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EUROPEAN COMMISSION 
DIRECTORATE-GENERAL 
ENVIRONMENT 
Directorate A - Green Economy 
ENV.A.2 - Waste Management & Recycling 
 

Brussels,  
ENV/GK/PW 

MEETING OF THE EU WASTE SHIPMENT CORRESPONDENTS 

REGULATION (EC) NO 1013/2006 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE 

COUNCIL ON SHIPMENTS OF WASTE  

REPORT FROM MEETING HELD ON 27 JUNE 2013 
  

 

Correspondents present: 
 

Austria (Ministry of 

Environment) 

Belgium 

(Environmental 

Protection Agency) 

Bulgaria(Ministry of 

Environment) 

Croatia (Ministry of 

Environment) 

Czech Republic 

(Ministry of 

Environment) 

Denmark 

(Environmental 

Protection Agency) 

Estonia (Ministry of 

Environment) 

Finland (Finnish 

Environment 

Institute) 

France 

(Ministry of 

Environment) 

Germany (Ministry 

of Environment) 

Greece (Ministry of 

Environment) 

Italy (Ministry of 

Environment) 

Ireland (Department 

of the Environment) 

Lithuania 

(Environment 

Agency) 

Luxembourg 

(Environment 

Agency) 

Malta (Environment 

Authority) 

The Netherlands 

(Ministry of 

Environment) 

Poland (Inspectorate 

for Environmental 

Protection) 

Portugal 

(Environmental 

Protection Agency) 

Slovakia (Ministry 

of Environment) 

Slovenia 

(Environmental 

Agency) 

Spain (Ministry of 

Environment) 

Sweden 

(Environmental 

Protection Agency) 

United Kingdom 

(Environment 

Agency) 

Other participants: 

One EEA country (Norway) and invited stakeholders (EEB, EFR, EUROMETREC, 

FEAD, FNADE, Shipbreaking platform), as well as a representative from the company 

TRASYS were present at least for part of the meeting. 

European Commission: 

DG Environment: George Kiayias (chair), Peter Wessman (co-chair), Gunther Wolff (on 

item 7) 
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1. ADOPTION POINTS 

The agenda for the meeting was adopted with a modification to include stakeholders in 

the discussion of item 5 on the state of play regarding the proposal for waste shipment 

inspections. 

2. AMENDMENTS TO THE ANNEXES OF THE WASTE SHIPMENT REGULATION 

The Commission indicated that the necessary amendments of the annexes to the WSR 

following the adoption of decision BC-11/6 of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of 

the Parties to the Basel Convention to extend Annex IX of the Convention with the new 

entries B3026 and B3027 will need to be initiated at an appropriate time following the 

official communication by the Depositary of the Convention. It should be ensured that 

the procedure for finalising the amendments of the annexes to the WSR does not apply 

prior to the entry into force of the amendment of Annex IX, which is six months from the 

date of circulation of the communication by the Depositary. 

Other amendments to the annexes of the WSR, which are currently of lesser priority to 

the Commission and of which the planning will be set as soon as it is considered 

appropriate, include an adaptation of the units in Annex IX and the correction to the 

description of a number of Basel codes in the French and the English languages. These 

are official corrections communicated by the Convention. Unlike the case for the 

corrections of codes in the French language, the corrections of codes in the English 

language, which is the original language of the WSR, would require to check the 

correctness of the corresponding codes in all other language versions as well. One 

Member State suggested that the corrections of the Basel codes that were already made in 

2008 should be included in the procedure to include the entries B3026 and B3027 in 

Annex IX. 

3. FEASIBILITY STUDY ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF AN EDI FOR WASTE SHIPMENTS 

The Commission informed that the study to explore the feasibility of establishing an 

electronic data interchange (EDI) for waste shipment was launched and the contract was 

awarded to the STRATIQO consortium. This consortium is led by the firm TRASYS 

which is commissioned to perform this study. 

A representative from TRASYS presented the objectives and the planning of the study 

which will be finalised by June 2014. The options considered by TRASYS will take into 

account the issue of cost; however the study will not examine the sources of financing the 

establishment of an EDI. 

TRASYS indicated the importance of cooperation with contact points from Member 

State authorities and other stakeholders who are in the position to provide relevant 

information when requested to do so. The correspondents were reminded to inform the 

Commission by 2 July 2013 of such contact details in case they have not already done so. 
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4. CLARIFICATION ON THE SCOPE OF THE ANIMAL BY-PRODUCTS REGULATION 

The Commission presented the opinion, as clarified among Commission services, 

regarding the animal by-products (ABPs) that fall under the scope of the WSR and are 

not subject to the approval requirements of Regulation (EC) 1069/2009 on ABPs. 

Regarding the export from, import into and transit through the EU of ABPs from 

Categories 1, 2 and 3, or any derived products from these categories, the WSR applies if 

these are mixed or contaminated with any waste listed as hazardous in Decision 

2000/532/EC. 

As regards shipments within the EU, the WSR applies for the following types if they 

have been mixed or contaminated with any waste listed as hazardous in Decision 

2000/532/EC: 

 Material from Categories 1 and 2 

 Meat-and-bone meal and animal fat derived from material from Categories 1 and 2 

 Processed animal protein derived from Category 3 material  

It was also noted that while ABPs including processed products which are destined for 

incineration, landfilling or use in a biogas or composting plant are covered by Directive 

2008/98/EC on waste, their transboundary shipments is subject to the approval 

requirements of the ABP Regulation through the implementing Commission Regulation 

(EU) 142/2011, and therefore they do not fall under the scope of the WSR. 

The Correspondents were invited to send to the Commission further questions, in case 

more clarification is needed. 

5. LEGISLATIVE PROPOSAL FOR WASTE SHIPMENT INSPECTIONS 

The Commission informed on the current state of play regarding the legislative proposal 

to strengthen the inspections on shipments of waste. The proposal which aims to provide 

a level-playing field for the controls on waste shipments across the EU is expected for 

adoption before the summer holidays. This proposal involves an amendment of 

Article 50 of the WSR and consists of two parts; one regarding the establishment of an 

inspection planning incorporating the criteria identified by IMPEL-TFS (e.g. risk 

assessment), and another which is more linked to the execution of the inspections 

whereby, in cases of suspected illegality, the burden-of-proof is reversed from the 

competent authorities to those potentially in charge of an illegal shipment. The suspected 

illegality can relate to whether the substance or object is "waste" or not, or to whether or 

not the waste is destined to an ESM facility. 

Upon adoption by the College, the proposal will be published together with its impact 

assessment. 

*** end of session including participation of stakeholders *** 
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6. WASTE SHIPMENT CORRESPONDENTS' GUIDELINES 

The Correspondents agreed that for the adoption of new guidelines or of revised existing 

guidelines, comments for consideration can be sought from stakeholders only at the final 

stage of the guidelines, when the draft text has already been agreed among the 

Correspondents. However, in the course of drafting, the Correspondents may seek, if they 

wish, the comments and feedback from their national stakeholders in order to help 

establish their own position. 

6.1. Review of Correspondents' Guidelines No. 1 on Shipments of WEEE 

Austria presented a draft for a revision of Correspondents' Guidelines No. 1 that includes 

inter alia elements from the new Directive 2012/19/EU on WEEE. The revised draft 

includes a definition for "minor repair", which some Member States seem rather sceptical 

to accept as this is not included in this Directive. 

The Correspondents agreed that the timing for the revision of these guidelines is rather 

premature not only because it should benefit from the experience of the Member States 

following the transposition of the WEEE Directive (due by February 2014) but it should 

also take into account the developments at Basel level as regards the technical guidelines 

on e-waste. These technical guidelines will be a subject of discussion at the ninth session 

of the open-ended working group of the Basel Convention (OEWG9) scheduled for 

September 2014 and also at the twelfth Conference of the Parties to the Convention 

(COP12) scheduled for May 2015. 

Thus, for the time being any further work for a revision of the Correspondents' 

Guidelines No. 1 on WEEE will be put on hold. 

6.2. Proposed Draft Correspondents' Guidelines on Financial Guarantees 

The Correspondents were divided as to whether there is any need to proceed with 

guidelines on financial guarantees however the majority of Correspondents expressed the 

discomfort of having guidelines that mainly list examples of how the financial guarantee 

may be calculated. Most Member States prefer to keep their own approach as to how this 

guarantee should be calculated and consider it confusing to have guidelines that do not 

streamline the calculation across the EU. After correspondents proposed to delete most of 

the paragraphs of the draft, the following was agreed:  

 The Commission will produce an information document listing the way the financial 

guarantee and equivalent insurance, if applicable, is calculated in each Member State. 

This document will provide a background for the calculation and any relevant link, if 

available to a national website that provides this information. The document will be a 

collection of information that Member States will provide to the Commission 

preferably in the English language. The deadline for Member States to provide this 

information is 15/9/2013. 

 The Commission will seek clarification from the Commission services on a single 

issue of the proposed draft that Member States kept an interest in. This issue regards 

paragraph 23 of the draft text which involves a clarification of Article 6, paragraph 6 

of the WSR. On this matter, a clarification is needed as to who should establish and 

who should approve a new financial guarantee when the provision of Article 6, 

paragraph 6 applies. The Correspondents were requested to provide to the 

Commission any comments (including their own understanding of paragraph 6) or 
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further questions they might have with regard to this clarification by 31/7/2013. Once 

the Commission's services have established their opinion on this issue, this will be 

circulated to the correspondents for comments before it can be incorporated in the 

existing FAQ document on waste shipments. 

 

6.3. Proposed Draft Guidelines on Annex VII (Article 18) including discussion on 

the shipment of empty cartridges for refill using the postal services 

The correspondents commented on the draft text and suggested a number of deletions in 

section 2.  

A main point in the discussion was the role of the postal services as this appears in 

paragraph 6 of the draft text. The correspondents agreed that in principle these are not 

waste collectors unless they have a licence to operate as such. For the case of return of 

empty cartridges for refill to a facility in individual envelopes, while some Member 

States stressed that postal services can never be seen as waste collectors, others argued 

that these could be seen as such: 

 if the empty cartridges which are destined for refill are considered to be waste, and 

 if the postal services have a licence to operate as a waste collector, and 

 if the envelopes are specifically addressed to a particular postal service which has 

accepted the task to collect and consolidate the envelopes. Only upon arrival at this 

address the individual envelopes are considered to be consolidated and from there on 

the WSR will apply. Before arriving at this specific address the envelopes are 

considered as individual shipments.  

The correspondents agreed that the reference to the postal services in the draft text would 

raise confusion and agreed to delete the relevant text from paragraph 6 that refers to this 

issue. 

As regards a template for a contract according to Article 18 of the WSR, this was 

considered to be element but still subject to further revision. 

The Commission invited Member States to contribute to the text and send their 

comments to the Commission (in tracked changes to the latest version) by 30/9/2013. 

7. UPDATE ON THE COMMISSION REGULATION AMENDING REGULATION (EC) NO 

850/2004 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL ON PERSISTENT 

ORGANIC POLLUTANTS AS REGARDS ANNEXES IV AND V 

The Commission presented an update on the POPs Regulation and the proposed 

amending Regulation which aims to define limit values for some newly listed POPs. It 

was indicated that in the absence of EU limit values, Member States can define or apply 

their own limit values. Limit values define the threshold above which wastes are 

considered POP wastes and the obligations under Art. 7 of the POP Regulation apply. 

POP wastes means that the POP content must be destroyed or irreversibly transformed in 

a way that they do not display any POP characteristics (in practice this often means an 

incineration of these wastes). In certain cases, such as oil waste containing PCBs, the 

Commission indicated that if the limit value is exceeded, it may be acceptable to 

decontaminate these wastes bringing the POP concentration below the limit value. 
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POP-containing wastes do not necessarily mean that they are hazardous. Except for the 

case of pesticides, PCBs and PCTs, Member States can decide on their own as to which 

POP-containing wastes are to be considered as hazardous based on the hazardous 

properties shown in Annex III to Directive 2008/98/EC on waste. 

The new Commission proposal will take into account the comments received by Member 

States on this issue. A meeting of the waste Committee shall be convened for a vote. 

One member state asked the Commission to consult internally the legal question whether, 

after the entry into force of the POP Regulation, the reuse of used EEE, which contains 

POPs (e.g. PBDE) would still be possible or whether special provisions for reuse would 

have to be introduced in the POP Regulation. 

8. CASE OF AN INTERPRETATION OF THE DEFINITION OF GREEN LISTED WASTE 

Denmark presented the case of two district rulings regarding the classification of waste 

that was claimed to be 'green'-listed but regarded to be unlisted, mixed wastes by the 

Danish authorities. 

In defining what is 'green'-listed waste, the Commission alluded to the Appendix 6 of 

OECD Decision C(2001)107/final where both the properties and the management of the 

waste are to be taken into account. 

The presentation held by Denmark was circulated to all Correspondents. 

9. DEFINITION OF ILLEGAL SHIPMENTS TO 'GREEN'-LISTED WASTES 

Poland presented the problematic surrounding the illegal shipment of wastes that are 

subject to the provisions of Article 18 and the difficulties regarding repatriation of such 

waste. Some Member States argued that in the case of illegal shipments of 'green'-listed 

wastes, treatment is often performed on their own territory and no repatriation is 

required. 

The presentation held by Poland was circulated to all Correspondents. 

10. CLASSIFICATION OF CRUSHED CERAMIC CORE OF CATALYTIC CONVERTER: 

B1120/B1130 OR UNLISTED WASTE? 

Poland requested the viewpoints of the correspondents for the classification of the 

crushed ceramic monolith part of a vehicle catalytic converter. 

The general opinion of the Correspondents was that crushed ceramic monolith from a 

vehicle converter should remain 'green'-listed if the catalyst had been cleaned and that the 

code B1130 would be an acceptable code to describe this material. 

The presentation held by Poland was circulated to all Correspondents. 
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11. APPLICATION OF THE DEFINITION OF CONSIGNEE FOR A SPECIFIC CASE 

Poland briefly presented the case of an illegal transboundary shipment of unnotified 

hazardous waste to a dealer, whereby the original owner had not sold the waste to any 

buyer in the country of destination. 

The relevant provisions of Article 24 of the WSR should be applied for the repatriation of 

this type of waste. 

12. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 

- Facility for the case of R10 

Poland presented the case of a transboundary shipment of waste for an R10 treatment 

operation. R10 refers to land treatment, such as spreading of waste on agricultural soils. 

The Correspondents were sceptical as to whether 'land' alone can be regarded as a facility 

in the meaning of Directive 2008/98/EC and thus whether a R10 operation can be used as 

a treatment operation in the case of transboundary shipments of waste. 

One Member State indicated that R10 operation is acceptable in the case of 

transboundary shipments if there is a building on land where the treatment takes place 

(e.g. main building of a farm) and this building has a licence to operate as a waste 

treatment facility. 

*** 


