
Technical consultation 

Template for comments  

Date: 10/08/2012 Document: “EOW for biodegradable waste subject to biological treatment” and its annexes 

 

Please email back to JRC-IPTS-END-OF-WASTE@ec.europa.eu, with the subject "EoW Biodegradable waste CONSULTATION" by 21/09/2012 at the latest. 

 
  

page 1 of 2 

X 

 
Commenter: please state your name / affiliation: Angelika Blom, Municipal Waste Europe 
 
Confirmation: Herewith I confirm that my feedback/input can be published (e.g. on the internet), together with the consulted document  
(please X-mark if you agree): 

 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Page Chapter No./ 

Annex 

(e.g. 3.1, 

Annex 1) 

Text 

line/Paragrap

h/Table/ 

Figure (e.g. 

Table 1, Last 

sentence of 3
rd
 

paragraph) 

Type of  

comment 
1
 

 

Comment (justification for 

change) 

(e.g. The meaning of the 

sentence is ambiguous, please 

clarify.) 

Proposed change  

(e.g. Replace the sentence with the 

following one: “…”; Add the  following 

definition for the new term XYZ: “…”) 

Comments / feedback to stakeholder  

101 4.3 Table 1. 
Heavy metals 
limit value 

Ge   Each member State should have the possibility to set higher 
values nationally for Zinc and Copper, as both metals can be a 
missing micronutrient in agricultural fields. 
For heavy metals that could be dangerous for human health 
and/or the environment, member states should be free to set 
stricter values than those set at EU level, and to implement them 
over a period of time, to give the market the possibility to adjust. 

106 ff 4.4 3852, 
3873,3952 

Ge   Practice, available technology, soil requirements and soil 
tolerance vary widely across Europe and these marked 
differences are represented in Municipal Waste Europe. Some 
Member States may wish to maintain the strictest standards and 
are able do so nationally, whereas other Member States do not 
have this possibility but have growing areas of their landmass 
which is suffering from desertification. In the latter case, it may 
well be that the input of organic material is so urgent, that the 
presence of some pollutants is less important than having no 
organic material at all, in particular if these do not harm either 
the groundwater or hinder plant growth. Are we, as Municipal 
Waste Europe or the European Union going to forbid a fight 
against desertification and drought? 

                                                
1 1 Type of comment:  

ge = general. Please note that the objective of this consultation is to contrast the accuracy of the background data collected. Political statements without appropriate argumentation will not be considered. 

te = technical/specific 

ed = editorial/typographic. Please note that editorial corrections of layout and English language are not necessary as this will be done on the final version. 
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The result of these differences is that we are not in a position 
either to support or to be against a positive list of substances or 
wastes which should be allowed as feedstock into a composting 
or digestion process. If the European institutions intend to adopt 
end of waste criteria for biodegradeable waste, with the aim of 
increasing available soil improvers from the waste source, 
Municipal Waste Europe suggests that a system is developed 
whereby each member state can decide what to accept. The 
environmental factors regarding acceptability of a soil improver 
are numerous and extremely sensitive to local factors including 
the depth of the water table, the quality of the soil, previous 
pollution in the soil, what is to be planted, desertification (this is 
not an exhaustive list).   

Therefore, rather than giving an ambiguous answer or a 
definitive opinion on this sensitive issue, Municipal Waste 
Europe puts a question to the JRC: is there sufficient evidence 
that ONE SET of end-of-waste criteria for biodegradeable waste 
is achievable at EU level? Or should the European legislator 
prefer an approach of promoting the recovery of organic waste 
throughout Europe, leaving both the choice and the direct 
responsibility in the hands of the Member State? Traceability 
can be achieved by simplifying matters and delivering 
responsibility to plants, regions and member states. In today’s 
computerised world of barcodes and identification numbers, this 
is not impossible to achieve and perhaps easier to implement as 
well as making it easier to reach the European Union’s goal of 
zero waste to landfill.  

134 5.4.2-5.4.3 4698-4807 Ge   The impact of the REACH regulation must be better analysed. 

136 5.4.2 4772-4777 Ge   The explanation is not clear and sufficient. 

136 5.4.2 4779-4781 Ge  This conclusion should be 
reconsidered under a revision of 
REACH with the aim of including 
digestate falling under EoW in the 
exemption list together with 
compost. 

There is no evident reason why there should be any difference 
between compost and digestate in the perspective of REACH 
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