – the highest number of 
fines since 2001. The total amount of 10,000 tonnes of waste was repatriated with a total 
sum of fines of 41,000 € (see Table 4-5).

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

Repatriation through Custom 
Service (number of cases)

- - - - 36 -

Repatriation (number of cases) 3 7 9 8 - 15

Monetary fine (number) 29 28 105 40 54 163

Monetary fine (total €) 66,000 29,000 19,000 10,000 41,000

Amount of waste prevented from 
illegal shipment (total t)

2,000 10,500 4,800 2,000 2,400 10,000
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Table 4-5: Cases of prosecutions of illegal waste shipment (2000-2005)

Subsequent national legislation to the new requirements of the Shipment Regulation is 
currently under preparation. 3

Major problems and deficits identified by the workshop participants of Germany

• Competences are split in Germany to the national and Federal State level (Länder)

resulting in a number of competent authorities involved in the field of waste shipment
thus needing liable and quick information exchange structures. On the other hand the 
competent authorities are closer to the waste producers. In the case of transit, only 
the national authority (UBA) is involved.

• Big ports such as the port of Hamburg are for logistical reasons the bottleneck for 
shipments and therefore predestined for control actions to prevent illegal shipments. 
But it is not feasible to conduct controls only at the ports. Controls on the whole 
transport way are needed.

• The custom services and the police including the water protection police are 
restricted and limited in their actions, e.g. by a restricted time detaining a cargo or by 
limitation in the data exchange between the authorities. Data from the custom can 
not be used in general, but can be requested in the case of justified suspicion of a 
certain transport.

• As most problematic issues is the distinction between used products and waste e.g. 
used electronically devises and electronic waste or used cars and end-of-life vehicles 
and the distinction between hazardous and non-hazardous waste e.g. cable scrap 
(waste identification code B1115 or A1190). The main destinations of these exports 
are Africa and Asia. The difficulties may cause disagreements between involved 
companies and authorities (from different countries or even within the same State). 
Further this issue entails the risk of liability for authorities if detained mistakenly (see 
Box 4-1).

• The coding system used by the custom services does include information about 
ongoing transports and about the load, e.g. it specifies product classes (e.g. 
automobiles) but does not include information on the final destination and the 
properties of the load, e.g. product / used good / waste.

3 Presentation of Harald Junker, Federal Environment Agency (UBA), data for 2006 delivered subsequently
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Example: Court Decision on Detained Waste Shipment in Bremen/Germany

In February 2005, the Local Police of Bremen received hints for waste shipments to Ghana. In 

cooperation with the environmental authority and customs, the pertinent container was opened 

and the following items were detected: Used car tyres pressed into each other, used  car 

starter batteries (not emptied), used refrigerators and used car motor blocks (not emptied). 

The competent environmental authority decided to classify these items as waste and prohibited

the transport to Ghana as Ghana has not permitted the import of wastes (Regulation (EC) 

1420/1999). The exporter then looked for preliminary legal protection with the competent 

administrative court of Bremen. He claimed that the stored items must not to be classified as 

waste and asked the court to release the items and allow the transport to Ghana. 

The court ruled that the named items would not be classified as waste. The way of handling 

and storing of the items would show they were not only intended to be traded (and not to be 

discarded) but also that this trade would be reasonable due to the value of the items. 

Dismantled car parts could not be just classified as waste because they are taken from end-of 

life vehicles (ELV), but would regularly be an object to trade on their own right. The danger of 

environmental hazards (e.g. by leakage) would be irrelevant for the questions whether the 

items were waste or not.

The higher administrative court approved this decision with particularly referring to the 

judgement of the European Court of Justice from 18 April 2002 (Case C-9/00 - Palin Granit) 

stating that the probability of reuse would be an important criterion for classification as waste or 

not.

The consequence of this verdict was described in the presentation as ELVs becoming spare 

parts inventories for used car parts. In the view of the competent authority, the justification of a 

classification of used cars as ELV will be more difficult to make.

4

Box 4-1: Example on Court Decision on Detained Waste Shipment in Bremen/Germany

Examples of good practice identified in Germany as potential tools to improve 

implementation and enforcement 

• A structure for information exchange between the national and regional authorities 
and amongst the regional authorities is set in place. At national level an
administrative network and expert panel (e.g. LAGA) has been established and 
meetings are conducted regularly. At regional level regular meetings of all involved 
authorities (e.g. custom, water protection police) have been reported by the 
notification authority in Hamburg (BSU).

• To support concise procedures and comparable decision within all authorities 
involved a provision of guidance documents; in particular a model administrative 
instruction is under preparation and to be finished until June 2007. Appropriate 
instructions are in progress. Other guidance material that could be provided, includes 
information on environmental standards and illegal practices in third countries.

4 Presentation of Insa Nanninga, Senator for Construction, Environment and Traffic, Office of Waste Control
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• In the region of Hamburg the police service is allowed to use the custom data base 
including information on ongoing transports and loads. The police can search for 
specific product codes (e.g. automobiles, EEE) and is able to initiate targeted 
controls on that transports.

• Training is provided under the umbrella of the Ministry of Finance to the custom 
service staff, e.g. by specially developed trainings courses covering the whole topic 
of waste including legislation, practical examples and examples for inspections (e.g. 
by a one week trainings course).

• The establishment of a central data base with information on ongoing notification 
cases is seen a good information tool for control activities. A database is established 
at the Federal Environmental Protection Agency (UBA) which can be used by the 
concerned authorities using a password. In addition proposals were made to 
introduce data bases with photographs of significant examples. 

Priority activities for enforcement of the Shipment Regulation in Germany

• Potential for possible improvement was particularly seen in improving collaboration 
between involved authorities. 

• The port of Hamburg is one bottleneck for shipments and therefore predestined for 
control actions to prevent illegal shipments. But it is not feasible to conduct controls 
only at the ports. An agreement between the different authorities of the Federal 
States would be eligible to increase the realisation and frequencies of controls at the 
point of origin and at national routes (street, railway, water ways and air) instead of 
focusing the control action at the ports.

• Also, information exchange structures were considered. The installation of a 
helpdesk or a hotline was considered to support customs and police in case of 
detection or suspicion of illegal transport. A 24 hour telephone hotline was started in 
Hamburg in the 90's to ensure cooperation in case of controls of suspicious 
transports but was cancelled due to lack of interest that would justify the expenses.

Suggestions addressing the European Commission for supporting the enforcement

• A list of import bans/restrictions in non-OECD countries (according to Article 37 
Waste Shipment Regulation) and a list of Contact Points abroad (competent 
authorities and customs offices) should be provided.

• Practicable guidelines for the distinction of waste – used products should be provided 
at European level to ease decision making at authority level.
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4.2 Spain: Minutes and outcome 

Country Date Events

Spain 24.-25.01.2007

Venue: Algeciras / Chamber of Commerce of Campo de Gibraltar
Participants: 47 participants (19 from authorities; 28 from private companies, 
1 NGO)
Agenda: 13 presentations (including EC, BiPRO, IMPEL TFS)
Excursion: Port of Algeciras, Control System for Food and Live Animals

The information exchange and awareness raising event in Algeciras has been organised 
with support of the Ministry of the Environment, the Regional Environmental Authority and 
the local Customs Officers Association. The 47 participants comprised representatives of 
permitting authorities at national level and from different regions and concerned industry as 
well as customs officers. Especially private enterprises showed high interest on the 
workshop. Consequently the views and experiences from authorities as well as the position 
of notifiers were well presented (participation list see chapter 6.2).

The workshop in Algeciras was planned as a two days event. In total, 13 presentations

were held (including BiPRO and EC). An excursion to the harbour of Algeciras was realised 
the second day, visiting the control system established for food and live animals (agenda 
see chapter 7.2).

Presentations held, addressed legal provisions and requirements both on European and 
national level as well as the current situation of waste management in Andalusia. 
Presentations stressed aspects such as statistical data and notification procedure. In 
addition experiences gathered in Germany, examples for measures to improve enforcement 
and control and concrete examples for illegal shipments detected by means of targeted 
investigations/control have been presented. A representative from the IMPEL Network 
attended the workshop presenting the work of the TFS Cluster.

Furthermore practical experiences with the notification procedure and open questions were 
presented from industry representatives. Besides, a software tool for facilitation of the 
notification procedure applicable also for international cooperation was introduced. The 
international problem of export to third countries with low environmental standards and 
insufficient work place protection standards was illustrated by an NGO. 

The excursion to the seaport of Algeciras one of the biggest in Europe provided valuable 
insight into the control system established for food and live animals, which could be used as 
example for good practice in waste control. 

As a result of discussions and presentations the following topics could be identified as 
priority issues and conclusions concerning transboundary shipment of waste in Spain:

National enforcement structure in Spain

The central piece of legislation in Spain regarding shipments of waste is the “Waste Law 
10/1998” of 21 April 1998. According to this law, the national Ministry of the Environment is 
responsible for the authorisation and inspection of waste shipments from Spain to third 
countries not belonging to the EU. The autonomous communities, in which the shipment 
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activity takes place, have to cooperate with the central government, and where necessary 
apply the sanctioning system. The MoE is also competent for the control of waste shipments 
in transit through Spain, where it again has to be supported by the authorities from the 
autonomous communities affected.

The authorisation, control, inspection and sanction of shipments between Spain and other 
EU countries are in the responsibility of the corresponding autonomous community. The 
same applies to waste shipments exclusively within Spanish territory. The inspections of 
shipments of hazardous waste will focus on the waste’s point of origin and destination.

The Spanish central competent authority or the competent authority from the autonomous 
community may prohibit the accession of waste shipments onto national territory in cases 
where community legislation or international conventions do not. 

Facts and Figures of Spain

The waste amount generated in Spain in the last years is steadily increased to an amount 
close to 20 Mt per year. The waste generation in the autonomous community of Andalusia, 
shows the same increasing trend and reached an amount of around 4 Mt per year, of which 
260.000 t were hazardous waste. Regarding the shipments of waste from and into the 
autonomous community of Andalusia, waste imports from European countries clearly 
outweigh waste exports to such countries. The data for the years 2002 to 2005 show a slight 
increase of waste imports towards the end of the period and a decreasing tendency of 
exports (see Table 4-6). Andalusia exports waste to France, Sweden and Germany. Wastes 
imported to Andalusia originate from Portugal and the United Kingdom, both of which border 
to Andalusia, the latter one at Gibraltar. Wastes imported are treated by means of authorised 
landfilling and energy recovery.5

Year Export from Andalusia (Mt) Import to Andalusia (Mt)

2002 18 53

2003 15 53

2004 3 53

2005 8 69

Table 4-6: Amount of waste exported from and imported to Andalusia (2002 to 2005)

Major problems and deficits identified by the workshop participants of Spain

• Missing controlling activities in harbours as regards non-food cargo

• Cooperation with other member states and third countries is occasionally difficult –
deficits in information transfer, addressing of the wrong contact persons / authorities, 
significant delays in information exchange 

• Notification process takes significant time; companies would appreciate if the process 
could be accelerated

5 Presentation of Antonio José López Fernández, Andalusian Department of Environment
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• Identification of producers might be difficult in case of multiple producers

• The fact that Spanish legislation classifies importers/traders as “producer” might 
cause difficulties with liability (seen as a European problem)

• High administrative burden for waste shipments within EU; Target: Waste shipment 
controls within the EU should be simplified (ideally as simple as within a Member 
State) 

• Fixation of routing and actual date of shipment in movement documents is not 
conform to needs of practical transport (maritime transports change routes 
commonly; terrestrial transport needs flexibility in routing due to varying traffic 
conditions)

• The required validity of the financial guarantee (until certification of final treatment) 
entails high financial burdens (e.g. various guarantees deposited at cross-cutting 
periods of time) 

• Requirements regarding detail and height of financial guarantees not consistent 
throughout EU or even at national level

• Extension of notification or re-issuing of notification after 1 year imposes significant 
administrative burdens, Target: facilitated procedure for renewal of notifications

• Difficulties in interpretation of notification and information requirements.
Target: Manuals on waste classification and on how to interpret the Shipment 
Regulation would be appreciated / are necessary

• No involvement of regional authorities in notification of shipments to third countries; 
no knowledge about shipments at local level

• No information about interaction/information exchange between customs authorities 
and permitting authorities (environment authorities)

• No information on type and extent of customs control for non-food cargo 

Examples of good practice identified in Spain as potential tools to improve 

implementation and enforcement

• IT support of notification process is welcomed

• Pilot software for notification process (including automatic translation tool; lists of 
authorised treatment installations etc.) developed in SEEMSEED project

• Inspections of waste shipments to third countries are considered to be important

• Standardised and harmonised control schemes for food products and livestock 
imported (visual and laboratory inspections) with participation of agriculture/fishery 
and veterinary experts are established in Algeciras and throughout EU. Specialists 
from agriculture/fishery and health authorities have offices at the harbour facilities 
and cooperate with customs. No such offices for agents from the Environment 
Department exist at the port. Target: a corresponding cooperation between customs 
officers and experts from environmental authorities could be established for controls 
under the shipment Regulation
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• Limit for tyre profile established at European level for distinction of used tyre/waste 
tyre could be used as basic criteria for classification of waste tyres in relation to 
exports to third countries

Priority activities for enforcement of the Shipment Regulation in Spain

• Establish infrastructure in the field of physical control of product/waste-shipments via 
Spanish customs offices of exit/entry and during road transport

• Conduct regular controls on non-food cargo

• Enhance cooperation and information flow between authorities

• Prepare information material and guidance at national level as a task for MoE

• Expand customs controls to transit and export cargo, namely as regards visual 
inspections of loads.

• Focus control activities on waste streams, producers, exporters, destinies where risk 
of illegal actions has been identified to be high

• Regular meetings and international working groups for prevention of illegal 
shipments comprising all involved authorities (customs, police, intelligence services, 
environmental inspectorates and permitting authorities) and taking part in the IMPEL 
Network activities
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4.3 Estonia: Minutes and outcome 

Country Date Events

Estonia 15.-16.02.2007

Venue: Tallinn / Ministry of Environment
Participants: 22 (all authorities and associations) 
Agenda: 9 presentations (including EC, BiPRO, IMPEL TFS)
Excursion: Port of Tallinn, Custom Check Point

The information exchange and awareness raising event in Tallinn has been organised with 
support of Ministry of the Environment. The 22 participants comprised representatives of 
the permitting authority, the environmental inspectorate of different regions, the Tax and 
Customs Board, Port Authorities and some association. Industry was not present. 
Consequently the practical experiences and planned activities were in the focus of the 
discussions (participation list see chapter 6.3).

The workshop in Tallinn was planned as a two day event. In total, 9 presentations were 
held (including BiPRO and EC). An excursion to the harbour of Tallinn was realised the 
second day, visiting check points and control systems of the Tax and Customs Board 
(agenda see chapter 7.3).

The held presentations addressed legal provisions and requirements both on European and 
national level. Presentations stressed aspects such as controls and inspections of waste 
transport due to the Estonian Tax and Customs Board and the environmental inspectorate. 
A representative from the IMPEL Network attended the workshop presenting the work of the 
TFS Cluster and concrete examples for illegal shipments detected by means of targeted 
investigations/control in the UK.

As a result of discussions and presentations the following topics could be identified as 
priority issues and conclusions concerning transboundary shipment of waste in Estonia:

National enforcement structure in Estonia

The Ministry of Environment is the central authority for carrying out notification procedure. 
According to Environmental Supervision Act’s § 3, environmental supervision is performed 
by the environmental inspectorate, the Land Board and the Local Government. The 
environmental inspectorate in specific undertakes inspections setting a yearly Inspection 

Plan, where priorities given by the Ministry of Environment are considered. The 
environmental inspectorate has the right to inspect compliance, make precepts and stop 
illegal activities. If an official of the Tax and Customs Board has reasonable doubts as to 
whether the information specified in the consignment note or transport permit corresponds to 
the waste shipment subject to customs examination, the official shall seize the shipment and 
notify the environmental inspectorate of the circumstances relating to the seizure (Waste Act 
§ 113 (2)).

The environmental inspectorates can perform urgent procedural acts in criminal cases 
concerning the environment. The main task is to find out violations and give feedback to the 
Ministry for the Environment. Inspectors can make precepts - that means an administrative 
act which imposes on a person an obligation is performed on the required act or refrain from 
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a prohibited act. Prior to the application of a measure, the administrative authority issues the 
addressee a written warning. Penalty payment is an amount determined in a warning, 
payable by the addressee if he fails to perform the obligation imposed by a precept during 
the term indicated in the warning. 

The maximum penalty is 1,667 EUR, but it can be applied several times. The height of fines 
in waste matters increased slightly during the last years being around 120 € on average. The 
total sum of fines covering all waste matters was 58,159 €.

Waste Act § 123 states that (1) transboundary movement of hazardous waste or other waste 
subject to international control without the corresponding permit when such permit is 
required is punishable by a fine of up to 1,150 € and (2) , if committed by a legal person, is 
punishable by a fine of up to 3,196 €.

Concerning penalties, two different codes can be basis. First the penal code for offences 
against environment, in specific § 367 (Violation of Requirements for Handling Dangerous 
Chemicals or Waste). Secondly the penal code for tax fraud can be basis, in particular § 392 
(Illicit Import and Export of Prohibited Goods or Goods Requiring a Special Permit).

Estonia has 15 counties. The environmental inspectorate is organised into 7 Regional 
Departments with Environmental Inspectors covering 1-3 counties.6

Facts and Figures of Estonia

The main exports from Estonia are lead acid accumulators to AS Ecometal. As well WEEE is 
sent for treatment options mainly to Lithuania. Export of specific waste streams is destined 
for Germany, Finland and Sweden etc.7

Major problems and deficits identified by the workshop participants of Estonia

• Lack of awareness at concerned industry

• Deficits in information status and knowledge on existence of new Shipment 
Regulation at involved authorities

• Need for amendment of Estonian Waste Act (e.g. articles on tax frauds and 
environmental violation to adapt it to needs of Shipment Regulation)

• Control of shipment of waste currently not included in work plan of environmental 
inspectorates

• The existence of concurring classification systems (Basel, EWC, customs declaration
system) complicates correct allocation and identification of waste types

• Limited possibility for custom offices to detain cargo (maximum three days) without 
justified suspicion (general problem in EU)

6 Presentation of Toomas Liidja, Environmental Inspectorate
7 Presentation of Tarmo Lindemann, Ministry of Environment, Waste Department
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• No possibility for environmental authority to stop transports, open containers and 
detain transports (general problem within some countries)

• Lack of preciseness in waste definition within the WFD major reason for classification 
problems related to shipment of waste (classification goods – waste)

• Existences of large number of intermediate companies which can issue movement 
documents in the name of others (e.g. producer and consignee) complicate the 
tracing of transport routes and ownership 

• How to determine environmental standard in third country of destination?

• Customs do not have insight into production processes/standards, so they need 
education and information from permit authorities 

Examples of good practice identified in Estonia as potential tools to improve 

implementation and enforcement 

• Environmental inspectorate as independent body; decision can only be changed by 
court

• Established fines in waste act for transboundary movement without papers listing 
contact data of consignee and transport permit (could be adapted to needs of new 
Regulation)

• Cooperation between customs and inspectorate in case of suspicious cargo (see 
Box 4-2)

• Statistics on sanctions in waste matter (figures for transfrontier shipment currently 0)

• The environmental inspectorate installed a 24 presences and emergency number for 
Customs Offices to use in case of suspicion and questions

• Legal framework for fines in case of environmental violation is in place and direct 
possibility for environmental inspectors to impose them

• Notification procedure is in the responsibility of one central body only

• Inspection reports of environmental inspectorate shall be made publicly available 
(e.g. internet) as tool for improving effectiveness and educate industry

• Information seminars for Inspectors organised by environmental inspectorate
principally could also be used for purpose of enforcement of Shipment Regulation

Example of Estonia: Detaining a transport containing hazardous liquids in Tallinn

In November 2006 the Custom Service in the port of Tallinn stopped a container loaded with 

vehicles cutted in parts destined for export to Egypt. The liquids of the cars were not emptied. 

The information of suspicion was given by the environmental inspectorate. 

Samples of liquids were taken from the vehicles and were found to be hazardous waste. The 

liquids had to be removed from the vehicles and the rest of the automobiles were exported as 

foreseen. 

8

Box 4-2: Detaining a transport containing hazardous liquids in Tallinn/Estonia

8 Presentation of Peeter Kõve, Estonian Tax and Customs Board
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Priority activities for enforcement of the Shipment Regulation in Estonia

• Establishment of administrative framework to initiate and regulate activities of 
Environmental Inspectorate and customs as a task for the MoE

• Prepare information material and guidance at national level as a task for MoE

• Expand customs controls to transit and export cargo, namely as regards visual 
inspections of loads.

• Focus control activities on waste streams, producers, exporters, destinies where risk 
of illegal actions has been identified to be high.

• Regular meetings and international working groups for prevention of illegal 
shipments comprising all involved authorities (customs, police, intelligence services, 
environmental inspectorates and permitting authorities)

• In case of detection of suspicious cargo detain only concerned container instead of 
whole ship to minimise related costs.

Suggestions addressing the European Commission for supporting the enforcement

• Prepare risk assessment for major waste streams of concern in each Member States 
as basis for targeted inspections and make information available for use by the MS 

• Prepare overview table transposing codes from and into different classification 
systems (Basel, EWC and customs declaration system) 

• Prepare guidance on environmental standards in third countries 

• Make available information and contact data from involved authorities on European 
level especially for use by customs offices including information on major problematic 
waste streams in different European countries and the related risks of illegal 
shipments
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4.4 Poland: Minutes and outcome 

Country Date Events

Poland 01.-02.03.2007

Venue: Gdansk / Chief Inspectorate for Environmental Protection and the 
Pomeranian Voivodeship
Participants: 22 (all authorities and associations)
Agenda: 9 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)
Excursion: Port of Gdynia, Custom Check Point, Control Facilities, Physical 
Check

The information exchange and awareness raising event in Gdansk has been organised with 
support of the Chief Inspectorate for Environmental Protection and the Pomeranian
Voivodeship, Inspectorate for Environmental Protection. The 22 participants comprised 
representatives of the permitting and controlling authorities. Beside the national and regional 
Inspectorates for Environment as well as Road and Transport, representatives from the 
Boarder Department and the Boarder Guards, Port Authorities and the Custom Chamber 
were attending the workshop. Representatives of industrial associations or industry were not 
present (participation list see chapter 6.4). 

The workshop in Gdansk was planned as a two days event. In total, 9 presentations were 
held (including BiPRO and EC). An excursion to the Port of Gdynia was realised the second 
day, visiting check points of the Polish Tax and Custom Office (agenda see chapter 7.4).

Presentations held, addressed legal provisions and requirements both on European and 
national level. Presentations stressed aspects such as controls and inspections of waste 
transport, the collaboration with other authorities, the work of the IMPEL Network and 
practical cases of the detection of illegal shipment. 

As a result of discussions and presentations the following topics could be identified as 
priority issues and conclusions concerning transboundary shipment of waste in Poland:

National enforcement structure in Poland

The National Chief Inspectorate for Environmental Protection is the competent authority for 
notification. The Voivodeship Inspectorates perform inspections in cooperation with Border 
Guards, Road Transport Inspection, Customs and Police.

Legal framework of Poland

A revision of the Polish Act concerning Shipments of Waste has not been finalised yet. Its 
important provisions contain a clear assignment of responsibilities for customs, police, road 
inspectorates and of permitting responsibility for the Chief Inspectorate for Environmental 
Protection. 

New monetary fines related to illegal waste shipment are introduced. Incoming fees shall be 
transferred to a National Fund for Environmental Protection and shall be used for related 
purposes (e.g.  trainings for involved parties). The Act introduces a system of penalty fees 
depending on the type of violation (range of 2,500 to 10,000 €). 
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Further important provisions are:

• Adaptation of Polish treatment codes (R14, R15, D16) to European nomenclature to 
avoid treadlock situations in notification procedures

• Provisions for MoE to issue ordinance on import bans for specific waste destined for 
disposal operations

• System of permits for pre-authorized facilities of waste destination for period of 10 
years

• Introduction and clear differentiation between hazard to environment and illegal 
shipment in criminal code; liability of several months to years foreseen for violation of 
provisions of  Waste Shipments Regulation

Facts and Figures of Poland

In 2006 officers of Polish Border Guard returned approx. 1,928 vehicles transporting waste 
with violation of provisions of Waste Shipment Regulation. The majority of transports i.e. 
1,227 was returned on Polish-German border.

As most problematic waste streams the following have been identified: ELV from western 
Europe (also transit traffic via Poland towards eastern countries such as Belarus) and from 
United States; other waste streams from western European Member States include post-
sorting waste and mixed household waste. In the latter, a major involvement of organised 
crime is assumed. The majority of illegal shipments is deemed illegal due to lack of 
notification and other required documents.9

Major problems and deficits identified by the workshop participants of Poland

• Illegal waste imports into Poland from EU Member States and USA (ELV from Western 
Europe; mixed household waste especially from Germany (from summer 2006), and 
green listed waste 

• Majority of shipments illegal due to lack of required notification; also small amounts of 
waste often transported as private property imports in border area

• As regards transports of mixed household waste, a major involvement of organised 
crime is assumed 

• A basic problem is that although there are transition periods that allow Poland to claim a 
notification for transports of green listed wastes, an efficient control at inner EU borders 
to tackle non compliant waste shipments between MS is difficult to execute due to the 
common market

• The main problems as regards interpretation of the legislation are classification and 
distinction waste - product 

9 Presentations by Wlodzimierz Garczynski and Magda Gosk, Chief Inspectorate for Environmental Protection, 
Warsaw; Anrzej Brocki, Voivdship Police Henad Quarter Gdansk
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• Lack of obligation to label waste carriers hampers identification of waste transports 
(labelling of waste transports suggested as in Germany)

• As regards organisation issues, it was reported that cooperation with foreign authorities 
(e.g. German Federal Sates) in cases of take-back of illegal waste and persecution of 
those involved in illegal shipments is not always frictionless as regards diversity of 
competences, language problems and timely feed back (language, timely feed back).

• Reports of environmental inspectors cannot be used in case of prosecution; Inspectors 
are called to court as witnesses

• Problems with the role of intermediates such as brokers, dealers, etc. 

• Problems in compatibility between EU legislation on waste shipments and animal by-
products (e.g., are manure or chicken residues a by-product?)

• Disposal of illegal waste, e.g. mixed MSW on private properties; such type of 
“installation” are not covered by the definition of “consignee” in the European Waste 
Shipment Regulation

• The European Waste Shipment Regulation does not include any provisions on 
responsibility or liability of carriers in case of illegal shipments. The Inclusion of a certain 
responsibility would however, facilitate the work of control bodies in terms of 
administrative procedure and prosecution.

Examples of good practice identified in Poland as potential tools to improve 

implementation and enforcement 

• Signed agreement for better cooperation between road inspectorate, customs, border 
guards and environmental inspectors in terms of  mutual support, information exchange, 
joint training

• Well established cooperation on central and regional level

• Start of corresponding cooperation with police, in order to assure effective prosecution of 
offenders

• Planned and executed combined control activities of environmental inspectorates and 
other involved parties within IMPEL TFS projects

• Efforts in information and education of enforcement authorities

• Established structure in all enforcement institutions to enable effective cooperation with 
environmental inspectorates 

• Use of risk profiles for targeted inspections

• Active participation in IMPEL-TFS activities including enforcement projects

• Specific programme for customs inspections for illegal shipment of waste (Alert 2007, 
mobile inspection group installed in harbour of Gdynia)

• Use of intelligence information for establishment of risk profiles and targeted inspection

• Use of European electronic data exchange systems (OLAF, TARIC and other )
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• Use of scanners as screening tool for further focus visual inspections in case of 
suspicious papers

• Clearer definition of consignee of illegal waste in revised National Waste Shipment Act in 
order to facilitate administrative procedure in case of  dumping of illegally shipped waste 
on private properties

• Established environmental departments and coordination services at police and customs

• Established quick alert system in case of detection of illegal shipments 

Priority activities for enforcement of the Shipment Regulation in Poland

• Continuous training and meetings with all involved authorities

• Establishment of new central database on shipments of waste (ideally accessible to all 
authorities via internet)

• Improved combating of illegal shipments both as concerns prevention and take-back 
obligations of country of dispatch

• Improved cooperation with foreign concerned authorities

• Improved bilateral cooperation Poland/Germany involving all German competent 
authorities would be appreciated, especially in combating illegal shipments of household 
waste from territory of Germany

• Overall cooperation with IMPEL network, EU waste shipments correspondents, Basel 
meetings however seen as sufficient and effective 

• Introduce an environmental crimes register including shipment of waste as specific task 
for police

Suggestions addressing the European Commission for supporting the enforcement

• Develop a mandatory European label for waste transports (road, train, cargo-container) 

Except of national level (e.g. Germany) there is no labelling of waste transports in Europe. A 
mandatory labelling of waste transports on road (or any other transport means) as in 
transport of chemicals or dangerous goods, however, would significantly support the work 
for police services and would help to detect and prosecute criminal activities. A non-labelled 
waste transport detected in an inspection would be an important indication for an intended 
illegal activity. Involved companies could be allocated to a risk group and selected for more 
frequent inspections. In addition labelled transports could be easily selected and checked for 
requested papers and documents during routine controls.

• Improved definition of product  versus waste (on the EU level)

• Include provisions on responsibility and liability of carriers in case of illegal shipments 
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4.5 United Kingdom: Minutes and outcome 

Country Date Events

United 

Kingdom
05.-06.03.2007

Venue: London / Department of Trade and Industry (DTI) with support of the 
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA)
Participants: 14 (11 from authorities, 3 from industrial associations)
Agenda: 9 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)

The information exchange and awareness raising event in London has been organised with 
support of the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA). The 15 
participants comprised representatives of the permitting authorities of England and Wales, 
Scotland and Northern Ireland. In addition a representative from the Republic of Ireland 
participated in the event. Representatives of the Frontiers and from three industrial 
associations attended to the event. The level of expert knowledge, the practical experiences 
in the field and the technical detail of discussion were very high (participation list see chapter 
6.5).

The workshop in London was planned as a two days event. The first day was organised as 
an open session including the industrial associations and the second day as a closed 
session for national authorities. In total, 9 presentations were held (including BiPRO and 
EC) (agenda see chapter 0).

Presentations held, addressed legal provisions and requirements both on European and 
national level. Beside, a presentations on statistics for transfrontier waste transports was 
given and another two of practical examples and strategies of how to tackle international 
crime in the waste transport sectors as well as on repatriation of waste.

As a result of the discussions and presentations the following topics could be identified as 
priority issues and conclusions concerning transboundary shipment of waste in the United 
Kingdom (and the Republic of Ireland):

National enforcement structure in the United Kingdom

In England and Wales the competent authority is the Environment Agency, in Scotland, the 

Scottish Environment Protection Agency, in Northern Ireland the Department of the 

Environment and for transit and offshore marine areas the Secretary of State. 

To review the Transfrontier Shipment of Waste Regulation of 1995 and the UK Management 

Plan for Exports and Imports of Waste a consultation procedure is currently realised with the 
according document published for comments in December 2006. Comments were received 
at the latest by March 2007.

Concerning the waste management system in the UK and the implementation of the 
Shipment Regulation in particular the following strategic objectives are set:

• The UK wants to reach more self-sufficiency within the waste management regime.

• Waste imports for disposal should be avoided. General exemptions are made for waste 
destined to high temperature incineration coming from certain countries (e.g. Portugal, 
Republic of Ireland) and case to case decision for other countries (e.g. Malta).
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• Shipments for recovery are not within the scope of the UK Management Plan.

• Green listed waste for export is a high profile issue as especially paper and metals (6.0 
MT/year) are exported from the UK.

• There are initiatives to coordinate views of the 3 competent authorities in the UK.

• There is a need for clear communication and guidance regarding the complexity of the 
Waste Shipment Regulation to address the industry’s concerns with targeted information 
in understandable language.10

The Environment Agency has a leading role within the enforcement of the Waste Shipment 
Regulation as the competent authority in England and Wales. This responsibility is not 
proposed for change. The Environment Agency, in common with the other competent 
authorities in Scotland and Northern Ireland, is the enforcement authority for the TFS 
controls, and all UK competent authorities have the powers to carry out inspections, perform 
interviews and initiate criminal proceedings. Thus no environmental training for custom and 
police officers has been introduced. The collaboration with other authorities (Customs, 
Maritime and Coastguard Agency, Police) follows a pragmatic approach on a case by case 
basis. For bigger criminal activities the police will be involved.

Facts and Figures of the United Kingdom

The amount of waste exported is still increasing. Especially the export of waste considered 
to be green listed is booming. In 1997 the amount of paper and cardboard exported was 
4,000 t which increased rapidly to 1.5 Mt in 2005. The export of hazardous waste is 
increasing as well, being 75,000 tonnes in 2005. On the opposite the import of waste is 
rather decreasing, being 110,000 tonnes in 2005.

In the UK there are about 500 notification applications per year with 130 companies 
involved. The UK conducted 18 repatriation procedures within the last year and prosecuted 
8 cases. 11

Major problems and deficits identified by the workshop participants of the United 

Kingdom

• Most of the waste exports are not wastes classified as hazardous, but as green listed 
waste, which does not have to undergo a notification process.

• Problems of “waste tourism” exist. There are cases where people pay money for second 
hand goods, but where such goods should be properly classified as waste.

10 Presentation of Andy Howarth, Hazardous Waste Unit at Waste Management Department, DEFRA
11 Presentation of Andy Howarth, Hazardous Waste Unit at Waste Management Department, DEFRA
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Statements and suggestion for more successful inspections and controls

(1) Inspections have to be  targeted to detect illegal traffic.

Experience shows that the targeting of inspection is especially important since controls 
covering all borders are not feasible. Controls primarily designed to determine the level of 
illegal traffic rather than to detect illegal shipments lead to a low hit rate. An example is 
controls at the border of Northern Ireland/Ireland, where of 81 trucks stopped on the 
Northern Ireland side. 5 were found to be carrying waste and only 2 cases were found to 
have infringements under Article 11 of the Waste Shipments Regulation.

(2) Inspections have to be randomised and focus on more than one port.

As part of the IMPEL Seaport project, inspections were undertaken at the port of Dublin in 
2004 which resulted in a rate of about 60 % of illegal shipment. As a consequence port 
inspections in Dublin were increased and conducted on a weekly basis. These weekly 
inspections resulted in a complete reversal in illegal activity. There was some evidence that 
the shipment of ELVs was transferred from Dublin to Cork, but overall compliance has 
improved dramatically.

(3) Port inspections are an end of pipe solution.

Port inspections can be seen as an end of pipe solution, and should not be the sole area for 
enforcement activity. Inspections should also start at the point of origin of waste. That said, 
port inspections are useful to monitor if control/inspections upstream are efficient. Port 
inspections provide intelligence on which are the problematic waste streams, and their 
origin.

(4) Working together with customs is a key for the enforcement.

(5) The preparation of threat assessment is crucial

Economic pressures to the market due to changes in the Shipment Regulation and other 
relevant legislation allows the prediction of problematic waste streams (e.g. WEEE). 
Therefore such information have to be considered, e.g. in a threat assessment.

(6) EC pressure and infringement procedures can be a driving force for enhancing 

actions

A driving force for initiating an intensive cooperation between the authorities was the 
pressure from the EC. Expected fines within the infringement cases were good arguments 
for getting financial support for projects. Experiences show, that it is particularly useful to 
exchange information on the waste management legislation and jurisdiction in countries 
involved. In the case of Northern Ireland and the Republic of Ireland, the authorities were 
invited to attend the national waste meetings and hazardous waste meetings of the 
neighbouring country. Another driving factor for the success of cooperation is the growing 
trust amongst the involved staff resulting from personal contact. 
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(7) The focus should be redirected to waste not needing a notification document

If a notification becomes necessary, waste export usually becomes uneconomic and the 
waste is not exported. Therefore information and awareness raising efforts should focus less 
on waste shipment notification (there are only 130 notifiers in the UK) and more on green list 
exports. Quality standards for operations at sorting facilities e.g. could help industry to 
change the nature of their waste to be green listed waste and hence avoid notification.

Examples of good practice identified in the United Kingdom (and the Republic of 

Ireland) as potential tools to improve implementation and enforcement 

• Domestic Regulations on TFS are being elaborated including the designation of 
competent authorities with enabling inspections and the charging of fees

• Draft version of UK plan for Shipment of waste accessible at the webpage and open for 
comments until 12 March 2007; comments will be taken into consideration for the 
elaboration the final version of the UK Management Plan for Shipments of Waste and 
domestic legislation; provided to MS via the Correspondence Group

• Initiative to extend the duration of detention for illegal shipments from three to five days 
for customs

• Threat Assessments have been carried out to identify problematic waste streams and to 
better understand the waste chain (see Box 4-3).

• Targeted actions for the repatriation of waste are carried out between the UK and the 
Republic of Ireland (see Box 4-4) and a road map for further actions is drawn (see Box
4-5)

• A question catalogue for combined inspections is currently elaborated to initiate the 
combination of environmental inspections at facilities (e.g. IPPC facilities, inspection 
under the WFD) with questions of shipment of waste

• Environmental Agencies collaborate with pertinent industry associations to communicate 
legal standards

• Environmental Authorities intend to work together with industry to develop standards for 
green listed waste in order to reduce the amount of necessary inspections and to isolate 
the non compliant industry

• Pre-application advice / support is set in place to inform the concerned industry on how 
to fill out a notification

• Publicity of enforcement of waste shipment legislation on TV, through press releases and 
the internet is useful to spread information on the importance of regulation, and increase 
acceptance

• Joint meetings (officers from one country attend network meetings of the other country) 
are a driving force for collaboration among different MS. They help to understand each 
other’s jurisdiction, and to build up trust among officials, who work together. This is, 
however, much easier in small/more centralised countries, than in countries with many 
competent authorities
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• There are well established bilateral contacts to other MS (e.g. to NL, MT) as well as to 
non European countries (e.g. China). The attempt to organise a waste conference with 
West African countries, however failed due to financial implications. The IMPEL network
helps especially establishing personal contact to the involved authorities

• Information about legal requirements and additional material will be spread by seminars, 
brochures and in information letters on specific waste streams (MSW, glass, WEEE, 
paper, packaging)

• There is a close cooperation with trade associations. Target group is the industry 
transporting waste considered to be green listed, which in fact is not green listed and 
should be subject to notification (e.g. within one day seminars for industry). The 
community of involved companies is comparatively small (130 companies involved) and 
should be addressed within targeted actions

• In the Republic of Ireland, an Office for Environmental Enforcement has been set in 
place to oversee the local environmental authorities and to investigate past illegal 
shipment cases. The Office for Environmental Enforcement is as well coordinating a 
regular network meeting (every 6 weeks) for local authorities dealing with cases of fly 
tipping, backyard burning activities, waste transports and C&D waste for exchange 
information. The collaboration is a useful element within the “cradle to grave” approach 
to gather information and intelligence (intelligence sharing agreement between Republic 
of Ireland and Northern Ireland) about the whole life chain of the transported waste

• Guidance on how to fill in the notification papers is implemented and online possibility for 
filling in the notification form including guidance and advice notes will be installed
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Example of United Kingdom: Threat Assessment for Illegal Shipment of Waste 

The Environmental Agency of England and Wales conducted in close cooperation with 

different cooperation partners on national and international level a Threat Assessment for 

Illegal Shipment of Waste. The aim is to gather information on and create a wider 

understanding of the most critical waste streams within a country to enable targeted actions 

against criminal actions.

The tool of a Threat Assessment is generally coming from criminology. Generally, threat 

assessments aim to serve as a purpose to improve collective understanding of a threat – i.e. 

for example an illegal market – and enable action. The strategic evaluation of key question 

serve to the understanding of the functioning and mechanisms of illegal markets. The key 

questions in this approach are

(1) “What” illegal activity is taking place? 

(2) “Who” is committing the crime?

(3) “When” and “Where” is the crime occurring?

(4) “How” are the offences committed?

(5 )“Why” do people commit this crime (opportunity structure – how big is the market, what is 

the risk of getting caught, what is the current enforcement response)?

Answering these questions within a systemically approach shall help to detect offences and 

punish offenders as well as to prevent criminal activities by reducing opportunities. In the 

UK, Threat Assessments on waste streams have first been performed in 2004. Since then, a 

problem profile of WEEE has been developed.

Additional sources and materials:

Richard Parker, Environmental Agency for England and Wales: Conducting a Threat 

Assessment of Illegal Transfrontier Waste Shipment – A Short Guide, July 2006

Richard Parker, Environmental Agency for England and Wales: What is a Threat 

Assessment?, Presentation

Rotterdam Threat Assessment Workshop: Summary – Findings and Conclusions, Paper 

Download at: http://www.bipro.de/waste-events/ship/uk.htm/

Box 4-3: Threat Assessment for Illegal Shipment of Waste in the United Kingdom

http://www.bipro.de/waste-events/ship/uk.htm/
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Priority activities for enforcement of the Shipment Regulation in the United Kingdom

• Initiatives to reduce administrative burden to the industry and speed up decisions on 
notification

• A feedback system for constant improvement of the procedure is set in place, asking the 
industry for their experiences (using online questionnaire, data system called 
ZOOMERANG). The Environmental Agency will revise the software after 6 to 12 month 
after the application of the new Shipment Regulation

• Municipal solid waste may become a more problematic waste stream, in the case the UK 
will not be able to fulfil the requirements of the Landfill Directive (esp. 2009 deadline)

• Huge amounts of green listed waste (especially paper and metals) are exported with 
growing amounts, therefore green listed waste is a high profile issue

Example of the United Kingdom / Republic of Ireland: The repatriation of waste –

cooperation between the Republic of Ireland and Northern Ireland

On basis on the Road Map joint actions between the Republic of Ireland (ROI) and 

Northern Ireland (NI) to detect and repatriate illegally disposed of waste were realised in 

2006.

The waste was transported within lorries over the land boarder mainly at night time and 

the waste was deposited in fields and covered over. Usually in the morning all tracks of 

activity were cleaned and the field looks like it would after a usual agricultural activity. 

Very isolated areas are preferred for such actions and the owner of the area can usually 

not be defined. About 300-400 loads/year are estimated to be a realistic number. It is 

known that large companies and organised crime is involved at the activities. 

Information on ownership of the site, the origin of the waste and the involved bodies had 

to be collected. To be successful with the action, all information leading to detect the 

crime were collected at one single central authority. Not even the effected local authorities 

got information about the planned activities. 

Within the activity, joint transport inspections has been carried out, realising 7 stopping 

points across the boarder of ROI and NI varying at times out of hours to avoid check point 

hopping. Vehicles have also been stopped were tracked from the point of origin in the ROI 

to destination in NI.

An exemplary court case is pending, involving the Police and the hearing of 90 witnesses 

dealing with 81 cases including money laundering, the handling of stolen goods and 

illegal dumping (44 cases). The case is made public via newspapers and television (BBS). 

12 similar sites have been identified so far, it is estimated this could  reach up to  50 

sites

12

Box 4-4: The repatriation of waste – Cooperation between the Republic of Ireland and UK

12 Presentation of Allison Townley, Environment and Heritage Service of Northern Ireland
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Suggestions addressing the European Commission for supporting the enforcement

• Initiatives to revise the WFD to apply self sufficiency to waste destined for recovery 
would have massive impacts on the shipment of waste. Certain MS underline that the 
WFD should not be the place for twisting the Shipment Regulation

• A more consistent approach within the EU waste legislation would be appreciated 
especially taking into account the impacts of ambitious targets for MS (ELV, Landfill 
Directive) and of basic definitions in the WFD for shipment of waste

• Due to different statistic approaches with inspections within the Member States, data can 
lead to misinterpretation of the given data and mislead targeting in inspection. Therefore 
it is crucial to have a comparable approach within the Member States to derive a 
common data basis. Guidance for reporting on waste inspections would be needed on 
EU level

• The content of the future inspection reports is not clear. Guidance on this issue would 
ensure a uniform reporting at EU level

• An electronically notification system is not in place. The development of an electronically
notification system for one country only is expensive. An EU wide solution would be 
appreciated and necessary

• The authority is obliged to check the facility of destination within a pre-consent 
notification process. This practically not feasible

• The availability of information on specific requirements for green listed waste in third 
countries is crucial for industry. The Commission should concentrate on the most 
relevant export countries (India, China, Indonesia)

• A central method of assessing the ability of Environmental Sound Management (ESM) of 
non OECD installations has to be developed. Neither the Member States nor IMPEL can 
carrying out this task

• Guidelines for repatriations are needed to ensure common approach

• The use of a database containing examples on decisions about shipment of waste cases 
is seen sceptically because of the danger of precedence

• The BASEL categories have not been changed for a long time and should be adapted

• On the EU webpage Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) could be included to explain 
the most crucial facts on the Waste Shipment Regulation
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Example: The Road Map on Collaboration between the Republic of Ireland and 

Northern Ireland/UK

Representatives of the Republic of Ireland and the Northern Ireland agreed 2006 on a Road 

Map on collaboration regarding the issue of shipment of waste. 

The Road Map is dealing with suspected illegally shipped waste from the Republic of Ireland 

to Northern Ireland and actions to strengthen the response in both jurisdictions to any 

current or future illegal movements, as agreed by the authorities in both jurisdictions. The 

document serves as a working basis without having the status of a legal binding treaty. The 

document was submitted to the EU in October 2006 when the IE and UK were facing an 

infringement procedure. 

The background for the dramatically increase of illegal actions between the Republic of 

Ireland (ROI) and Northern Ireland (NI) were the radical change in the waste management 

situation in ROI since introduction of the Waste Management Act (WMA) in 1996. A simple 

system involving almost complete reliance on landfill and with the Local Authorities the main 

service providers has been replaced by a sophisticated and intricate waste management 

network involving both the public and private sectors. The numbers of landfills have been 

decreased from 95 in 1998 by 70%, being only 30 left in 2001. At the same time the 

production of municipal waste increased by about 25% and the fraction of construction and 

demolition waste increased as well. The gate fees went from 40 €/tonne in 2000 to an 

average of €150/tonne in 200 - -an increase of 375%

As a result a landfill capacity crisis appeared in ROI in late 2001 and 2002 resulting in 

diversion of waste to Northern Ireland because of the differences in waste disposal costs 

between ROI and NI. The enforcement of the Waste Shipment Regulation were insufficient 

at both sides both jurisdictions resulting in increased waste transports and illegal activities. 

NI authorities estimate that there could be 250,000 tonnes of waste coming from ROI 

already deposited in NI. 

One of the major issues covered by the Road Map is repatriation procedures for waste 

illegal transported over the border. In these cases often the waste is already transported, 

shredded and buried illegally into meadows. 

The road map will be reviewed by the senior official group routinely every 6 month. It is the 

first example where problematic transfrontier shipment of waste has been addressed by two 

single Member States.

 Elements of the road map regarding e.g. the surveillance and road inspections could be 

applied in other Member States as well.

13

Box 4-5: Road Map on Collaboration between the Republic of Ireland and Northern Ireland/UK

13 Presentation of Pat Fenton, Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Goernment, Republic of 
Ireland
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4.6 Belgium: Minutes and outcome 

Country Date Events

Belgium 12.03.2007
Venue: Mechelen / Public Waste Agency of Flanders (OVAM) 
Participants: 15 (all authorities)
Agenda: 7 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)

The information exchange and awareness raising event in Mechelen has been organised 
with support of the Public Waste Agency of Flanders (OVAM). The 15 participants 

comprised representatives of the permitting and controlling authorities from the Federal level 
and the three Belgium regions (Flanders, Walloon, and Brussels). Beside this, the Federal 
Police, the Customs and Excise Taxes Board, and the Port Authority of Antwerp were 
attending the workshop. Industrial associations or industry representatives were not invited 
on request of OVAM (participation list see chapter 6.6). 

The workshop in Mechelen was planned as a one day event, due to the reason that 
authorities meet regularly and the small number of involved authorities. In total, 7 
presentations were held (including BiPRO and EC) (agenda see chapter 7.6).

Presentations held, addressed legal provisions and requirements both on European and 
national level. Presentations stressed aspects such as enforcement procedures.  

As a result of discussions and presentations the following topics could be identified as 
priority issues and conclusions concerning transboundary shipment of waste in Belgium:

National enforcement structure in Belgium

Due to the federal structure of Belgium, four institutions are involved in the notification 
procedures, such as the Public Waste Agency of Flanders (OVAM), the Administration of the 

Environment in the Capital Brussels Region (I.B.G.E. - B.I.M.) and the Ministry of the 

Walloon Region, DG Resources and Environment.

The Federal Public Service of Public Health, Food and Environment (FOD), CA Transit 

Enforcement Unit is the responsible institution for transit constellations.

Inspections in Flanders and the Brussels Region are carried out jointly with the police and 
the Custom Services. The inspection plan foresees regular controls at treatment plants. A 
waste register of producer is established in order to store information about specific waste 
streams and the involved entities. A collaboration with the IMPEL-TSF is established and 
Belgium takes part in joint actions and controls within the IMPEL projects. Close cooperation 
is carried out whenever needed with the concerned authorities of the different regions and 
the local authorities, e.g. as ad hoc initiatives on the basis of complaints and demand.

Administrative fines are imposed but criminal prosecution is not common. Fines lie between 
625 and 62,500 € with an average of 2,000 € per shipment. Additionally the costs for storage
transport and treatment have to be paid. The calculation is based on the proof of default, the 
official report and the seal, the visits on site, the type waste (hazardous, non-hazardous) and 
the destination. The fine is to be paid into a Governmental Environmental Fund.
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Around 2,000 notification procedures are carried out annually within the Brussels Region 
alone.14

Box 4-6: Example of efficient waste controls in Belgium

14 Presentation of Catherine van Nieuwenhove Administration of the Environment in the Capital Brussels Region 
(IBGE-BIM) at workshop in Mechelen 

Example of Belgium: Elaboration of efficient controls including all levels

The controlling procedure carried out in Belgium includes a whole bunch of activities, in particular 
a preliminary check of documents at administrative level (environmental permits, waste registers), 
information elaboration of the history of infringements and the shipping company (custom 
documents, bill of lading) and controls at roads and ports.

The check of the administrative documents includes a risk assessment using information on the 
description of the product, the waste stream (e.g. ashes, residues, scrap, used, second hand), the 
harmonised custom codes (e.g. 39.15 plastic waste, 74.04 copper waste, 26.20 ashes and 
residues), the delivery conditions, the value of goods, information about the producer and/or 
exporter and the destination of the transport (check of correct address, e.g. if it is only a post office 
box or the address of an apartment etc.). This information is used to conduct road and port 
controls and visual inspection of cargo.

Physical inspections include road controls in collaboration with the police, stopping and blocking 
suspicious vehicles. This measure is reported as time-consuming with some times low results, as 
evasive behaviour of suspicious transport is common.
As concerns port inspections, a close collaboration with the harbour authorities is necessary. Port 
inspections have to be prepared carefully and containers have to be selected on basis of the risk 
assessment made. Inspection of one day can approximately include 50 containers. After opening 
the containers, the contents have to be verified with the document information delivered. Port 
controls can as well include the scanning of containers, e.g. with an x-ray facility. Advantage of 
port controls is that evasive behaviour is not possible.

For security reasons, inspection rules should be taken seriously, including protective clothing, 
alarm lights on dock and the use of chains.

The follow-up procedure of a control includes the sealing and blocking of the concerned 
container, preparation of a report of observation necessary for a prosecution procedure and for 
imposing fines, request for more information at the producer and exporter, the starting of legal 
procedures and impose administrative fines.

The reporting on a case includes internal or annual reporting, reporting to IMPEL-TFS, to the EU 
Commission, the Basel secretariat and even to the media depending on the type and weight of the 
detected case.
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The follow-up diagram (Figure 4-1) for carrying out effective controls illustrates the described 
steps and the possible reactions on it.  

Follow up diagram for effective controls

15

Figure 4-1: Follow up diagram of effective controls in Belgium

Major problems and deficits identified by the workshop participants of the Belgium

• Lack of legislative rules and clarity in classification of waste/product

• Participation of Custom services could be improved, Custom tends to focus on 
transports with higher financial impact

• Horizontal structure of Belgium administration with permitting of waste shipments 
100% under regional responsibility, whereas transit of waste is under sole 
responsibility of federal government; this easily entails deficits in information transfer 
and complicates coordination between the regions (low level of information exchange 
and coordination between the regions)

15 Presentation of Catherine van Nieuwenhove Administration of the Environment in the Capital Brussels Region 
(IBGE-BIM) at workshop in Mechelen and TAIEX Meeting in Bulgaria, 27 April 2007
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• Problems in collaboration with other MS; waste shipments that are supposed to be 
illegal should generally be tackled earlier; few language problems 

• Lack of communication with non EU countries, e.g. Chinese authorities

• Deficits in rules on cooperation in case of illegal shipments and request for take-back

• Deficits in clarity with respect to procedural aspects (notification or green list 
procedure) in case of export of “green listed” wastes to third countries (one country 
requires notification neighbouring country accepts “green list” procedure)

• Big difficulties in identification of responsible waste owner due to large net of 
intermediates such as brokers, dealers

• Problem of non European dealers travelling and buying waste throughout the entire 
EU and shipping it via large ports; when illegal transport is detected, no possibility to 
make liable; person normally returned already to country of origin, no permanent 
residence in EU; however repeated re-immigration with dealer’s visa, resulting in 
repeated cycles of illegal shipments

• Deficits in current specification who is liable (who has to pay disposal / storage) in 
case of illegal shipments

• Difficulties in fulfilling the requirement to check final fate of waste in country of 
destination outside EU; no confirmation on accomplished treatment as requested; in 
addition notifiers often wait until short time period before the envisaged transportation 
date to choose recovery site; sometimes, the site is changed during transport

• Custom code and waste code are not always congruent, e.g. one custom code 
number applies to several waste entries within the EC Shipment Regulation

• Current lack of financial guarantee in case of illegal shipments entraining important 
disposal/storing costs for administration in typical transit countries such as Belgium; 
existing penalties not sufficient

• Lack of labelling of waste transports as important tool for effective control and 
prosecution of illegal waste transports by the police

Examples of good practice identified in Belgium as potential tools to improve 

implementation and enforcement 

• Regular meetings of all involved authorities on the basis of an agreement between 
the concerned ministries (Federal Public Services of Finance, Interior and 
Environment)

• Generally well established cooperation of the involved authorities

• Established controls at waste producing and managing installations, road, train and 
at ports (road train = police; installations and ports = maritime police & environmental 
inspectorate) (see Box 4-6).

• Waste project of Federal Police establishing a network and information transfer 
between all involved authorities and using ECO forms for development of risk profiles 
and targeted detection of offenders (see Box 4-7).
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• Training courses from environmental authorities for enforcement officers to ensure 
ability to identify suspicious waste loads (final decision always is taken by 
environmental authorities)

• Establishment of a common data base to be used by all authorities

• OVAM has prepared information material for all involved authorities and for industry 
in form of a handbook (one list) covering all waste codes from relevant legislation 
with a short description and the corresponding classification.

• Bi- or multilateral cooperation with other MS (e.g. with Netherlands, Austria and 
Germany); 

• Interlinked electronically notification system to facilitate surveillance of transfrontier 
shipments of waste (EUDIN System – see Box 4-8).

• Cooperation with important non-EU recipients of waste (e.g. workshop in China this 
year)

• Commission proposal on Environmental Crime addressing illegal shipment of waste 
as one of the possible violations

Example: The National Waste Project of the Belgium Police

The Environmental Crime Section of the Federal Police is carrying out a national waste project 

in order to establish the necessary expert network and to get insight into the relevant waste 

streams and to detect high-risk groups and offensive/criminal behaviour in the field of waste-

disposal in Belgium.

In the framework of this project a close cooperation with Territorial Police Units (as executing 

bodies for road controls) and environmental authorities has been established.

Control of illegal shipments and waste crime requires traditional police detection and investigation 

techniques in order to catch and convict the perpetrators and to confiscate the illegally acquired 

benefits. Information is gathered by means of joint controls of waste transports with the 

competent environmental administrations and by means of punctual checks on suspicious waste 

transports during routine patrols. For documentation of inspection results a standardised form 

(Eco-form) is used. 

The information from the Eco-forms is stored in an electronic data base. Missing features as 

possible indicators for violation of existing legislation are searched in open sources and are 

added by the Federal Police or other concerned authorities to complete the picture and enable to 

derive risk profiles (suspicious companies) and risk situations (companies with transport-

treatment and banking capacity) which allows to target investigations. 

Relevant parts of information are also at disposal for other authorities involved in permitting or 

control of waste shipments. Information is automatically evaluated and compared to previous 

entries. 
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Expert network for management and analysis of WASTE ECO-forms

Box 4-7: The national waste project of the Belgium Police

An example for good cooperation at international level is presented in Figure 4-2.

Figure 4-2: Best practice for “International exchange of information” on shipments of waste
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An overview on existing international cooperation networks for the involved authorities which 
could be used and further expanded for improved inspection and control are presented in 
Figure 4-3.16

Figure 4-3: Established networks for cooperation at European and international level for all 

authorities involved in control of waste shipments

Priority activities for enforcement of the Shipment Regulation in Belgium

• Develop instruments and procedure to establish system of financial guarantee for 
illegal shipments as well

• Establishment of a “black list” of suspicious companies

• Obligation to classify waste transports, e.g. with a sign at the back of a truck as in 
Germany

• Information exchange on threat assessment between MS would be welcome

• Environmental control of waste according to the model established for food controls 
would be welcome; however is a matter of costs

• Introduce labelling of waste transports to facilitate police control activities and to 
support prosecution

• Established rules for cooperation at national level under Regulation (EEC) 259/93; 
shall be established under new Regulation as well

• Improved, quicker and more effective take-back process 

16 Presentation of Frans Geyselen, Federal Police Belgium
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Suggestions addressing the European Commission for supporting the enforcement

• A enhanced intensity of meetings at EU/IMPEL level would be appreciated 

• EU Guidelines on persecution of illegal shipments of waste with focus on transit 
situation within EU

• Clearer information on provisions and procedure for trade with China on Commission 
website

• Provision of Regulation related to Article 36 (replacing and amending Council 
Regulations (EC) 1420/1999 and 1547/1999 ) as soon as possible, so that also 
industry can react in time

• Develop a mandatory European label for waste transports (road, train, cargo-
container)

• Waste transports should be labelled at European scale.

Except of national level (e.g. Germany) there is no labelling of waste transports in Europe. A 
mandatory labelling of waste transports on road (or any other transport means) as in 
transport of chemicals or dangerous goods, however, would significantly support the work 
for police services and would help to detect and prosecute criminal activities. A non-labelled 
waste transport detected in an inspection would be an important indication for an intended 
illegal activity. Involved companies could be allocated to a risk group and selected for more 
frequent inspections. In addition labelled transports could be easily selected and checked for 
requested papers and documents during routine controls.

Example: EUDIN = European Data Interchange for Waste Notification-System

The EUDIN project is a joint organisation of four EU-member states: Belgium 

(OVAM), the Netherlands (VROM), Germany (UBA, MUNLV, LUA NRW) and 

Austria (BMLFUW, UBA) elaborate a standardised interface for the exchange of 

data between European member states for electronic transposition of the 

requirements of the European Waste Shipment Regulation.

With EUDIN these four countries strive for the realisation of an application that 

facilitates a digital notification process and for the elaboration of a standardized 

interface for the exchange of data between both European member states and 

between member states and notifying organisations. Transporters will be enabled 

to notify their transports with the use of Internet and competent authorities will be 

provided with the opportunity to register the notifications directly in their back-office 

systems without any manual intervention.

The system is accessible for notification authorities, the custom services and the 

police service. On the longer term EUDIN will enable direct communication via EDI 

- electronic data interchange between back office systems of competent authorities 

and between competent authorities and notifying organisations. With these 

solutions mistakes are avoided, the notification process is accelerated and the need 

for human capacity is minimized as much as possible.

This project may be seen as a first definite step to introduce a standardised 

European interface in the transmission of waste and environmental related data 

between European countries.

More information at: http://www.eudin.org/

Box 4-8: The European Data Interchange for Waste Notification-System 

http://www.eudin.org/
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4.7 Greece: Minutes and outcome 

Country Date Events

Greece 23.-24.04.2006

Venue: Athens / Greek Technical Chamber with support of the Helenic Ministry 
of the Environment, Physical Planning and Public Works
Participants: 28 (9 from authorities, 18 from industry)
Agenda: 7 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)
Excursion: Port of Piraeus

The information exchange and awareness raising event in Athens has been organised with 
support of a subcontracting company (ARVIS S.A.). Beside representatives from the Helenic 
Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and Public Works (YPEHODE), the 28
participants comprised representatives of the Environmental Inspectorate, the Ministry of 
Transport, the Ministry of Economics, the Piraeus Port Authority and the Technical Chamber 
of Greece. Concerned industry was present with a high number of participants. 
Consequently the practical experiences with the notification procedure and the experiences 
and views of the industry were content of the discussions (participation list see chapter 6.7).

The workshop in Athens was planned as a two days event. In total, 7 presentations were 
held (including BiPRO and EC). An excursion was realised from the Piraeus Port Authority to
the port of Piraeus (agenda see chapter 7.7).

Presentations held, addressed legal provisions and requirements both on European and 
national level. Presentations stressed aspects such as the notification procedures within 
Greece, the processing of movement and tracking forms and the procedure with the Port 
Authority. Examples of concrete controlling actions and detected illegal shipments were not 
presented.

An excursion to the port of Piraeus was organised the second day and guided by the 
Piraeus Port Authority. An overview of the general management and organisation of the 
harbour including the harbour for passenger ships (ferries, cruising ships) and the container 
terminals was given. It was explained how the container are labelled, stored and reshipped. 
Anyhow as nobody from the Custom Offices was attending the workshop or the excursion,
only an impression regarding border controls was given.

As a result of discussions and presentations the following topics could be identified as 
priority issues and conclusions concerning transboundary shipment of waste in Greece:

National enforcement structure in Greece

The Hellenic Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and Public Works (YPEHODE)
is the competent authority for notification. The YPEHODE informs the Port Authority that the 
shipments taking place are authorised. 

The customs Services perform inspections. Another involved is the Ministry of Mercantile 

Marine. No information was given to what extend inspections of waste transports are carried 
out in practice.17

17 Presentation of Alexandra Karpodinis and Georgia Mantzava, Helenic Ministry of the Environment, Physical 
Planning and Public Works (YPEHODE), Waste Management Department
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Legal framework of Greece

Several Joint Ministerial Decision (JMD) are set in place to adapt European waste legislation 
to national legislation as it is the JMD 13588/725/06 regarding measures, terms and 

restrictions on hazardous waste management in compliance with the Directive 91/689/EEC, 
JMD 24944/1159/06 for the approval of General Technical Guidelines regarding hazardous 
waste management and JMD 8668/2007 for the approval of hazardous waste national 

management plan.

Furthermore there exist the national Law 2939/2001 regarding Packaging and Alternative 

Management of Packaging and Other Products- Foundation of National Organization for the 

Alternative Management of Packaging and Other Waste and a whole bunch of Presidential 
Decrees (P.D.) for the alternative management of certain waste streams, e.g. P.D. 117/2004 

and 15/2006 for the alternative management of WEEE, P.D. 116/2004 for the alternative 

management of ELVs, P.D. 82/2004 for the alternative management of used oils, P.D. 

115/2004 for the alternative management of batteries and accumulators and P.D. 109/2004 

for the alternative management of used tyres.

The collection and management of certain waste streams is carried out within collective or 
individual Systems for the Alternative Management. It is mandatory for the producers and 
importers either to organise individual or to participate in collective systems of alternative 
waste management, i.e. return, collection, transportation and recovery systems. For the 
organisation of individual or collective systems it is necessary to get an approval by
YPEHODE. This approval is valid for 6 years and it can be renewed. 

For the alternative management of packaging wastes there is established one collective 
system as Hellenic Recovery Recycling Corporation (HERRCO) and one individual system 
as the Alfa-Beta Vassilopoulos. The collective systems for the packaging of mineral oils, 
WEEE and ELVs is the Centre of Alternative Environmental Management (KEPED S.A), 
Recycling Appliances S.A. and EDOE S.A. correspondingly. The collective system for 
alternative management of waste oils is the Hellenic Technology of Environment S.A. 
(ELTEPE), the corresponding system for the alternative management of batteries is AFIS 

S.A. and of accumulators, SYDESYS S.A. and SEDIS-K in Crete. Finally, the collective 
system for the alternative management of end-of-life tyres is established as Tyres 

Ecoelastika S.A.

18

The National Plan for Hazardous Waste Management aims to improve the self-sufficiency of 
Greece. It aims at the gradual reduction of waste shipments due to the development of 
prevention and reduction methods, enhance the infrastructures and recovery methods, 
promote the use of safe treatment methods for hazardous waste and the possibilities for the 
safe final disposal.19

18 Presentation of Maria Banti, Helenic Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and Public Works 
(YPEHODE), Unit of the alternative management of packaging waste and other products
19 Presentation of Alexandra Karpodinis, Georgia Mantzava and presentation of Maria Banti, Helenic Ministry of 
the Environment, Physical Planning and Public Works (YPEHODE), Waste Management Department
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Facts and Figures of Greece

Greece is depended on exports, as treatment facilities and landfill capacities, especially for 
hazardous waste and some separately collected waste streams, are missing. For some 
waste streams the treatment within co-incineration is carried out. 

In 2006, 230 kt of non-hazardous waste was exported mainly to other EU MS (Austria, the 
Netherlands, Italy), to OECD countries and to non-OECD countries (China). Of the total 
quantity about 170 kt were paper and cardboard, 40 kt were metal scrap and 7 kt contain of 
plastics. In 2006 45 kt of packaging wastes were exported mainly to China, Turkey, Bulgaria, 
Hong Kong.

In 2004, 1.5 kt of hazardous waste was shipped mainly to the destination Germany (70%). 
The main streams are transformers and capacitors with PCB-containing oils (for high 
temperature incineration or underground storage), laboratory waste, off-specification 
medicines (both for high temperature incineration), spent batteries, nickel-cadmium 
accumulators and lead-acid accumulators (for recycling) and WEEE (for recycling). About 
1,940 t of non-hazardous waste fractions coming from WEEE (EWC: 160216) were exported 
to Germany, China, Pakistan etc. in 2006. About 14 t of fluorescent tubes (EWC: 200121) 
were exported to Belgium.

15 treatment facilities exist for ELVs in Greece and 29,961 ELVs have been recycled in 2006 
collected at 27 collection sites. 1,900 t of non-hazardous fractions coming from those
treatment sites of ELVs were exported to Hong Kong, China, Italy, Netherlands, Korea and 
Germany. Hazardous materials coming from ELVs (batteries, waste oils except break pads 
containing asbestos) are treated by the other systems of alternative management within 
Greek facilities. 

In 2006, 8 facilities for regeneration of used oils existed in Greece. While about  16 t of spent 
insulation and heat transmission fluid were exported to United Kingdom, about 41 t of used 
oils from engines were imported to Greece by the Kosovo and 415 tones by Israel.

16,561 collection sites existed in 2006 for batteries from households and 5,071 collection 
sites for accumulators. About 85 t of used batteries from households (mixed batteries and 
accumulators, EWC:200133*, AA 180) were exported to Belgium and 91 t to Germany.
About 30 t of spent nickel-cadmium batteries (160602*, AA 180) were exported to Germany.
Import of used lead batteries (160601*, AA 170) from Cyprus and Kosovo have been 
reported.

In 2006, 33,800 t of used tyres were collected and treated all in the 4 treatment sites 
(granulation) and one site for energy recovery. No exports or imports have been reported for 
used tyres. The increasing needs may be covered by imports in the future.

A register contains all information of approved companies for international export of waste.
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The approved Systems of Alternative Management as described are in an expanding 
process and eventually collection sites and new recycling- treatment facilities will be 
established all over the country, leading to an increase of collected wastes that are lead to 
recycling facilities. This increase may eventually lead to an increase of shipments of wastes
too (exports and imports). Furthermore the export in small quantities of specific waste 
streams (i.e. waste containing PCBs) will continue, as they cannot be treated or disposed of 
within Greece in near future due to environmental, technical and economical reason.20

The port of Piraeus is the ninth biggest within Europe. It is used especially as a transfer port, 
meaning that e.g. cargo from China is unloaded and reloaded at smaller ships with different 
European destinations. More transshipment will be attracted in the next years. The port can 
handled 12,000 t of cargo daily and 500,000 cars per year. It is equipped with a mobile x-ray 
for scanning containers and with a separate area for storing hazardous substances. Within 
the first 4 month of the year 2007, around 45 waste shipment transports have left the port of 
Piraeus.21

Major problems and deficits identified in Greece

• Administrative capacity at the YPEHODE is not sufficient to carry out controls or to join 
such controlling actions, as the staff is working on a high amount of notification 
procedures.

• The Port Authority is basically checking the papers provided relying on the information of 
the competent authority. Physical checks are conducted seldom, as only a couple of 
hours are given for such control and more and trained staff would be needed. 
Collaboration with the custom or the police on a daily working basis does not seem to 
exist.

• Greece is still depended on exports, as treatment facilities for hazardous waste and 
some specific waste streams are missing.

• Regarding non-hazardous waste, concerns were expressed for the export to OECD 
countries and the difficulties with classification (waste or by-product, hazardous or non-
hazardous).

• It was expressed that there exist administrative difficulties, primarily due to limited 
resources (human, technical, financial) to effectively monitor the implementation of the 
Waste Shipment Regulation

• The terminology and the calculation of the insurance contract or the relevant financial 
guarantee seem to be problematic.

• Some cases of difficulties with the classification of waste were reported, as e.g. the case 
of the waste from rice production (rice husk ash) not being sure whether it needs to be 
classified as waste or as by-product.

20 Presentation of Alexandra Karpodinis, Georgia Mantzava and presentation of Maria Banti, Helenic Ministry of 
the Environment, Physical Planning and Public Works (YPEHODE), Waste Management Department
21 Presentation of Kontogiorgi Chrisanthi , Port Authority Piraeus and information provided at guided tour at port
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Examples of good practice identified in Greece as potential tools to improve 

implementation and enforcement 

• The collection of certain waste streams is elaborated very well by implementing 
Collective of Individual Systems for the Alternative Management of packaging, packaging 
of mineral oils, WEEE, ELVs, end-of-life tyres as well as for batteries and accumulators. 
The Systems are organized by producers and importers. The Systems (Collective 
schemes) are open to the participation of all interested parties and they are designed in 
a way to avoid discrimination against imported products, not to create barriers to trade or 
distortions of competition and to guarantee the maximum possible return of packaging 
material/ other product. They shall also ensure that packaging materials/ other products 
are recycled (material) or recovered (energy) in an environmentally acceptable manner. 
Furthermore, there is a liability assignment to the system from the participating economic 
operator.

• Companies involved in waste shipment actions have to register to the National Registry 
of (either Hazardous or non Hazardous) Waste Management Entities and deliver an 
annual report to the YPEHODE, stating quantities and qualities of the exported / 
imported cargo.

• The cooperation between the competent authority (YPEHODE) and the Port Authority is 
elaborated, as the YPEHODE is delivering the notification paper to the Port Authority 
who is checking the documents. As well cooperation activities exist between the 
YPEHODE and the regional authorities.

Priority activities for enforcement of the Shipment Regulation in Greece

• Emphasis should be given to visual controls, joint action controls and physical checks. 
The awareness at other involved authorities, especially of the Inspectorates, the Police 
Forces and the Custom on the topic of waste issues and illegal activities within the sector 
has to be raised.

• Cooperation within the national authorities, especially between the authority for 
notification (YPEHODE), the Custom and the Inspectorate has to be elaborated to 
exchange information within a threat assessment for certain waste streams and to 
enable targeted control activities and in the case when there is a question at hand.

• Information material and guidance at national level and training for Custom Services has 
to be provided (task for YPEHODE).

• Custom controls have to be expanded and include regular physical controls especially in 
the case of export to other EU MS. 

• The process of setting up infrastructure for the processing and sound disposal of waste, 
e.g. for hazardous waste has to be accelerated.

• The administrative process for the notification procedure is well developed. Anyhow 
actions have to be focused more at shipments without notification papers.

• Effective participation in the IMPEL TFS network in joint actions and controls should be 
encouraged to gain from the experiences of other countries.
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4.8 Malta: Minutes and outcome 

Country Date Events

Malta 08.05.2007

Venue: Dragonara Hotel with support of the Malta Environment &  
Planning Authority (MEPA)
Participants: 33 (14 from authorities, 18 from industry)
Agenda: 9 presentations (including EC and BiPRO)

The information exchange and awareness raising event in St. Julian´s has been organised 
with support of the Malta Environment and Planning Authority (MEPA). Beside MEPA 
representatives, the 33 participants comprised representatives of the Department of 
Customs, the Malta Maritime Authority and the Maritime Squadron of the Armed Forces of 
Malta. Industry was present with a high number of participants. Consequently the practical 
experiences, the experiences and views of the industry and planned activities were in the 
focus of the discussions (participation list see chapter 6.8).

The workshop in St. Julian’s was planned as a one day event. In total, 9 presentations

were held (including BiPRO and EC). An excursion was not realised (agenda see chapter
7.8).

Presentations held, addressed legal provisions and requirements both on European and 
national level. Presentations stressed aspects such as the notification procedures within 
Malta, the processing of movement and tracking forms and the export of hazardous waste 
and difficulties experienced by the concerned industry. 

As a result of discussions and presentations the following topics could be identified as 
priority issues and conclusions concerning transboundary shipment of waste in Malta:

National enforcement structure in Malta

The Malta Environment and Planning Authority (MEPA) is the competent authority for 
notification. The MEPA informs the Department of Customs by fax that the shipments taking 
place are authorised and informs the Inspectorate by fax about the actual date of shipment 
of waste.  Random inspections or checks are realised by the Inspectorate to ensure 
compliance with the papers.

Also the Department of Customs perform inspections. Physical controls at the customs 
stations are made on the instruction of the verification section within the Department of 
Customs. The decision will be based on basis of risk profiles delivered from MEPA. No 
information was given to what extend this procedure is implemented into practice.

An administrative fee for the notification procedure is not introduced.22

Facts and Figures of Malta

Malta is highly depending on export, as treatment facilities especially for hazardous waste 
(e.g. asbestos, PCBs, sludge, solvents, car batteries). About 10,000 t of hazardous waste 
are exported annually. It is envisaged that waste will continue to be exported for the 
foreseeable future.23

22 Presentation of Mark O’Neill, Environment and Planning Authority (MEPA)
23 Presentation of Vincent Gauci, Malta Environment and Planning Authority (MEPA)
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Malta has 3 ports with La Valetta being the biggest for industrial shipments. In 2005, 6 
notification procedures where processed by MEPA. This number was increasing to 20 
procedures in 2006 and 33 in the first 4 month of the year 2007.24

Since 2004, specific waste streams are collected separately. Moreover, restrictions for 
landfilling are getting stricter and awareness campaigns are made. In the case of batteries 
more than 100 t of material including zinc-copper, nickel-cadmium, lithium, titanium, lead 
and button type batteries were collected over a number of years from households, local 
councils, schools and commercial entities and most of this waste had been stored for a 
number of years. The processing of shipment application needed from April 2005 until 
August 2006.25

Malta has not yet ratified the Basel Ban Amendment which banning all forms of hazardous 
waste exports from the 29 OECD-countries to all non-OECD countries.  However, Malta fully 
implements the Amendment through the Waste Shipment Regulations.

Major problems and deficits identified in Malta

• Malta is a small country with few companies that export waste.  Yet, one cannot exclude 
the possibility that waste is shipped illegally without MEPA knowing about it.

• An electronically declaration system has recently been introduced for declaring goods to 
the Custom. As a matter of fact, controlling frequency has decreased and physical 
checks are now made on basis of risk analyses and risk management profiles. In the 
case of “exports” to other EU countries physical checks are only carried out if there is 
serious suspicion.

• The timeframe for the notification (30 or 60 days) is a crucial point, as communication 
and request within this timeframe, e.g. with involved authorities or with treatment facilities 
can not be carried out thoroughly.

• Delays have been expressed especially concerning first time application and the 
delivering of acknowledged papers from competent authorities of other countries, 
causing long periods of temporary storage of waste cargo. It is the hope that following 
application of similar kind are proceeded more quickly.

• The classification of certain waste streams, in particular of computer scrap seems to be a 
difficult task within the competent authority. It is hoped that the EU finalises the guidance 
document within 2007.

• Industry cannot use the option of insurance, as no adequate insurance is offered by the 
assurance companies in Malta. Therefore the only option is to have the financial 
guarantee over a bank institute which means a high financial burden, especially for small 
enterprises and in the case of three year permission.

• Cases were presented, where the notification paper and all relevant documents have 
been approved by the competent authorities but (foreign) shipping agents, shipping lines, 
captains or port authorities are refusing to ship or reload the cargo as the matter of fact, 
that it is waste.

24 Information of Alfred Sharples, Malta Environment and Planning Authority (MEPA)
25 Presentation of Henriette Putzulu Caruana, Waste Serv Malta Ltd.
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• The Waste Shipment Regulations do not consider sufficiently the peculiar situation of 
Malta as a small island State.

Examples of good practice identified in Malta as potential tools to improve 

implementation and enforcement 

• MEPA has an agreement with the Customs Department such that the latter informs 
MEPA of shipments of green listed waste, although this is not strictly required by the 
Regulations. MEPA acknowledges the receipt of this information.  

• An electronic system for the notification procedure is in planning stage. This is envisaged 
to facilitate the processing of the notification.

• MEPA imposes a maximum number of shipments at any one time.   More shipments can 
leave the Malta port upon receipt of the certificate of destruction for the former 
shipments.

Priority activities for enforcement of the Shipment Regulation in Malta

• MEPA should provide guidelines to the Department of Customs on how to distinguish 
waste from non-waste.

• Control activities have to be more focused on waste streams, producers, exporter and 
destinations where risk of illegal actions has been identified to be high.

Suggestions addressing the European Commission for supporting the enforcement

• Cases were reported, that when changing the initial route by leaving out originally 
planned harbours (e.g. initially route A-B-C-D, now route changed to A-D), the competent 
authorities needed several weeks to agree with the new route, even they are not 
involved anymore (authorities of B and C). As there is no control over shipping lines 
changing routes, the re-routing causes a loss of time. For that specific case it should be 
agreed on, that consent of the concerned authorities of B and C would not be needed.

• A register of certified carriers for carrying out waste transports should be developed on a 
European level to lessen administrative burden, meaning if a carrier has received a 
carrier liability by the home authority such a step would not be necessary by the authority 
in a foreign country.

• Some Authorities take a long time to react to requests for the shipment of  hazardous 
waste. Initiatives should be taken to raise the awareness of such authorities throughout 
the European Community and to explain economic and environmental consequences of 
delays.

• As the financial burden for the financial guarantee is very high, especially in the case of a 
three year notification and the possibility of insurance does not exist in Malta, the 
financial guarantee should be bound to the operator rather than to specific carriers.
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5 Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the experiences from the organisation of the workshops and the outcome of the 
events it can be concluded that the awareness raising workshops have been a valuable tool 
to inform the involved authorities, to raise the knowledge of the participants and to stipulate 
cooperation amongst the involved authority and between the authorities and other interested 
circles (NGOs, companies, associations, scientific institution). This type of workshop is 
beneficial for sides, the Member State authorities and the Commission Services. 

The project provided a more comprehensive insight into national characteristics and 
problems with the implementation and enforcement of the Shipment Regulation as well as a 
horizontal overview on the situation in different Member States and common aspects. Finally 
the project could contribute to the information exchange between the involved Member 
States. Participation of a Commission and an IMPEL representative has in general been 
highly appreciated and honoured by Member State authorities.

5.1 Conclusions on organisational aspects

In total eight workshops concerning the European legislation on shipment of waste were 
realised between January and May 2007 covering 8 Member States both accessing the 
European Union in 2004 and before that date, which in general took place in conference 
rooms of one of the involved authorities in cities with ports of high importance on European 
level. Usually the audience comprised 20 to 30 participants. At several events, audiences 
were larger with 40-50 participants (e.g. Spain, Germany).

The selection of participants has been performed in close cooperation with the competent 
national authority. Participation comprised notification authorities at national and regional 
level, representatives from the custom and police services and from environmental 
inspectorates as well as from associations, NGOs and waste management companies. 
Invitation and contacting has been generally performed by BiPRO. In some cases however 
there was important support from the national authority involved. 

The workshops were designed as a one to two day event. Presentations addressed 
definitions, requirements and priorities of related European legislation, national legislation 
and enforcement structure and the status quo of implementation and enforcement. The 
second day usually contained a site visit to the port, further presentations if necessary and 
the final discussion round. The workshops were generally chaired by BiPRO, some times
sharing this task with a representative from the involved authority.

The events in Germany, the UK and Spain were held in the national language. The events in 
Belgium and Poland were realised in the national language with simultaneous translation. 
Malta, Estonia and Greece were held in English with whispering translation in Greece. 
Although costly the translation proved to be an important factor for addressing more than the 
national level of authorities and to enable all participants to follow the presentations and 
actively participate in the discussions. Presentations were asked to be delivered in English 
as well especially for the purpose of enabling the use of the material for the other MS.
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Workshop materials (participant list, agenda and presentations) were prepared as handouts 
and have been made available with additional information and links at a specifically 
elaborated project webpage (www.bipro.de/waste-events/).

5.2 Conclusions on the state of implementation and enforcement of the Shipment 

Regulation 

The state of implementation and enforcement of legal requirements for shipment of waste is 
varying from a comparable high level of enforcement to a very low level. In countries with a 
comparable high level of implementation and enforcement the following structure is 
characteristic:

(1) Structures for cooperation between national and regional authorities and amongst 
regional authorities and between authorities responsible for notification and 
authorities responsible for detection and detention (custom, police) are set in place.

(2) Controls and inspections at the ports are carried out on a regular basis.

(3) Guidance and information bases are provided or are currently under development. 
Such Guidance can include e.g. information about specific waste streams of concern 
for the Environmental Inspectorates or the Custom Services. Information bases 
contain information on carried out notification procedures, background information on 
waste producer and treatment facilities.

(4) Studies and evaluations about the most threatening waste streams and routes of 
transports are conducted. 

For countries with comparable low level of enforcement such structure is basically missing or 
at the very beginning. 

General problems and difficulties

As concerns problems and deficits it can be concluded that basic problems with shipment of 
waste such as major waste streams of concern, third countries of concern, cooperation 
between national authorities involved, cooperation at European level and with third 
countries, take-back procedure, liability in case of illegal shipments, etc. are to a high extend 
similar in all Member States.

In this context WEEE, ELV, mixed MSW, waste tyres and waste textiles have consistently 
been identified as major problems. As concerns countries of concern “old Member States 
emphasised exports to African and Asian countries, whereas new Member States saw the 
focus on imports into their territories. The matter of exports to third countries was not seen 
as a problem there. 

With respect to cooperation between national authorities the communication and 
information exchange between environmental agencies, police and customs was reported as 
not easy – even though good cooperation schemes have been established in a number of 
countries. Problems have been seen mainly in a different way of thinking and “language” 
and in different priorities as well as in problems with the level of expert knowledge at local 
level. 
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For both police and customs services control of waste transports is only one of a large range 
of tasks and is primarily certainly not seen as priority task. Major obstacles hampering active 
support of the issue are illustrated in Box 5-1 and Box 5-1.

Box 5-1: Examples for potential reasons hampering cooperation with customs services

Box 5-2: Examples for potential reasons hampering cooperation with police services

In general it has been reported that especially cooperation with customs uses to be difficult 
and written agreements on cooperation with often have been achieved with police have not 
yet been possible.

Even in countries with advanced cooperation schemes it has been noted that there are 
some deficits in clear allocation of responsibilities or provisions for information transfer as 
well as difficulties in mutual understanding as approaches and way of thinking are so 
different. This leads to the situation that valuable information is not detected, because the 
investigating body is not aware about its existence and importance. 

Besides this, limited possibilities for action for each of the involved authorities (no control 
without police or customs, no justified decisions without environmental inspectorates or 
notification authorities) are consistently reported as difficulties for enforcement.

Examples for potential reasons hampering cooperation with customs services:

Ø The primary job of customs is collection of taxes. Besides this prevention of transports of 
drugs, weapons or radioactive material is high priority. 

Ø Waste is not interesting from tax point of view (low value), nor does it pose a direct human 
or security risk such as drugs, weapons or radioactive material.

Ø Customs declaration codes generally do not specify waste as merchandise, so that control 
is difficult to perform. 

Ø Customs officers primarily do not have expert knowledge on hazard criteria and legal 
requirements

Ø Customs officers do not have the competence to take decisions on waste issues, but can 
only execute decisions from environmental inspectorates or notification authorities 

Examples for potential reasons hampering cooperation with police services:

Ø The primary job of police officers is prevention or detection of crime. 

Ø Waste does not appear interesting from crime point of view as it does not pose a direct or 
“real-time” risk human life or possessions but impacts may only occur after decades.

Ø Normally there is no plaintiff asking for help “environment does not complain” and “finger-
prints” at the “site of crime” are normally hard to find.  

Ø Increased control and investigation will statistically not reduce but elevate the number of
“crimes” which is difficult from a psychological point of view

Ø Police officers primarily do not have expert knowledge on hazard criteria and legal 
requirements

Ø Police officers do not have the competence to take decisions on waste issues, but can only 
execute decisions from environmental inspectorates or notification authorities 
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Cooperation between national and regional/local level or within regional level (countries with 
federal structure) is reported to be not easy as well.

As concerns cooperation at European scale (between Member states) and with third 
countries expenditure of time for feed back, language problems (translation efforts), 
disagreement in classification issues and low readiness to cooperate in case of take-back 
and - regarding third countries - complete lack of feed-back (including article 15 and 16 
requirements) are stated as major difficulties.

Limited possibilities for action in case of transit (no possibility to take decisions, need to wait 
for authority of dispatch to react) are reported as additional difficulty.

The major problem identified however, is the problem of illegal shipments and all related 
aspects, such as liability and coverage of costs associated with storage and treatment. The 
level of criminal activity and the level of organisation behind is astonishingly high. In addition 
a number of aspects complicate a successful approach in this case.

Box 5-3: Examples for problems with enforcement in case of illegal shipments

The latter aspects stated in the box lead to the fact, that the overall prosecution rate for
illegal shipment of waste is far too low. In combination with the existence of partly 
comparably low fines, control of illegal shipments is an expensive business especially for 
countries with high transit shares and offenders can currently not be discouraged sufficiently.

Problems in the field of “technical” aspects, such as legal definitions and requirements 
commonly relate to classification (standard criteria including waste definition) and 
quantification of controls (standard criteria for reporting).

The issue of classification as “waste versus second hand good” has been emphasised 
during all events a major problems for effective enforcement of the regulation. 

Clearer definition of waste in the WFD or additional guidance has been stressed as urgent 
needs. Besides this classification 'hazardous' or 'non hazardous' seems not to be interpreted 
in a consistent way from authority to authority.

With respect to reporting as specified in Article 51 of the new shipment regulation “…MS 
shall draw up a report … based on the …. questionnaire in Annex IX…” some problems 
might be expected in calculating the number of inspections taking into consideration 
discussion on calculation in the framework of IMPEL-TFS reports.

Examples for problems with enforcement in case of illegal shipments:

Ø There is no financial guarantee in case of illegal shipment

Ø Foreign brokers and dealers which collect waste in huge amounts for shipping as 
merchandises can often not be identified and made liable 

Ø The interpolation of a large range of intermediate actors and companies, selling and shipping 
from one place to another within the Community before sending it for export masks the 
original owner and makes it extremely hard, time consuming and expensive to get hold of the 
responsible person for fining or covering of costs 

Ø Carriers often pretend to not to have any knowledge about the characteristics and the origin of 
the load they carry 
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Industry stressed the issue of harmonisation deficits in calculation of the financial guarantee 
as a major point of concern.

Facing the mentioned problems and difficulties for implementation and improved 
enforcement of the shipment regulation requirements, need for more effective cooperation at 
national and international level could be identified to a larger or lower extend in all involved 
countries.

Specific deficits

Besides this, specific deficits in the field of practical enforcement, cooperation and training 
and in the field of “technical” aspects, such as:

• Low priority on political agenda

• Lack of guidance material and education of industry, customs and police

• Lack of awareness and expert knowledge, and

• Lack of control (export and transit, physical)

have been identified in a number of Member States, which require action at Member State or 
European level.

It has to be stated that inspection of waste shipments are not or not regularly performed in a 
number of Member States as concerns export or transit situations. 

Whereas shipments into the country seems to be legally regulated and controls are 
performed at the boarders (only new MS), throughout transit routes and at treatment 
installations by boarder guards, road inspectorate/police and environmental inspectorates, 
the issue of “shipment of waste out of the country” often appeared to be an unknown subject 
and have been answered in the following manner:

In this context in part complete absence of planning had to be observed. There were no 
plans for targeting of inspections or instructions on the procedures of shipment inspections 
i.e. what they should entail and how they should be carried out (where, when, what targets).

Questions on related controls at boarders or in (container) harbours as well as questions 
related to involvement and activities of customs in this issue where not understood or could 
not be answered. 

This situation was reflected by the fact that the participation of police and customs as well as 
contribution to the discussion was normally poor in the countries concerned (for potential 
reasons see Box 5-1 and Box 5-2).

Ø We do not have a problem with shipment of waste

Ø Statistical data show 0 illegal shipments of waste from our territory
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Concerning guidance or information material for customs, industry or police or for the 
issue of workshops and seminars the status is closely related to the establishment of a 
cooperation infrastructure. This means, that in countries with poor cooperation infrastructure, 
information material, guidance or workshops commonly have not yet been developed. In 
addition plans to do so have not been presented or envisaged.

Police and customs in the concerned countries have difficulties in understanding their 
precise role and function in the process; both institutions tend to have the position that 
control of waste shipment is the sole task of environmental inspectorates. 

As concerns training and information transfer at European level it has to be noted, that 
Member States with poor administrative infrastructure and cooperation network with respect 
to shipment of waste do generally not participate in joint control actions or implementation 
project at European level such as the IMPEL-TSF network. That means that knowledge on 
common standards to inspect waste shipments is not wide spread within the concerned 
bodies. 

Specific deficits in the field of “technical” aspects, such as legal definitions and 
requirements relate to understanding and interpretation of requirements.

Problems with understanding and interpretation have been raised in single cases the field of 
the notification procedure as regards exact procedures for transmission of notification 
documents or in case of request for additional information and as regards use or 
interpretation of classification codes due to concurring systems.

Besides this a considerable uncertainty exists with respect to the “new” requirements for 
control.

A number of national authorities would actually question whether any obligations to carry out 
waste shipment inspections obligations exist under Regulation (EC) No 259/93 (may carry 
out inspections…).

But also with respect to control and reporting as specified in Articles 50 and 51 of Regulation 
(EC) No 1013/2006 national authorities in part question the extend of the obligation to do 
physical checks. Namely paragraph (3) “checks on shipment may take place ….” And 
paragraph (4) “Checks shall include …… where appropriate, physical checking of the waste” 
seem to give raise to diverging interpretation and activity.

In general it can be concluded that the implementation and enforcement has only recently 
started in most of the Member States and that enforcement structures, joint actions, 
cooperation and the provision of supporting material can be enhanced in all of the countries.

Examples for good practice

A number of examples for good practice concerning implementation and enforcement of the 
Shipment Regulation (1013/2006/EC) have been provided during the events. In particular 
these examples concern good cooperation, training and joint actions, the evaluation of 
threatening waste streams and the realisation of targeted controls. In particular the following 
examples shall be highlighted. 



Final Report Organisation of Awareness-Raising Events on Shipment of Waste

70

(1) Close cooperation with authorities at national level and with neighbouring countries 
with regular meetings

(2) Providing of guidance material and data bases to authorities and training courses

(3) Legal framework for fines in case of environmental violation in place 

(4) 24h availability of emergency number in case of suspicion and questions 

(5) Pilot software for notification process including e.g. automatic translation tool

Based on these conclusions the following recommendations may be suggested.

5.3 Recommended priority activities for Member States

In order to improve implementation of the Waste Shipment Regulation the following priority 
activities have been identified to be taken by the Member States to different extend:

(1) More harbour controls, more joint action controls

Controls have to be realised on a regular basis and the frequency of controls has to be 
increased. Joint control actions of custom and police service with support of the competent 
permit authorities have to be planned and conducted at the points of exit and entry. Controls 
especially for outgoing transport and transports destined for transit have to be conducted 
more frequently. 

(2) More targeted controls based on collaboration between customs/police and national 

authorities and exchange of data base information

Cases of detection and detention of material have to be communicated from the custom and 
police services to the competent authorities for receiving a final decision on classification 
and further procedure and for preventing further cases, e.g. by a documentation on 
suspicious companies involved. The other way around hints on suspicious transports have 
to be communicated to the custom and police services by the competent authority having 
information about the notification papers or the environmental inspectorates receiving 
information about waste generating production and recycling facilities to allow more targeted 
controls. 

The custom services operate databases including information on ongoing transports and its 
loads .Allowing the police service to use the custom data base and to search for particular 
good codes (e.g. automobiles, EEE) would enable a more targeted search for illegal 
activities

(3) Controls following the “cradle to grave” approach

Big ports are the bottleneck for the waste shipment problem but it is not feasible to conduct 
controls only at the ports. An agreement between the regions and the involved authorities is 
needed to realise more controls over the whole transport chain, namely at the point of origin 
(producer, recycling facilities, waste broker), at national routes (street, railway, water ways, 
air) and at points of exit (seaports, airports).
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(4) Expansion of competences for customs and police services

The custom services and the police including the water protection police are restricted and 
limited in their actions, e.g. the police is not allowed to detain suspicious containers without 
the custom service. An expansion of the competences and the possibilities for reacting 
promptly would enhance the process of detection and detention. 

(5) Preparation of risk/ threat assessment studies

For the major waste streams of concern threat assessment should be prepared by the 
national competent authorities using information of the regional authorities including the 
whole production and transportation chain. Threat assessments should include also 
information about the potential countries of destination and the frequently used reusing / 
recycling/ treatment ways and facilities. The information can be used as basis further for 
avoid illegal transports at the source and for more targeted controls. The information should 
be accessible for all involved authorities within the countries and for authorities of other 
states. 

(6) Provision of training for all involved authorities and industry

Training should be provided to all involved authority on national and regional level being in 
charge with the notification procedures and the enforcement. 

The training provided to the custom service and police should focus on waste identification 
and problematic waste streams and on changes in procedures. The training should be 
focused on practical cases and could include e.g. exemplary controls. Training could be 
included in the regular education curriculum for prospective custom and police officers or as 
advanced training. Training for the Environmental Inspectorates should focus on questions 
that have to be asked and what has to be searched for when inspecting treatment and 
recycling facilities or facilities were waste is generated. 

Industry should be provided with training possibilities including information on necessary 
data for the notification procedure and additional document, like contracts, financial 
guarantee and waste categorisation.

(7) Denomination of “environmental officers” or contact persons in all involved authorities 

Having in mind the large range of tasks besides shipment of waste for all involved authorities 
it seems to be important to install specific departments for shipment of waste and to 
denominate contact persons for cooperation, who should function as internal expert network 
for cooperation and coordination. 

(8) Exchange of information and experiences on European and international level

The cooperation of Member States at European and international level should be further 
supported. Member States should actively take part in existing projects and institutions, like 
the IMPEL-TFS Network and participate in expert meetings and conferences in order to 
strengthen the international cooperation. Cross-border contacts and exchange programs, 
e.g. for custom officers and police services of harbours where transports are regularly going 
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to / coming from should be promoted. A feed back system enabling the backflow of 
information, e.g. from the authority of destination to the authority of dispatch should be 
supported.

(9) Amendment of legal framework for liability and sanctioning 

Inspections and controls can only be effective, if an adequate sanctioning of violation is 
possible. Consequently Member States should check their legal framework as concerns 
need or potential for amendment. For this purpose exchange of information and insight into 
the situation in other Member States might be a good help.

5.4 Additional recommended priority activities for federally organised Member 

States

As federal states need more initiatives to spread information and to get concise and 
comparable decision within their territory, the following recommendation can be made 
especially for States with a federal structure:

(1) Setting up / enhance information structure at national and regional level

For countries with a federal structure with divided responsibilities at national/regional/local 
level the setting in place of a structure for information exchange between the national and 
regional authorities and amongst the notification and enforcement authorities at regional 
authorities is crucial. Regular meetings for information exchange should be organised at 
national level, e.g. by the contact point or the national authority in charge for the notification 
procedure. At regional level meetings on a regular basis or ad hock meetings addressing the 
involved authorities for enforcement and control (e.g. custom, water protection police) should 
be initiated e.g. by the regional notification authority.

(2) Establishment of central data base on ongoing notification cases 

The establishment of a central data base containing information on ongoing notification 
cases within the country would be supportive as information basis for control activities has 
been started. Such a data base has to be updated and maintained on a very regular basis to 
be a supportive tool. A helpdesk might be useful to install at national level open for urgent 
question on ongoing transports and on background material.

(3) Drafting and provision of guidance documents 

To achieve conform notification procedures and decision making, guidance, e.g. a model 
administrative regulation, for the regional level is needed. The guidance should include 
information about the procedure and communication ways in the case of detection or 
suspicion of illegal transport; service regulations and working rules for customs and police.
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5.5 Recommended activities for European Commission Services

In order to support implementation and enforcement of the Waste Shipment Regulation the 
following activities have been identified that could be recommended to be taken by the 
European Commission:

(1) Support general information exchange and collaboration in control 

The establishment of exchange platforms and events has to be supported especially as 
concerns the European level. The EC should further support expert meetings, international 
exchange activities like exchange programs and joint controls at customs and police level. 
The IMPEL network with its actions in the field of transfrontier shipment of waste should be 
further announced and supported.

(2) Develop of guidance and harmonised standards for classification, control and 

reporting

A European waste classification and interpretation data base could be a valuable tool to 
provide information for a more uniform decision making amongst the Member State. In 
addition correspondence guidelines on specific issues could serve as implementation toll. 
Provision of information (e.g. about national correspondents and focal points especially of 
non-EU countries, list of import bans/restriction in non-OECD countries (acc. Art. 37), 
transposition tables for various waste coding systems) at a specific Commission website 
could support a stringent implementation and enforcement. Guidelines and more specified 
provisions should be made concerning the reporting on controls and enforcement actions to 
assure comparable numbering amongst the Member States. One IMPEL TFS project is 
focusing on the efficiency of different kinds of inspections. The results of the “Threat 
Assessment Project” when finalised could be the basis to clarify on requirements for 
inspections. 

(3) Support publication and harmonisation of sanctions in case of violation of rules

Information about prosecuted cases publicly accessible for interested users including 
information on the decision and the sanctions and fines charged could be a measure for 
deterrence of criminal actors. In addition information on sanctions could be made accessible 
for interested Member States to support them in amending their national legal framework.

(4) Develop a European label for waste transports

A mandatory European label for waste transports according to labelling plates for chemicals 
and hazardous goods transports, would significantly support transparency on transport 
routes and support the work of police or road inspectors.
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5.6 Recommendations for future awareness raising events

Concerning the organisation the future events, the following recommendation can be made:

• For events directed to various levels of national authorities focus on single country 

events, as the national language can be used, travel distances are not too far and 
the specific situation within the country can be adequately addressed.

• Promote two day events (or one and a half day). At one day events, time for detailed 
discussions may not been sufficient and personal contacts are difficult to establish. 
Three days on the other hand require excessive time from participants and may lead 
to significant fluctuation.

• Include site visits (excursion) in the two-days programme of future events; such 
visits showed to be of high importance as to allow participants to get an insight on 
how waste shipments inspections are done in practice and should be carefully 
planned (involvement of all relevant national authorities).

• Provide interpretation for events addressed to several levels of national authorities. 
Being able to express themselves in their mother tongue has been a crucial factor for 
participation for many of the participants. 

• Organise written translation of workshop documents. Requiring English 
presentations would hinder a number of participants to contribute. On the other hand 
hand-outs and online versions in English language would significantly facilitate the 
post processing and would increase the information exchange value of the 
documents.

• Assure presence of a Commission representative in the events. This is important in 
lending the necessary political weight to the discussions, in particular for stressing 
Commissions implementation priorities and need for concrete follow-up measures for 
improving implementation, and provides participants with the possibility to directly 
address their questions, problems or suggestions to the Commission services.

• Make use of a website as information platform. The use of the webpage for 
organisational purposes (travel information, agenda, list of participants, contacts, 
registration forms, background document) and specifically for the post processing (all 
presentation, additional material mentioned at the workshop) was very usable, and 
even if time-consuming could be highly recommended.

As concerns future awareness raising events in the field of shipment of waste the following 
procedure could be considered:

• Extend workshops to Member States not yet covered

Similar workshops on implementation the new Shipment Regulation could be considered for 
all the Member States which have not yet been addressed. 

• Organise follow-up workshops in the already covered MS

In the countries which have been involved in this round of workshops similar workshops with 
a more focused character (in terms of topics of discussion and participants) could be 
considered in a 2-3 years period from today. These events could enable a renewed 
discussion on the state of control and the experiences with implementation of the new 
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Shipment Regulation, in particular related to Article 50, contact points, national implementing 
legislation. Topics could be selected depending on the information to be provided to the 
Commission after full application of the new regulation.

• Organise regional workshops on the topic where experts from neighbouring countries 
could meet and exchange information
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6 Annex I: Lists of participants

6.1 Participation List Germany / Hamburg // 12.01.2007

 Name Institution EN Institution DE  Address Phone E-Mail

European Commission

1 Peter Wessman EU Commission, DG 
Environment EU Kommission, DG Environment

European Commission -
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 
1049 Brüssel

+32 2 29 91227 Peter.Wessman@ec.europa.eu

2 Thomas Ormond EU Commission, DG 
Environment EU Kommission, DG Environment

European Commission -
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 
1049 Brüssel

+32 2 29 88509 Thomas.ORMOND@ec.europa.eu

National Authorities

3 Harald Junker
Federal Environment Agency 
(UBA), Focal Point Basel 
Convention

Umweltbundesamt (UBA), 
Anlaufstelle Basler Übereinkommen

Postfach 1406, D-06813 
Dessau  +49 340 2103 3045 harald.junker@uba.de

4 Joachim Thiemann

Federal Ministry of Transport, 
Building and Housing 
(BMVBW), Federal Authority for 
Goods Traffic (BAG)

Bundesministerium für Verkehr, Bau und 
Stadtentwicklung (BMVBW), 
Bundesamt für Güterverkehr (BAG), 
Abfallvollzugsbehörde, Referat 11

Werderstraße 34, 
50672 Köln +49 0221 5776 1121 Joachim.Thiemann@bag.bund.de

5 Detlev Schwärzel Regional Board Darmstadt Regierungspräsidium Darmstadt
Regierungspräsidium 
Darmstadt, 64278 
Darmstadt

 +49 6151 125212 d.schwaerzel@rpu-da.hessen.de

6 Beate Müllemann Regional Board Darmstadt Regierungspräsidium Darmstadt
Regierungspräsidium 
Darmstadt, 64278 
Darmstadt

+49 6151 126158 b.muellemann@rpu-da.hessen.de

7 Frau Neuhierl Regional Tax Office Nuremberg Oberfinanzdirektion Nürnberg Krelingstr. 50; 90408 
Nürnberg  +49 0911 3763 526 Bettina.Neuhierl@ofdn.bfinv.de 

Regional Authorities Hamburg

8 Thomas Schulz
State Ministry for Urban 
Development and Environment 
of Hamburg (BSU)

Behörde für Stadtentwicklung und 
Umwelt (BSU), Abfallwirtschaft U3 Billstr. 84, 20539 Hamburg +49 40 42845 4345 thomasg.schulz@bsu.hamburg.de

mailto:Peter.Wessman@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Thomas.ORMOND@ec.europa.eu
mailto:harald.junker@uba.de
mailto:Joachim.Thiemann@bag.bund.de
mailto:d.schwaerzel@rpu-da.hessen.de
mailto:b.muellemann@rpu-da.hessen.de
mailto:Bettina.Neuhierl@ofdn.bfinv.de
mailto:thomasg.schulz@bsu.hamburg.de
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 Name Institution EN Institution DE  Address Phone E-Mail

9 Klaus Willke
State Ministry for Urban 
Development and Environment 
of Hamburg (BSU)

Behörde für Stadtentwicklung und 
Umwelt (BSU), Abfallwirtschaft U3 Billstr. 84, 20539 Hamburg +49 40 42845 2249 klaus.willke@bsu.hamburg.de 

10 Tilman Baehr 
State Ministry for Urban 
Development and Environment 
of Hamburg (BSU)

Behörde für Stadtentwicklung und 
Umwelt (BSU), Abfallwirtschaft U3 Billstr. 84, 20539 Hamburg +49 40 42845 4245 tilman.baehr@bsu.hamburg.de

11 Frank Wolff

Water Protection Police, 
Directorate of Environmental 
Offences; Directorate of 
Principle Concerns

Wasserschutzpolizei Hamburg
WSP 21, Fachdienststelle Umweltdelikte 
(Herr Wolf, Herr Hass)
WSP 22 Fachdienststelle Fach- und 
Grundsatzangelegenheiten (Herr 
Fahrenkrug)

Wilstorfer Straße 100, D-
21073 Hamburg +49 40 4286 65408 wsp21@polizei.hamburg.de

12 Jan Haß

Water Protection Police, 
Directorate of Environmental 
Offences; Directorate of 
Principle Concerns

Wasserschutzpolizei Hamburg
WSP 21, Fachdienststelle Umweltdelikte 
(Herr Wolf, Herr Hass)
WSP 22 Fachdienststelle Fach- und 
Grundsatzangelegenheiten (Herr 
Fahrenkrug)

Wilstorfer Straße 100, D-
21073 Hamburg

+49 40 4286 66 
5427 wsp022@polizei.hamburg.de 

13 Carsten Fahrenkrug

Water Protection Police, 
Directorate of Environmental 
Offences; Directorate of 
Principle Concerns

Wasserschutzpolizei Hamburg
WSP 21, Fachdienststelle Umweltdelikte 
(Herr Wolf, Herr Hass)
WSP 22 Fachdienststelle Fach- und 
Grundsatzangelegenheiten (Herr 
Fahrenkrug)

Wilstorfer Straße 100, D-
21073 Hamburg +49 40 4286 65041 wsp022@polizei.hamburg.de 

14
Dagmar Baden-
Berthold

Regional Tax Office, 
Department for Custom and 
Excise Tax

Oberfinanzdirektion Hamburg, 
Zoll- und Verbrauchsteuerabteilung

Holzbrücke 8, 20459 
Hamburg +49 40-42820-1335 dagmar.baden-berthold@ofdhh.bfinv.de

15 Torsten Blankenhagen
Regional Tax Office, 
Department for Custom and 
Excise Tax

Oberfinanzdirektion Hamburg, Zoll- und 
Verbrauchsteuerabteilung

Holzbrücke 8, 20459 
Hamburg +49 40-42820-1257 torsten.blankenhagen@ofdhh.bfinv.de

16 Wolfgang Ferber
Regional Tax Office, 
Department for Custom and 
Excise Tax

Oberfinanzdirektion Hamburg, 
Zoll- und Verbrauchsteuerabteilung

Holzbrücke 8, 20459 
Hamburg +49 40-42820-1257 wolfgang.ferber@ofdhh.bfinv.de

17 Matthias Höhling Testing and Education 
Institution of Custom Board

Zolltechnische Prüfungs- und Lehranstalt 
Hamburg (ZPLA)

Baumacker 3, 22523 
Hamburg +49 40 5721 2232 matthias.hoeling@zplahh.bfinv.de

18 Wolfgang Otte Custom Service for the Port of 
Hamburg

Oberfinanzdirektion Hamburg, Zoll- und 
Verbrauchsteuerabteilung, Zollamt 
Oberelbe

Marckmannstr. 25, 20539 
Hamburg +49 40-33976-766 wolfgang.otte@zahh-oberelbe.bfinv.de

mailto:klaus.willke@bsu.hamburg.de
mailto:tilman.baehr@bsu.hamburg.de
mailto:wsp21@polizei.hamburg.de
mailto:wsp022@polizei.hamburg.de
mailto:wsp022@polizei.hamburg.de
mailto:dagmar.baden-berthold@ofdhh.bfinv.de
mailto:torsten.blankenhagen@ofdhh.bfinv.de
mailto:wolfgang.ferber@ofdhh.bfinv.de
mailto:matthias.hoeling@zplahh.bfinv.de
mailto:wolfgang.otte@zahh-oberelbe.bfinv.de
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 Name Institution EN Institution DE  Address Phone E-Mail

19 Matthias Feilke Custom Office Waltershof Hauptzollamt Hamburger Hafen - Zollamt 
Waltershof

Abfertigung ERICUS. 
Frankenstr. 5, 20097 
Hamburg

+49 40 30213 180 Matthias.Feilke@zahh-ericus.bfinv.de

Regional Authorities Bremen

20 Insa Nanninga
Senator for Construction, 
Environment and Traffic, Office 
of Waste Control

Der Senator für Bau, Umwelt und 
Verkehr Abfallüberwachung in der 
Stadtgemeinde Bremen und im Bereich 
des Hansestadt Bremischen Hafenamtes
EU-Knotenstelle für das Land Bremen, 
Grenzüberschreitende Abfallverbringung

Ansgaritorstr. 2
28195 Bremen  +49 421 361 4546  insa.nanninga@umwelt.bremen.de

21 Jürgen Braun Water Protection Police, 
Directorate of Environment

Wasserschutzploizeidirektion Bremen, 
Umweltabteilung

Überseetor 20 28217 
Bremen  +49 421 362 98 23 juergen.braun@polizei.bremen.de 

22 Oliver Düvelsdorf Water Protection Police, 
Directorate of Environment

Wasserschutzpolizeidirektion Bremen, 
Umweltabteilung

Überseetor 20 28217 
Bremen  +49 421 362 98 23 Oliver.Duevelsdorf@Polizei.Bremen.de

23 Carsten Weerth Main Custom Office Bremen Hauptzollamt Bremen Hans-Böckler-Straße 56, 
28217 Bremen  +49 421 3897 276 Carsten.weerth@hzahb.bfinv.de

Regional Authorities Mecklenburg Vorpommern

24 Marita Suppra
State Office for Environment, 
Nature conservation and 
Geology, Office for waste

Landesamt für Umwelt, Naturschutz und 
Geologie; Abteilung 5, Dezernat 540 

Goldberger Strasse 12, 
18273 Güstrow  +49 3843 777 545 marita.suppra@lung.mv-regierung.de

25 Sandra Pfrogner
State Office for Environment, 
Nature conservation and 
Geology, Office for waste

Landesamt für Umwelt, Naturschutz und 
Geologie; Abteilung 5, Dezernat 540 

Goldberger Strasse 12, 
18273 Güstrow  +49 3843 777 546 sandra.pfrogner@lung.mv-regierung.de

26 Ralf Schadewald Water Protecion Police Wismar Wasserschutzpolizei Mecklenburg-
Vorpommern

WSPI Wismar, 
Kopenhagener Straße 1, 
23966 Wismar
WSPSt. Seehafen 
Rostock, Ost-West-Straße 
30, 18147 Rostock

 +489 381 1236 368 wspd.mv.wspi-wismar@t-online.de

27 Klaus-Peter Brandau Water Protecion Police Wismar Wasserschutzpolizei Mecklenburg-
Vorpommern

WSPI Wismar, 
Kopenhagener Straße 1, 
23966 Wismar
WSPSt. Seehafen 
Rostock, Ost-West-Straße 
30, 18147 Rostock

 +489 381 1236 368 wspd.mv.wspst-seehafen@t-online.de

mailto:Matthias.Feilke@zahh-ericus.bfinv.de
mailto:insa.nanninga@umwelt.bremen.de
mailto:juergen.braun@polizei.bremen.de
mailto:Oliver.Duevelsdorf@Polizei.Bremen.de
mailto:Carsten.weerth@hzahb.bfinv.de
mailto:marita.suppra@lung.mv-regierung.de
mailto:sandra.pfrogner@lung.mv-regierung.de
mailto:wspd.mv.wspi-wismar@t-online.de
mailto:wspd.mv.wspst-seehafen@t-online.de
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 Name Institution EN Institution DE  Address Phone E-Mail

Regional Authorities Niedersachsen

28 Reiner Beussel
Regional Tax Office, 
Department for Custom and 
Excise Tax

Oberfinanzdirektion Hannover, 
Zoll- und Verbrauchsteuerabteilung

Waterloostr. 5, 30169 
Hannover  +49 511 101 2455 reiner.beussel@ofdh.bfinv.de

29 Karsten Heisig Association for treatment and 
disposal of hazardous waste

NGS, Niedersächsische Gesellschaft zur 
Endablagerung von Sonderabfall mbH

Alexanderstraße 4/5
30159 Hannover +49 511 3608 207 karsten.heisig@ngsmbh.de

30 Frank Bohlender
Association for the organisation 
and disposal of hazardous 
waste

GOES mbH Gesellschaft für die 
Organisation der Entsorgung von 
Sonderabfällen mbH 
(Schleswig Holstein)

Saalestraße 8; 24539 
Neumünster +49 4321 999 4 18 fbo@goes-sh.de

31 Anke Hoffmann
Association for the organisation 
and disposal of hazardous 
waste

GOES mbH Gesellschaft für die 
Organisation der Entsorgung von 
Sonderabfällen mbH 
(Schleswig Holstein)

Saalestraße 8; 24539 
Neumünster +49 4321 999 4 21 ah@goes-sh.de

32 Regional Authorities Schleswig Holstein

33 Sven Glaubitz 
State Office for Nature and 
Environment,Office for Waste 
and Immissions

Landesamt für Natur und Umwelt des 
Landes Schleswig-Holstein (LANU)
Abteilung Abfall / Immissionen 

Hamburger Chaussee 25
D - 24220 Flintbek  +49 4347 704 656 sglaubit@lanu.landsh.de

34 Susanne Schöwe
State Office for Nature and 
Environment,Office for Waste 
and Immissions

Landesamt für Natur und Umwelt des 
Landes Schleswig-Holstein (LANU)
Abteilung Abfall / Immissionen 

Hamburger Chaussee 25
D - 24220 Flintbek  +49 4347 704 649 rheinric@lanu.landsh.de

35 Regina Heinrichs
State Office for Nature and 
Environment,Office for Waste 
and Immissions

Landesamt für Natur und Umwelt des 
Landes Schleswig-Holstein (LANU)
Abteilung Abfall / Immissionen 

Hamburger Chaussee 25
D - 24220 Flintbek  +49 4347 704 642 sschoewe@lanu.landsh.de

36 Kerstin Olschewski Ministry for farming, 
environment and Regions

Ministerium für Landwirschaft, Umwelt 
und ländliche Räume

Mercatorstraße 1-3, D-
24106 Kiel +49 413 988 7126 kerstin.olschewski@mlur.landsh.de

37 Eckhard Fliege Ministry for farming, 
environment and Regions

Ministerium für Landwirschaft, Umwelt 
und ländliche Räume

Mercatorstraße 1-3, D-
24106 Kiel +49 431 988 7181 eckhard.fliege@mlur.landsh.de

38 Jörg Traulsen Custom Office Itzehoe Hauptzollamt Itzehoe, Schleswig-Holstein 
West

Kaiserstr. 14 a, 25524 
Itzehoe +49 4821 88993 62 joerg.traulsen@hzaiz.bfinv.de

Companies

39 Roland Leitschuh Incineration plants for 
hazardous waste

SAVA Sonderabfallverbrennungsanlagen 
GmbH (SH)

Ostertweute 1, 25541 
Brunsbüttel +49 4852 8308 60 Roland.leitschuh@sava-

brunsbuettel.com

mailto:reiner.beussel@ofdh.bfinv.de
mailto:karsten.heisig@ngsmbh.de
mailto:fbo@goes-sh.de
mailto:ah@goes-sh.de
mailto:sglaubit@lanu.landsh.de
mailto:rheinric@lanu.landsh.de
mailto:sschoewe@lanu.landsh.de
mailto:kerstin.olschewski@mlur.landsh.de
mailto:eckhard.fliege@mlur.landsh.de
mailto:joerg.traulsen@hzaiz.bfinv.de
http://brunsbuettel.com
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6.2 Participation List Spain / Algeciras // 24.-25.01.2007

 Name Institution EN Institution ES Address Phone E-Mail

European Commission / IMPEL Network

1 Peter WESSMAN EU Commission, DG 
Environment

Commisión Europea, DG 
Medio Ambiente

European Commission -
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 1049 

Brussels
+32 2 29 91227 Peter.Wessman@ec.europa.eu

2 Nancy ISARIN IMPEL-TFS Secretariat IMPEL-TFS Secretariat
Estrada de Quelfes em frt. J. 

Júlio 5A - 1º esq, Peares
8700-207 Olhão, Portugal

+351 289 701 
354 nancy.isarin@sapo.pt

Key Authorities

3
Fermín MARTÍNEZ DE HURTADO 

GIL

Ministry of Environment, DG 
Quality and Evaluation of 

Environment 

Subdirección General de 
Prevención de Residuos, 

Dirección General de 
Calidad y Evaluación 

Ambiental, Ministerio de 
Medio Ambiente (MMA)

Plaza de San Juan de la 
Cruz, s/n, 28071 Madrid +34 91 597 5796 fmhurtado@mma.es

4 Oriol ROSELLÓ I MOLINARIO
IMPEL-TFS enforcement 

network, Agency for Waste 
Catalonia

IMPEL-TFS enforcement 
network;

Generalitat de Catalunya, 
Agencia de Residus de 

Catalunya

Dr. Roux, 80, 08017 
Barcelona +34 93 567 33 00 orosello@gencat.net

5 Beatriz SÁNCHEZ RODRÍGUEZ
Agency for Waste Catalonia, 
Department of Environment 

and Buildings

Agencia de Residuos de 
Cataluña

Departamento de Medio 
Ambiente y Vivienda

Generalitat de Cataluña

c/ Dr. Roux, nº 80
08017 Barcelona +34 93 567 3300 bsanchez@gencat.net

6 Jorge RAMÍREZ LÓPEZ Customs Office AEAT - Aduanas Av. Hispanidad 1,
Algeciras (Cádiz) +34 956 580 284 jramirez@correo.aeat.es

7 Pablo GIL MONTORO Customs Office AEAT - Aduanas Av. Hispanidad 1,
Algeciras (Cádiz) +34 956 580 298 pablogil@correo.aeat.es

8 Pascual BOSQUE MUÑOZ Customs Office AEAT - Aduanas Av. Hispanidad 1,
Algeciras (Cádiz) +34 956 580 239 pbosquem@correo.aeat.es

9 Antonio José LÓPEZ FERNÁNDEZ Department of the 
Environment

Consejería de Medio 
Ambiente Avda. Manuel Siurot s/n +34 95 500 3461 antonioj.lopez@juntadeandalucia.es

mailto:Peter.Wessman@ec.europa.eu
mailto:nancy.isarin@sapo.pt
mailto:fmhurtado@mma.es
mailto:orosello@gencat.net
mailto:bsanchez@gencat.net
mailto:jramirez@correo.aeat.es
mailto:pablogil@correo.aeat.es
mailto:pbosquem@correo.aeat.es
mailto:antonioj.lopez@juntadeandalucia.es
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 Name Institution EN Institution ES Address Phone E-Mail

10 Carmen GARCÍA SÁNCHEZ
Department of Industry and 
Environment, DG Quality of 

Environment 

Dirección General de 
Calidad Ambiental de la 

Consejería de Industria y 
Medio Ambiente de Murcia 

(ESPAÑA)

C/ Catedrático Eugenio 
Úbeda Romero, 3 4ª Planta. 

300071-MURCIA
+34 968 22 88 22

carmen.garcia3@carm.es 

11 Karim BREIER MORENO Maritime Captaincy of 
Algeciras

Capitanía Marítima de 
Algeciras

Avda.- Hispanidad, S/N 
11207 Algeciras +34 956 58 03 22 kbreir@fomento.es

12 Javier VALERO ARRAZOLA

Valencian Department of 
Regional Planning and Land 

Use, DG Quality of 
Environment 

Dirección General de 
Calidad Ambiental.

Conselleria de Territori i 
Habitage.

C/ Francesc Cubells, nº 7 –
46011 Valencia +34 96 197 3855 valero_jav@gva.es

13 Mariola FERRER GIRONA

Valencian Department of 
Regional Planning and Land 

Use, DG Quality of 
Environment , Industrial 

Waste Service

Servicio de Residuos 
Industriales 

Área de Residuos 
D.G. de Calidad Ambiental
Conselleria de Territorio y 

Vivienda

C/ FRANCISCO CUBELLS 
Nº 7, 46008 VALENCIA +34 96 197 37 11 FERRER_MARGIR@GVA.ES

14 Beatriz GARABAL BARREIRO Galician Department of 
Environment, Waste Service

XUNTA DE GALICIA –C. 
MEDIO AMBIENTE-

SERVICIO DE RESIDUOS

SAN LÁZARO S/N 15781 
SANTIAGO DE 
COMPOSTELA

+34 981 54 10 36 beatriz.garabal.barreiro@xunta.es

15 Hector ARENZANA Basque Department of 
Environment

GOBIERNO VASCO –
DPTO. MEDIO AMBIENTE

C/ Donosita-San Sebastian 
nº1 01010 Vitoria-Gasteiz +34 945 016 981 h-arenzana@ej-gv.es

16 Mercedes DÍAZ LOZANO
Andalusian Department of 

Environment, DG Prevention 
and Quality of Environment

Consejería de Medio 
Ambiente (SEVILLA) -
Dirección General.de 
Prevención y Calidad 

Ambiental

Avda. Manuel Siurot, 50. 
Casa Sudheim.
41071 - Sevilla

+34 95 500 36 77 mercedes.diaz.lozano.ext@juntadeandal
ucia.es

17 José Manuel ABAD MARCO General Deputation of Aragón Diputación General de 
Aragón 50071 Zaragoza +34 976 714 124 Jabad@aragon.es

18 Manuel TINOCO Chamber of Commerce of 
Gibraltar

Cámera de Comercio del 
Campa de Gibraltar

Organisations

19 Leticia BASELGA Friends of the Earth Ecologistas en Acción Parque San Jerónimo s/n -
41015 - Sevilla

+ 34 954904241 
+ 34 696821808 residuos@ecologistasenaccion.org

mailto:carmen.garcia3@carm.es
mailto:kbreir@fomento.es
mailto:valero_jav@gva.es
mailto:FERRER_MARGIR@GVA.ES
mailto:beatriz.garabal.barreiro@xunta.es
mailto:h-arenzana@ej-gv.es
http://General.de
http://ucia.es
mailto:Jabad@aragon.es
mailto:residuos@ecologistasenaccion.org
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 Name Institution EN Institution ES Address Phone E-Mail

Companies / Industry Associations

20 Mª José NUÑEZ ARIÑO

AIDIMA, Furniture, Wood, 
Packaging and Related 
Industries Technology 

Institute

AIDIMA, Instituto 
Tecnológico del Mueble, 

Madera, Embalaje y Afines

C/Benjamín Franklin, 13. 
Parque Tecnológico. Paterna +34 961366070 mjnunez@aidima.es

21 Michele VAVALLO

AIDIMA, Furniture, Wood, 
Packaging and Related 
Industries Technology 

Institute

AIDIMA, Instituto 
Tecnológico del Mueble, 

Madera, Embalaje y Afines

C/Benjamín Franklin, 13. 
Parque Tecnológico. Paterna +34 961366070 mvavallo@aidima.es

22 Francisco FERNÁNDEZ GARCÍA Investigación y tratamiento del 
Reciclaje, S.L.

Investigación y tratamiento 
del Reciclaje, S.L.

Camino del Palomar S/N 
19160 Childeches 

(Guadalajara)
+34 949 271 287 francisco.fernandez@itsl.es

23 Ricardo GARCÍA Investigación y tratamiento del 
Reciclaje, S.L.

Investigación y tratamiento 
del Reciclaje, S.L.

Camino del Palomar S/N 
19160 Childeches 

(Guadalajara)
+34 949 271 287 francisco.fernandez@itsl.es

24 Vicente MALLEN Investigación y tratamiento del 
Reciclaje, S.L.

Investigación y tratamiento 
del Reciclaje, S.L.

Camino del Palomar S/N 
19160 Childeches 

(Guadalajara)
+34 949 271 287 francisco.fernandez@itsl.es

25
Francisco José DE LA CRUZ 

GARCÍA
Investigación y tratamiento del 

Reciclaje, S.L.
Investigación y tratamiento 

del Reciclaje, S.L.

Camino del Palomar S/N 
19160 Childeches 

(Guadalajara)
+34 949 271 750 francisco.fernandez@itsl.es

26 Antonio RODRÍGUEZ MENDIOLA Befesa Gestión de Residuos 
Industriales, S.L.

Befesa Gestión de 
Residuos Industriales, S.L.

Paseo de la Castellana 31, 3ª 
Planta, 28046 +34 91 308 40 44 antonio.rodriguez@befesa.abengoa.com

27 Agurtzane JIMÉNEZ SÁENZ Arkema QUÍMICA, S.A. Arkema QUÍMICA, S.A.
Carretera Bilbao-Balmaseda 
km. 10,5 / 48810 Alonsotegi / 

Bizkaia
+34 94 498 21 91 Agurtzane.Jiménez@arkema.com

28 Antonio NAVARRO MOMPEAN Energis (Grupo Holcim) Energis (Grupo Holcim) Pol. Ind. La Perdiguera s/n 
Albox (Almeria) +34 950 633 212 antonio.navarro@holcim.com

29
Fco de Borja NAVARRO-CASAS 

PANDO
Tratamiento y Concentración 

de Liquidos SL

Tratamiento y 
Concentración de Liquidos 

SL

Avda. Leonardo Da Vinci TA -
15, 41092 SEVILLA +34 95 4181 412 fbncp@macpuarsa.es

30 Irene RIQUELME NAVARRO Befesa Gestión PCB Befesa Gestión PCB Avda. Bruselas 148-149. Pol. 
Ind. Cabezo Beaza +34 968 320621 Irene.riquelme@befesa.abengoa.com

31 José Antonio PÉREZ LÓPEZ Befesa Befesa C/Benito Mas Y Prats nº5 
Oficina 10-13. 41005 Sevilla +34 607 18 54 62 joseantonio.perez@befesa.abengoa.com

32 Roque BORRERO ZALVIDE Befesa Befesa C/Benito Mas Y Prats nº5 
Oficina 10-13. 41005 Sevilla +34 954 98 08 91 roque.borrero@befesa.abengoa.com

mailto:mjnunez@aidima.es
mailto:mvavallo@aidima.es
mailto:francisco.fernandez@itsl.es
mailto:francisco.fernandez@itsl.es
mailto:francisco.fernandez@itsl.es
mailto:francisco.fernandez@itsl.es
mailto:antonio.rodriguez@befesa.abengoa.com
mailto:Agurtzane.Jim�nez@arkema.com
mailto:antonio.navarro@holcim.com
mailto:fbncp@macpuarsa.es
mailto:Irene.riquelme@befesa.abengoa.com
mailto:joseantonio.perez@befesa.abengoa.com
mailto:roque.borrero@befesa.abengoa.com
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33 Sergio MEDINA CAMPOS Befesa Befesa C/Benito Mas Y Prats nº5 
Oficina 10-13. 41005 Sevilla +34 91 88 44 672 sergio.medina@befesa.abengoa.com

34 Joaquín LÓPEZ VILA BIDONS EGARA, S.L. BIDONS EGARA, S.L. Narcis Monturiol 6 E-08232 
Viladecavalls +34 93 7804388 direccio@bidonsegara.com

35
Jose María DIEGO 
GARDEAZABAL EKONOR, S.A. EKONOR, S.A. C/ Trinidad, 9 – 48993 

ALGORTA +34 944 911 911 JMDiegoG@fcc.es

36 Arantza SANTOS GARNICA EKONOR, S.A. EKONOR, S.A. C/ Trinidad, 9 – 48993 
ALGORTA +34 944 911 908 ASantosG@fcc.es

37 Patrícia SOBRAL Grupo Holcim Grupo Holcim

Parque Industrial do Barreiro, 
Rua 42, Nº 41, Caixa Postal 

5123, 2831-904 Barreiro, 
Portugal

+351 934 875 
992 Patricia.sobral@holcim.com

38 Rubén BARROS CARDONA Dramar Andalucía UTE Dramar Andalucía UTE Muelle Isla Verde s/n. 
Algeciras +34 609 535 138 rbarros@urbaser.com

39 Rafael DE GABRIEL GARCÍA Ámbito, S.A. Ámbito, S.A.
Polígono Industrial Las 

Quemadas, parcela 272., 
14014 Córdoba

+34 957 32 54 34 RFDegabrielG@fcc.es

40 Andrea KARRIKA GARCÍA ECOIRUÑA, Tratamiento de 
residuos, S.L.

ECOIRUÑA, Tratamiento 
de residuos, S.L.

Pol. Landaben C/E 31012 
Pamplona - Navarra +34 948 187 087 calidad@ecoiruna.com

41 Rui JUSTINO DIAS Befesa Gestión de Residuos 
Industriales, S.L.

Befesa Gestión de 
Residuos Industriales, S.L.

Av. 5 de Outubro, no 10, l0 
Andar, 1050-056 Lisboa +351 213551505 rjustino@befesa.abengoa.com

42 Santiago JORRÍN SALAZAR ELMET, SLU ELMET, SLU Barrio Arene 20, 48640 
Berango, Vizcaya +34 94 668 91 07 sjorrin@elmet.es

43 José Manuel PÍRIZ ROMERO Energis Valorización de 
Residuos, S.A.

Energis Valorización de 
Residuos, S.A.

Avda. San Francisco Javier 
nº 19 1º Ñ 41005 Sevilla +34 95 4647 209 jmanuel.piriz@holcim.com

44 Gabriel CHIFFLIER AFVASLTOFFEN TERMINAL 
MOERDIJK, B.V.

AFVASLTOFFEN 
TERMINAL MOERDIJK, 

B.V.

Mare de Deu del Montserrat 
41B. 08810 Sant Pere de 

Ribes (Barcelona)
+34 93 896 4922 gabriel@atmmoerdijk.com

45 Raquel RUIZ MACÍAS Dramar Andalucía UTE Dramar Andalucía UTE Muelle Isla Verde s/n. 
Algeciras +34 956 573 733 rbarros@urbaser.com

46 Leonardo DIAZ PINEDA Recilec, S.A. Recilec, S.A. Aüdo. De correo 36, 41870 
Aznalcóllar (Sevilla) +34 600 971 324 ldiaz@recilec.com

47 Jose Antonio Perez de Diego Investigacion y Tratamiento 
del Reciclase Perez.Joseantonio@hotmail.com

mailto:sergio.medina@befesa.abengoa.com
mailto:direccio@bidonsegara.com
mailto:JMDiegoG@fcc.es
mailto:ASantosG@fcc.es
mailto:Patricia.sobral@holcim.com
mailto:rbarros@urbaser.com
mailto:RFDegabrielG@fcc.es
mailto:calidad@ecoiruna.com
mailto:rjustino@befesa.abengoa.com
mailto:sjorrin@elmet.es
mailto:jmanuel.piriz@holcim.com
mailto:gabriel@atmmoerdijk.com
mailto:rbarros@urbaser.com
mailto:ldiaz@recilec.com
mailto:Perez.Joseantonio@hotmail.com
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6.3 Participation List Estonia / Tallinn // 15.-16.02.2007

Name Institution EN Institution EE Address Phone E-Mail

European Commission / IMPEL Network

1

Peter WESSMAN EU Commission, DG Environment EU Kommission, DG 
Environment

European Commission -
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 1049 

Brüssel
+32 2 29 91227 Peter.Wessman@ec.europa.eu

2

John BURNS IMPEL TFS Network, Environment Agency for 
England and Wales

Tyneside House, 
Skinnerburn Road, 

Newcastle upon Tyne, NE4 
7AR

+44 91 203 
4044

John.burns@environment-
agency.gov.uk

Key Authorities

3
Harry LIIV Ministry of the Environment, Director General Keskkonnaministeerium Narva mnt. 7a, 15172 

Tallinn +372 626 2850 harry.liiv@envir.ee

4
Tarmo LINDEMANN Ministry of the Environment, Waste Department Keskkonnaministeerium Narva mnt. 7a, 15172 

Tallinn +372 626 2860 tarmo.lindemann@envir.ee

5
Kaili KUUSK Ministry of the Environment, Waste Department Keskkonnaministeerium Narva mnt. 7a, 15172 

Tallinn +372 626 2866 kaili.kuusk@envir.ee

6
Helle HALJAK Ministry of the Environment, Waste Department Keskkonnaministeerium Narva mnt. 7a, 15172 

Tallinn +372 626 2863 helle.haljak@envir.ee

7 Aleksei NETŠUNAJEV Estonian Tax and Customs Board Masku-ja Tolliamet Sadama 21, 15176 Tallinn aleksei.netsunajev@emta.ee

8 Peeter KÕVE Estonian Tax and Customs Board Masku-ja Tolliamet Sadama 21, 15176 Tallinn +372 696 7412 peeter.kove@emta.ee

9 Gerlin KALLAS Estonian Tax and Customs Board, Custom control Masku-ja Tolliamet Narva mnt 9j, 15176 Tallinn +372 693 4787 gerlin.kallas@emta.ee

10
Jaan TOMINGAS Port Authority, Port of Tallinn Sadamavalitsus, 

Tallinna Sadam
Port Authority

Sadama 25, 15051 Tallinn +372 631 8607 j.tomingas@ts.ee

11
Martin PAIDE Port Authority, Port of Tallinn Sadamavalitsus, 

Tallinna Sadam
Port Authority

Sadama 25, 15051 Tallinn +372 631 8070 m.paide@ts.ee

12 Toomas LIIDJA Environmental Inspectorate Keskkonnainspektsioon Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn +372 696 2237 toomas.liidja@kki.ee

13
Janne ROHTLA Environmental Inspectorate, Pärnumaa county Keskkonnainspektsioon, 

Pärnumaa osakond Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn +372 434 4212 Janne.Rohtla@kki.ee

14
Marve VIRUNURM Environmental Inspectorate, Virumaa county Keskkonnainspektsioon, 

Virumaa osakond Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn +372 325 8415 Marve.Virunurm@kki.ee

15
Kaie SAKALA Environmental Inspectorate, Pärnumaa county Keskkonnainspektsioon, 

Pärnumaa osakond Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn +372 443 0463 Kaie.Sakala@kki.ee

mailto:Peter.Wessman@ec.europa.eu
http://agency.gov.uk
mailto:harry.liiv@envir.ee
mailto:tarmo.lindemann@envir.ee
mailto:kaili.kuusk@envir.ee
mailto:helle.haljak@envir.ee
mailto:aleksei.netsunajev@emta.ee
mailto:peeter.kove@emta.ee
mailto:gerlin.kallas@emta.ee
mailto:j.tomingas@ts.ee
mailto:m.paide@ts.ee
mailto:toomas.liidja@kki.ee
mailto:Janne.Rohtla@kki.ee
mailto:Marve.Virunurm@kki.ee
mailto:Kaie.Sakala@kki.ee
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16
Kadri VISNAP Environmental Inspectorate, Võrumaa county Keskkonnainspektsioon, 

Võrumaa osakond Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn Kardi.Visnap@kki.ee

17 Pavel OJAVA Environmental Inspectorate Keskkonnainspektsioon Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn +372 696 2229 Pavel.Ojava@kki.ee

18 Tarvo ROOSE Environmental Inspectorate Keskkonnainspektsioon Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn

19 Rene RAJASALU Environmental Inspectorate Keskkonnainspektsioon Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn +372 696 2228 Rene.Rajasalu@kki.ee

20 Bruno LIIK Board of Boarder Guards Kopli 76, 10416 Tallinn +372 614 9137 bruno.liik@pv.ee

Organisations/ Associations

21 Ago TIIMANN Association of Port Operators Sadamaoperaatorite Liit Sadama 6/8, Tallinn 10111 +372 661 4663 atiiman@apo.ee

22 Sulev LÕHMUS Estonian Maritime Administration Veeteede Amet Lume 9, 10416 Tallinn +372 620 5729 sulev.lohmus@vta.ee

mailto:Kardi.Visnap@kki.ee
mailto:Pavel.Ojava@kki.ee
mailto:Rene.Rajasalu@kki.ee
mailto:bruno.liik@pv.ee
mailto:atiiman@apo.ee
mailto:sulev.lohmus@vta.ee
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6.4 Participation List Poland / Gdansk // 01.-02.03.2007

Name Institution Phone Address E-mail

European Commission

1 Thomas ORMOND EU Commission, DG Environment  +32 2 29 88 509 Avenue de Beaulieu 5, B-1049 
Brussels Thomas.Ormond@ec.europa.eu

Key Authorities

2 Magda GOSK
Chief Inspectorate for Environmental 
Protection, Division of Transboundary 

Movements of Waste
+48 22 5928092 Wawelska St 52/54, PL-00-922 

Warsaw m.gosk@gios.gov.pl

3 Wlodzimierz GARCZYNSKI 
Chief Inspectorate for Environmental 
Protection, Division of Transboundary 

Movements of Waste
+48 22 5928100 Wawelska St 52/54, PL-00-922 

Warsaw w.garczynski@gios.gov.pl

4 Marian MAZUR Pomeranian Voivodeship, Inspectorate
for Environmental Protection, Gdańsk +48 58 309 49 11 Trakt św. Wojciecha 239, PL-80-001 

Gdańsk marian@gdansk.wios.gov.pl

5 Dariusz DUFKE Pomeranian Voivodeship, Inspectorate 
for Environmental Protection, Gdańsk +48 58 309 49 11 Trakt św. Wojciecha 239, PL-80-001 

Gdańsk ddufke@gdansk.wios.gov.pl

6 Piotr TRYBUSZEWSKI Pomeranian Voivodeship, Inspectorate 
for Environmental Protection, Gdańsk +48 58 309 49 11 Trakt św. Wojciecha 239, PL-80-001 

Gdańsk znwi@gdansk.wios.gov.pl

7 Zdzisław SZCZEPKOWSKI WIOŚ Gdańsk Delegature in Słupsk, 
Department of Inspection +48 59 842 5 780 76-200 Słupsk, ul. Kniaziewicza 30, 

PL-Gdańsk zszczepkowski@gdansk.wios.gov.pl

8 Lukasz TANDEK Pomeranian Voivodeship, Inspectorate 
for Environmental Protection, Gdańsk +48 58 309 4 911 Trakt św. Wojciecha 239, PL-80-001 

Gdańsk lukasz@gdansk.wios.gov.pl

9
Agnieszka LIPNIACKA -

PIASKOWSKA

West Pomerian Voivodeship, Chief 
Inspectorate for Environmental 

Protection, Szczecin
+48 91 48 59 526 Wały Chrobrego 4, PL-70-502 

Szczecin agal@wios.szczecin.pl

10 Andrzej BROCKI Voivodeship Police HQ in Gdansk, 
Economic Crime Unit +48 58 5216 351  Armii Krajowej St. 112 A, PL-Sopot Andrzej.brocki@wp.pl

11 Jerzy ŻYLIŃSKI Voivodeship Inspectorate of Road 
Transport in Gdańsk +48 58 524 12 80 Ul. Jaśkowa Dolina 50, PL-80-251 

Gdańsk sekretariat@witd.gdansk.pl

12 Mariusz BERUŚ Voivodeship Inspectorate of Road 
Transport in Gdańsk +48 58 524 12 80 Ul. Jaśkowa Dolina 50, PL-80-251 

Gdańsk sekretariat@witd.gdansk.pl

13 Tomasz KOCHANOWSKI Voivodeship Inspectorate of Road 
Transport in Gdańsk

+48 058 524 12 
80

Ul. Jaśkowa Dolina 50, PL-80-251 
Gdańsk sekretariat@witd.gdansk.pl

mailto:Thomas.Ormond@ec.europa.eu
mailto:m.gosk@gios.gov.pl
mailto:w.garczynski@gios.gov.pl
mailto:marian@gdansk.wios.gov.pl
mailto:ddufke@gdansk.wios.gov.pl
mailto:znwi@gdansk.wios.gov.pl
mailto:zszczepkowski@gdansk.wios.gov.pl
mailto:lukasz@gdansk.wios.gov.pl
mailto:agal@wios.szczecin.pl
mailto:Andrzej.brocki@wp.pl
mailto:sekretariat@witd.gdansk.pl
mailto:sekretariat@witd.gdansk.pl
mailto:sekretariat@witd.gdansk.pl
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14 Marcin GITNER Border Department (BD), Polish BG 
Sea Unit in Gdańsk

+48 058 343 34 
15 Oliwska 35 street, PL-80-917 Gdańsk Wg.morski@strazgraniczna.pl

16 Daria MROZ Port of Gdynia Authority S.A., 
Environmental Protection Department +48 58 627 45 16 Rotterdamska 9 Street, PL-Gdynia d.mroz@port.gdynia.pl 

17 Katarzyna HLEBOWICZ Port of Gdynia Authority S.A., 
Environmental Protection Department +48 58 621 52 69 Rotterdamska 9 Street, PL-Gdynia k.Hlebowicz@port.gdynia.pl

18 Alina ZUCHOWICZ Port of Gdańsk Authority S.A. +48 58 737 93 12 Zamknieta 18 street, PL-80-955 
Gdańsk alina.zuchowicz@portgdansk.pl

20 Lidia CIEŚLIK Border Guard +48 22 54 291 03 Al. Niepodległości 100, 02-514 
Warszawa lidia.cieslik@strazgraniczna.pl

21 Beata GRĘDA Border Guard +48 22 54 293 62 Al. Niepodległości 100, PL 02-514 
Warszawa beata.greda@strazgraniczna.pl

22 Andrzej ŚWISTOWSKI Customs Chamber in Gdynia  +48 58 620 29 30 ul. Północna 9A, PL-81-029 Gdynia dyrektor@gdy.mofnet.gov.pl

mailto:Wg.morski@strazgraniczna.pl
mailto:d.mroz@port.gdynia.pl
mailto:k.Hlebowicz@port.gdynia.pl
mailto:alina.zuchowicz@portgdansk.pl
mailto:lidia.cieslik@strazgraniczna.pl
mailto:beata.greda@strazgraniczna.pl
mailto:dyrektor@gdy.mofnet.gov.pl
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6.5 Participation List United Kingdom / London // 01.-02.03.2007

Name Institution Address Phone E-mail

European Commission

1 Peter Wessman EU Commission, DG Environment European Commission -
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 1049 Brussels +32 2 29 912 27 Peter.Wessman@ec.europa.eu

Key Authorities

2 Julia Darby
Department for Environment, Food and 
Rural Affairs (Defra),Hazardous Waste 

Unit

Zone 6E5, Ashdown House, 123 Victoria Street, 
London SW1E 6DE +44 2070 828 760 Julia.Darby@defra.gsi.gov.uk

3 Andy Howarth
Department for Environment, Food and 
Rural Affairs (Defra),Hazardous Waste 

Unit

Zone 6E5, Ashdown House, 123 Victoria Street, 
London SW1E 6DE +44 207 082 8758 Andy.Howarth@defra.gsi.gov.uk 

4 David Bradley Environment Agency for England and 
Wales

Environment Agency
c/o Transfrontier National Service

 Richard Fairclough House, KnuTFSord Road, 
Warrington, WA4 1HG

+44 1925 542 040 david.bradley@environment-
agency.gov.uk

5 Matthew Williamson Environment Agency for England and 
Wales

Environment Agency
c/o Transfrontier National Service

 Richard Fairclough House, KnuTFSord Road, 
Warrington, WA4 1HG

+44 1925 542 143 matthew.williamson@environment-
agency.gov.uk

6 John Burns Environment Agency for England and 
Wales

Tyneside House, Skinnerburn Road, Newcastle 
upon Tyne, NE4 7AR +44 1912 034 044 John.burns@environment-agency.gov.uk

7 Katie Willis Scottish Environment Protection Agency 
(SEPA)

Erskine Court, 
The Castle Business Park, Stirling

FK9 4TR
+44 1786 455 933 katie.willis@sepa.org.uk

8 Allison Townley Environment and Heritage Service 
(EHS) Northern Ireland

Commonwealth House, 35 Castle Street, Belfast
Northern Ireland, BT1 1GU +44 2890 569 313 allison.townley@doeni.gsi.gov.uk

9 Robert Oxlade Frontiers, Prohibitions and Restrictions
HM Revenue and Customs

Room LG 68
100 Parliament Street
London SW1A 2BQ

+44 2071 470 556 robert.oxlade@hmrc.gsi.gov.uk

10 Kerry Vitalis Department of Trade and Industry (DTI) 1 Victoria Street, London SW1H 0ET +44 2072 151 072 kerry.vitalis@dti.gsi.gov.uk

11 Pat Fenton

Department of the Environment, 
Heritage and Local Government Ireland, 

Waste Infrastructure and Regulation 
Section, Environment Division

Custom House, Dublin 1, Ireland +35 318 882 616 pat_fenton@environ.ie

mailto:Peter.Wessman@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Julia.Darby@defra.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:Andy.Howarth@defra.gsi.gov.uk
http://agency.gov.uk
http://agency.gov.uk
mailto:John.burns@environment-agency.gov.uk
mailto:katie.willis@sepa.org.uk
mailto:allison.townley@doeni.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:robert.oxlade@hmrc.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:kerry.vitalis@dti.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:pat_fenton@environ.ie
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Organisations/ Associations

12 Duncan Wemyss Vehicle Dismantlers Association 33 Market St Lichfield, Staffs
WS13 6LA +44 1543 254 254 mail@mvda.org.uk

13 David Hulse British Metals Recycling Association 77 Wavertree Road, Benfleet, Essex, SS7 5AW +44 1268 756 089 david.hulse@lineone.net

14 Victoria Jones Sims Group Long Marston, Stratford upon Avon, CV37 8AQ +44 1789 720 431 jones@uk.sims-group.com

mailto:mail@mvda.org.uk
mailto:david.hulse@lineone.net
mailto:jones@uk.sims-group.com


Final Report        Organisation of Awareness-Raising Events on Shipment of Waste

90

6.6 Participation List Belgium / Mechelen // 12.03.2007

Name Institution EN Institution BE  address Phone E-Mail

European Commission

1 Peter WESSMAN EU Commission, DG 
Environment

European Commission -
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 1049 

Brüssel

Avenue de Beaulieu 5, B-
1049 Brussels +32 2 29 912 27 peter.wessman@ec.europa.eu

Key Authorities

2 Rudy MEEUS Public Waste Agency of 
Flanders (OVAM)

Openbare Vlaamse 
Afvalstoffenmaatschappij 

(OVAM)

Stationsstraat 110, 2800 
Mechelen +32 15 28 43 50 rudy.meuss@ovam.be

3 Els DE PICKER Public Waste Agency of 
Flanders (OVAM)

Openbare Vlaamse 
Afvalstoffenmaatschappij 

(OVAM)

Stationsstraat 110, 2800 
Mechelen +32 15 28 43 12 edpicker@ovam.be

4 Lore MARIËN Public Waste Agency of 
Flanders (OVAM)

Openbare Vlaamse 
Afvalstoffenmaatschappij 

(OVAM)

Stationsstraat 110, 2800 
Mechelen +32 15 28 45 04 lore.marien@ovam.be

5 Bart VANGILGERGEN Public Waste Agency of 
Flanders (OVAM)

Openbare Vlaamse 
Afvalstoffenmaatschappij 

(OVAM)

Stationsstraat 110, 2800 
Mechelen bart.vangilbergen@ovam.be

6
Catherine VAN 

NIEUWENHOVE

The Administration of the 
Environment in the Capital 
Brussels Region (I.B.G.E. -

B.I.M.)

De Millieuadministrative van het 
BrusselsI hooffdstedelijk 

Gewest (B.I.M.) / 
L'Administration de 

l'environnement de la Région de 
Buxelles capitale. (I.B.G.E.)

Gulledelle 100, B-1200 
Brussels +32 2 775 78 32 cvi@ibgebim.be

7 Frans GEYSELS Federal Police Federale Gerechtelijke Politie 
Dienst Leefmilieu

Fritz Toussaintstraat 47
B-1050 Brussels +32 2 642 63 52 dgj.djb.mil@chello.be

8 Ann VAN POUCKE 

Ministry of Public Health, 
Food and Environment 

(FOD), CA Transit 
Enforcement Unit

FOD - Volksgezondheid, 
Veiligheid van de voedselketen 

en Leefmilieu

Victor Hortaplein 40 bus 
10, B-1060 Brussels +32 252 495 62 ann.vanpoucke@health.fgov.be

9 Robert MARTENS

Ministry of Public Health, 
Food and Environment 

(FOD), CA Transit 
Enforcement Unit

FOD - Volksgezondheid, 
Veiligheid van de voedselketen 

en Leefmilieu

Victor Hortaplein 40 bus 
10, B-1060 Brussels +32 2 524 95 59 robert.martens@health.fgov.be

mailto:peter.wessman@ec.europa.eu
mailto:rudy.meuss@ovam.be
mailto:edpicker@ovam.be
mailto:lore.marien@ovam.be
mailto:bart.vangilbergen@ovam.be
mailto:cvi@ibgebim.be
mailto:dgj.djb.mil@chello.be
mailto:ann.vanpoucke@health.fgov.be
mailto:robert.martens@health.fgov.be
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Name Institution EN Institution BE  address Phone E-Mail

10 Philippe DECORNET
Ministry of the Region 

Walloon, DG Resources and 
Environment

Ministère de la Région 
wallonne, Direction générale 

des Ressources et de 
l'Environnement

Avenue Prince de Liège 
15, B-5100 Jambes-

Namur
+32 81 33 65 16 p.decornet@mrw.wallonie.be

11 Christine GODEFROID
Ministry of the Region 

Walloon, DG Resources and
Environment

Ministère de la Région 
wallonne, Direction générale 

des Ressources et de 
l'Environnement

Avenue Prince de Liège 
15, B-5100 Jambes-

Namur
+32 813 365 15 ch.godefroid@mrw.wallonie.be

12 Gérard GILLAIN
Ministry of the Region 

Walloon, DG Resources and 
Environment

Ministère de la Région 
wallonne, Direction générale 

des Ressources et de 
l'Environnement

Avenue Prince de Liège 
15, B-5100 Jambes-

Namur
+32 813 365 32 g.gillain@mrw.wallonie.be

13 Bart PALMANS Department Inspector 
Enforcement Flemish Region

IMPEL, AMINAL, Adeling 
Milieinspectie (hoofdkantoor 
voor Vlaandereern) Brussel

Koning Albert II laan 20, 
bus 8, B-1000 Brussels

+32 2 553 40 16
+32 2 553 80 83 bart.palmans@lin.vlaandere.be

14 Jean Frederic ANDRÈ Customs and Excise Taxes Centrale des Douanes et 
Accises 

North Galaxy - bte 37, 
Boulevard du Roi Albert II, 

n° 33, B-
1030 Brussels

+32 2 576 32 84 jeanfrederic.andre@minfin.fed.be

15 Joris VANDERHALLEN Antwerp Port Authority Gemeentelijk Havenbedrijf 
Antwerpen

Havenhuis – Entrepotkaai 
1B-2030 Antwerpen +32 3 205 24 04 joris.vanderhallen@haven.antwerpen.be

mailto:p.decornet@mrw.wallonie.be
mailto:ch.godefroid@mrw.wallonie.be
mailto:g.gillain@mrw.wallonie.be
mailto:bart.palmans@lin.vlaandere.be
mailto:jeanfrederic.andre@minfin.fed.be
mailto:joris.vanderhallen@haven.antwerpen.be
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6.7 Participation List Greece / Athens // 23.-24.04.2007

Name Institution Address Phone E-mail

European Commission

1
Michale 

PAPADOYANNAKIS EU Commission, DG Environment European Commission -
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 1049 Brussels +32 2 296 3914 michail.papadoyannakis@ec.europa.eu

Key Authorities

2 Alexandra KARPODINIS Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and 
Public Works (YPEHODE) 147 PATISSION St., 11251 Athens +30 210 866 3722 a.karpodinis@dpers.minenv.gr 

3 Georgia MANTZAVA Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and 
Public Works (YPEHODE) 147 PATISSION St., 11251 Athens +30 210 865 3294 g.mantzava@dpers.minenv.gr

4 FoteiniI BOURA Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and 
Public Works (YPEHODE) 147 PATISSION St., 11251 Athens +30 210 865 3328 f.boura@dpers.minenv.gr 

5 Maria BANTI Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and 
Public Works (YPEHODE) 147 PATISSION St., 11251 Athens +30 210 865 4950 m.banti@dpers.minenv.gr

6 Amalia KATSOU Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and 
Public Works (YPEHODE) 147 PATISSION St., 11251 Athens +30 210 864 2255 a.katsou@dpers.minenv.gr

7 Evdokia EVANGELATOU Ministry of Transport and Communication 2 ANASTASEOS & TSIGANTE St., 
Athens +30 210 650 8590 e.evangelatou@yme.gov.gr

8 Anna KATRINAKI Ministry of Economy 10 KARAGIORGI SERVIAS St., 10184 
Athens +30 210 321 4287 d19diadi@otenet.gr

9 Spyridon SOFIOS
Ministry of Mercantile Marine, 

Port Policy Directorate
26-28 AKTI KONDYLI & AITOLIKOU, 

18545 Athens +30 210 414 6331 ssofios@yen.gr / dlpb@yen.gr 

10 Valta VICTORIA
Ministry of Mercantile Marine, 

Port Policy Directorate
26-28 AKTI KONDYLI & AITOLIKOU, 

18545 Athens +30 210 414 6331 Victoria_valta@hotmail.com

10 Athena BOURKA Technical Chamber of Greece 48B 3rd SEPTEMVRIOU St., Athens +30 210 883 7319 abourka@epta.gr

11
CHRISSANTHI 
KONTOGIORGI Piraeus Port Authority SA 10 AKTI MIAOULI St., 18538 Piraeus +30 210 455 0842 kontogiorgich@olp.gr

Companies/ Associations

12 Marilena DRAZINOU Aktor SA 3 KASTRISIANAKI St., 11524 Athens +30 210 692 0616 marilena.drazinou@gmail.com

13 Maria LOURDI Suc Hellas 12 IASONOS St., 17564 Palaio Faliro, 
Athens 30 210 971 9180 lourdi@suchellas.gr

mailto:michail.papadoyannakis@ec.europa.eu
mailto:a.karpodinis@dpers.minenv.gr
mailto:g.mantzava@dpers.minenv.gr
mailto:f.boura@dpers.minenv.gr
mailto:m.banti@dpers.minenv.gr
mailto:a.katsou@dpers.minenv.gr
mailto:e.evangelatou@yme.gov.gr
mailto:d19diadi@otenet.gr
mailto:ssofios@yen.gr
mailto:dlpb@yen.gr
mailto:Victoria_valta@hotmail.com
mailto:abourka@epta.gr
mailto:kontogiorgich@olp.gr
mailto:marilena.drazinou@gmail.com
mailto:lourdi@suchellas.gr
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Name Institution Address Phone E-mail

14
Dimitros

TRYFONOPOULOS Cinar SA 4 H. MEXI St., 11528 Athens +30 210 725 0360 cinar@hol.gr

15 Christos GHIONIS Sentinel SA 15 ANAGNOSTOPOULOU St., Volos +30 242 109 1299 cghi@otenet.gr

16 Panagiota VAVASSI Helenic Environtmental Centre SA 42 HATZIKIRIAKOU AV., 18538 Pireaus +30 210 4290 280/5 info@hec.gr

17 Dimitrios KLIMANOGLOU Antipollution S.A. 51 AKTI MIAOULLI, Piraeus +30 210 4292 4267 dklima81@hotmail.com

18
Kostas

GEORGAKOPOULOS Lobbe Tzilalis 126 TATOIOU AV., 14452 Atnes +30 210 288 8000 kgeor@lobbetzilalis.com

19 Konstantinos ARAVOSSIS ARVIS SA 4 MARNI St., 10433 Athens +30 210 823 2703 info@arvis.gr

20 Nikolas ROUMELIS ARVIS-ZIMMERMAN Ltd. 4 MARNI St., 10433 Athens +30 210 823 2703 info@arvis.gr

21 Roula SARADOU ARVIS SA 4 MARNI St., 10433 Athens +30 210 823 2703 info@arvis.gr

22  Leonidas SOMAKOS ARVIS SA 4 MARNI St., 10433 Athens +30 210 823 2703 info@arvis.gr

23
Chrissoula

PANAGIOTOPOULOU POLYECO SA 16th Klm. ATHENS-KORINTHOS,
ASPROPYRGOS +30 210 558 2500 info@polyeco.gr

24
Konstantinos

PLOUMITSAKOS POLYECO SA 16th Klm. ATHENS-KORINTHOS, 
ASPROPYRGOS +30 210 558 2500 info@polyeco.gr

25 Georgia GIANNIOTI ENVIROCHEM HELLAS S.A. 58 AKTI MOUTSOPOULOU St, 
PIRAEUS +30 210 428 0701 2 envirochem@tee.gr

26 Fanis STAMOU ENVIROCHEM HELLAS S.A. 59 AKTI MOUTSOPOULOU St, 
PIRAEUS +30 210 428 0701 2 envirochem@tee.gr

27
Stavros

KONTOGEORGAKIS
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

 ENGINEERING SA
34 DERVENAKION St., PIRAEUS +30 210 406 0000 info@epe.gr

28 Vonikakis IRAKLIS SYDESYS S.A.

mailto:cinar@hol.gr
mailto:cghi@otenet.gr
mailto:info@hec.gr
mailto:dklima81@hotmail.com
mailto:kgeor@lobbetzilalis.com
mailto:info@arvis.gr
mailto:info@arvis.gr
mailto:info@arvis.gr
mailto:info@arvis.gr
mailto:info@polyeco.gr
mailto:info@polyeco.gr
mailto:envirochem@tee.gr
mailto:envirochem@tee.gr
mailto:info@epe.gr
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6.8 Participation List Malta / La Valetta // 08.05.2007

Name Institution Address Phone E-mail

European Commission

1 Helmut Maruer EU Commission, DG Environment European Commission -
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 1049 Brussels +32 2 296 4599 helmut.maurer@ec.europa.eu

Key Authorities

2 Kevin Mercieca Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 1535 kevin.mercieca@mepa.org.mt

3 Kevin Sciberras Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 5013 kevin.sciberras@mepa.org.mt

4 Franck Lauwers Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 5004 franck.lauwers@mepa.org.mt

5 Mark O'Neill Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 5006 mark.oneill@mepa.org.mt

6 Alfred Sharples Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 5005 alfred.sharples@mepa.org.mt

7 Vincent Gauci Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 4106 vincent.gauci@mepa.org.mt

8 Louis Vella Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 3519 louis.vella@mepa.org.mt

9 Pauline Farrugia Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 3506 pauline.farrugia@mepa.org.mt

10 Elysia Bugeja Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 3501 elysia.bugeja@mepa.org.mt

11 Klaus Farrugia Malta Environment and Planning Authority P.O. Box 200, Marsa GPO 01 +356 2290 5012 klaus.farrugia@mepa.org.mt

12 Gabrielle Galea Malta Maritime Authority (MMA),Ports 
Directorat, Marine Department

Maritime Trade Centre, Xatt l-
Ghassara ta' l-Gheneb +356 2122 2203 gabrielle.galea@mma.gov.mt

13 James Louis Grech Armed Forces of Malta Maritime Squadron Maritime Sqadron, Haywharf, Floriana +356 9948 9039 james.l.grech@gov.mt

14 André Fenech Malta Chamber of Commerce and 
Enterprise

Exchange Buildings, Republic Street, 
Valletta 1117 +356 21 233 873 af@chamber.org.mt

15 Aldo Mifsud Customs Exchange Buildings, Republic Street, 
Valletta 1117 +356 256 85 142 aldo.mifsud@gov.mt

Enterprises

16 Francis Micallef Specto Limited 17 Triq il-Karmnu,Birkirkara +356 9947 7295 operations@eco-sinergia.com
Fmicallef@specto.com.mt

1 Charlot Caruana Medichem Manufacturing Malta Ltd HF61 Hal-Far Industrial Estate Hal-Far 
BBG3000 +356 2229 9000 ccaruana@medichem.com.mt

mailto:helmut.maurer@ec.europa.eu
mailto:kevin.mercieca@mepa.org.mt
mailto:kevin.sciberras@mepa.org.mt
mailto:franck.lauwers@mepa.org.mt
mailto:mark.oneill@mepa.org.mt
mailto:alfred.sharples@mepa.org.mt
mailto:vincent.gauci@mepa.org.mt
mailto:louis.vella@mepa.org.mt
mailto:pauline.farrugia@mepa.org.mt
mailto:elysia.bugeja@mepa.org.mt
mailto:klaus.farrugia@mepa.org.mt
mailto:gabrielle.galea@mma.gov.mt
mailto:james.l.grech@gov.mt
mailto:af@chamber.org.mt
mailto:aldo.mifsud@gov.mt
mailto:operations@eco-sinergia.com
mailto:Fmicallef@specto.com.mt
mailto:ccaruana@medichem.com.mt
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Name Institution Address Phone E-mail

18 Mary Gaerty Green Skip Services Limited Administration Building
Ta' L-Imriekeb Maghtab NXR 08 +356 2142 2010 mgaerty@kemmunet.net.mt

19 Waste Recycling Centre Ltd Industrial Area, Malta terra@terrestrian.eu

20 Henrietta Putzulu Caruana WasteServ Malta Limited Phoenix Building, Old Railway Track, 
Santa Venera HMR 16 +356 2385 8120 hdebono@wasteservmalta.com

21 Daniela Grech WasteServ Malta Limited Phoenix Building, Old Railway Track, 
Santa Venera HMR 16 +356 2385 8120 dgrech@wasteservmalta.com

22 Danie Bows WasteServ Malta Limited Phoenix Building, Old Railway Track, 
Santa Venera HMR 16 +356 2385 8120 dbowes@wasteservmalta.com

23 Joseph Urpani Borani Scrap Metals 7, Valletta Road, Marsa +356 9949 9012 urpani@maltanet.net

24 Disma Attard DDE Attard Limited Scrap lane, Valletta Road, Luqa +356 2166 7857 ddeatard@maltanet.net

25 DDE Attard Limited Scrap lane, Valletta Road, Luqa +356 2166 7857 ddeatard@maltanet.net

26 Joseph Ciappara J.C Services Limited 10, Triq il- Hawh, Naxxar NXR 05, +356 2143 6329 jcservices@onvol.net

27 Charles Brincat C&V Polymers Limited A 28E Industrial Estate, Marsa +356 9982 6093 c.brincat@melita.net

28 S. Ikheteah IS Recycling and Co. Limited 6, Blue Water Lodge, Ras Il-Qawra 
Street, Qawra +356 9940 4468 ikhi1@yahoo.com

29 Darren Zammit Tabone Hompesch Processing Co. Ltd. Hompesch', Dejma Rd., Fgura PLA 13 +356 2169 2114 n.a

30 Lawrence Attard E.L.A. Limited 31, Wied Ghammieq Road., Kalkara, 
Malta +356 2189 6023 n.a

31 E.L.A. Limited 31, Wied Ghammieq Road., Kalkara, 
Malta +356 2189 6023 n.a

32 Michael Attard IMA Engineering Services Ltd KW 19-O Corradino Industrial Estate, 
Paola Malta +356 820986 imaeng@waldonet.net.mt

33 Gouder Mavrie Heprsch Proerssing Co Ldt Dejma Road, Frura Plaid, Malta +356 2169 2113 ricegoud@yahoo.com@waldonet.net.mt

mailto:mgaerty@kemmunet.net.mt
mailto:terra@terrestrian.eu
mailto:hdebono@wasteservmalta.com
mailto:dgrech@wasteservmalta.com
mailto:dbowes@wasteservmalta.com
mailto:urpani@maltanet.net
mailto:ddeatard@maltanet.net
mailto:ddeatard@maltanet.net
mailto:jcservices@onvol.net
mailto:c.brincat@melita.net
mailto:ikhi1@yahoo.com
mailto:imaeng@waldonet.net.mt
mailto:ricegoud@yahoo.com@waldonet.net.mt
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7 Annex II: Agenda for the events

7.1 Agenda Germany / Hamburg // 12.01.2007

Thursday, 12 January

9:30 Ankunft der Teilnehmer

10:00 Dr. Reinhard Joas (BiPRO GmbH, München)
Begrüßung der Teilnehmer und Vorstellung des EU Projekts

I. GRUNDLAGEN UND REFORM DER REGELUNGEN ZUR ABFALLVERBRINGUNG
10:10 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH, München)

Das Europäische Abfallverbringungsrecht – Einführung, Hintergründe, Probleme

10:30 Dr. Thomas Ormond (EU Kommission, DG Umwelt, Brüssel)
Die Umsetzung der Abfallverbringungsverordnung – Ansätze und Erfahrungen

10:50 Peter Wessman (EU Kommission, DG Umwelt, Brüssel)
Neue Regelungen der Abfallverbringung und ihre Konsequenzen für die Umsetzung – Eine Sicht der 

Europäischen Kommission (in Englisch)

11:10 Tilman Baehr (BSU, Hamburg)
Handhabung der Abfallverbringung in Deutschland – 10 Jahre Vollzugserfahrungen in Hamburg

11:30 Harald Junker (UBA Dessau, Anlaufstelle Basler Übereinkommen, IMPEL/TFS-Mitglied)
Illegale Abfallverbringung in Deutschland – Statistische Zahlen und Entwicklung

11:50 Klaus Willke (BSU, Hamburg)
EU weite Zusammenarbeit zur Vermeidung illegaler Abfalltransporte (IMPEL TFS Cluster) – Erkenntnisse 

aus dem IMPEL Seehafenprojekt II

12:30 Mittagessen
II. INFORMATIONEN UND ERFAHRUNGSAUSTAUSCH ÜBER SPEZIFISCHE ASPEKTE DER 

ABFALLVERBRINGUNG
13:30 Insa Nanninga (EU-Knotenstelle für Grenzüberschreitende Abfallverbringung, Bremen)

Abgrenzungsprobleme bei der Einstufung von Altfahrzeugen und Kfz-Teilen beim Voll-zug der EG-

Abfallverbringungsverordnung

13:45 Jan Hass (Wasserschutzpolizei, Fachdienststelle Umweltdelikte, Hamburg)
Kontrollen abfallverdächtiger Exporte im Hamburger Hafen – Abgrenzungsprobleme im Bereich 

Verschiffung von Altfahrzeugen und gebrauchten elektronischen Geräten

14:00 Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO GmbH, München)
Änderungen beim Notifizierungsverfahren grün gelisteter Abfälle

III. IMPLEMENTIERUNG DES ABFALLVERBRINGUNGSRECHTES – STRUKTUREN UND SCHWIERIGKEITEN 
IN DER PRAKTISCHEN UMSETZUNG

14:15 Andrea Kürbs (BMF, Generalreferat Zollrecht, Bonn)
Zuständigkeiten des Zolls bei der Abfallverbringung sowie auftretende Probleme

14:30 Detlef Schwärzel (Regierungspräsidium Darmstadt)
Probleme bei Grenz- und Zollkontrollen

14:45 Fragen- und Diskussionsrunde (Moderation Dr. Reinhard Joas, BiPRO GmbH)
§Strategie über effektiven Einsatz von Kontrollkapazitäten
§Beispiele für eine gelungene Umsetzung auf Vollzugsebene
§Problematische Abfallströme
§Voraussichtliche Probleme bei der Umsetzung der neuen Abfallverbringungsverordnung und 

Lösungsansätze
§Wünsche bzw. Forderungen der Beteiligten auf der Basis bestehender Erfahrungen

Ende gegen 16:30 Uhr
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7.2 Agenda Spain / Algeciras // 24.-25.01.2007

Wednesday, 24 January

15:00 Llegada de los participantes
Arrival of the participants

15:30 David Faubel (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Bienvenida y presentación del proyecto de la UE
Opening and presentation of the EU project

I. LEGISLACIÓN RELATIVA A LOS TRASLADOS DE RESIDUOS Y SU PUESTA EN PRÁCTICA

15:45 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Introduction to the European waste shipment legislation (en inglés)

16:10 Peter Wessman (Comisión Europea, DG Medio Ambiente, Bruselas)
Enforcement of waste shipment legislation from the European perspective
(en inglés)

16:35 Fermin Martínez de Hurtado Gil (Ministerio de Medio Ambiente, Madrid)
Marco legislativo español
Spanish legislative framework

16:55 Antonio José López Fernández (Consejería de Medio Ambiente, Sevilla)
Novedades del Reglamento (CE) n° 1013/2006 en relación con el Reglamento (CEE) n° 
259/93 de traslado de residuos; situación actual en Andalucía
Changes of the new waste shipment Regulation (EC) No 1013/2006 compared to the 

Regulation (EEC) No 259/93; current situation in Andalusia

17:30 Preguntas / Questions

18:00 Descanso / Break

II. EXPERIENCIAS CON LA APLICACIÓN DEL REGLAMENTO (CEE) N° 259/93

18:15 Antonio Rodríguez Mendiola (Befesa Gestión de Residuos Industriales S.L., Madrid)
Experiencias en la elaboración de expedientes transfronterizos
Experiences in the preparation of transfrontier shipments dossiers

18:40 Rafael de Gabriel García (ámbito, Córdoba)
Traslados transfronterizos de residuos: dificultades operativas
Transfrontier waste shipment:

operative difficulties

19:10 Maria José Nuñez Ariño (AIDIMA – Instituto Tecnológico del Mueble, Madera, Embalaje y 
Afines, Valencia)
Problema de la interoperabilidad en el entorno de gestión de residuos peligrosos a nivel 
transfronterizo; presentación del proyecto SEEMSEED
Problems with interoperability in the context of transfrontier hazardous waste management; 

presentation of the SEEMSEED project

19:30
-

20:00

Coloquio / Discussion

à Otras experiencias con la aplicación de la legislación relativa a los traslados de residuos
à Problemas que se esperan de la aplicación del nuevo reglamento (CE) n° 1013/2006
à Recomendaciones/sugerencias para una puesta en práctica efectiva de la legislación
à Expectativas de los distintos sectores respecto al funcionamiento de los controles y los 
procedimientos de notificación de traslados de residuos
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Thursday, 25 January

III. TRASLADOS TRANSFRONTERIZOS DE RESIDUOS POR PUERTOS

9:30 Nancy Isarin (IMPEL-TFS Secretariat, Olhão, P)
Enforcement of waste shipments: A global challenge (en inglés)

10:00 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Present experiences with the enforcement of EC legislation on shipments of waste; findings 
from the event in Hamburg (en inglés)

10:30 Gabriel Chifflier (Afvasltoffen Terminal Moerdijk, B.V.)
Transporte de residuos peligrosos y regulación 259/93. Diferencias de interpretación entre 
diferentes autoridades Europeas
Transport of hazardous waste and Regulation 259/93. Differences of interpretation between 

different European authorities

11:00 Preguntas y discusión / Questions & discussion

11:30 Descanso / Break

11:45 Antonio Varela (Colegio de Agentes y Comisionistas de Aduanas de Algeciras)
Visita guiada al Puesto de Inspección Fronteriza; Iniciativa de Seguridad de Contenedores; 
Iniciativa Megaports
Excursion to the Frontier Checkpoint; Megaports and Container Security Initiatives

14:00 Comida / Lunch

IV. TIPOS DE RESIDUOS PROBLEMÁTICOS

15:00 Leticia Baselga (Ecologistas en Acción, Sevilla)
Consecuencias ambientales y sociales del traslado transfronterizo de residuos peligrosos
Environmental and social consequences of transfrontier shipment of hazardous waste

15:25 David Faubel (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Dificultades en la clasificación de residuos 
Difficulties with waste classification

16:00 Coloquio / Discussion

à Experiencias con tipos concretos de residuos
à Conclusiones generales sobre el evento
à Posibilidades de difundir los resultados de este evento a nivel nacional entre las 
autoridades y empresas interesadas

16:45 Descanso / Break

17:00 Coloquio interno para autoridades competentes
Internal discussion for competent authorities

à Estructuras y procedimientos de inspección existentes que podrían servir de ejemplo y 
orientación para las inspecciones de traslados de residuos
à Reparto de responsabilidades relacionadas con la vigilancia de traslados de residuos
à Medios y equipamiento técnico de los organismos encargados de la inspección de 
traslados de residuos

18:00 Fin del evento / End of the event
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7.3 Agenda Estonia / Tallinn // 15.-16.02.2007

Thursday, 15 February 2007

from 
10:00

Registration, Come together, including Coffee

Chairperson: Anke Joas (BiPRO) / Tarmo Lindemann (MoE Estonia)
10:30 Harry Liiv (MoE, Head of the Waste Department, Tallinn)

Welcome Address 

10:35 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Opening of the Workshop

10:40 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Presentation of the Project

I. RELEVANT LEGISLATION, STATUS QUO AND UPCOMING CHANGES
10:45 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)

Introduction to the European Waste Shipment Legislation

11:15 Tarmo Lindemann (MoE, Waste Department, Tallinn)
The notification procedure

11:45 Toomas Liidja (Environmental Inspectorate) 
The Estonian Environmental Inspectorate as Enforcement Authority

12:15 Questions and Discussion
12:45 LUNCH BREAK
14:00 John Burns (Environment Agency for England and Wales, IMPEL TFS Network)

IMPEL TFS – Enforcement of Waste Shipments – a Global Challenge

14:30 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich) Experiences from the Previous Project Events in 

Hamburg (DE) and Algeciras (ES)

15:00 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH, Munich) 
Difficulties in classification of wastes for shipment

15:30 Questions and Discussion
16:00 COFFEE BREAK
16:15 Peeter Kõve (Estonian Tax and Customs Board)

Controls and inspections of waste transport in the port of Tallinn by the custom service

16:45 Jaan Tomingas (Port Authority 
Tallinn)
Organisation and Management of Goods and Products Transported via the Port of Tallinn

17:00 Peter Wessman (European Commission, DG Environment)
Requirements of the New EC Waste Shipment Regulation

17:45 END OF DAY ONE

Friday, 16 February 2007

II. EXCURSION
9:00 Excursion to the Port of Tallinn – Visit of Check Points of the Estonian Tax and Custom 

Office
12:00 LUNCH BREAK

III. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
Chairperson: Anke Joas, Nicole Seyring (BiPRO)

13:30 Discussion, Closing Session
15:00 END OF THE WORKSHOP
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7.4 Agenda Poland / Gdansk // 01.-02.03.2007

Thursday, 1 March 2007

10:00 Registration, Come together, including Coffee (Conference Room – 27)

Chairpersons: Anke Joas (BiPRO) / Chief Environmental Inspectorate

10:30 Wlodzimierz Garczynski (Chief Inspectorate for Environmental Protection, Warsaw)
Welcoming of participants and introduction of the EU Project 

10:35 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Opening of the Workshop

10:40 Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Introduction to the EU project on shipment of waste

I. RELEVANT LEGISLATION AND STATUS QUO

10:45 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Introduction to the European Waste Shipment Legislation

11:30 Thomas Ormond (European Commission, DG Environment)
The new EC waste shipment regulation and the consequences for enforcement - A view of 

the European Commission

12:00 Wlodzimierz Garczynski (Chief Inspectorate for Environmental protection, Warsaw)
Transfrontier shipments of waste in Poland - National legislation and collaboration with 

enforcement partners

12:30 Questions and Discussions

13:00 LUNCH BREAK

II. SPECIFIC PROBLEMS AND EXCHANGE OF EXPERIENCES

Chairpersons: Anke Joas (BiPRO) / Chief Environmental Inspectorate

14:30 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich) 
Experiences from previous events in other Member States

15:00 Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO GmbH, Munich) 
Difficulties in classification of wastes for shipment

15:20 Magda Gosk (Chief Environmental Inspectorate, Warsaw)
Enforcement of waste shipments: A global challenge-IMPEL-TFS in Poland

15:50 COFFEE BREAK

16:05 Piotr Trybuszewski (Inspectorate for Environmental Protection, Gdansk)
Two cases of illegal waste shipments in the port of Gdańsk from the point of action taken by 

the Inspectorate

16:25 Agnieszka Lipniacka-Piaskowska (Inspectorate for Environmental Protection, Szczecin)
Undertaking inspections in Polish seaports

17:00 Andrzej Brocki ( voivodeship Police HQ in Gdansk, Economic Crime Unit)
Characterization of illegal waste shipments and penalties for infringement of the Regulation

17:25 Questions and Discussions

18:00 END OF DAY ONE
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Friday, 2 March 2007

III. EXCURSION
8:30 Excursion to the Port of Gdynia – Visiting check points of the Polish Tax and Custom Office

III. CLOSING SESSION (Meeting room in the port of Gdynia)
Chairpersons: Anke Joas, Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO)
12:30 Discussions, Closing Session
14:00 END OF THE WORKSHOP
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7.5 Agenda United Kingdom / London // 01.-02.03.2007

Monday, 5 March 2007

from 
11:00

Registration, Come together, including Coffee

Chairpersons: Nicole Seyring, Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO)

11:20 Andy Howarth (Head of Hazardous Waste Unit, Waste Management division,Defra) 
Address

11:45 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH)
Opening of the Workshop and Introduction to the EU project on shipment of waste

I. OPEN SESSION: RELEVANT LEGISLATION, STATUS QUO AND UPCOMING CHANGES

12:00 Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO GmbH)
Introduction to the European Waste Shipment Legislation

12:45 Peter Wessman (European Commission, DG Environment)
The new EC waste shipment Regulation and the consequences for enforcement - A view of 

the European Commission

13:15 Questions and Discussion
13:30 LUNCH BREAK
14:30 John Burns (Environment Agency for England and Wales, IMPEL TFS Network)

Tackling international waste crime - Working with others

15:00 David Faubel (BiPRO GmbH)
Experiences from the other project events

15:30 Matthew Williamson (Environment Agency for England and Wales, IMPEL TFS Network) 
Promoting compliance through efficient Notification Assessment

16:00 COFFEE BREAK
16:15 Questions and Discussion
17:15 END OF OPEN SESSION

Tuesday, 6 March 2007

II. CLOSED SESSION: COLLABORATION
Chairpersons: Nicole Seyring, Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO)

9:00 Opening of 2nd day
9:05 Pat Fenton (Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government, Rep. of 

Ireland)
Joint Enforcement Actions - How the IE and UK authorities are dealing with illegal waste 

shipments

09:30 Allison Townley (Environment and Heritage Service (EHS) Northern Ireland)
Repatriation of waste (video presentation)

10:00 COFFEE BREAK
10:15 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH)

Difficulties in classification of wastes for shipment

10:40 David Bradley (Environment Agency for England and Wales)
Communicating the Change

11:00 Questions and Discussions, Closing session
12:30 END OF THE WORKSHOP
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7.6 Agenda Belgium / Mechelen // 12.03.2007

Monday, 12 March 2007

from 
10:00

Registration, Come together, including Coffee

Chairpersons: Anke Joas, Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO)

10:30 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH)
Welcoming of participants

10:35 Rudy Meeus (OVAM, Head of Waste Department)
Opening of the Workshop

10:40 Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO GmbH)
Introduction to the EU project on shipment of waste

10:45 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH)
Introduction to the European Waste Shipment Legislation

11:30 Peter Wessman (European Commission, DG Environment)
The new EC waste shipment regulation and the consequences for enforcement - A view of 

the European Commission

12:00 Els de Picker (OVAM)
The new Waste Shipment Regulation – Implementation in Belgium

13:00 Questions and Discussions

13:30 LUNCH BREAK

14:30 Catherine van Nieuwenhove (IBGE-BIM)
Judicial and administrative enforcement procedures applied in the Brussels Capital Region 

for infringements on the regulation 259/93/EEC

14:50 Frans Geysels (Federal Police)
The “Waste” project of the Belgian (federal) police

15:15 Questions and Discussion

16:00 COFFEE BREAK

16:15 Ferdinand Zotz (BiPRO GmbH) 
Difficulties in classification of wastes for shipment

16:35 Anke Joas (BiPRO GmbH, Munich) Experiences from the previous project events

17:00 Discussions and conclusions, Closing Session

17:45 END OF THE WORKSHOP
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7.7 Agenda Greece / Athens // 23.-24.04.2007

Monday, 23 April 2007

from 
10:00

Registration, Come together, including Coffee (Conference Room at Technical Chamber of 
Greece)

Chairpersons: Nicole Seyring (BiPRO), 
Dr. Konstantinos Aravossis (ARVIS SA)

10:30 Address and Welcoming by:

Dr. Konstantinos Aravossis (ARVIS SA)

10:50 Nicole Seyring / Elisabeth Müller (BiPRO GmbH)
Opening of the Workshop and Introduction to the EU Project on Shipment of Waste

I. RELEVANT LEGISLATION, STATUS QUO AND UPCOMING CHANGES

11:00 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH)
Introduction to the European Waste Shipment Legislation

11:30 Michail Papadoyannakis (European Commission, DG Environment)
The New EC Waste Shipment Regulation and the Consequences for Implementation and

Enforcement - A View of the European Commission

12:00 Dr. Adamandios Skordilis, Maria Bandi (Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning and 
Public Works)
Transboundary Movement of Alternative Management Waste Streams (Packaging Wastes, 

Batteries, Accumulators, Waste Oils, WEEEs, ELVs, Used Tyres)

12:30 Questions and Discussion

13:00 COFFEE BREAK / LUNCH

14:00 Alexandra Karpodini, Georgia Matzava, Foteini Boura (Ministry of the Environment, 
Physical Planning and Public Works))
Greek Legislative Framework for Waste Shipments

14:25 Chrissanthi Kontogiorgi, Piraeus Port Authority SA 
Transfrontier Waste Shipment through the Port of Piraeus

14:50 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH)
Difficulties in Classification of Wastes for Shipment

15:15 Elisabeth Müller (BiPRO GmbH)
Experiences from the other Project Events

15:40 Questions and Discussion

16:30 END OF FIRST DAY

Tuesday, 24

th

 April 2007

II. EXCURSION
9:30 Excursion to the Port of Piraeus together with Piraeus Port Authority SA
III. CLOSING SESSION 
(Conference Room at Piraeus port Authority SA)
Chairpersons: Nicole Seyring (BiPRO), 
Dr. Konstantinos Aravossis (ARVIS SA)
12:15 Questions and Final Discussions, Closing Session
13:00 END OF THE WORKSHOP
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7.8 Agenda Malta / La Valetta // 08.05.2007

Tuesday, 8 May 2007

9:00 Registration, Come together

Panel: Kevin Mercieca (MEPA); Vincent Gauci (MEPA), Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH)

9:30 Opening of Workshop by MEPA Representative

9:40 Nicole Seyring / Elisabeth Müller (BiPRO GmbH, Munich)
Welcoming of Participants and Introduction of the EU Project

I. RELEVANT LEGISLATION AND STATUS QUO

9:50 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH)
Introduction to the European Waste Shipment Legislation

10:20 Helmut Maurer (EU Commission, DG Environment, Brussels) 
The New EC Waste Shipment Regulation and the Consequences for Enforcement - A View 

of the European Commission

10:50 COFFEE BREAK

11:10 Vincent Gauci (Malta Environment and Planning Authority)
Brief Introduction

11:20 Alfred Sharples (Malta Environment and Planning Authority)
Processing of Notification Form for the Transfrontier Shipment of Waste

11:45 Mark O`Neill (Malta Environment and Planning Authority)
Processing of Movement Tracking Forms.

12:00 Questions and Discussions

12:30 LUNCH BREAK

II. SPECIFIC PROBLEMS AND EXCHANGE OF EXPERIENCES

13:30 Francis Micallef (Specto Limited)
Export of Hazardous Waste from Malta : A Notifier’s Perspective of Logistical and 

Regulatory Issues

14:00 Henrietta Putzulu Caruana (WasteServ Malta Limited) 
Hazardous Waste Export: The Experience of WasteServ Malta Limited

14:30 Nicole Seyring (BiPRO GmbH) 
Difficulties in Classification of Wastes for Shipment

15:00 COFFEE BREAK

15:20 Elisabeth Müller (BiPRO GmbH) Experiences from the Previous Project Events

15:30 Discussions and Conclusions, Closing Session

17:00 END OF THE WORKSHOP
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8 Annex III: Summary of project homepage 

The project homepage www.bipro.de/waste-events/ includes the relevant material and 
background information for supporting the workshops.

In particular the homepage has the following objectives:

(1) Announcing the events for a wider circle of participants

(2) Providing a platform for the preparation of the event (providing background 
information, downloads of European and national legislation, links)

(3) Providing the material for a specific event (location, participant lists, agenda of 
workshop, travel information, contacts, etc.)

(4) Post-processing the events (Download of all presentation and further documents 
mentioned during the event, participants lists including addresses, minutes)

After an entrance portal for both projects (shipment and landfill) the homepage is divided into 
the following sections:

(1) Events (specific homepage for each country covered by the project)

(2) Background / Objectives (containing the scope of the project)

(3) EU legislation/Legal cases (downloads and short explanation of relevant 
European legislation) 

(4) Data/Download (containing e.g. information on current IMPEL project)

(5) Links (linking to relevant European and International institutions)

Figure 8-1 show the first page of the shipment homepage with the described sections. 

Figure 8-1: Capture of Shipment Homepage (Entrance page)

http://www.bipro.de/waste-events/

