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From: schapS( 3) Prejucice he potecton of an ndividual ight o privcy
Sent: Saturday, 11 May 2013 11:49 AM
To: Corro EHP Minister
Subject: Re: CTS 07234/13- Please inform the Minister of my reaction to this unacceptable
response.
Importance: High

This response is UNACCEPTABLE. The Miinister wants to serve lobbyists from the beverage industry and not the
people. I am deeply insulted by this response. Please inform the Minister that I found this response most
offensive. Kindly Remind the Minister to serve the people- not Coca Cola.

----- Original Message -----
From: Corro EHP Minister
Sent: 05/06/13 06:04 PM
To:

Subject: CTS 07234/13

\(/(/?‘

Thank you for taking the time to write t %ster for Environment and Heritage Protection. A
response to your correspondence is att

Please do not hesitate to conta@f ce if you require any further information.

\
&

Office of the Honourable Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
GPO Box 2454, Brisbane Qld 4001

Tel: (07) 3239 0844 Fax: (07) 3227 6309

E-mail: environment(@ministerial.qld.gov.au

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,

unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.
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Hon Andrew Powell |
Qld Environment Minister ‘
GPO Box 2454 ] !
Brisbane 1
|
|

QLD 4001

Wednesday 13 March 2013

Dear Minister,

We are writing to seek your support for the national “Cash for Containers” recycling scheme that will
be considered at the 11 April 2013 meeting of the Council of Australian Governments (COAG) in New |
Zealand.

Attached to this letter is plastic removed from the stomach of a bird Iiket@%i the enclosed

photos,

The birds are Flesh-footed
Shearwaters from pristine, World
Heritage protected Lord Howe Island
off the coast of NSW. The birds died
because their stomachs are too full of
plastic to absorb food. More than 75
percent of Flesh-footed Shearwater
chicks on Lord Howe contain large

quantities of plastic, fed to them by @V

parents who mistake it for food.™"

Scientists estimate that at least two thirg of Australian seabirds are affected by plastic pollution —
either through entanglement or irfiestion.™" Other animals like fish, turtles and even whales are also
affected. It is estimated that #about 20 million plastic items are dumped in our oceans™™, |t
is further estimated that ui of this comes from the beverage industry.”™""

More broadly, about @o drink containers are consumed every year in Australia with less than
40 percent of the récycled®™™", That means every second 266 bottles or cans end up in landfill
or littering our park¥, beaches and oceans. There is a very simple policy that could help deal with this
increasing plastic pollution from the beverage industry. A national 10 cent deposit on cans and
bottles - a ‘Cash for Containers’ scheme such as proposed by the Boomerang Alliance - is a proven
system to effectively eradicate littering and achieve recycling rates of over 90 percent.™™ In South
Australia, where the scheme has successfully operated for over 20 years, recycling rates are almost
double that of other states and it supports over a thousand jobs.” The scheme is also popular, with a
Newspoll from last year finding public support at over 80 percent.™

Unfortunately, some within the bottling industry, led by Coca Cola Amatil, continue to oppose this
successful and proven scheme. In an extraordinary recent move, Coca Cola Amatil, supported by
Schweppes and Lion Pty Lid, took the Northern Territory’s year-old ‘Cash for Containers’ scheme to
the Federal court last month in an attempt to undermine it and won. This has thrown the scheme |
into chaos, despite its obvious success. In just one year the Northern Territory’s scheme has seen

over 50 million containers recycled - a doubling of recycling rates that also saw 22 recycling depots

being opened with many jobs created."

Not all beverage companies are attempting to sabotage the scheme. Notably, Fosters and Diageo are
participating in the Northern Territory scheme.™ But the behaviour of the “Dirty 3" (Coca Cola
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Amatil, Schweppes, and Lion) is a perverse display of placing corporate self-interest above
democratic decision making and the public good. The Northern Territory scheme was supported
unanimously by the parliament and is extremely popular.

Greenpeace, Clean Up Australia, the Boomerang Alliance, the Total Environment Centre, Take 3, The
Two Hands Project and many more community groups have joined forces to highlight the scandalous
behavior of Coca Cola and to call on governments around Australia to resist Coke’s lobbying and act

in the national interest.

In just 2 weeks over 50,000 people have signed an online petition asking governments not to be
bullied by Coke and thousands more are taking action by contacting Coca Cola directly™".

In Tasmania, the three major parties jointly passed a motion in Parliament in su of a national
scheme and committed to introducing a state scheme if a federal agreementq reached. We
need this kind of collaborative approach in the NSW/Vic Parliaments.

We urge you to support the national Cash for Containers scheme at the Wfc ing COAG meeting,
and commit to a state scheme in Queensland if COAG does not support a;\ati nal one.

If you would like to discuss these matters further, we would we e the opportunity.

N

Yours sincerely,

sch4p3( 3) Prejudijals right to pri

David Ritter
Chief Executive Office
Greenpeace Australia Pacific

david.ritter@greenpeace.org %ff.angel@tec.org.au

(02) 9263 0305 (02) 9211 5022

Endnotes

ureaucracy is foiling our forgotten wildlife’, The Conversation, 8 March 2013,

f .edu. lastic-and-politics-how-bureaucracy-is-falling-our-forgotten-wildiife-12410

! *Rising plastic menace choking sealife’, ABC Science, July 2012 httg:uwww.abmneLau[science[artic[es[ZQlZ[Q?[Og[3§40535.htm quoting
Dr Jennifer Lavers, Institute for Marine and Antarctic studies at the University of Tasmania. See also: Laist, D.W. 1697- Impacts of marine
debris: entanglement of marine life in merine debris including a comprehensive list of species with entanglement and ingestion records., In
Coe, 1.M & Rogers, D.B. (eds): Marine Debris: Sources, impacts and Solutions, Springer-Verlag, New York: 99-139

" Barnes, David K.A, Remote [slands Reveol Rapid Rise of Southern Hemisphere Sea Debris, British Antarctic Survey, Natural Environment
Research Council, High Cross, Cambridge, CB3 OET, U.K. and University College Cork, Cork, Ireland, 11 November 2005

! Plastic Ocean, ABC TV's Catalyst Program, September 2012, http:/fwww.abc.net.au/catalyst/stories/3583576.htm quoting Dr Britta
Denise Hardestry from the CSIRO.

* Figures are calulated from the Council of Australian Governments (COAG) Standing Council on Environment and Water (SCEW),

www scew.gov.au/strategic-priorities/packaging-impacts.html, pg 3. SCEW sites 19.98illion rigid containers consumed p.a, taking into
account additional products to drinks including shampoo and dishwashing liquids etc, which are not targeted by a CDS. 15 billion is an
estimation which excludes non beverage containers from this figure.

< Germany sees 90% rates of recycling and Denmark >95%. The rate of recycling in South Australia for beverage containers Is above 80%
(See: www.epa.sa.gov.au/page.php?page=262). That's close to double the national rate at around 48%,

!See; www.epa.sa.gov.au/page.php?page=262

! Newspoll survey July 2012, details available at http://www.boomera

results-reveal-overwhelming-support-for-depesits-on-bottles-and-cans, htm|

“NT Dept of Lands, Planning and the Environment, ‘Environment Protection: Beverage Containers and Plastic Bags Annual Report 2012,

hitp:/fwww.ntepa.nt.gov.au/ _data/assets/pdf fite/0006/135762/CDS_annual report_2012.pdf

*Boomerang Alliance, NT Cash for Containers Scheme: Price Increases Survey Wholesale Charges, Nov 2012,

www.boomerangalliance.org.au[images[gdfs{ﬁna!%zOgrofiteering%mregorg%zozszolz-l.gdf

! www.stoptrashingaustralia.com
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o @ﬁj Hon Andrew Powell MP

%% Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMENT

Ref CTS 0544713 Level 13
400 George Street Brisbane 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brishane
[] APR 2[]13 Queensland 4001 Australia
Telephone +61 7 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

Mr David Ritter

Chief Executive Officer
Greenpeace Australia Pacific
Email: david.ritter@greenpeace.org

Mr Jeff Angel
Executive Director

Boomerang Alliance Q
Email: jeff.angel@tec.org.au @

Dear Mr Ritter and Mr Angel V4
Thank you for your letter of 13 March 2013 concernj Qfsh for Containers recycling
scheme.

The Queensland Government has decided ihplement a container deposit scheme.
Instead, Queensland has decided to promgte r&€ycling and litter reduction through industry-led
initiatives, announcing a $550,000 pa i between the Australian Packaging Covenant and
Keep Australia Beautiful and, as a initiative, the roll-out of the packaging industry’s
national bin network in ClueenslamQ~

Scheme known at the St Council on Environment and Water meeting in New Zealand

on 11 April 2013. Q

While it is certai istréssing to see wildlife impacted by the effects of human behaviour such

as littering, it is nofclear that the effects in many circumstances can be attributed to the

containers that would be covered under a container deposit scheme. Much of the litter is often

plastic bags and other similar items that find their way into the marine environment as a result

of people’s irresponsible behaviour. These items are not covered by a deposit/refund scheme.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with |
greater opportunity to do the right thing.

| intend to make Queenslam\symal position on the introduction of a Container Deposit

| hope this information has been of assistance to you. Should you have further enquiries, please
contact my Chief of Staff, Mr Troy Collings on 3239 0844,

Yours sfhegrely

ster for Environment and Heritage Protection
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Franai Seilsbug

From: Glass House Electorate Office <Glass.House@parliament.gld.gov.au>
Sent: Wednesday, 20 March 2013 2:22 PM

To: Environment

Subject: FW: Keep Queensland Beautiful

Kind regards

Alaina Megson

Electorate Officer for

HON ANDREW POWELL MP

Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection Member for Glass House Sign up for Andrew's monthly
eNewsletter @ www.andrewpowell.com.au Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 5435 2165 Suite 4/70
Maple Street MALENY QLD 4552 | PO Box 727 MALENY QLD 4552 Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224
2496 | GPO Box 2454 Brishane Q 4001 | E: environment@ministerial.gld.gov.au Q

3

————— Original Message-----
Frcsoap3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right o privacy

Sent: Wednesday, 20 March 2013 11:51 AM
To: Glass House Electorate Office E

Subject: Keep Queensland Beautiful

Dear Minister @

‘May | suggest that you adopt the South Australi ligy of the 10c return of bottles and cans for recycling. This
state has had this scheme of recycling foran years and it has been very successful.

SA does not have a littering problem@.bvdy says it increases the price of this type of merchandise they are
wrong.

It also encourages children to @e bottles and cans for cash and save up for little things they might like to
purchase for themselves.

Sincerely,

[

Consider the environment before you print this email.
NOTICE - This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and only for the use of the addressee.
If you have received this e-mail in error, you are strictly prohibited from using, forwarding, printing, copying or

dealing in anyway whatsoever with it, and are requested to reply immediately by e-mail to the sender or by
telephone to the Parliamentary Service on +61 7 3406 7111.

Any views expressed in this e-mail are the author's, except where the e-mail makes it clear otherwise.The
unauthorised publication of an e-mail and any attachments generated for the official functions of the Parliamentary
Service, the Legislative Assembly, its Committees or Members may constitute a contempt of the Queensland

b §
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i Hon Andrew Powell MP
~ Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

sy

SLAND
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Ref CTS 05780/13 Level 13
400 George Street Brishane 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brisbane
zmg Queensland 4001 Australia
1 2 APR Telephone +61 7 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496

Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au
SCh4p3( 3) _t ° privacy

Thank you for your email of 20 March 2013 concerning a container It scheme. The
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me t d on his behalf.

The Queensland Government has decided not to implement a c%sr deposit scheme.
Instead, Queensland has decided to promote recycling and litteg reduction through industry-led
initiatives, announcing a $550,000 partnership between ustralian Packaging Covenant and
Keep Australia Beautiful and, as a separate initiative, @u’t of the packaging industry’s
national bin network in Queensland.

The provision of more accessible litter and re in rastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thmg whe e away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers.

enquiries, please contact Ms Elisa s, Acting Executive Director, Reform and Innovation of

The Minister hopes this mformat[o% stance to you. Should you have any further
the Department of Environmept and Meritage Protection on telephone 3330 5988.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Frangi Seilsbug .

From: Glass House Electorate Office <Glass.House@parliament.gld.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 2:59 PM

To: Environment

Subject: FW: Preserving our natural heritage

Good afternoon,

Please see below environment correspondence received by this office. As this is a constituent can you please
provide a copy of the response once prepared?

Kind Regards,

Katie Mickelberg Q
Assistant Electorate Officer for %
HON ANDREW POWELL MP @
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

Member for Glass House
Sign up for Andrew's monthly eNewsletter @ www.andrewpowell.com.au %

Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 5435 2165 Suite 4/ Street MALENY QLD 4552 | PO Box 727
MALENY QLD 4552

Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224 2496 | GP, ;2454 Brisbane Q 4001 | E:
environment@ministerial.gld.gov.au

ag;
Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 8:55 PM
To: Glass House Electorate Office

Subject: Preserving our natural heriteb\/

’

farans

G'day Andrew

As the member for the Glass Ho& sure you are aware of the importance in maintaining the pristine nature of our
beautiful region. We need t at we can to afford this protection and no matter how simple, how
unsophisticated a strategy ;@E to be implemented. Now this pollution is caused by people and people need to
take responsibility for cleaningt up but for some reason the BIG companies have decided that they dont like this idea
and used their financial power to out bid the NT Government in court....the democratically elected voice of the people
has been over rifdden by BIG BUSINESS! Thats not right is it? | bet you right now they are telling you that their token
bin scheme is far better than a CDS BUT South Australia is living proof that a CDS is 80% effective!!!ll Cant get those
facts wrong....Imagine what a NATIONAL CDS could do for pollution...what it could do for fund raising...Could do for

kids wanting to put a few bob in their pockets! Its what | did as a kid...Its a win win situation.....| hope you get behind it.

Hooroo

Consider the environment hefare you print this email,
NOTICE - This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and only for the use of the addressee

If you have received this e-mail in error, you are strictly prohibited from using, forwarding, printing, copying or dealing in anyway whatsoever with it, and are
requasted to reply immediately by e-mail to the sender or by telephone to the Parliamentary Service on +61 7 3406 7111.

Any views expressed in this e-mail are the author's, except where the e-mail makes if clear otherwise The unauthorised publication of an e-mail and any

atlachments generated for the official functions of the Parliamentary Service, lhe Legislalive Assembly, its Comimiltees or Members may constitule a
contempt of the Queensland Pariament, If the information contained in this e-mail and any atlachments becomes the subjecl of any request under freedorm

1
13-005 Collection 2 Page 12 of 195

E//ﬁ‘?/z_o




Hon Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMENT

Level 13

Ref CTS 07166/13 400 George Street Brisbane 4000
GPO Box 2454 Brisbane
2 3 APR 2013 Queensland 4001 Australia
? ’ Telephone +617 3239 0844

Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

Thank you for your email of 5 April 2013 concerning a container de\p?KQcheme to help prevent

pollution.

| acknowledge that the South Australian system has been succgﬁ in that state. It must be
remembered, however, that the South Australian schemg has#been in place for nearly 40 years
and preceded kerbside recycling systems. The introdu@f the scheme in the mid-1970s
provided people with the opportunity to recycle whe ad existed before — unlike today
where the majority of people have access to well hed kerbside recycling services.

it South Australia has allowed the costs of
"the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
tified the container deposit scheme options as

The length of time the scheme has been in
this scheme to be amortised over time. Hw
I

Consultation Regulation Impact State
the most costly options to implemeq~ lly.
As such, the Queensland Govgrnmertt has decided not to implement a container deposit

scheme. Instead, Queensl ecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ng a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep alia¥Beautiful and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a cy8ling bins across Queensland.

The provision of@e‘accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of
non-beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help
to address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

| hope this information has been of assistance to you. Should you have further enquiries, please
contact my Chief of Staff, Mr Troy Collings on 3239 0844.

Yoursgsincerely

ANOREW POWELL MP
ster for Environment and Heritage Protection

13-005 Collection 2 Page 13 of 195
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Frangi Spilsbury

S
From: schap3( 3) ARelUGICe e Protection ot aINANIAUAISTIgt 1o privacy
Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 5:04 PM
To: Glass House
Cc: ‘ Environment
Subject: Support the Container Deposit Scheme

Dear Mr Powel,
I am a mother of two young children who strongly supports the container deposit scheme.

This program encourages recycling, reduces littering and can provide a small amount of money to those who choose
to participate.

Both of my children have been cut by broken beer hottle glass at our local park. | am disgusted at the growing amount
of empty beverage containers discarded along our roadsides, rivers and parks.

a decision is made fo proceed with the CDS.

Yours sincerely @
[

| sincerely hope that at the Environment Ministers meeting on April 11, the commun’Qgterests are represented and

13-005 Colleétion 2 Page 15 of 195
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Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 1:58 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: Support Container Deposit System

Dear Minister Powell,

I'm sure you are aware that environment ministers will soon be making a decision on how to stop 8 billion
beverage containers being landfilled or littered every year,

I'm sure you are aware that there is a solution —a 10cent RecycleRefund scheme. Governments must show
the public they can stand up to beverage industry's misleading campaign an:@imidation tactics. Coca
Cola, Lion and Schweppes took the Northern Territory government to court stopped its Cash for
Containers scheme that has recycled 54 million containers in just one N heir alternative could not
achieve this —it's too little, too late — and intended to delay a real soll%

/

| am also sure that you, like me, want clean heaches, river rks. Therefore we both want effective
recycling solutions for the beverage packaging that get ed in Queensland. Please, make your
government show that it will not be intimidated by tife tgtics of Coke and its allies.

I understand the Boomerang Alliance's Re fund Scheme will be independent of the beverage
companies and non-profit, It will see the my favourite beverages only increase by a 10cents
deposit and that this amount will be sgfunded if | return the container to a convenient recycling depot. |
also understand that if | don’t ret ontainer, my deposit will be used to run recycling operations and
litter clean ups. This will: \Q

« significantly lift ouryecyeling rates of glass, plastic and metal beverage containers

o virtually eliminatge%rage container litter, including marine pollution

o help charities

o create many new jobs

+ create funds for broader litter and recycling programs

¢ support hundreds of new convenient drop-off centres for other products like batteries and e-
waste, as well,

No other option can provide all these benefits.

Please support the Boomerang Alliance and keep Australia (and Queensland) beautiful. We are so lucky to
live here and have the amazing nature that we do - let's not stuff it up for you children!

Kind regards,

13-005 Collecj(ion 2 Page 16 of 195




From:  schaps(3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right o privacy
Sent: Sunday, 7 Aprit 2013 4:59 PM

To: Glass House

Subject: recycling scheme

For gods sake minister if we cannot achieve recycling plastic bottles what hope is there for our children's
future,l recently participated in the local member (Lnp) Stephen Bennett's Queensland 30 year plan
community consult for the state ,and all members of the groups present(business and agribusiness
included) were unanimous in one thing —there needs to be a cessation to the adversarial nature of
political parties with regard to environment, education and health portfolios ,in short these are too
important for political games. ,and so it follows with this case,vested interests and party finances have no
place in policy making for a country,so please vote for keeping Australia a beautiful and healthy place to
live,whatever it takes recycling makes sense,the alternatives will be increased health problems for
generations to come if responsible elected leaders don't do what needs to be e -lead. hope | get to see

you make this happen by taxlevy or regulation....regardsi%
Q,'

\
&
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Frangi Spilshury

.|

Sent: Sunday, 7 Aprit 2013 1:21 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Hi Andrew - Please support the national container deposit scherne

Hello Andrew,
The time is now for our governments to introduce a national container deposit scheme.

There are many economic, social and ecological positives to a container deposit scheme. In fact, | find it
embarrassing that our wonderful nation has yet to adopt such a 'no brainer' scheme that is win win.

Qhey should support

Sertously, it's time to stand up and do what is right. | plead with you,}le e, for the sake of all species, to
support a hational container deposit scheme.

Kind wishes, %@
e Q,?*
2
&

Q\/
\
&

Big corporations need to be held responsible for the waste they create. Furt
recycling programs instead of using smoke and mirrors to discredit their,

13-005 Collec]tion 2 Page 18 of 195




Frangi Spilsbury

Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 8:12 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Drink cans and hotte deposits

Dear Minister

1 am 51 years old and have been reading for many years the 5 or 10 cent deposit for South Australian residents for
their empty cans, bottles etc and thought what a wonderful idea this must be.

t do remember about 30 years ago around the Mt Gravatt region where | lived, many hig cages for cans and bottles -
they were nearly always full and that wasn't for any monetary reward. We knew that it was going to be recycled and
made into something else and we felt like we were doing something positive for the environment.

Of course, there are recycle bins at home {and some department storesj but | believ e had a smail monetary
reward, people would hold onto these cans etc to get a deposit. This would be FA IC for kids too. They could
collect them and make some pocket money and help the environment for th&

Please consider this request and help reduce the amount of destruction in c}jr terways and to our wildlife.

Kind regards %@
Mansfield @E

v
O
Q.

i
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. Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 6:01 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: Container recycling system

Dear environment minister,
| urge you to support a national container recycling system.

We need to create a zero waste future, this is one step in that direction. Please be remembered for seeing reason in
supporting the recycling scheme. It will create jobs from the collection and processing of containers,

Sincerely

Brishane

1
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Frony: schap3 privacy

T —————————EEE————————————————————————

Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 8:46 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Environment minister re container deposit scheme

Dear Minister,

For many years my husband and | have been tidying up our local streets by collecting bottles and cans left
by unthinking tourists on Magnetic Island and dropping them into recycling containers where available.
We have have been assured that" the energy saved by recycling 1 aluminium can run a TV set for 3 hours”
and that it is cost effective, given that aluminium smelting is very energy intensive.

| would like to ask you to seriously consider supporting the National Container scheme for the following

reasons:-

| note that SA has run a successful deposit scheme for years making its ﬁs@nts proud of their
involvement. Q

/
Schools, scouts and other children’s groups would welcome th portunity both to increase
environmental awareness and to raise cash by cleaning up% cling

Remember when aspartame was consicdered a health ha nd the drink companies were asked to use
other sweeteners by the Federal Government? it is stiff ppesent in Coca Cola’s products. They flouted a
directive and | feel have little consideration for 2\9 sumers — and this applies to recycling containers.

We have a number of recent public worstA‘ ocality, using PET containers recycled, It is a great
pleasure to see these end products.

| v
Yours sincerely, \O
A

1
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Frangi Spilsbury

s e 2
Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 9:50 AM

To: Glass House

Subject: My grandchildren

[ want a beautiful world for my grandchildren to live in. Reducing the number of bottles currently littering
the planet would be a great start!!

[

Just Peace

Dream ahways of a peaceful, warless, disarmed world. &

1
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sch4ps<_ privacy
Sunday, 7 Aprit 2013 12:13 PM
Glass House

: Burleigh

Subjeci: Container Deposit Scheme (CDS)

Dear Minister Andrew Powell,
Please support the proposal for a Container Deposit Scheme to be introduced across Australia.

Over 40 states & countries including Canada, Germany, New York & California have had a CDS for many years and
NOT ONE has ever been dishanded, hecause A CDS WORKS!

Vested industry interests want to push for a delay, knowing this can will get kicked down the road again unless a
stand is taken at this COAG meeting this week.

if Queensland supports a CDS, it has every chance of becoming reality and helpj an up Australia and
massively increase our recycling rates.

Regards,

Burleigh Heads 4220

i
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Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 6:32 PM
To: Glass House

Subject: ' Container deposit program
Dear Whoever,

I am at a loss to understand Government apathy towards implementing the container Deposit Program when it has been
demonstrated to function so well overseas.

During a recent trip to America, | was pleasantly surprised at how free of discarded soft drink containers suburbs, cities and
highway verges were. | then had the opportunity io see all of these empty conlainers being returned to collaction centres located In
close proximity to grocery supermarkets. After receiving cash payment for the returns in the form of vouchers, these vouchers
were then redeemed when paying for grocery purchases,

This clearly demonstrates that the system:

works well

is embraced by American users without complaint

complemants recycling

most importantly, leaves the environment uncontaminated unnecessarily by ¢ discarded containers
reduces local authority rubbish clean up costs and

results in rubbish free, clean areas which are more attractive to tourists than areadlike India’s Mumbai which, in the
extreme, is a sewage pit.

It is an indictment on Australian authorities to continue to disallow deposi ced on such containers. It is not asif it has
never worked. As a youngster | can remember collecling soft drink bottlesM8 supplement pocket monsy. There was fierce

Gohwh~

competition between kids searching for the few bottles which had not urned to shops for the deposits fevied on them and
irresponsibly place their unreasonable profits above cor nsibility to the communities in which their products are
ruthlessly promoted. 2

Consequently,

¢ | implore the government lo effect the necessary legislation which will require a deposit to be placed on all

paid by the original consumers. %
The only objections being raised to reimplementing the W e are from companies like Pepsi and Coke-a-Cola who
régho

drink containers.

¢ | also ask those empowergdin Making this decision not to be swayed by the weak, profit-based arguments against
deposits as presented bythe Sompanies ulilizing these containers for the distribution of their products and to do the
responsible job Atstrs 1@» oted them in for.

Thank You for the opporiunity of input,

1
13-005 Collection 2 Page 24 of 195




gi Spi.isbury

From: schap3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy
Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 9:37 PM
To: Glass House

- Vote YES for recyeled drink containers.

1
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1 Spi!sl:)urym

B
From:; sch4p3( 3) Prejuls right to privacy
Sent: Sunday, 7 April 2013 10:17 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: are you going to introduce deposits on soft drink bottles and cans

Attention Minister for the environment Queensland

I would urge you not to let Coca cola dictate their terms on the deposit system that should be introduced
as an Australia wide system, they are a multi national company who think they can control all of you. As
our elected representative | urge you to stand and be counted on this very important issue and please
urge your fellow ministers to do the same, a unanimous vote from you all would be a great victory, and the
stoping of 15,000 bottles and cans from entering our land fill system minute instead of being recycled the
savings to the land fill system would enormus.

I can only ask that you give this matter your urgent attention. 0

AN

Si"%f’%_

1
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Frangi Spilsbury

From: Glass House Electorate Office <Glass.House@parliament.gid.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 3:31 PM

To: Environment

Subject: FW: National container deposit scheme

Attachments: South Gorgesf:m.((%) g%i&_uals right to privacy

Categories: Red Category

Please see below environment correspondence received by this office. We do not require a copy of the response as
they are not a constituent,

Katie Mickelberg

Assistant Electorate Officer for

HON ANDREW POWELL MP \2\Q

Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
Member for Glass House
Sign up for Andrew's monthiy eNewsletter @ wwv. andrewpowell.com.au

Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 5435 2165 Suite 4/70@ ireet MAL[:NY QLD 4552 | PO Box 727
b

MALENY QLD 45582

Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224 2496 | GPQO Box
environment@ministerial.qid.gov.au

ane Q 4001 | E:

To: Glass House Electorate Office
Subject: National container deposit scheme

Fromi#p3(3) Prejudice the profection of an indviduals ight o pr %
Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 2:37 PM Q\/

Dear Minister Powell,

| urge you to support the national ¢ @r deposit scheme as it would go far in reducing the amount of rubbish
that is causing major havoc in o tural environment. | am sure you will agree that the wellbeing of our people
and our natural environmen ch more important than how much money goes into Coca cola’s pockets. | have
attached a photo taken atGorge on North Stradbroke Island a few weeks ago. Most of this rubbish was
brought up from the mainlang on the north-running currents. It is despicable and easily remedied by making sure
there is an adequate and efficient filtering system all the way down our rivers to the storm drains leading into the
ocean. NSW has been managing this problem effectively for years in many seaside towns and there is NO excuse for
Queensland to be lagging so far behind.

| beg you to PLEASE support the national container deposit scheme as it will go a long way towards cutting down on
the amount of rubbish that is washed out to sea.

Thank you very much,

Freelance Copywriter, Editor and Project Manager
Editor, Queensland's Threatened Animals http://www.publish.csiro.au/nid/18/pid/6473.htm
Correspondent, Wildlife Australia Magazine http://wildlife.org.au/magazine/index.html

Pt Lookout, QLD 4183
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'ﬁ_i‘rm‘z GREATHESS OF. A NATION
AND ITS HORAL %ﬁasnﬁss
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o BERAVHR SAKDHE

Consider the environmeant hefore you print this email.
NOTICE - This e-mail and any altachiments are confidential and only for the use of the addresses.

If you have received this e-maifin error, you are strictly prohibited from using, forwarding, printing, cop r dealing in anyway whatsoever with il, and are
requested to reply immediately by e-mait to the sender or by lelephone to the Parliamentary Service on + 3406 7111,

rwisﬁhe unautherised publication of an e-mail and any
mbly, its Commitlees or Members may censtifute 2
ents becomes the subject of any regtrest under freedom

Any views expressed in this e-mail are the author's, except where the e-mail makes it clear ¢
allachments generated for the official functions of the Parliamantary Service, the Legislativ
contempt of the QGueenstand Parliament. If the infermation contained in this e-mail and atfact
of information fegistation, the author er the Parliamentary Service should be notified. %

ltis he addressee's responsibilily to scan this message for viruses. The Padiamen

virus,defect or error. @

vice does not warrant that the information is free from any

&\
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From:

Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 1:24 PM

To: Giass House; Environment

Subject: RE: National Container Deposit Scheme :

Attachments: Main Beach Rubbish 2 24,02.13 -ataglance.com.au.jpg; Main Beach Rubbish 1 -

240313 - ataglance.com.aujpg

Dear Hon Andrew Powell

I encourage you to support a national container deposit scheme at the coming COAG
meeting. [t is imperative that the amount of plastic is reduced in our natural
environment,

Viarine plastic sourced from Australia is killing seabirds i reed on Australia's
islands,
The Lord Howe Island Flesh-footed Shearwater, Puffinu% ipes population is in
rapid decline, with numbers halved since 1978.

/
in 2012 lan Hutton flushed the stomachs of fifty ¢ %on the island and every chick
had some plastic, many with such large amount they will die of starvation.

is and Dr Scott Wilson on Heron

in the Great Barrier Reef and is
thfough ingestion of plastic by Wedge-tailed
studies are continuing.

Preliminary investigations in 2012 by Kris
Island revealed that plastic debris is a
impacting upon nesting seabird spec
Shearwaters, Ardenna pacifica.

| have attached fwo recent that should shock us all. They are of Main Beach,
Stradbroke Island, mosS;l debris comes from councils to the south of the
island. The beach is 2 ong and is covered in plastic marine debris as well as are

the island's smaller@ S.

| strongly urge you to support a container deposit scheme. All avenues to reduce
plastic in the environment need to be explored. How many more marine animals and
seabirds need to suffer and die before action is taken?

To not care diminishes us as humans as we are responsible for the wellbeing of wildlife
and our fellow humans.

The banning of single use plastic bags is also essential. Please also consider urgent
action on this issue.

Do not let big business control our natural environment to which we all belong.

For further information see: hitp://www.birdsqueensland.org.au/plastics seabirds.php

Yours sincerely
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Frangi Spilsbury

From: schp( 3 BREIGICIREIPIOIECHGN OF AN INGNIEUBISHIRY to pivacy

Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 7:21 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Recycling

Please be aware that we are in favour of recycling as many items as possible and would welcome a deposit

glass containers. _ Bundaberg

&
N
O\’Qg/
AN
&
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gi Spilsbury

A T
From: sch4 ivacy
Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 8:33 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Support a national CDS
Hi,

| am writing to indicate my support for a national Container Deposit Scheme to be implemented as proposed by the
Boomerang Alliance. From working in the waste manageme field for several years | understand the benefits of
such a schieme from both an environmental and social perspective and have also seen the fatal flaws in the away
from home recycling scheme and do not feel it will ever achieve the outcomes the public expects.

Regards,

James Cook University, Angus Simith Drive, Douglas, QLD 4811

X

Note: The contents of this email transmission, including any attachments, are intended solely for the named addressee and are
confidential; any unauthorised use, reproduction or storage of the contents and any attachments is expressly prohibited. If you have
received this transmission in error please delete it and any attachments from your system immediately and advise the sender by return
email or tefephone. James Cook University does not warrant that this email and any attachments are crror ar virus free. '

%‘% Please consider the envirenment befare printing this e-mail

13-005
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From: sch4p3( 3) Prejugls right to privacy

Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 9:29 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Please vote yes for a national C.D.S.

Dear Environment Minister,
I have just spent last weekend driving a giant plastic drink bottle up the Hume Highway from Meithourne to Sydney.

Everywhere we stopped people of all ages spontaneously expressed their support for container deposits, in the
towns, at petrol stations, etc,

The only thing greater than this support was the number of cans and bottles lying littered along the side of the
Hume,

Interstate and international experience shows that only container deposiis can fix Qobtem. If another solution
existed this problem would have been fixed years ago.

Please support the community and vote yes for a national container deposit,

Kind Regards,

<
&

1
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Spilsbury

From; sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection ofan inividuals right to privacy
Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 5:09 AM
To: Robyn.Parker@parliament.nsw.gov.au; ryan.smith@parfiament.vic.gov.au; Glass
House; Minister Jacob@dpc.wa.gov.au; peter.chandler@nt.gov.ay;
_ corbell@act.gov.au; ministerhunter@sa.gov.au
Subject: Please set up a nationwide container recycling system

| strongly urge all governments of Australia, State and Federal, to work together to set up a National container
recycling program. The benefits are clear, there are significant environmental benefits as well as social benefits. [ am
sick of seeing plastic dumped into our environment killing our wildlife and killing our oceans. A national recycling
program will bring the nation on board to be responsible for managing this damaging waste, it will also provide the
opportunity for financial saving skills to be taught to kids and may even provide some needed income to low income
earners. ltis not right that vested interests who's only interest is shareholder profit can dictate what is best for our
country and our environment. Please act decisively on this and don't let big business push the agenda. Please
implement a national container recycling program as a matter of priority.

Kind regards Q
E— 3

1
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Sent: onday, 8 Apr :

To: Glass House
Subject: Container Deposits

Having lived in country SA for over 20 years | have personally seen the benefits of having a deposit scheme on
drinking containers. The roadsides are clear of mess thrown from car windows because people get out to gather it all
up on a regular basis but more importantly the people of SA tend to store and then take their collection to a recycling
depot to collect the return money thus making the roadsides generally a lot cleaner. The general opinion it is those
who come from interstate or those who simply don't give a damn that leave mess on the roadsides.

The State Environment Ministers should be setting an example to the general public and getting this scheme working
all around Australia and NOT letting the minority of people — big business - rule this country of ours. Quite frankly I'd
like to see our elected politicians show big business who actually runs this country as | am quite certain | didn't vote
for them to run my country.

Chermside West Qld ' \2\2

1
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Frangi Spilsbury

From: schdp3( 3 Prejudice the protecton of an indvidualsright 0 pivacy

Sent: Monday, 8 Aprit 2013 1:47 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: Australia needs a container deposit scheme

I am writing to seek your support in a nationwide container deposit scheme. It just makes good sense -
socially, environmentally, and yes, even economically! Resources aren't infinite and encouragement for
smarter use and re-use is required. T hope that you will support the Boomerang Alliance's quest for a
Container Deposit Scheme.

With 1'e%a1'ds

1
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Frangi Spilsbury

From: sc cy
Sent: Monday, 8 April 2013 6:07 AM

To: Glass House

Subject: CDS campaign

Please bring the CDS system in to Qld. People are more easily convinced they are doing some good, if they are paid
for a deposit on bottles and cans.

Yours sincerely,

1
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@Sit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@Sit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter auzic ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@Sit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposif's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Governmemt has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%!accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

BURLEIGH HEADS QLD 4220

for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to res his behalf.

Dear Q
Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a contain %s t scheme. The Minister
p@ 0

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia.dt must be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling system introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity tor, ere none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people v%ess to well-established kerbside

recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has beendn pl in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. H e cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact St prepared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container d #issCheme options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queenslandent has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Qu ﬁo d has decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiativy% uncing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
A

Covenant and tralia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litte ecycling bins across Queensland.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

BURBANK QLD 4156

for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to res his behalf.

Dear Q
Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a contain @s t scheme. The Minister
p@ 0

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia.dt must be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling system introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity tor, ere none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people v%ess to well-established kerbside

recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been dn pl in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. H e cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact St prepared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container d fissCheme options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queenslandent has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Qu ﬁo d has decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiativ% uncing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
A

Covenant and tralia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litte ecycling bins across Queensland.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013
sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Governmemt has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013
sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@Sit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%!accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

DOUGLAS QLD 4811

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a conta@eposit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me tp respond on his behalf.

that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling syste he introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity ycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of pe e access to well-established kerbside

Certainly this system has been successful in South % ia. It must be remembered however,

scheme to be amortised over tim ver, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact S ent, prepared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the contai osit scheme options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

recycling services. \/
The length of time the scheme has Eg ip’place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
ta

As such, the Quee k@overnment has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instea eensland has decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initi% announcing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep Australia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter and recycling bins across Queensland.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

CLEMATIS VIC 3782

for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to res his behalf.

Dear Q
Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a contain %s t scheme. The Minister
p@ 0

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia.dt must be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling system introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity tor, ere none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people v%ess to well-established kerbside

recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been dn pl in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. H e cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact St prepared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container d fissCheme options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queenslandent has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Qu e*s;o d has decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiativ% uncing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
A

Covenant and tralia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litte ecycling bins across Queensland.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013
sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

KOONGAL QLD 4701

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container d it scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respo: iS behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to rec here none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people havgrac to well-established kerbside
recycling services. %

The length of time the scheme has been in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeyer, cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact State EXwoépared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container de me options as the most costly to implement
nationally. @

scheme. Instead, Queen s decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through

industry-led initiatives, annotficing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep‘%s: lia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
d réeycling bins across Queensland.

As such, the Queensland Went has decided not to implement a container deposit

public place Iitteq~

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

ALBION BC QLD 4010

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container d it scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respo: is behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to rec here none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people havgrac to well-established kerbside
recycling services. %

The length of time the scheme has been in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeyer, cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact State e*Noépared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container de me options as the most costly to implement
nationally. @

scheme. Instead, Queen s decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through

industry-led initiatives, annotificing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep‘%sc lia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
d réeycling bins across Queensland.

As such, the Queensland Went has decided not to implement a container deposit

public place Iitteq~

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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INALA QLD 4077

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container d it scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respo: iS behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to rec here none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people havgrac to well-established kerbside
recycling services. %

The length of time the scheme has been in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeyer, cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact State e%Noépared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container de me options as the most costly to implement
nationally. @

scheme. Instead, Queen s decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through

industry-led initiatives, annodcing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep‘%sc lia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
d réeycling bins across Queensland.

As such, the Queensland Went has decided not to implement a container deposit

public place Iitteq~

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container d it scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respo: iS behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to rec here none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people havgrac to well-established kerbside
recycling services. %

The length of time the scheme has been in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeyer, cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact State e%Noépared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container de me options as the most costly to implement
nationally. @

As such, the Queensland nprent has decided not to implement a container deposit

scheme. Instead, Queen s decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through

industry-led initiatives, annotficing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep‘%i lia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
d réeycling bins across Queensland.

public place Iitteq~

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Governmemt has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@Sit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff

13-005 Collection 2 Page 68 of 195



Ref CTS 07234/13
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@Sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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HEATHCOTE NSW 2233

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container d it scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respo: is behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to rec here none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people havgrac to well-established kerbside
recycling services. %

The length of time the scheme has been in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeyer, cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact State eXwoépared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container de me options as the most costly to implement
nationally. @

scheme. Instead, Queen s decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through

industry-led initiatives, annotficing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep‘%s: lia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
d réeycling bins across Queensland.

As such, the Queensland Went has decided not to implement a container deposit

public place Iitteq~

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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REDFERN NSW 2016

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container d it scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respo: iS behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to rec here none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people havgrac to well-established kerbside
recycling services. %

The length of time the scheme has been in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeyer, cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact State eXwoépared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container de me options as the most costly to implement
nationally. @

scheme. Instead, Queen s decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through

industry-led initiatives, annotficing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep‘%s: lia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
d réeycling bins across Queensland.

As such, the Queensland Went has decided not to implement a container deposit

public place Iitteq~

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@Sit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@sjt scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdSit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl| asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter a&c ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container de scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl| asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter auzﬁc ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%?accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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6 May 2013
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depdsit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposit’s e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tralle’Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter auzic ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o@?gaccessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container dep@Sit scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond% behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. | e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intr tion of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycle where none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people have s to well-established kerbside
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in pl uth Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve st-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, p red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposi's e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl| asrdecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, an ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep tral eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter 302{0 ling bins across Queensland.

The provision o%!accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity’to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

NAMBOUR QLD 4560

Dear

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container d it scheme. The Minister
for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respo: iS behalf.

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It be remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The introduction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to rec here none had existed. This is unlike
today where a significant percentage of people havgrac to well-established kerbside
recycling services. %

The length of time the scheme has been in South Australia has allowed the costs of this
scheme to be amortised over time. Howeyer, cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact State e%Noépared as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container de me options as the most costly to implement
nationally. @

scheme. Instead, Queen s decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through

industry-led initiatives, annotficing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep‘%sc lia Beautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
d réeycling bins across Queensland.

As such, the Queensland Went has decided not to implement a container deposit

public place Iitteq~

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with a
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE PROTECTION

MINISTER'S OFFICE USE

[2] Minister Reply
E(Chief of Staff Reply
il Briefing Note

L1 Departmental Response
[J Department Action

[3 Department Information

O Refer to:

{1 No Further Action Required
O Copy to @
O Director-General %

Comments:
R

sch4p3( 3) @W@g}bgpﬂ!@duws right to privacy Date: 5 J LL ] AS

N

MECH USE
TO: Dept Ref: CTS / Due Date to MECU / /

RELATED CORRESPONDENCE:

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICER COMMERNTS:

13-005 Collection 2 Page 81 of 195

¢I|SETLO




Frangi Spilsbury

Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 9:56 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: Recycling

Minister, We urge you to support the move for national recycling.

We have lived in South Australia and know first how well the scheme works. Highways,and streets are much
cleaner and children take on board the message by way of earning pocket money.
Sent from my iPad

1
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Frangi Spilsbury

. T .
From: sch4p3( 3) Prejldice the protection of an individuais fight to privacy

Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 9:57 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: Containers

Hi, just a quick email to encourage you to support a national container deposit system.

Thank you.
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From: schaps( 3 PAENGIGENE IOIECHON O INGNIGUSISHINI privacy

Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 7:44 PM
To: Environment; Glass House
Subject: Container Deposit Scheme

Dear Minister Powell

I urge you please to support a Container Deposit Scheme for Queensland. 1 don't know why it is that people
who eat and drink junk food and drink are also compelled to junk their environment by chucking bottles,
cans and food containers out of their car windows but it seems it is so. [ am sure a Container Deposit
Scheme would help to reduce the quantity of litter considerably. It has worked in South Australia so why
can't it work in Queensland and the rest of Australia?

Yours sincerely

Q
— &K

Toowoomba Qld 4350
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an gi Spilsbury

Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 7:33 PM

To: Glass House; Minister Jacob@dpc.wa.gov.au; Robyn.Parker@parliament.nsw.gov.au;
ryansmith@parliament.vic.gov.au; peter.chandler@nt.gov.au; corbell@act.gov.ay;
ministerhunter@sa.gov.au; Brian.Wightman@dpac.tas.gov.au

Subjeci: CDS Scheme

Dear Ministers,

I have been advised by Boomerang Alliance that environiment ministers are meeting next week, on April 11,
presumedly to discuss policy. I would like to express my concerns regarding current practices and suggest
my views in what would be beneficial from a legislative point of view.

Everything we do, from mining to manufacture to consumption and finally to disposal has an effect on the
environment. Our economy demands constant growth to be successful, yet we live in a finite world. To coin
a phrase, there is no planet B, so we have to start the process of reigning in waQnd pollution and
introduce sustainable practices if our consumer based society is to continue to e. Otherwise our demise
is sealed. Period.

A great place to start would be to introduce Federal Legislation which gransfers the cost of disposal, (or
recycling as the case may be) back to the manufacturer/supplierglhence the consumer). A national CDS
scheme would be a relatively easy way to start the process n the end product of drink and similar
containers, which are currently nothing more than useless n]%n polluting waste that litier our streets,
waterways, oceans and landfills, This could be a great ar%'point for the monumental task of changing
many of our practices that are far from optimum, thusigifing our future a chance at least. I pray that despite
the obvious and self interested protests of the bi vho supply our consumer goods, sense will
prevail and a national CDS scheme, as a relati iMple start, is a possibility.

I have included a link to a short trailer of a égumentary that is in production, It is brief and powerful, the
best [ have ever seen. As ministers forwlvironment it would be well worth watching as it touches on the
modern day {ragedy that is gradual olding on our wonderful planet. Government policies that legislate
the management of consumer based gadds from manufacturing to disposal/re-use /recycle could go a long
way towards solving this par@&ritical issue.

Regards, Q '

Albany Creek QLD, 4035

http:/fwww.nidwayfilin.com

1
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Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 1115 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: CONTAINER DEPOSIT SCHEME

Dear Minister,

When | was young in NSW, all glass boitles sold with soft drink in them were subject to a deposit.

While this was a poor cousin to the more expansive Container Deposit Scheme being proposed now, it certainly
provided an opportunity for me to see first-hand how simple it was fo operate such a scheme and | can assure you, as
a member of a net too well to do family, we made sure that none of our bottles and therefore deposits, were wasted.

In a society where waste and rubbish are too much the norim, it is necessary to give those less considerate of the
environment and our natural resources, the necessary push to ensure that recyclable and or reusable containers are
not consigned to the ever mounting piles of rubbish. If those less caring individuals alsg-gare less about the financial
penalty of disposing of containers by the wayside, in bins elc, a Container Deposit S Q will encourage the fess
advantaged to pick up after these miscreants and earn themselves what, in many casks Wwill be sorely needed cash.

| urge you to ignore the self-centred, greedy and environmentally ignorant crie@ usiness and io suppori a
broad ranging national Container Deposit Scheme. A walk along any street, beatif, river or bush track will
demonstrate the need for such a scheme and convince you of the worthy puigiose of the proposal.

= &

1
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Frangi Spilsbury

i

Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 9:44 PM ‘
Fo: Robyn.Parker@parliament.nsw.gov.au; ryan.smith@parliament.vic.gov.au
Ce Glass House; Minister.Jacob@dpc.wa.gov.au; corbell@act.gov.ay;

ministerhunter@sa.gov.au; Brian Wightran@cdpac.tas.gov.au;
peter.chandler@nt.gov.au
Dear Ministers

I am travelling through Germany at present, and here is a country where the Government mandates
environmental efficiency measures to businesses and the public alike!

One of the biggest visual demonstrations of this is their container refund system. Most of these bottles get
not only deposited for refund, but re-used, rather than simply recycled.

It makes society feel empowered; that their everyday lives are less wastefuigg

1 urge you to push for a national container refund system. It is time fo s@ tralia being an outpost for
environmentally irreponsible companies.

i
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Sent; Friday, 5 April 2013 8:19 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: RE: cash 4 containers

Dear Minister,

For seven years | was employed by the Keep Australia Beautiful Council of Queensland - In addition to
judging 330 Tidy Towns annually, | also initiated the introduction of a recycling award for QLD and personatly
conducted a ‘litter count’ every three months of about 50 sites in six different categories. Beverage containers were
a high percentage of public place litter. | well remember and agree with the slogan “QUEENSLAND, BEAUTIFUL ONE
DAY-PERFECT THE NEXT’; not littered the next, QLD has a hetter record than WA but | know we can all do better.

While a resident of QLD, | lived at Beachmere in the Shire of Caboolture.

Having created and operated a number of rural recycling centres in WA and QLD als ordinated numerous Clean
Up Australia Day events in both states, | urge that you consider the introductign of@ Container Deposit Scheme, also
known as CASH FOR CONTAINERS.

A large portlon of litter on roadsides and other public places compris evéage containers. Some of these such as
glass bottles are not only a problem in our environment but are a %Ae of injuries to people. Glass bottles are
the most common of our hazardous wastes. Many shires now dir s bottles to landfill. Contactors for Bunbury
City Council and the surrounding shires remove glass bottleé rbside recycling hins and take the glass to
landfill, '

which | also share:
To make recycling more accessi@a waste disposal.
To have no waste to landfill ﬁ :

15 years ago the Liberal WA Min for Environmeq Edwardes will be remembered for two of her mainaims

Sadly, instead of progressing tow gst aims, an increasing volume of potential recyclables are being directed to
landfill, it is my belief that a CA}Q CONTAINERS scheme will help to meet these aims as well as minimising litter

in public places. Q~

It is embarrassing to be regularly reminded that we in WA have the worst recycling rates and the worst litter
problem of all Australian states which does not go unnoticed when visitors to WA come to observe our unigue
wildflowers.

in_ appointed me tq- Advisory Council On Waste Management and later to the WA

Waste Management Board, now known as WA Waste Authority.

Yours sincerely

.

1
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- From;

T

~Ce

Andrew Powell

S Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 2:21 PM
‘ Environment
Troy Collings; Fiona Procter
+ " Subject: Fwd: Container Deposit Scheme

Hi Frangi

Pls forward to Gary for Dept response.

. Ta

L Andrew

', Begin forwarded message:

Resent-From: <Andrew.Powell@parliament.gld.gov.au> %
From:

Date: 6 April 2013 3:04:35 PM AEDT y
To: "Andrew. Powell@parliament.gld.gov.au" <Andrew, cli@parliament.qld.gov.au>
Subject: Container Deposit Scheme %
Andrew
e

I am writing to urge you to support a Conk@% posit Scheme.
a

Local Governments, State Governme our national government have spent
considerable funds directly and indi n‘sﬂﬂo reducing littering and encouraging
recycling with nothing or little to the expenditure.

SA has container deposit legislatign and the NT and | know the benefits from SA are
significant and well documented.
Also the lack of containerdlehos

t scheme means that glass products in particular
are thinner and so bregk mgse readily into shards that cause harm to humans and
the environment a t%\ent the ability to he recycled. This is a perserve incentive
to make containergywith limited life cycle, the anthesis of what should be happen.

| urge you to thir@!{ond the short term economic arguments and support this
national movement.

Regards,

!
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ngi Spilsbury

From: SChm}acy
Sent: aturday, 6 Apri :

To: Glass House
Subject: Refund Scheme for beverage containers

Dear Minister,

I grew up in South Australia and have seen how a cash-for-containers scheme can work successfully, 1have
also now lived in Queensland for nearly 20 years and am always shocked when 1 land at Coolangatta airport
and see 100s of empty plastic water bottles being thrown away in non-recyclable rubbish bins. Every plane

load of Asian tourists dump their free water bottles in the bin,  All of this is destined for land fill. We must

do better and I believe a container deposit scheme is that way forward.

Environment ministers will soon be making a decision on how to stop 8 billion bgverage containers being
landfilled or littered every year.

There's a solution — a 10cent RecycleRefund scheme. Governments m 10w the public they can stand up
to beverage industry's misleading campaign and intimidation tactics. Cogola, Lion and Schweppes took
the Northern Territory government to court and stopped its Cash for @ontainers scheme that has recycled 54
million containers in just one year, Their alternative could not @e this — it's too little, too late — and
intended to delay a real solution.

[ want clean beaches, rivers and parks. T want effecti@@chng solutions for the beverage packaging I

consume. V

1t is crucial your government show it will ng %ymidated by the tactics of Coke and its allies.
I understand the Boomerang Alliance's Recy@ling Refund Scheme will be independent of the beverage
companies and non-profit, It will se ice of my favourite beverages only increase by a 10cents deposit
and that this amount will be refun T'return the container to a convenient recycling depot. I also
understand that it'I don't retur Nc 1tainer, my deposit will be used to run recycling operations and litter
clean ups, This will:

e significantly Lift ouz‘ecycling rates of glass, plastic and metal beverage containers
o virtually eliminate beverage container litter, including marine pollution
o help charities
¢ create many new jobs
e create funds for broader litter and recycling programs
e support hundreds of new convenient drop-off centres for other products like batteries and e-waste, as
well.

No other option can provide all these benefits,

Yours sincerely,

rejudice -iduals right to privacy

ARAAAREAREANARAAARARNARAAARAARARARAAARARNR AR AR AR AR ARAONERRR

I
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ra i Spilsbury

Fromy: sch4 acy
Sent: Saturday, 6 Aprit 2013 6:41 PM

To: Glass House

Subject: Recycling deposit

Dear SirfMadam,

| urge you fo sign up to the propoéed 10 cents recycling deposit for cans.

Thanks for your consideration of this,

Neilly Bay. Queensland 4819,

Ausirale Q/‘zg

1
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rai Spilsbury

From: sch4p3( 3) Prejuice the protection ofan ndvidual righ o prvacy

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 6:35 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: National Container Deposit System

Dear MInister

I am writing to urge you to give strong support to a national Container Deposit System. A Container Deposit
System has been shown to strongly encourage recycling of containers in South Australia, A tried and tested
idea of this kind should be immediately rolted out across the country as it stands to benefit Australians and
our local environments. We have a choice: support fellow Australians and our environment, or support
companies such as Coca Cola who are not demonstrating any interest in addressing the environmental
pollution that follows from their business. It's clear we need to respond in favour of Australia. I urge you to
do this in the strongest possible way.

Youts sincerely &2

Highgate Hill 4101
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From: =chdp3( 3) Prefudice the protection of an indviduals right o privacy

Sent: Saturday, & April 2013 7:12 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: NATIONAL CDS

Please insist on a National CONTAINER DEPOSIT SCHEME. Our country, our children
and our future deserve this. If you genuinely believe that NOT having a CDS is
defendable then please email me, I would appreciate your opinion.

The stance that a CDS is not enoagh, not effective or not popular is not acceptable to
me. Please try harder.

.

Mackay

(- (&z?
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Frangi Spilsbury

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 7:32 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: National CDS

Dear Representative,
Tax payers like you and | are currently footing the bill to collect obsolete products and recycle used packaging.

Because of this, manufacturers design products with planned obsolesence and packaging without due consideration
for the environmental impact it causes after use.

If manufacturers (brand owners) were responsible for the cost of their waste and the impact their waste has on the
environment after consumer use, they would design products that last longer and economic systems that are more
robust in today's new financial climate.

As the full cost of a product's lifecycle would be considered it is likely the consumer f all products will go up,
especially those without regard for efficient recycling, but it will be a competitive lgyel ing field and will encourage

better design as this will save manufacturers money %

There would be less pressure on all tax payers to foot the bill for rubbish disposadand recycling of other people's
waste as this will be paid for by manufaciurers instead of government. $o whén including the cost of waste, it will cost
the average consumer less to buy and dispose of products.

Modelling has shown that the long term cost of products will go d@e to better design and Australian tax payers
will not have to pay for waste caused by bad design as this come the responsibility of manufacturers rather
than government. The environmental implications are als r ous.

.
The National Container Deposit Scheme, although V is the best opportunity Australia has to take a step in
the right direction, to regain public control of our d de from international corporate bullies.

Australian consumers are happy to pay pollutioh@leposits on products to ensure they do not become waste and cost
tax payers money.

This is an opportunity to enhance the mEc and ecological future of Australia. Strong government leadership and
foresight will be respected in globahinvesifent sectors through this period of economic contraction. Not only can
Austratia afford {o do this, we caiit afferd not {o _

Please endorse the Nation@&

Kind Regards,

1
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Frangi Spilsbury

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 6:43 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Container deposits

Dear Minister

Environment ministers will soon be making a decision on how to stop 8 billion heverage containers being landfilled or
littered every year. : '
There's a solution — a 10cent RecycleRefund scheme, Governments must show the public they can stand up to
beverage industry's misleading campaign and intimidation tactics. Coca Cola, Lion and Schweppes took the Northern
Territory government to court and stopped its Cash for Containers scheme that has recycled 54 million containers in
just one year, Their alternative could not achieve this - it's foo little, too late — and intended to delay a real solution.

I want clean beaches, rivers and parks. | want effective recycling solutions for the beverage packaging | consume.
ltis crucial your government show it will not be intimidated by the tactics of Coke and its allies.

I understand the Boomerang Alliance's Recycling Refund Scheme will be independen e heverage companies
and non-profit. It will see the price of my favourite beverages only increase by a 10c quosit and that this amount
will he refunded if | return the container to a convenient recycling depot, | also under that if | don't return my
container, my deposit will be used to run recycling operations and litter clean ups. This will:

- significantly lift our recycling rates of glass, plastic and metal beverage contaihgr

- virtually eliminate beverage container litter, including marine pollution

- help charities /

- create many new jobs : @

- create funds for broader litter and recycling programs

- support hundreds of new convenient drop-off ¢centres for othe$~ s like balteries and e-waste, as well,

Mo other option can provide all these benefits. @

Regards V
— &

Q\/
\
&

i
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- Spilsbury

From: schap( ) BHGHIGICE e PHOIEEIGN of SN INGNGUAIS RGNLI privacy

Sent; Saturday, 6 April 2013 7:13 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: container deposit system

Dear Minister

l urge you to consider a deposit scheme. It's not a new initiative, we had a return scheme like this in England when |
was a girl and it worked really well for milk and soft drink bottles.

Kind regards

Keperra 04054

1
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Frangi Spilsbury

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 7:48 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Container Deposit System

Dear QLD parliament,

| have noticed that litter is hecoming harder to prevent due to our use of single-use plastic bottles. People need
more incentive to recycle this resource. If beverage companies do not want to incur the cost of a container refund
then they will have incentive to find other methods of distributing drinks. Our marine and coastal wildlife is
suffering. Please support a National Container Deposit System in Parliament,

Kind Regards

L|V!—|—|V:WWUFJFF
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- Spilsbury

From: seh4p3(3) Prejucice the protection of an ndviduas ight o privacy

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 7:32 PM
To: " Glass House
Subject: Container Deposit System

To whom it may concern,

Australia needs a national container deposit system. Australians feel very strongly about this and we all need 1o take
action to help our beautiful country stay heautiful.

Thankyou for your time.

Miami, Gold Coast, Queensland.

Thig correspondence ig for the named persons only. It%y contain
confidential or privileged information or both. No_c identiality or
privilege ig waived or lost by any mis transmissj If you receive this
correspondence in error please delete it from yo ystem immediately
and notify the sender. You must not disclose, c¢gpy or relay on any part
of this correspondence, if you are not the ended recipient. Any
opiniong expressed in this message are t the individual sender
except where the sender expressly, and w the authority, states them
to be the opinions of the Department@smmunity Safety, Queensliand.

All reasonable precautions will be, tak€én to respect the privacy of
individuals in accordance with formation Privacy Act 2009 (Qld).
Details on how personal infor may be used or disclosed by the
Department of Community Safet%ueensland are available from

www . communitysafety.gld.goy.au/info/privacy.htm

Q\/
\
&
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Frangi Spilsbury

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

SC

Saturday, 6 April 2013 10:23 AM
Glass House

container recycling campaign
Container Deposit Scheme

ATTENTION: Minister for the Environment

It is with great concern that | write to you regarding the proposed introduction of a national container deposit scheme.

The recent action taken by Coca Cola to-prevent the Northern Territory government from implementing such a
scheme is deplorable and we must not let the poliuters such as Coc Cola dictate government policy. There is no
reason the helieve their assertions that it will decrease their profits are correct. Even if it does affect their profit margin
they are the ones who should pay the price for the pollution they cause.

I strongly urge you to support a national container deposit scheme when ministers m 11 April, | halieve.

Regards

I

T Tully Qld 4854

Australia

]

13-005

Please provide me with an assurance that your support for a container deposi@thcoming.

&

%3
N
Qg’

Q¥

,g\

Q.~
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Frangi Spilsbury

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 12:02 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: _ Container Deposit Scheme

Dear Minister,

I most strongly urge you to support a National Container Deposit Scheme when you meet with your fellow Ministers,
| have seen the benefits of such a scheme in South Australia and seen the mountains of litter in Queensiand on the
side of our roads, in parks, on the banks of our waterways and on our beaches.

Not only will a container deposit scheme see the our beautiful environment become even more heautiful, it will save
many animals from death, save dollars in litter collection and improve recycling.

Don't listen 1o the argiments of those who produce the heverages whose containers constitute the majority of the
litter. :

Sincerely

1
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i Spilsbury

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 4:33 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: Container Deposit Scheme

To the QLD State Government

Please support the Container Deposit Scheme as it will help clean up the environment from bhottles and
containers, most Australians | talk to are in support of the scheme. | am disappointed that Coca Cola and
other companies are trying to stop this idea and the way | see it Coca Cola and others are trying to dictate
policy to Governments, Companies that produce these containers should show some sort of
accountability. Nearly every were you drive or visit has plastic bottles and rubbish laying around and on
beaches and in rivers, Container Deposit Schemes would help charities and help clean up the environment
which at the moment is not getting the attention that it needs in Australia.

Yours Sincerely

ou rareon
NSW 2460

1
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Frangi Spilshury

From:

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 2:17 PM
To: Glass House

Subject: Container Deposit Scheme

To whom it may concern,

| read with great dismay that Coke is not supporting plans for a national container deposit scheme. | find this very
disheartening considering that they are a company creating so many containers that end up in our creeks and
oceans as pollution, killing wildlife and as landfill in our already overflowing dumps!

t am hoping the Qld Government will support ptans for a national container scheme. it's a win win for so many
reasons..,

1 the environment i

2 community groups that can make $ out of collecting containers

3 councils that don't need to spend Ss building new dumps and collecting rubbish.

4 the community who want to be able to do something practical for our environme Q

| hope you will be able to assist this important initiative. @

Yours sincerely

]

Sent from my iPhone

1
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Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 6:42 AM
To: Glass House
Subject; Cash for containers

On 11 April, in the interest of our environment, please vote for a national Cash for Containers. At present mdustry is
pressing for an indefinate delay. Don't let Coca Cola govern Australia,

Esk 4312 Queensiand,

1
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"f;l'{:i?rangi Spilshury

" from: ‘33 Prefuic he protecionof an ndidal g prvacy.

.. Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 9:20 PM
L To Environment
Lo
Subject: container recycling

.+ Dear Mr Powell,

Twoudd like to voice my support for a container recycling program in this State, similar to the likes of South Austraiia

,'._“-,j_and the one recently challenged by Coca Cola and others in the Northern Territory.

-7 The outcome of the NT court proceedings has outraged everyday Australians and there is now an unprecedented
.. campaign to support a National recycling scheme. | trust that your department and the Newman Government take
" this very seriously, something that might even repair the recent Government's tarnished environmental

.- performance.

]

SOONn,

- A scheme of incentivised recycling is long overdue. It generally works very well in Statgssand countries where it has
. been adopted for some time. This is a fact. | hope you plan to implement such a sQ?

- regards, @

’

2
&
&
Q\/

\
&

“Albany Creek QLD 4035
‘Australia
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MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE PROTECTION

ACTION SHEET

MINISTER'S OFFICE USE

O Minister Reply .
. Chief of Staff Reply
[ Briefing Note

[J Departmental Response
1 Department Action

E/[)epartment Information

[J Refer to:

[J No Further Action Required

O Copy to
Q Director-General

Comments:

sch4p3( 3) Pﬁgﬂig%meeprf%uals right to privacy Date: 9/ U / /3

MECU USE
TO: Dept Ref: CTS / Due Date to MECU / /

RELATED CORRESPONDENCE:

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICER COMMENTS:
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Frangi Spilsbury
From: scheps ) PRGIOICE e PIOCEUON O N ININIGURISHONLS privacy

Sent: Saturday, 6 April 2013 3:06 PM
To: ryan.smith@parliament.vic.gov.au
Ce: Robyn.Parker@parliament.nsw.gov.au; Glass House; Minister.Jacob@dpc.wa.gov.au;

peter.chandler@nt.gov.au; corbell@act.gov.au; ministerhunter@sa.gov.au;
Brian.Wightman@dpac.tas.gov.au .
Subject: We support a National Container Depaosit System

Mallacoota, Vic 3892
6th April 2013

Dear Minister Ryan Smith

We both strongly support the introduction of deposits on bottles for Victoria and Nationglly. There are many
environmental and social reasons why the amount of wast containers should be drasty reduced. These have
been well advocated in the media and by many Victorian communities who want a al Container Deposit
System. We do not believe that large international companies such as Coca % ulM dictate thir terms to
Victorians.

We implore you to convey our wishes to the meeting of Environmental Minisi®rs next week.

Q/?‘
&’
&
Q\/

\
&

1
13-005 Collection 2 Page 106 of 195




MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE PROTECTION

ACTION SHEET

MINISTER’S OFFICE USE
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HELP WIN THE BATTLE AGAINST COCA COLA AND FOR CONTAINER DEPOSITS

E-letter text: Environment ministers will soon be making a decision on how to stop 8 billion beverage
containers being landfilled or littered every year.

There's a solution — a 10cent RecycleRefund scheme. Governments must show the public they can
stand up to beverage industry's misleading campaign and intimidation tactics. Coca Cola, Lion and
Schweppes took the Northern Territory government to court and stopped its Cash for Containers
scheme that has recycled 54 million containers in just one year. Their alternative could not achieve this
—it's too little, too late — and intended to delay a real solution.

[ want clean beaches, rivers and parks. I want effective recycling solutions for the beverage packaging I
consume.

It is crucial your government show it will not be intimidated by the tactics of Coke and its allies.

I understand the Boomerang Alliance's Recycling Refund Scheme will be independent of the beverage
companies and non-profit. It will see the price of my favourite beverages only increase by, cents
deposit and that this amount will be refunded if I return the container to a convenient re g depot. 1
also understand that if I don't return my container, my deposit will be used to run recycli erations
and litter clean ups. This will:

°  significantly lift our recycling rates of glass, plastic and metal beverage containers
°  virfally eliminate beverage container litter, including marine pefiution
e help charities

°  support hundreds of new convenient drop-off cen ther products like batteries and e-
waste, as well.

°  create many new jobs %
°  create funds for broader litter and recycling programs
fo
No other option can provide all these benefits. @V

Q\/
\
&
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Frangi Spilsbury ‘

From: Environment
Subject: FW: Office of Andrew Powell MP

From: Glass House Electorate Office [mailto:Glass.House@parliament.qld.qov.au]
Sent: Monday, 15 April 2013 4:17 PM

To: Environment

Subject: Office of Andrew Powell MP

Good afternoon,

Please see attached environment correspondence received by this office. We do not require a copy of the response
as they are not constituents.

Kind Regards, %

Katie Mickelberg 7

Assistant Electorate Officer for

HON ANDREW POWELL MP %
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection ?“
Member for Glass House

Sign up for Andrew's monthly eNewsletter @ www.andrewpow

Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 54;
MALENY QLD 4552

Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224 2%96 | GPO Box 2454 Brishane Q 4001 | E:

environment@ministerial.gld.gov.au :

uite 4/70 Maple Street MALENY QLD 4552 | PO Box 727

$/836.L0

RE: Container
Depaosit Scheme

Consider the environment before you print this email,
NOTICE - This e-mail and any altachments are confidential and only for the use of the addressee.

If you have received this e-mail in error, you are siriclly prohibited from using, forwarding, printing, copying or dealing in anyway whalsoever with it, and are
requested to reply immedialely by e-mail to (he sender or by telephone Lo the Parliamenlary Service on +61 7 3406 7111,

Any views expressed in this e-mail are the author's, except where the e-mail makes it clear otherwise. The unauthonsed publication of an e-mail and any
altachmenls generaled for the official funclions of the Parliamentary Service, the Legislative Assembly, its Commillees or Members may conslilule a
contempt of the Queensland Parliament. If the information contained in this e-mail and any altachments becomes the subject of any request under freedom
of information legislation, the author or the Parliamentary Service should be nolified.

13-005 Collecj:'tion 2 Page 111 of 195

Reﬂise



Frangi Seilsburz _

| 7 BB\ (Sremftr s va rerreveyas v (o evmy frerd Pyl ety frm v
From: =chdp3( 3) Prejudice the potection of an individuals right o privecy

Sent: Saturday, 13 April 2013 10:35 PM
To: 'Hartsuyker, Luke (MP)’

Cc: Glass House

Subject: RE: Container Deposit Scheme

Thankyou Luke for bothering to reply, and for giving me an explanation of the next steps. It would be wonderful to
see some real action instead of a continuation of talkfest.

The cold fact of Western culture is we only care about that which has a price in the market place. The way you can
make Australians care about containers is to put a price on them.

You and your colleagues have a huge opportunity to set an example right now. Lead other countries around the
world (not that we’d be the first) by action to reduce the plastic problem which is blighting our oceans .

I've heard all the tripe from Queensland’s responsible minister, who appears to beSg¥e pocket of the packaging
industry. “More bins” —when people are too stupid, lazy or arrogant to bothey 8sifig $he ones within metres of
where they drop their bottle / can. Publicity — | don’t buy this as a solution r when | see cubic metres of filth
after Clean Up Australia Day.

V4
I'm not interested in hearing that the coalition is committed to mak@al difference — I'm interested in seeing
my streets, waterways and the rural roads | sometimes use MU er than they are right now. ACTION NOT
TALK THANKS. And I'm hoping for action that makes the pacigsi d drink manufacturers accountable if
necessary - they are part of the problem and should be F@ he solution.

Cheers,

— &

From: Hartsuyker, Luke (MP) [mailto: 3 uyker.MP@aph.gov.au]
Sent: Friday, 12 April 2013 2:34 PM
To:

e

Suby : Container Depos@w
s

Thank you for your email regarding the proposed container deposit levy on bottles,

The matter was discussed at the recent COAG Meeting between the State Environment Ministers across Australia
who have drafted a Decision Regulation Impact Statement (DRIS), where the issue will be scrutinised in detail. They
are due to report back later this month to the new Standing Council of Environment and Water.

At this stage, none of the States have indicated which way they will go on the matter and will await the
recommendations from the DRIS. There is much work to be done in assessing the environmental benefits and the
financial impacts of a container deposit levy and we are monitoring the debate closely.

The Coalition is committed to making a real difference in keeping our environment clean, reducing litter and
increasing the level of recycling.

We will do what we can to achieve that outcome and build upon existing infrastructure within the recycling industry.

Thank you for your input into this important policy issue.

1
13-005 Collection 2 Page 112 of 195




Yours sincerely,

Luke Hartsuyker MP
The Nationals’ Federal Member for Cowper

Se%ri 2013 7:11 PM

To:
Subject: Container Deposit Scheme

All,

Here is a short 9-slide show (not many words). | hope you'll take some time to have a quick look at it, and give
serious consideration to voting in support of the national implementation of a CDS.

| believe 20c per container is a much more attractive deposit to ensure recovery of bottles, than the widely
proposed 10c. '

There is talk of alternative schemes. The idea of “more bins” is at the centre of th This is a FAIL. I've
witnessed, within 5 metres of BOTH a normal waste and recycle bin (perman sen Kingsford Smith Drive,
Hamilton, Qld) multiple discarded bottles. Q

There are roads in Queensland (Emerald to Blackwater) where | rec@efe is a bottle per metre.
* Australia needs a program that will motivate people to recover @

The planet needs our leadership to reduce the horrendc@one to birds, marine life and the oceans in
general.

S
S

\
&
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Frangi Spilsbury

T e i <=
From: Glass House Electorate Office <Glass.House@parliament.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 18 April 2013 4:20 PM
To: Environment
Subject: Office of Andrew Powell MP - Container deposit corro received

Good afternoon,

Please find attached environment correspondence received by this office. As they are not constituents we do not
require a copy of the response.

Kind Regards,

Katie Mickelberg

Assistant Electorate Officer for Q

HON ANDREW POWELL MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
Member for Glass House

Sign up for Andrew's monthly eNewsletter @ www.andrewpowell.com.au ’
Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 5435 2165 Suite 4/7 lg/Mlreet MALENY QLD 4552 | PO Box 727

MALENY QLD 4552
?%4 Brishane Q 4001 | E:

Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224 2496 | GPO
environment@ministerial.ald.qov.au

cds Please speak &

us

Consider the environment before you print this email.
MOTICE - This e-mail and any altachments are confidential and only for he use of the addressee.

If you have received this e-mail in error, you are slrictly prohibited from using, forwarding, printing, copying or dealing in anyway whatsoever with il, and are
requested to reply immediately by e-mall to the sender or by lelephone to the Parliamentary Service on +61 7 3406 7111,

Any views expressed in this e-mail are the aulhor's, except where Lhe e-mail makes it clear olherwise. The unauthorised publication of an e-mail and any
attachments generated for the official functions of the Parliamentary Service, he Legislative Assembly, its Commillees or Members may constitule a
contempl of the Queensland Parliament, If the informalion contained in this e-mail and any altactunents becomes the subjecl of any request under freedon
of information legislation, the author or lhe Parliamenlary Service should be nolilied.

ILis the addressee's responsibility to scan this messags for viruses. The Parliamenlary Service does nol warranl [hal he informalion is free liom any
virus,defecl o error,
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Frangi Spilsbury

S T
From:
Sent: Wednesday, 17 April 2013 10:46 AM
To: Glass House
Subject: Please speak for us

Hello Minister,

I am writing to request that you represent the wishes of the myself and the other residents of Qld as you meet
together across the nation with other Environment Ministers. Please champion us as you do and support the
proposal for a National container deposit scheme to bring the rest of the Nation in alignment with SA where
evidence now shows that the coast line of SA has significantly less litter and less wildlife dead due to ingestion and
entanglement in container litter and they boast an 80% return rate for containers as opposed to our possibly 30%
despite approx 15 yrs of recycleing education and public awareness as to how to recycle.

I am keenly aware my local city council currently spends vast budgets on either cleaning up these wastes, attempts
to educate residents about correct recycling and how to prevent load spoiling when recycling is not occuring
properly. | am also aware of the lack of budget allocated towards cleaning up areas nsitivity in SE Qld under the
State Government jurisdiction.

The 10c deposit return system promoted by the Boomerang Alliance shows @ le easily implimented plan that |
am confident that would have the support of a great number of groups, sch}m tc. | work with on a daily basis.

As a professional and voulnteer environmental educator, and lon @ean up Australia Day volunteer
coordinator, | am old enough to remember the days prior to the icrink bottle and curbside recycling when a

similar system existed for glass bottles here in Qld. It had me friends 'earning extra pocket money' collecting
and returning others cast aways from parks and streets a promptly spent at local store keeping the money in
community!

Even back then it made sense, how much more so M plastic drink containers comprising between 50-75% of
what we regularly collect from our creeks and b %ﬂch year and as research shows our turtles and seabirds die
due to plastic ingestation, and our commercia@ accumulate toxic thalates and organic compounds that bond
to plastic fragments they mistakenly eat.

| urge you to back this move to this s@¥t will not only provide excellent almost immediate benefit to our
internationally significant Moret ay, s waterways and creeks and beaches and the wildlife that inhabit them,
but it will also provide additior@i support to both charities and the disadvantaged or disenfranchised in our
society, providing them wi ote tial income source and Councils and Governments with effectively a 'free clean
up service' as people take adWgntage of the deposit available for returned waste conatiners left by others.

All it would take is you listening and acting on our behalf, the consumers and voters, and not on the behalf of the
wealthy corporations who would seek to have you believe that customers wont pay for this change - the fact is we
already are through the increased rates, management costs etc.

This puts the cost back where real and significant outcomes can be achieved and in the money back in the hands of
those who deserve it.

Thankyou again for being a strong voice on our behalf,
Yours sincerely,

I

The possibilities are endless...
Be the change you wish to see - M. Gandhi

Northern Catchments Network Inc. - connecting communities and catchimenis

1
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\%ﬁ’ Hon Andrew Powell MP
( H Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMENT

Level 13
400 George Street Brishane 4000
GPO Box 2454 Brisbane
g MAY 2[”3 Queensland 4001 Australia
Telephone +617 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

Ref CTS 08388/13

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your email of 17 April 2013 concerning the container d it scheme. The
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me t? nd on his behalf.

| acknowledge that there is community support for introduction tainer deposit or ‘cash
for cans’ scheme. | also acknowledge that the South Australian sysjém has been successful - in
South Australia. It must be remembered however, that when thé South Australian scheme was

introduced, it preceded the introduction of kerbside se and provided people with an
opportunity to recycle where none had existed beforegr i€ unlike today where a significant
percentage of Queenslanders have access to well.e hed kerbside recycling services.

A Decision Regulation Impact Statement (Rl@ e options for a national approach is
currently being prepared. The cost-benefiti@na undertaken for the Consultation RIS
released in 2012 identified that contain
to implement nationally. | would antigi
proportion between the various op

it scheme options were the most costly options
t the Decision RIS will demonstrate the same cost

Based on the information availghlesthe Queensland Government has decided not to implement
a container deposit schem ead, Queensland has decided to promote recycling and litter
reduction through indu Bﬂi itiatives, announcing in August 2012 a $550,000 partnership
between the Australi&a aging Covenant and Keep Australia Beautiful and, as a separate
initiative, the roll- f adlditional public place litter and recycling bins across Queensland.
Stradbroke IslandM{as one of the iconic areas of Queensland that was identified as part of this

roll-out.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items, including cigarette butts and cigarette packaging, and fast food
wrappers, end up as litter. The provision of better infrastructure will help to address the overall
litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Waste Strategy of the Department of
Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
15:4pef of Staff Collection 2 Page 117 of 195
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Frangi Spilsbury

T B
From: Glass House Electorate Office <Glass.House@parliament.gld.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 18 April 2013 4:20 PM
To: Environment
Subject: Office of Andrew Powell MP - Container deposit corro received !

Good afternoon,

Please find attached environment correspondence received by this office. As they are not constituents we do not
require a copy of the response.

Kind Regards,

Katie Mickelberg
Assistant Electorate Officer for Q

HON ANDREW POWELL MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
Member for Glass House

/
reet MALENY QLD 4552 | PO Box 727

Sign up for Andrew's monthly eNewsletter @ www.andrewpowell.com.au

Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 5435 2165 Suite 4/70
MALENY QLD 4552

Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224 2496 | GPO Bo Brisbane Q 4001 | E:

environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

cds Please speak f &\

us

€1 T6230

Consider the environment before you print this email
NOTICE - This e-mail and any aitachments are confidential and only for the use of the addressee.

If you have received this e-mail in error, you are strictly prohibited from using, forwarding, printing, eopying or dealing in anyway whalsoever with it, and are
requested o reply immediately by e-mail to the sender or by telephone to the Parliamentary Service on +61 7 3406 7111,

Any views expressed in this e-mail are the author's, except where the e-mail makes it clear otherwise. The unauthorised publication of an e-mail and any
attachments generaled far the official functions of the Parliamentary Service, the Legislative Assembly, its Commitiees or Members may constifule a
contempt of the Queensland Parfiament. If the information contained in this e-mail and any atlachments becomes the subject of any request under freedom
of information legislation, the author or the Parliamentary Service should be notified.

ILis the addressee's responsibility to scan this message for viruses. The Parliamentary Service does nol warrant that lhe information is free from any
virus defect or error.
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Frangi Spilsbury _

JE——
From: =chdp3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an inividuals right o prvacy

Sent: Tuesday, 16 April 2013 5:52 PM
To: Glass House
Subject: cds

you need a 10 cent container deposit scheme in gld you should put
preasure on state and federal goverments this scheme works well sa since 1975 10 cent container deposit
scheeme will help everybody | don't agree with coke on what they did with nt government we must put coke in its

plce I

&
N
OVQg/
AN
&
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s ?ﬁ Hon Andrew Powell MP

& %-_gg - Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMENT

Ref CTS 08392113
Level 13
9 MAY 2013 400 George Street Brisbane 4000
GPO Box 2454 Brisbane
Queensland 4001 Australia
Telephone +61 7 3239 0844
sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy Facsimile +617 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

Deal

Thank you for your email of 16 April 2013 concerning the introduction of a container deposit
scheme. The Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to respond on

his behalf Q
| acknowledge that there is community support for introduction of @ er deposit or ‘cash for
cans’ scheme. | also acknowledge that the South Australian sy s been successful - i
South Australia. It must be remembered however, that when the Australian scheme was
introduced, it preceded the introduction of kerbside services ape provided people with an
opportunity to recycle where none had existed before. THissis unlike today where a significant
percentage of Queenslanders have access to well-e% d kerbside recycling services.

A national project assessing various options to je e impacts of packaging waste and
increase packaging recycling is currently un ay, with a Decision Regulation Impact
Statement (RIS) currently being prepared Se options being assessed are container deposit
scheme options. The cost-benefit analygis rtaken for the Consultation RIS released in 2012
identified that container deposit sch piions were the most costly options to implement
nationally. | would anticipate that t}éﬁa ion RIS will demonstrate the same cost proportion

between the various options.

Based on the information & \(the Queensland Government has decided not to implement
a container deposit tead, Queensland has decided to promote recycling and litter
reduction through m&a d initiatives, announcing in August 2012 a $550,000 partnership
between the Aus ckaging Covenant and Keep Australia Beautiful and, as a separate
initiative, the roll %addltlonal public place litter and recycling bins across Queensland
Stradbroke Island was one of the iconic areas of Queensland that was identified as part of this
roll-out.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items, including cigarette butts and packaging and fast food wrappers, end
up littered. The provision of better infrastructure will help to address the overall litter issue and
not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Waste Strategy of the Department of Environment
and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Collings
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Frangi Spilsbury

From: Glass House Electorate Office <Glass.House@parliament.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 18 April 2013 4;21 PM

To: Environment

Subject: Office of Andrew Powell MP - Environment corro received

Good afternoon,

Please find attached environment correspondence received by this office. As they are not constituents we do not
require a copy of the response.

Kind Regards,

Assistant Electorate Officer for

Katie Mickelberg Q

HON ANDREW POWELL MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
Member for Glass House

Sign up for Andrew's monthly eNewsletter @ www.andrewpowell.com.au ’

Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 5435 2165 Suite 4/7QJwa reet MALENY QLD 4552 | PO Box 727
MALENY QLD 4552

Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224 2496 | GPO o% Brishane Q 4001 | E:

environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au
P A <i;V'

idrewpowell.com.adrewpowell.com.:
- getint. -getint.

<2.

Consider the environment before you print this email.
NOTICE - This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and only for the use of the addressee.

If you have received this e-mail in error, you are strictly prohibited from using. forwarding, printing, copying or dealing in anyway whatsoever with it, and are
requesled to reply immediately by e-mail to the sender or by telephone to the Parliamentary Service on +61 7 3406 7111.

Any views expressed in this e-mail are the aulhor's, except where the e-mail makes it clear otherwise. The unauthorised publicalion of an e-mail and any
attachments generated for the official functions of the Parliamentary Service, the Legislative Assembly, its Committees or Members may constitute a
contempt of the Queensland Parliament. If the informalion contained in this e-mail and any attachments becomes the subject of any request under freedom
of infermation legislation, the author or the Parliamentary Service should be nofified.

Itis the addressee's responsibilily to scan this message for viruses. The Parliamentary Service does nol warrant that the information is free fram any
virus, defect or error.
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Frangi Seilsbury

From: . 'Andrew Powell website ' <info@andrewpowell.com.au>
Sent: Wednesday, 17 April 2013 9:31 PM

To: Glass House

Subject: andrewpowell.com.au - get in touch

Name:
sch4p&(rayp: ight to privacy
Phone
Suburb: Marcoola
Issues:
Message: How disgusting.
Your Government doesn\'t have the balls to stand up to cocacola and introduce a proper container recycling system,
but then gives away $40,000 saved from sacking people, to a profitable multinational, that should have been
recycling its own waste anyway.
You people haven\'t got a clue.

Just look below to see what others are saying now. %Q

Honestly, as minister for the environment, you are a toothless waste of space.%

You ought to be ashamed.
We have become used to newman\'s constant cry of \"we do not have the mdhey to do this\" but somehow he

has $40,000 to help a multinational company do what any responsibl orpﬁrate citizen would have done years ago.
It should not be the taxpayer paying junk food peddlers to clean u @Jbbish. The junk food peddlers should be
charged for the cost of cleaning up the mess they help create. %

Commenter %E

Location \/
Date and time

April 17, 2013, 3:32PM Q~

Is it April the 1st again already? V
Commenter &\ :

Location Q~

Comment of the day! Thank you.

Date and time
April 17, 2013, 3:34PM

Commenter

Location

liate and time

April 17, 2013, 4:14PM

Close down or starve for cash vital health facilicities and then give money to profitable multi-national corporates
for something they should be paying for themselves, and would, were they good corporate citizens. Welcome back
to the future.....Don\'t you worry about that!

Commenter

1
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judice the pro n individuals right to privacy

Location

Date and time
April 17, 2013, 3:35PM

Is this real? Is this retrospective funding? The KFC stores | have visited, already have them.
S —
Location

Date and time
April 17, 2013, 3:35PM

Is this a joke. Is this the same government that has been slashing every program it can that helps those most in
need because we are supposed to be broke. But can find cash to give to a multinational corporation. Wake up

Queensland get rid of this rabble...

’

Commenter
Location
m
April 17, 2013, 3:37PM

This is a complete farce! They\'re cutting services we actua d in Queensland and giving money to KFC?

Commenter

. <&

Date and time

April 17, 2013, 3:38PM QV
m

wow - giving hard earned tax
own recycle bins. Well that gi
queenslanders eat more fri

x ney to a multi-national company who are more than able to afford their
C$40,000 more profit which they can invest in marketing to encourage chubby

Commenter

Location

Date and time
April 17, 2013, 3:40PM

this government would not know a funding priority if it bit them on the backside.

Commenter

L]

Location
Date and time
April 17, 2013, 3:41PM

Surely this is duplication of services and does a multinational corporation really need help with this? More
ridiculous policy priorities from the 2 tunnels team.

2
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Commenter
udice the mindividuals right to privacy
Location
Date and time
April 17, 2013, 3:47PM

Read more: http://www.brisbanetimes,com.au/queensland/newman-government«gives-dOOOO-to«kfc-to--he!p—
install-recycling-bins-20130417-2hzzy.html#tixzz2QidCXJpk

&
N
quo
Q
AN
&
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; ' “C\)ﬁi Hon Andrew Powell MP
R g”f Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMENT

Ref CTS 08406/13 Level 13
400 George Street Brisbane 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brisbane
? . MAY Z[}ﬂ Queensland 4001 Australia
N Telephone +617 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your email of 17 April 2013 concerning the state fundin $40,000 for KFC
recycling bins. The Minister for Environment and Heritage Protectio asked me to
respond on his behalf.

The Australian Packaging Covenant (APC) is a national volunta%fkaging industry
arrangement. Signatories to the Covenant include state apd logal governments, environment
and community organisations, recyclers and packagingdrand owners, including KFC, Virgin
Australia, Parmalat and Wesfarmers. The Queensla nment has been a signatory since
commencement in 1999.

As a signatory to the Covenant, KFC is requi 0 Eontribute to an industry project and
administration fund, administered by the Natio ackaging Covenant Industry Association.
Industry funding, and co-contributions es and territories, provide funding for projects in
individual states or nationally.

Over the past 12 years, projects that have been funded through the Covenant arrangements
have resulted in a 68% incr ackaging recycling, reducing waste to landfill by 36%.

government involve oll-out contributing a share of the funding for roll-out in that state.
This is suppleme, he brand owner funding contributions. This particular project was
agreed to in 201 n-store recycling in KFC fast service stores has so far been successfully
rolled out in South Australia and New South Wales, with roll-out progressing in Victoria and
Queensland.

Specifically, the KFC in-Store ¥ecycling project is coordinated at a national level, with each state
d&!th

Being a signatory to the Covenant does come at a cost to signatories and recycling is not part
of core business for the majority of signatory companies. Without the co-contribution funding
support of the APC and government these worthwhile recycling initiatives would be unlikely to
happen. Companies that are now prepared to provide the opportunity for customers to recycle
while they are away-from-home should be congratulated, as many are still not taking action to
provide this opportunity.

It is through direct project funding for away-from-home recycling that people now have the

opportunity to recycle in other places such as Westfield Shopping Centre food courts and the
Brisbane Airport.
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The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Waste Strategy of the Department of
Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely
sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff

&
N
OVQ(S/
AN
&
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MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE PROTECTION

ACTION SHEET

MINISTER’S OFFICE USE

1 Minister Reply
[ Chief of Staff Reply
[J Briefing Note

[ Departmental Response

[J Department Action
[ Department Information

[ Refer to: @%Q

[ No Further Action Required

4
1 Copy to

O Director-General %@

Comments: ?‘
R
\V g

/\ i
sch4p3(§ﬁi’l’§j‘]‘d£€&f&@ individuals right to privacy Date: /9/ & =

A J

MECU USE
TO: Dept Ref: CTS / Due Date to MECU / /

RELATED CORRESPONDENCE:

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICER COMMENTS:
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Frangi Seilsbug —

Sent: Thursday, 18 April 2013 1:25 PM
To: Environment

You have got to be ***¥**** kidding me.

I AGREE

Deputy Opposition Leader Tim Mulherin told the ABC that taxpayers should not be giving their money
to a multinational giant to recycle its own waste.

"This Government has twisted priorities," he said.
"On one hand they will take away from organisations that help the needy within our community, on the
other hand give $40,000 to a multinational company. Q

"This company isn't struggling - this company should do the right thin \h@t
from the Government." %

’

having to get $40,000

<&
A
Q
\
&
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2 ;l:a :
. @ Hon Andrew Powell MP
- Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMENT

Ref CTS 0845313 Level 13
400 George Street Brishane 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brisbane
- Queensland 4001 Australia
? MAY 2013 Telephone +61 7 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your email of 18 April 2013 concerning the funding of $ 00 to KFC. The
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to r nd on his behalf.

The Australian Packaging Covenant (APC) is a national volunt ging industry
arrangement. Signatories to the Covenant include state and loca ernments, environment
and community organisations, recyclers and packaging brand gwners, including KFC, Virgin
Australia, Parmalat and Wesfarmers. The Queensland @oyernment has been a signatory since
commencement in 1999.

administration fund, administered by the Nati ckaging Covenant Industry Association.
Industry funding, and co-contributions fromq st and territories, provide funding for projects in

individual states or nationally. @

Over the past 12 years, projects th been funded through the Covenant arrangements
have resulted in a 68% increage\in/p kaging recycling, reducing waste to landfill by 36%.

As a signatory to the Covenant, KFC is requireE t ribute to an industry project and
a

Specifically, the KFC in-st ycling project is coordinated at a national level, with each state
government involved in the roWout contributing a share of the funding for roll-out in that state.
This is supplemente&t5 brand owner funding contributions. This particular project was
agreed to in 201 in¥store recycling in KFC fast service stores has so far been successfully
rolled out in Sou%ralia and New South Wales, with roll-out progressing in Victoria and
Queensland.

Being a signatory to the Covenant does come at a cost to signatories and recycling is not part
of core business for the majority of signatory companies. Without the co-contribution funding
support of the APC and government these worthwhile recycling initiatives would be unlikely to
happen. Companies that are now prepared to provide the opportunity for customers to recycle
while they are away-from-home should be congratulated, as many are still not taking action to
provide this opportunity.

It is through direct project funding for away-from-home recycling that people now have the

opportunity to recycle in other places such as Westfield Shopping Centre food courts and the
Brisbane Airport.
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The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further

enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Waste Strategy of the Department of
Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

—_—

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff \

&
N/
Qg’

Q\/
\
&
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MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE PROTECTION
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1 Mimister Reply
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1 Department Action
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sch4gEB(B) Prejudice the
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Abbey Ride

From: schdps(3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right o privacy

Sent: Thursday, 18 April 2013 8:51 PM

To: Environment

Cc: Glass House; Ashgrove; thepremier@premiers.qld.gov.au
Subject: Container Deposit Scheme

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Mr Powell,

| heard you on the ABC Radio this morning trying to explain the process behind the state government giving $40,000
to KFC to improve the recycling of their containers.

Given your support for this, can you please tell me how you and Premier Campbell Newman are supporting the
proposed national Container Deposit Scheme being discussed at COAG?

Look forward to your reply,

Q

1
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| %{Z’ Hon Andrew Powell MP
PAREA)

(=

£ \)‘_ . . . *
(% Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNAENT

Level 13
Ref CTS 0845413 400 George Street Brisbane 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brishane
Queensland 4001 Australia
g MAY 2 [”3 Telephone +617 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your email of 18 April 2013 concerning the funding of
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to r

00 to KFC. The
d on his behalf.

The Australian Packaging Covenant (APC) is a national volunta aging industry
arrangement. Signatories to the Covenant include state and local §6vernments, environment
and community organisations, recyclers and packaging bpand éwners, including KFC, Virgin
Australia, Parmalat and Wesfarmers. The Queensland @nment has been a signatory since
commencement in 1999.

As a signatory to the Covenant, KFC is requir
administration fund, administered by the Nati
Industry funding, and co-contributions fr
individual states or nationally.

ontribute to an industry project and
ckaging Covenant Industry Association.
and territories, provide funding for projects in

Over the past 12 years, projects th@aﬁé been funded through the Covenant arrangements
have resulted in a 68% increaWa kaging recycling, reducing waste to landfill by 36%.

Specifically, the KFC in-sto ycling project is coordinated at a national level, with each state
government involved | roll-out contributing a share of the funding for roll-out in that state.
This is supplementg the brand owner funding contributions. This particular project was
agreed to in 201 '@m in-store recycling in KFC fast service stores has so far been successfully
rolled out in Southustralia and New South Wales, with roll-out progressing in Victoria and
Queensland.

Being a signatory to the Covenant does come at a cost to signatories and recycling is not part
of core business for the majority of signatory companies. Without the co-contribution funding
support of the APC and government these worthwhile recycling initiatives would be unlikely to
happen. Companies that are now prepared to provide the opportunity for customers to recycle
while they are away-from-home should be congratulated, as many are still not taking action to
provide this opportunity.

It is through direct project funding for away-from-home recycling that people now have the

opportunity to recycle in other places such as Westfield Shopping Centre food courts and the
Brisbane Airport.
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In relation to the government’s position on a container deposit scheme (CDS), the Queensland
Government has decided not to implement CDS. Instead, Queensland has decided to promote
recycling and litter reduction through industry-led initiatives, announcing a $550,000 partnership
between the APC and Keep Australia Beautiful and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of
additional public place litter and recycling bins across Queensland.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of
non-beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help
to address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further

enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Waste Strategy of the Department of
Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely &

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Troy Collings N\ %
Chief of Staff @?‘

O\/
\
&
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Franﬂi Seilsbury

From: Glass House Electorate Office <Glass.House@parliament.gld.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 22 April 2013 4:02 PM

To: Environment

Subject: Office of Andrew Powell MP - Container deposit corro received

Please see below environment correspondence received by this office. As they are not a constituent we do not
require a copy of the response.

Kind Regards,

Katie Mickelberg

Assistant Electorate Officer for

HON ANDREW POWELL MP 2
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
Member for Glass House @

Sign up for Andrew's monthly eNewsletter @ www.andrewpowell.com.au

Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 5435 2165 Suite 4/70 Mable feet MALENY QLD 4562 | PO Box 727
MALENY QLD 4552

Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224 2496 | GPO Box ,@3 isbane Q 4001 | E:
environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au v

Sent: Sunday, 21 April 2013 1:55 PM
To: Glass House Electorate Office
Subject: Response to Jenny Pickles Argumen

ainer Deposit Scheme

R

From the ABC story on the West rali;n government’s position re: the Container Deposit Scheme (please note
the detail in points 3 and 4):

Notice: 2

1. Albert Jacobs, WA Environment Minister says "At this stage we are very much a part of that process (COAG) and
don't want to pre-judge what comes out at the end of it" - albert.jacob@mp.wa.gov.au

Hi Andrew,

2. "soft drinks companies in this state have been distributing petitions opposing such a move in WA" - well that's not
the only thing they've been doing

3. Jenny Pickles (representative of multinational beverage companies through AFGC) again calls it a tax and says it
will drive up prices at the check-out.

TRUTH: It's not a tax! The 1.35% cost of living increase is a distortion. The study used failed to factor in that the
deposit was refunded; and then added a further 10c (20cent price increase in total) as a recycling fee, which would
make it 5 times higher than the most expensive CD system in the world

4. Jenny Pickles says industry through their option of a national bin network would 'chip in' $100million over 5 years.

OUR RESPONSE: Jenny that's only $20million a year. It would cost councils significantly more than that to service all
the bins and in fact NSW Councils would save $63million dollars with a CDS!

1.
13-005 Collection 2 Page 138 of 195

21/C6330




(I note sadly that the first point is typical non-committal commitment from another polititian — you guys are so good
at disguising your commitment to sit on the fence until a winner emerges - it's tedious.)

Cheers,

judice { iduals right to privacy

Conslder the environment before you print this email,
NOTICE - This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and only for the use of lhe addressee.

if you have received Lhis e-mall in error, you are striclly prohibiled from using, forwarding, printing, copying or dealing in anyway whalsoever with it, and are
requested Lo reply immediately by e-mail to the sender or by telephone to the Parliamentary Service on +61 7 3408 7111,

Any views expressed in this e-mail are lhe author's, except where lhe e-mail makes it clear otherwise.The unauthorised publication of an e-mail and any
altachmenis generaled for the official funclions of the Parliamentary Service, the Legislative Assembly, its Commitlees or Members may constilute a
contempl of the Queensland Parliament, If the information conlained in this e-mail and any atlachments becomes the subject of any request under freedom
of information legistation, the author or the Parliamentary Service should be nolified.

ILis the addressee's responsibility to scan this message for viruses.The Parliamentary Service does not warrant (i information is free from any
virus,delect or error.

&
N
QVQ&
N\
S
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g?ﬂ? Hon Andrew Powell MP
$fed  Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMEN?

Ref CTS 08895/13 Level 13
400 George Street Brisbane 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brisbane

1 5 MAY ZDH Queensland 4001 Australia

Telephone +61 7 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.gld.gov.au

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your email of 21 April 2013 concerning the container d it scheme. The
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me t(?\ nd on his behalf.

| acknowledge that there is community support for introduction @ tainer deposit or ‘cash
for cans’ scheme. | also acknowledge that the South Australian sysf€m has been successful—
in South Australia. It must be remembered however, that whenfthe South Australian scheme
was introduced, it preceded the introduction of kerbsida@es and provided people with an
opportunity to recycle where none had existed befor i§ unlike today where a significant
percentage of Queenslanders have access to we -e%shed kerbside recycling services.

A national project assessing various options e the impacts of packaging waste and
increase packaging recycling is currently upderway, with a Decision Regulation Impact
Statement (RIS) currently being prepa ral options being assessed are container
deposit scheme options. The cost-b alysis undertaken for the Consultation RIS
released in 2012 identified that con%deposit scheme options were the most costly options
to implement nationally. | would anticipate that the Decision RIS will demonstrate the same cost
proportion between the vari wons.

a container deposat Instead Queensland has decided to promote recycling and litter
reduction throug S Ied initiatives, such as the $550,000 partnership between the
Australian Packa ovenant and Keep Australia Beautiful and, as a separate initiative, the
roll-out of additional public place litter and recycling bins across Queensland.

Based on the inform ble the Queensland Government has decided not to implement
u

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items, including cigarette butts and packaging and fast food wrappers, end
up littered. The provision of better and more convenient infrastructure will help to address the
overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.
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The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further

enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Reform and Innovation of the Department
of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Troy Collings &'\\
Chief of Staff

&
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Franﬂi SEiIsbum —

From: * schdp3(3) Prefucice the protectionof an ndidualsriht o prvacy

Sent: Monday, 22 April 2013 9:07 PM

To: Environment

Subject: National Container Deposit Legislation
Dear Andrew Powell MP,

[ am writing to you today so let you know that both my partner and I both demand your support for National
Container Deposit Legislation. We have watched with horror as Coke and their friends in the beverage
industry successfully sued the Northern Territory to being a halt to their recycling program. Having grown
up in South Australia with a CDS, I fully appreciate the benefits that a national system would bring us.

As a young kid, on weekends we would collect discarded cans along the coast, and drive to the nearby
collection centre for our refund. Whatever refund we earned formed the basis fgg my siblings and my
pocket money and was an exciting weekend ritual for us. Recycling in this % become second nature,
not only did we get out and about seeing our lovely countryside and beach ade some excellent

money for 4 and 5 year olds! @

Coke is fighting this cash for cans legislation for one reason only, Adyertising. Each individual brightly
red coloured can and bottle represents a free mini-billboard, an se products have had millions spend on

them to be instantly recognisable. The flash of red on a can ruise up the F3 on your holiday to Seal
Rocks sparks an instant thirst in your mouth and mind, itgQo wehder that when you stop for petrol that the
kids are hanging for a Coke. Single-use beverage conjain®$ = free advertising (why else would they be so

brightly coloured and designed to last 300-500 years hgfope degrading?).

I have been alarmed in the past several month the Australian Food & Grocery Council (AFGC)
being used as a place for Coke, Schweppe n to collude on matters relating to the Northern
Territories and Australia's recycling. Not on¥y have Coke used the AFGC to collude with competitors, they
have paid and instructed the AFGC é; fear and untruthful media campaign against Cash for

t

Containers. Jenny Pickles, spokes or AFGC, has repeatedly lied to media through Media Releases
and interviews that constantly eﬁ efund schemes as a 'tax'. Despite repeatedly being called out on this
blatant lie, the AFGC has md@ d this untruthful propaganda.

Furthermore, the AFGC hguntmthfully stated that a refund scheme would increase the cost of the average
basket of goods. This is untruthful as Coke is not one of the items in the average basket of goods, and a
refund scheme ensures the consumer gets their deposit back anyway! As proven by South Australia's
successful refund system, running for over a quarter of a century, refund schemes allow community groups,
unemployed and pensioners and other people a way to contribute to society by collecting up discarded cans,
and also earn a small reward for their efforts.

The Australian Food and Grocery Council and other industry associations from the beverage, packaging and
waste industries are far from independent organisations and their 'research’ is conducted to bias the industry
favourable. They are not trustworthy and lack any integrity as they are funded by Big Coke, and Big Coke
directs them on where to spend their money on lobbying you and publishing their lies to the community and
shareholders.

Kerbside recycling schemes are an excellent way of dealing with household rubbish and waste but fail to
address the greater issue of litter in the environment. It is simply not practical for a bin network, as
proposed by the beverage industry, to collect 'single use containers' when consumption of these items is
largely outside of the home environment. A container deposit scheme provides incentive for 'single-use
containers' to be returned to a centre for processing. Any evidence provided to you by the beverage industry

1
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against incentive schemes is based on false parameters and should be viewed with the same caution as
‘evidence' from the tobacco industry that claims that tobacco won't cause cancer! Big Coke and Big
Tobacco have an awful lot in common when it comes to creating false truths about their industry and
product.

At our workplace, we took such offence at Coke suing the NT that we have banned Coke branded products
from our workplace until the NT officially gets their 'cash for cans' scheme reinstated on a permanent

basis. It is likely we will extend the workplace ban further until Australia gets confirmation that you will
commit to national container deposit legislation - it is the only workable answer for our

environment. Please get behind national cash for cans legislation, over 80% of Australia wants it, and all of
Australia needs it. Stop being bullied by Coke and do the right thing by QLD and all of Australia please.

Kind regards,
ejudice tl viduals right to privacy -

2
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% %ﬂ; / Hon Andrew Powell MP
I Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMENT

Ref CTS 08928/13 Level 13
400 George Street Brishane 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brisbane
1 5 MAY 201? Queensland 4001 Australia
3 Telephone +617 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496

Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear
Thank you for your email of 22 April 2013 concerning the Natio ntainer Deposit
Legislation. The Minister for Environment and Heritage Prote asked me to respond
on his behalf.

Y4
| acknowledge that there is community support for intro on of a container deposit or ‘cash
for cans’ scheme. | also acknowledge that the Sout an system has been successful—

was introduced, it preceded the introduction of ke services and provided people with an
opportunity to recycle where none had existe e. This is unlike today where a significant
percentage of Queenslanders have acceg§to -established kerbside recycling services.

A national project assessing variou to reduce the impacts of packaging waste and
increase packaging recycling is cu%?’under way, with a Decision Regulation Impact
Statement (RIS) currently being prepated. Several options being assessed are container
deposit scheme options. T P‘&Keneﬁt analysis undertaken for the Consultation RIS
released in 2012 identified@ontainer deposit scheme options were the most costly options
to implement national .\g:}u anticipate that the Decision RIS will demonstrate the same cost
proportion between l&a us options.

in South Australia. It must be remembered howev% hen the South Australian scheme
f

Based on the inforfqation available, the Queensland Government has decided not to implement
a container deposit scheme. Instead, Queensland has decided to promote recycling and litter
reduction through industry-led initiatives, such as the partnership between the Australian
Packaging Covenant and Keep Australia Beautiful and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of
additional public place litter and recycling bins across Queensland. The provision of bins
includes expansion of the public place bins already in place in several shopping centre food
courts and stadiums to cater for away-from-home beverage consumption

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than only beverage containers. Litter surveys indicate that a significant quantity of non-
beverage container items, including cigarette butts and packaging and fast food wrappers, end
up littered. The provision of better infrastructure will help to address the overall litter issue and
not a small proportion of potentially littered items.
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- The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Reform and Innovation of the Department
of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Troy Collings )
Chief of Staff
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Taylor Erin

o =S T e
Sent: Monday, 6 May 2013 4:18 PM
To: Corro EHP Minister
Subject: RE: CTS 07234/13

Dear Mr. Colling,

Thank you for your response. I'm sorry though, it's just not good enough. A few additional recycling bins is not going
to make much difference, if any. What people need is INCENTIVE and, believe it or not, 10 cents per bottle or can
will get them collecting. Also, it is a great way for non-profits and schools to raise money and awareness RE littering.
| really shouldn’t have to draw you guys a picture. You are smart people and the reason we voted you into office is
because we trusted that you were going to do what is in the best interest of the people, you know, the guys that pay
you. So far | must say | am very disappointed. Sadly, Big Business appears to be who you are aiming to please.

X

From: Corro EHP Minister [ mailto:EHPMinister.Corro@ehp.gld.gov.au s
Sent: Monday, May 06, 2013 3:35 PM

- gQ/
| {(/v

Thank you for taking the time to write to the Mi %&or Environment and Heritage Protection. A response
to your correspondence is attached.

Please do not hesitate to contact the ifyou require any further information.

Office of the Honourable §Powell MP

Minister for Environment a! eritage Protection
GPO Box 2454, Brisbane Qld 4001

Tel: (07) 3239 0844 Fax: (07) 3227 6309

E-mail: environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.
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Frangi SEilsbury

o R i R
From: schapa( 3) PAEIUGICS 1Ne prOIEclon of ah IndNIGUSIS HGLLe privacy

Sent: Tuesday, 7 May 2013 9:22 AM
To: Corro EHP Minister; Environment
Subject: Re: CTS 07235/13

Dear Minister / Staffer who reads this email
Thank you for your reply on the rationale for not supporting container deposit legislation.

Your response was pathetic, yet expected. It is a sad day when the Environment Minister bends over for the
Food and Grocery Council of Australia, Schweppes, Coca Cola and Lion Nathan.

I'd suggest you re-badge your title to 'Minister Pandering to Big Drink Manufacturers Spin'.

If you ever have a moment of reflection, I'd urge you to do whats right and suppest what is clearly, good

policy. <<ag\

’

On Tue, May 7, 2013 at 8:24 AM, Corro EHP Minister @1Ster.Con‘o@ehp.qlci.gov.aw wrote:

Thank you for taking the time to write to%e Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection. A

response to your correspondenci Wched.

Please do not hesitate to i&t office if you require any further information.

Office of the Honourable Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
GPO Box 2454, Brisbane QId 4001

Tel: (07) 3239 0844 Fax: (07) 3227 6309

E-mail: environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/cr publication of this email message 1s prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network,

1
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Frangi SEiIsbl.u_'x

From: Glass House Electorate Office <Glass.House@parliament.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 7 May 2013 4:30 PM

To: sch4p3( 3) Prejudice th_ ividuals right to privacy

Subject: RE: CTS 07235/13

Good afternoon,

You have contacted Andrew Powell’s electorate office. As your enquiry appears to be related to Andrew’s ministerial
portfolio | have forwarded your enquiry to his ministerial office at environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

Kind Regards,

Katie Mickelberg

Assistant Electorate Officer for

HON ANDREW POWELL MP %
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
Member for Glass House

Sign up for Andrew's monthly eNewsletter @ www.andrewpowell.com.au V4

Electorate Office - T: 07 5435 2013 | Fax: 07 5435 2165 Suite 4/70 V%‘Street MALENY QLD 4552 | PO Box 727
MALENY QLD 45562

Ministerial Office - T: 07 3239 0844 | Fax: 3224 2496 | GPO B s Brishane Q 4001 | E:

environment@ministerial.gld.qov.au @

From: [ENNN
Sent: Tuesday, / May 3
To: kylie.hughes@epa.qld.gov.au Q~

Cc: Glass House Electorate Office
Subject: Fwd: CTS 07235/13 \/

Dear Kylie

I'm forwarding this respo ﬁseived from the Minister, as well as my response; regarding Container
Deposit Legislation. Q‘

It makes me ashamed that in this era, Coca Cola and Jenny Pickles can still determine Government policy in
Queensland.

It is disgraceful. I do wonder though, do you really believe the whole 'bin network' spin? Or are you just
happy with your salary and don't want to rock the boat by making the right, perhaps tougher, decisions.

I guess they didn't employ you to actually improve policy though, did they?

http://www.boomerangalliance.org.au/cash-for-containers/1 10-reply-to-coke-s-defence-blog.html

N

From:

1
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Date: Tue, May 7, 2013 at 9:22 AM
Subject: Re: CTS 07235/13
To: Corro EHP Minister <EHPMinister.Corro@ehp.qld.gov.au>, environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

Dear Minister / Staffer who reads this email
Thank you for your reply on the rationale for not supporting container deposit legislation.

Your response was pathetic, yet expected. It is a sad day when the Environment Minister bends over for the
Food and Grocery Council of Australia, Schweppes, Coca Cola and Lion Nathan.

I'd suggest you re-badge your title to 'Minister Pandering to Big Drink Manufacturers Spin'.

If you ever have a moment of reflection, I'd urge you to do whats right and support what is clearly. good
policy.

judice -iduals right to privacy

On Tue, May 7, 2013 at 8:24 AM, Corro EHP Minister <EHPMinister.

.gld.gov.au> wrote:

/
Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister for E@vment and Heritage Protection. A
response to your correspondence is attached.

Please do not hesitate to contact the office if yo@ﬁre any further information.

Office of the Honourable Andrew Powell @l

Minister for Environment and Heritage Pr
GPO Box 2454, Brisbane Qld 4001

Tel: (07) 3239 0844 Fax: (07) 32276308/
E-mail: environment ministeri{ v.au

The information in this ema@ﬁther with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain Qgnfidential and/or privileged material. There i@ no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in erroxr, you are asked to inform the sender as guickly as possible and delete
this meseage and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.

Consider the environment before you print this email,
NOTICE - This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and only for the use of lhe addressee.

If you have received this e-mall in error, you are slriclly prohibited from using, lorwarding, printing, copying or dealing in anyway whatsoever with it, and are
requested lo reply immediately by e-mail to the sender or by telephone lo he Parliamentary Service on +61 7 3406 7111,

2
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Taylor Erin

From: schapa(3) Prfudice the protecton of an individuas right o privacy

Sent: Wednesday, 8 May 2013 9:18 AM
To: Corro EHP Minister
Subject: Re: CTS 07235/13

Thank you for your reply.

However, I am not satisfied.
Since I live in Mackay and currently get $228 a week Job search, I will NOT be phoning
an STD Brisbane number. Please supply an email address for Ms Kylie Hughes.

"...the container deposit scheme to be the mod costly to implementQtionallv”

So, are you saying that rather than implement a scheme th @rs to have popular
public support you intend to allocate $550,000 AND spend an u%ﬁunced amount providing,
emptying and maintaining "... public space litter & recycling bjns."." ?

It seems to me that what you are proposing is a bare mijrtt approach and would be best
coupled WITH, and not instead of, a CDS scheme.

Mind you, I do not believe that the care of our e%ﬂment has often been a high priority and it
is sad that a multi national company can ha W influence within the halls of our elected
governments. As David Suzuki once sai %‘1 discussing the future health of a river, if the
health of that river is not put first, then er will be the loser.'

What price do you put on NOT ough to protect my environment ?

Someone once said 'Don't @your own back yard'. Well it seems to that you are shitting in
my back yard and there cduld not call you "Honourable"

Your dissatisfied and saddened fellow Queenslander

On 07/05/2013, at 8:27 AM, Corro EHP Minister <EHPMinister.Corro@ehp.qld.gov.au> wrote:

Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection. A response
to your correspondence is attached.

Please do not hesitate to contact the office if you require any further information.

Office of the Honourable Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
GPO Box 2454, Brisbane Qld 4001

1
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Tel: (07) 3239 0844 Fax: (07) 3227 6309
E-mail: environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,
unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.

rejudic uals right to privacy
|
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Taxlor Erin

From: schéps(3) Preudice the protection of an individual ight 0 privacy

Sent: Wednesday, 8 May 2013 7:43 PM
To: Corro EHP Minister
Subject: Re: CTS 07235/13

Thank you for your letter. | am however extremely disappointed that the Queensland Government has decided to
adopt an industry led recycling system. |, along with many others, believe that this is not the best way to get the
community and industry recycling. Container deposit schemes are a proven method of getting the maximum out of
recycling schemes. They reduce pollution and also create an income stream for community groups. | am so very
disappointed by the shortsightedness of the Queensland government and lack of leadership shown on this issue.
Please, | ask that the government reconsider on this issue. Yours sincerely

Magnetic Island, Qld

Sent from my iPhone %2

On 07/05/2013, at 5:38 AM, Corro EHP Minister <EHPMinister.Corro@ehn.QIl%m> wrote:
Q,'
Thank you for taking the time to write to the Minist nvironment and Heritage
Protection. A response to your correspondencg’isa§ached.

Please do not hesitate to contact the oﬁ@gﬂ require any further information.

Q.

Office of the Honourable Ands ell MP
Minister for Environment a itage Protection
GPO Box 2454, Brisb 1d 2001

Tel: (07) 3239 0844 %(0Y) 3227 6309

E-mail; environm inisterial.qld.gov.au

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or
entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is
no waiver of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message
is prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as
possible and delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your
computer system network.

1
13-005 Collection 2 Page 158 of 195

/6 TN0/



MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE PROTECTION

ACTION SHEET

MINISTER'S OFFICE USE

] Minister Reply
Ef Chief of Staff Reply
O Briefing Note

[0 Departmental Response

[] Department Action
L1 Department Information

[ Refer to: %Q

[J No Further Action Required

[ Copy to

O Director-General %@

Comments: ?‘
X

o
RN
N\
sch4p3( %%’ﬁjﬁﬁﬁgéﬁeﬂ- individuals right to privacy Date: /3/ 5 //5

5

MECU USE
TO: Dept Ref: CTS / Due Date to MECU / /

RELATED CORRESPONDENCE:

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICER COMMENTS:

13-005 Collection 2 Page 159 of 195

€1/ €0L0/



Franﬂi Seilsbu:x .

From: sccy

Sent: Saturday, 11 May 2013 3:43 PM

To: Environment |
Ce: Annastacia Palaszczuk !
Subject: Cash for Containers recycling scheme

Dear Mr Powell,

I want to see less rubbish in Inala's parks and streets, on Queensland's beaches, and less plastic pollution ending up
in our oceans. A Cash for Containers system based on a 10 cent refund is the best, proven way to boost recycling,
reduce litter and help save taxpayers money.

Not only would we see less waste and increased recycling, Cash for Containers would create thousands of jobs and
support the community sector. In a low socioeconomic area like Inala this is an extremely important consideration.

I urge you to press this issue with the State Premier and your colleagues in State Go ent and strongly
encourage them to stand up to Coca Cola's aggressive opposition based on tha y's self-interest to the
detriment of Queensland's environment - and our tourist industry!

scheme. The reason? It was deemed too confronting for viewing du thall coverage. | found the
advertisement disturbing because it highlighted the danger our pldstied™er presents for wildlife. 1 am confounded
that Channel 9 refused to allow this advertisement to air, the sv\ nnel that sees no problem with encouraging

I have heard that Channel 9 refused to air a quite graphic Greenpeace %ivert(sement encouraging adoption of this

gambling during football coverage!!

The time has finally come for this scheme to go natiopal S%h}\ustralia and the Northern Territory are proving its
benefits. It's time Queensland joined them in this fagifive Step to improve our environment and our world.

9 %%%%9/ c

SN E6LQY

Yours smcerely,

Inala Qld 4077

%6%%% %% %% %% %% %% %% % %% %%
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/' Hon Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
SdAVERNAENT

Ref CTS 10793/13 Level 13
400 George Street Brisbane 4000
GPO Box 2454 Brisbane
1 Queensland 4001 Australia
3 0 MAY 2813 Telephone 4617 3239 084y

Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496

Email environment@ministerial.gld.gov.au
sch4p3( 3) Pre ight to privacy

oeor [

Thank you for your email of 11 May 2013 concerning the introductio %ash for containers
system. The Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has%\ e to respond on

his behalf. @

Certainly the South Australian system has been successful. It must¥e remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The intf0duction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to rec re none had existed before —
unlike today, where a significant percentage of peop% ccess to well-established kerbside

recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in i éouth Australia has allowed the costs of
this scheme to be amortised over time. eveN'the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for a
2012 Consultation Regulation Impact QM prepared as part of the national assessment of

options identified the container depgsi e options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Gg Evm has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensa decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, apnotw€ing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging

Covenant and Keep&s‘ lia Beautiful and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
régycling bins across Queensiand.

public place 1itte@

The provision of mdre accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant guantity of
non-beverage container items end up littered. The provision of better infrastructure will help to
address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone 3330 5020.

roy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Frangi Spilsbury _ _ -

Sent: Monday, 13 May 2013 2:00 PM
To: Environment
Subject: Recycling Refund program

Dear Minister, With Federal election looming, I would like to ask if, as Environment Minister you would be
to signing our State up to the national recycling refund program in June. I believe this is an important
program, and want to strongly support you joining up.

Yours sincerely,

4069, QLD

<&
A
Q
\
&
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Hon Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND

TOVERNAENL
Ref CTS 10725/13 Level 13 )
400 George Street Brisbane 4000
GPO Box 2454 Brishane
3 U MAY 2013 Queensland 4001 Australia

Telephone +617 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496

Email environment@ministerial.gld.gov.au
schdp3( 3) Pre, right to privacy

Dear -
%

Thank you for your email of 13 May 2013 concerning the national rec refund program.
The Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has ask% o Tespond on his
behalf.

remembered however, that this scheme preceded kerb ycling systems. The introduction
of the scheme in the mid-1970s provided people wit ortunity to recycle where none had
existed before — unlike today where a significant frc e of people have access to well-

established kerbside recycling services.
<

Certainly the South Australian system has been successf%] in S6uth Australia. It must be

n South Australia has allowed the costs of

The length of time the scheme has been ig pla
Mr, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the

this scheme to be amortised over time

Consultation Regulation Impact Sta epared as part of the national assessment of
options identified the container de eme options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

scheme. Instead, Que s decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiativeg a ouncmg a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and K@ tralia Beautiful and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional

As such, the Queensland' ent has decided not to implement a container deposit
slahg/ha

public place litt ecycling bins across Queensland.

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of
non-beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help
to address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

roy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Frangi Spilsbury

e s = L e e T S e e P R e A ik ]
From: ot i e rtcion o an it 10
Sent: Monday, 13 May 2013 1:40 PM
To: Environment
Subject: national recycling refund program

Dear Minister,

I would like you to sign our State up to the national recycling refund program in June. Will you be doing
this? In South Australia a similar program has been a huge success - it is all benefit and no loss.

Please show that you care for the environment and the tourism industry for Australia and commit to this
important program.

Thank you.

Yours sincerely,

4169, QLD

I L
<

&1/108a/

&
N
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&
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Hon Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

LAOVERNAIEN T

Ref CTS 10801/13 Level 13 .
400 George Street Brisbare 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brisbane

3 [] MAY 2813 Queensland 4001 Australia

Telephone 4617 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496

Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au
SCh4p3( 0 prlvacy

Qg refund program.

Thank you for your email of 13 May 2013 conceming the national rec
The Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has aske to Tespond on his
behalf.

remembered however, that this scheme preceded kerb ecycling systems. The introduction
of the scheme in the mid-1970s provided people wit
existed before — unlike today where a significant ;ﬁr

Certainly the South Australian system has been successf%l in S6uth Australia. It must be

ortunity to recycle where none had
e of people have access to well-

established kerbside recycling services.
The length of time the scheme has been i p&ﬁ South Australia has allowed the costs of

this scheme to be amortised over time. . the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the
Consultation Regulation Impact Stat epared as part of the national assessment of
options identified the container de eme options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland ni has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, QuegpslangMas decided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiative Z&)‘uncing a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Kegf ANgtralia Beautiful and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
{agtirecycling bins across Queensiand,

public place litte

The provision of more accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of
non-beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help
to address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone 3330 5020.

Yours sincerel

Troy Collings \\
Chief of Staff
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S | P T
From: Sc14pa( 3 Prejuice the protection of an ndividualsright o privacs
Sent: Saturday, 11 May 2013 11:49 AM
To: Corro EHP Minister
Subject: Re: CTS 07234/13- Please inform the Minister of my reaction to this unacceptable
response.
Importance: High

This response is UNACCEPTABLE. The Miinister wants to serve lobbyists from the beverage industry and not the
people. I am deeply insulted by this response. Please inform the Minister that I found this response most
offensive. Kindly Remind the Minister to serve the people- not Coca Cola.

----- Original Message -----
From: Corro EHP Minister

Sent: 05/06/13 06:04 PM
To:
Subject: CTS 07234/13

\(/(/?‘

Thank you for taking the time to write t %ster for Environment and Heritage Protection. A
response to your correspondence is att

Please do not hesitate to conta@f ce if you require any further information.

\
&

Office of the Honourable Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
GPO Box 2454, Brisbane Qld 4001

Tel: (07) 3239 0844 Fax: (07) 3227 6309

E-mail: environment(@ministerial.qld.gov.au

The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is prohibited,

unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete
this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system network.
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Fram-;i Spilsbury

From: sch4p3( 3) Preju:s right to privacy

Sent: Thursday, 9 May 2013 9:40 PM
To: Environment
Subject: Fw: Take our winning Coke ad further

Dear Minister,

Lets not put our heads in the sand any longer, the litter of our state is disgusting and
even worse what ends up in land fill that can be recycled the $550,000 you are spending is wasted unless
you educate the whole population not to litter and to recycle, step out of your ivory tower and take a walk
around your local MacDonald's or Kentucky fried and see what | am talking about, drive along any highway
leading from a town with a fast food outlet and see what is on the roadside, start a deposit scheme in the
state and find out how things change for the better take a look at the difference in a state with a deposit
scheme and understand the difference it makes.

-

Can't see this email? View the on : here

DearD

Wow - we've been blown away by the re
crush a national 10 cent recycle refun

e jo our new TV ad exposing Coca-Cola's efforts to

It's been viewed a whopping 27Q
shared video in Australia. No

(and counting!) on Youtube, and today is the second most
to donations from hundreds of Greenpeace supporters,

i \v to build on this momentum to take our ad even further on TV and online.
ouPnew 45-second ad then chip in what you can to support our next

The response from Coca-Cola shareholders during its AGM this week proves we're having an impact.
Adelaide shareholdeﬂ:| was one of many who challenged Coke's efforts to crush a
national Cash for Containers scheme. When Coca-Cola Chairman David Gonski called the scheme “old
fashioned” _Ftood up and asked:

“What's wrong with old fashioned? We have container deposit legisfation in South Australia and only
4% of containers are found in litter. That's a stark contrast to the 40% of containers in the eastem

1
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1p3( 3) Prejudice th

states.”[1]

This proves our incredible people-powered campaign is making a splash where it counts. So let's build
on this energy right away: if you chip in today, our ad can reach even more people on TV and
online, building more pressure on Coke and politicians to stop plastic pollution ruining our
beaches and killing our marine life.

Will you join the hundreds of other Greenpeace supporters who’ve already donated and help put
this_ ad in front of more Australians?

Together we can put our message where Coke thinks it owns the debate. We're not about to back

down now: www.greenpeace.org/CokeAd
Thanks for being part of this.

> prot@eion|of amiddiviénaimiight Grapeace

[1] CCA says NT recycling plan “old fashioned”, AAP, 7 May 2013

Greenpeace Ausiralia Pacific is part of a global movement of people taking action for a green and peaceful future. Read
more about our work at www.areenpeace.org.au. We rely entirely on voluntary donations fo carry out our campaigns. If
you'd like o contribute to support our work, please donate now. To ask a question, send ﬁie@%Q?k or change your details

please contact us. You are receiving this email because you subscribed using mundeyroa ail.com. To unsubscribe
from our emails, click here.

Follow us on Facebook and Twitter. &

&
N
OVQ(S/
AN
&
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Taxlor Erin - _

From: 1433 Prefutce the proteton of an ndiduels ight 0 1 vcy

Sent: Monday, 13 May 2013 3:17 PM
To: Corro EHP Minister
Subject: RE: CTS 07234/13

Attachments: T

Dear The Hon. Minister Andrew Powell,
Thank you for your letter dated 6 May 2013.

It is with deep sadness that i read the Queensland Liberal Government has decided to not support a
container deposit scheme. This was an outstanding chance for the 'smart state' to not only address this
pertinent national issue but to also reverse the embarrassing fact that Queenslanders are the number one

litterers across the nation
Sometimes our governments need to make brave decisions that will put env%gtal protection and long
term sustainability front and centre. Such decisions often result in at leagf'spmgone not being happy, such
as the multi billion dollar beverage companies Fosters, Lion Nathan and Cola Amitil, who all continue
to discredit the container deposit scheme.

It is time to stand up to these big companies and make them @ ce for the waste they create.

Recycling is good for our economy, our community, o gc@r}n and our planet and the Queensland

Liberal Government must do more to support this sch ore information on how to achieve this can be

found at:
http://www.boomerangalliance.org.au/ @l

In the one minute it has taken you to read this Ztter 15,000 bottles and cans have been littered or landfilled
in Australia. Some will end up in our pa¥ks,our streets and our waterways, while some will end up in the
stomachs of native wildlife who mistgkeyt Tor food. That said, I urge you to reconsider and overturn your
decision, and to rally your gm@n O support a container deposit scheme pronto.

Kind regards, Q~
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Hon Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection

QUEENSLAND
GOVERNMENT

Level 13
400 George Street Brisbane 4000
GPO Box 2454 Brishane

6 May 2013 Queensland 4001 Australia
Telephone +617 3239 0844

Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496

Email environment@ministerial.gld.gov.au

Thank you for your recent correspondence concerning a container depo$ eme. The
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to Q n his behalf.

Ref CTS 07234/13

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It mus remembered however,
that this scheme preceded kerbside recycling systems. The jntrogdtction of the scheme in the
mid-1970s provided people with the opportunity to recycl re none had existed. This is
unlike today where a significant percentage of people have ss to well-established kerbside
recycling services. %

The length of time the scheme has been in plagé | guth Australia has allowed the costs of
this scheme to be amortised over time. Howeve cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the

Consultation Regulation Impact Statemept, red as part of the national assessment of
options, identified the container deposj epae options as the most costly to implement
nationally.

As such, the Queensland Goth has decided not to implement a container deposit
scheme. Instead, Queensl| ecided to promote recycling and litter reduction through
industry-led initiatives, ann@g a $550,000 partnership between the Australian Packaging
Covenant and Keep Na eautiful; and, as a separate initiative, the roll-out of additional
public place litter and régyciing bins across Queensland.

The provision of m8ge accessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with-
a greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers. Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of
non-beverage container items end up littered and the provision of better infrastructure will help
to address the overall litter issue and not a small proportion of potentially littered items.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enduiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager — Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff
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Frangi Spilsbury

Sent: Friday, 24 May 2013 5:57 PM
To: Environment
Subject: Cash for containers

Dear minister Powell

I saw your channel 7 story last night. Great to see you are passionate about protecting turtles
from plastic ingestion!

I am writing to you to show my support for introducing a container deposit scheme in Australia.

I am extremely concern about the impact of plastics on our environment, particularly our
oceans.

I was horrified that research into deaths of marine turtles tells u %O\A:uof turtle deaths are
caused by ingestion of plastics? This is extremely worrying and likely to get worse unless

significant action is taken. /
I fully support a cash for containers program as this p %ue on otherwise throw away
items. In addition it provides opportunities for gene{pdit of income for community groups.

Please don't let the actions of Coke or other
the long term best interest of our commu
creatures will inspire you to take actio

orates to influence you. We need to act for
our turtles). I hope seeing those beautiful
pport this positive change.

The community is ready and su@)his change!!

,g\

S

Sent from my iPhone

13-005

1

Collection 2 Page 177 of 195

N TEITY




T N I‘--\
SN
A -\\% r-

- g?ﬁ:} Hon Andrew Powell MP

%0 Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
CJUEENSLAND
GOVERNAENT

Ref  CTS12182/13 Level 13

400 George Street Brisbane 4000
GPO Box 2454 Brisbane

Z E‘ JUN 2013 Queensland 4001 Australia

Telephone +617 3239 0844
Facsimile +61 7 3224 2496
Email environment@ministerial.qld.gov.au

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Dear

Thank you for your email of 24 May 2013 concerning the cash for co ers scheme. The
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection has asked me to 1 nd on his behalf.

The Queensland Government has decided not to support the in@ on of a container deposit ,
scheme (CDS) in Queensland, supporting instead the promotion o#itter reduction and

increased recycling through industry-led initiatives that wi impfove away-from-home litter and

recycling infrastructure. %

' %latching brief on the assessment of
71l the course of this assessment, if a

and efficient approach at the national level,
onsideration to this option where it is shown to

However, the Queensland Government is maintai
options that is currently being undertaken nati
deposit scheme can be shown to be a cost-€
the Queensland Government would give cqref
be in the best interests of Queensland

It is acknowledged that CDS certai@?S a significant amount of community support and that it
has been successful in South Australia. However, it also needs to be acknowledged that the

circumstances of its introd very different to the current arrangements in Queensland, I
as CDS was introduced we re kerbside recycling in South Australia.

such as the roll- ditional public place litter and recycling bins across Queensland. The .
provision of more agcessible litter and recycling infrastructure will help provide people with
greater opportunity to do the right thing when they are away from home for a broader range of
items than beverage containers.

Queensland has d:@t promote recycling and litter reduction through industry-led initiatives

Litter surveys certainly indicate that a significant quantity of non-beverage container items end
up littered and these items are damaging the local waterways and marine species. A CDS
system does not include other plastic items, such as plastic bags, and would not result in an
overall change to the types of litter entering the waterways.

As such, beverage containers form only a component of the litter issue in Queensland. By
providing for better litter infrastructure, it will help to address the overall litter issue and not a
small proportion of potentially littered items. These initiatives are aimed to minimise the overall
amount of litter in our streets and waterways which has the subsequent potential to move
through the system, reducing the risk of items being ingested by marine species such as turtles.
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2
While it is of concern that turtles are ingesting plastic materials, the Queensland Government

believes that a more holistic view on the various litter streams that pose a threat to turtles and

other marine species will do more to assist with these issues than focusing on one part of the
litter stream.

The Minister hopes this information is of assistance to you. Should you have any further
enquiries, please contact Ms Kylie Hughes, Manager, Waste Policy and Legislation of the
Department of Environment and Heritage Protection on telephone (07) 3330 5020.

Yours sincerely

sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Troy Collings
Chief of Staff \
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Milton Kerrie

From: Bernadette Zerba <Bernadette.Zerba@premiers.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Wednesday, 29 May 2013 2:27 PM

To: Anderson Jodie

Subject: FW: Online Petitions - Boomerang Alliance

HI Jodie, could you arrange for a draft response to be prepared for this corro item. You will note our previous
response to this person is below. Is there any more data about the locations of available kerbside recycling to
address the issue of data raised in this letter. If not could the reply provide congratulations on recycling efforts and
reiterate what was said in the previous letter (briefly). Thanks for your assistance with this. Could you please provide
a reply by the 12 June.

kind regards

Bernadette Zerba

Director - Policy Division (Environment and Resource Policy)

Department of Premier and Cabinet

Ph: 3235 4879 %

Bernadette.zerba@premiers.qld.gov.au y

From: sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy
Sent: Monday, 20 May 2013 6:42 PM

A4
To: The Premier V
Subject: Re: Online Petitions - Boomerang AIIiQ

Dear Premier,

-

Current evidence??? | would be ve@erested in your data which proves your case? As a standard political
response you sprout words wi b*td a/facts to back up these words. As a fact Kingaroy has no recycling
nor does most of the South_Bumgett: Probably because as usual, the backward looking local council is far
more concerned with rai es, providing poor service and giving themselves pay rises.

That aside, | have recycled for many years which requires a cost to me to do the right thing to ensure my
recyclables end up in the right place (a boot full delivered to Brisbane when we visit friends and family).
This is because | try my best to care for the environment as at the present rate of destruction, it needs all the
help it can get! Which is more than | can say for others in this area which is clearly evident by the amount of
rubbish which litters the country side (from Cooktown to Tweed Heads). Even on visits to Brisbane some
places resemble road side dumps for example Cleveland Rd from the outer city to Wellington point and the
Pacific Motorway to name but two yet, you are telling me all items are recycled.

| agree recycling is a good start however, in my opinion all disposable goods which have an underlying
energy value should be recycled in one form or another for the simple reason we live on a finite planet with
finite resources. A fact which politicians fail to understand. In my opinion this could/can be achieved by
placing a refundable price on all disposable items as in the CDS program which would be a start for
containers. Better education would also help to ensure mindless Queenslander's do not throw their rubbish
where ever they please with no regard for the environment and a cost incentive (CDS program) would help.

1
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Once again if politician lead by example then | can clearly see why Queenslander's treat their state as a
dumping ground for their unwanted rubbish.

| await your data to prove your statements, regards,

3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Kingaroy QLD 4610

On Mon, May 20, 2013 at 4:28 PM, The Premier <The.Premier@premiers.qld.gov.au> wrote:

Dear Sir/Madam Q/\zg
&

Thank you for your email about the introduction of a n% deposit scheme (CDS) in Queensland.

The Queensland Government is keen to e g{options for improving recycling rates. However, current
evidence does not support claims that a co%?ory container deposit system will have the beneficial impact
you are seeking. For example, at thistime, a deposit scheme would require government subsidies, or a
significant increase in product c@gvever, it could also threaten the effectiveness and success of
existing kerbside recycling arraa% s, which are working well in Queensland.

The two key reasons why a ;usiness case for a compulsory CDS program does not stack up at this time are:
1) 86 per cent of Queenslanders already have access to, and use, kerbside recycling schemes. As mentioned
above, a CDS could potentially threaten the viability of these schemes if significant quantities of recyclable
materials are diverted from kerbside collection; and 2) Queensland has a highly decentralised population
with very long transport distances.

For the reasons outlined above, the Government has decided that the most appropriate approach for
Queensland at this time is to promote recycling and litter reduction through industry-driven initiatives,
complemented by the delivery of more convenient and readily-accessible recycling infrastructure for
consumers. However, if a deposit scheme can be shown to be effective and cost-efficient at the national
level, then, of course the Queensland Government would give this close consideration.

2
13-005 Collection 2 Page 181 of 195



| can advise you that the Standing Council on Environment and Water, which includes Australia’s Federal
and State environment ministers, is currently making an assessment on potential national measures,
including container deposit legislation. In this regard, the Queensland Government will maintain a watching
brief on this national work and will consider participating in a national initiative if it is shown to be in the
best interests of Queenslanders.

Yours sincerely

CAMPBELL NEWMAN 8

S

W:tecorqau@auOOlIcr04.svd.the—server.com.au] On Behalf

From: tecorgau@au001lcr04.syd.the-server.com.
Of Boomerang Alliance - Campaigning for recycli
Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 8:17 PM
To: tec@lists.tec.org.au; tony.burke.mp@aph.g

Subject: Online Petitions - Boomerang fw

Ask your Premier to suppo@ner deposits!

First

Name:
sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

Last Name:

au; The Premier

Email:
Country: Australia

State: thepremier@premiers.qld.gov.au

Postcode: 4610
Subject: Container deposits

Environment ministers will soon be making a decision on how to stop 8 billion beverage
Message: containers being landfilled or littered every year. There's a solution — a 10cent RecycleRefund
scheme. Governments must show the public they can stand up to beverage industry's

3
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misleading campaign and intimidation tactics. Coca Cola, Lion and Schweppes took the
Northern Territory government to court and stopped its Cash for Containers scheme that has
recycled 54 million containers in just one year. Their alternative could not achieve this — it's
too little, too late — and intended to delay a real solution. | want clean beaches, rivers and
parks. | want effective recycling solutions for the beverage packaging | consume. It is crucial
your government show it will not be intimidated by the tactics of Coke and its allies. |
understand the Boomerang Alliance's Recycling Refund Scheme will be independent of the
beverage companies and non-profit. It will see the price of my favourite beverages only
increase by a 10cents deposit and that this amount will be refunded if I return the container to
a convenient recycling depot. I also understand that if | don't return my container, my deposit
will be used to run recycling operations and litter clean ups. This will: - significantly lift our
recycling rates of glass, plastic and metal beverage containers - virtually eliminate beverage
container litter, including marine pollution - help charities - create many new jobs - create
funds for broader litter and recycling programs - support hundreds of new convenient drop-
off centres for other products like batteries and e-waste, as well. No other option can provide
all these benefits.

Please Australia needs to start on a sustainable path to provide a future for our children and

Add more  our children's children. This includes an environment free of waste which is clearly
Message: having major impacts. An Australia wide container deposit gy should just be the
beginning. Best Regakalss( 3) prejudice the protection of an individuals right to flBgaroy QLD 4610
Vv
/

Regards,
The Boomerang Alliance

This email is intended only for the ad Its use is limited to that intended by
the author at the time and it is not

to be distributed without the auth% nsent.
Unless otherwise stated, the St&::/p Queensland accepts no liability for the contents

of this email except where
subsequently confirmed in W- The opinions expressed in this email are those of
the author and do not ne samly

represent the views of :§S¢ate of Queensland. This email is confidential and may be
subject to a claim ofsleg privilege.

IT you have received is email in error, please notify the author and delete this

message immediately.

This email is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by
the author at the time and it is not
to be distributed without the author®s consent.

Unless otherwise stated, the State of Queensland accepts no liability for the contents
of this email except where

subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this email are those of
the author and do not necessarily

represent the views of the State of Queensland. This email is confidential and may be
subject to a claim of legal privilege.

IT you have received this email in error, please notify the author and delete this
message immediately.
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Milton Kerrie

From: Bernadette Zerba <Bernadette.Zerba@premiers.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, 31 May 2013 9:59 AM

To: Anderson Jodie

Subject: Corro item TF/13/11070 - container deposit scheme

Hi Jodie,

Could you please assist in providing information for a response to the following email. A letter has previously been sent to this
person, see further below, but they are raising some additional issues, about increasing recycle bin pick-ups. | will need a reply
by 13 June. Thanks for your assistance with this matter.

kind regards

Bernadette Zerba

Director - Policy Division (Environment and Resource Policy)
Department of Premier and Cabinet

Ph: 3235 4879

Bernadette.zerba@premiers.qld.gov.au

Dear Campbell Newman %/%
es

Thank you for your response but it is not adequate enough! There are many Stat cities where there are not enough
recycling bins for the copious amounts of waste produced by poor planning in foodsproduction, packaging and pretty much any
product manufactured.

Some solutions | suggest you adopt is to do weekly curb side pick ups provide bigger recycle bins to all residences in

Australia and provide at least triple the amount of recycle bins in al ital cities!! I fill my recycle bin before the first week is
out, as do all of my neighbours! | collect this surplus and have t@ my local shopping centre and drop off the extras in
recycle bins that are unlocked for big business that are mainly e every fortnight! | do this as it is the right thing to do
however many others do not and just add the surplus toge aste! Also there are not enough systems in place in shopping
centres to recycle all the vast amounts of packaging w% dboard recycling is not enough! We must provide stricter
requirements on all businesses to comply as this i e %he bulk of surplus waste comes from. | know | worked part time in
retail!

Fix this please! The planet depends on it. V

| know first hand as | am a Marine Biolog@ has worked in the industry for 17 years and have travelled the globe (over 80
countries and still counting). | have the impacts first hand where | did a necropsy on a killer whale that died by ingesting
plastic bags. | have seen whales, Sea%turtlés and tuna entangled in plastic and have sailed aboard the Rainbow Warrior Il in the
Pacific garbage patch and refyéSe fo vield to corporate and government greed!

Coca Cola should be held responsible for the millions of tonnes of waste it produces annually but refuses to take responsibility
for. This national scheme was to begin to address this issue. Coke sued this scheme in SA and won. How ludicrous is that! Do not
further support corporate negligence and greed. Be a part of the solution not the problem!

I look forward to your response.

Warmest Regards

( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy

On 21/05/2013, at 12:11 PM, The Premier <The.Premier@premiers.qld.gov.au> wrote:

Dear Sir/Madam

1
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Thank you for your email about the introduction of a container deposit scheme (CDS) in Queensland.

The Queensland Government is keen to explore all options for improving recycling rates. However, current evidence does not
support claims that a compulsory container deposit system will have the beneficial impact you are seeking. For example, at this
time, a deposit scheme would require government subsidies, or a significant increase in product cost. However, it could also
threaten the effectiveness and success of existing kerbside recycling arrangements, which are working well in Queensland.

The two key reasons why a business case for a compulsory CDS program does not stack up at this time are: 1) 86 per cent of
Queenslanders already have access to, and use, kerbside recycling schemes. As mentioned above, a CDS could potentially
threaten the viability of these schemes if significant quantities of recyclable materials are diverted from kerbside collection; and
2) Queensland has a highly decentralised population with very long transport distances.

For the reasons outlined above, the Government has decided that the most appropriate approach for Queensland at this time is
to promote recycling and litter reduction through industry-driven initiatives, complemented by the delivery of more convenient
and readily-accessible recycling infrastructure for consumers. However, if a deposit scheme can be shown to be effective and
cost-efficient at the national level, then, of course the Queensland Government would give this close consideration.

| can advise you that the Standing Council on Environment and Water, which includes Australia’s Federal and State environment

ministers, is currently making an assessment on potential national measures, including iner deposit legislation. In this
regard, the Queensland Government will maintain a watching brief on this national wo will consider participating in a
national initiative if it is shown to be in the best interests of Queenslanders. @

Yours sincerely

CAMPBELL NEWMAN

From: tecorgau@au001lcrO4.syd.the-server.c ailto:tecorgau@au001lcr04.syd.the-server.com.au] On Behalf
Of Boomerang Alliance - Campaigning for recyc

Sent: Tuesday, 9 April 2013 9:58 PM

To: tec@lists.tec.org.au; tony.burke. ‘gov.au; The Premier

Subject: Online Petitions - Boomeran nce

Ask your Premier to supp%@ainer deposits!

First Name:

kcasgisN ARG dice the protection of an individuals right to privacy
Email:

Country:  Australia

State: thepremier@premiers.gld.gov.au
Postcode: (4220

Subject: Container deposits

Environment ministers will soon be making a decision on how to stop 8 billion beverage containers beir
landfilled or littered every year. There's a solution — a 10cent RecycleRefund scheme. Governments mu:
the public they can stand up to beverage industry's misleading campaign and intimidation tactics. Coca (
Lion and Schweppes took the Northern Territory government to court and stopped its Cash for Containe
Message:  |scheme that has recycled 54 million containers in just one year. Their alternative could not achieve this -
too little, too late — and intended to delay a real solution. | want clean beaches, rivers and parks. | want

effective recycling solutions for the beverage packaging I consume. It is crucial your government show
not be intimidated by the tactics of Coke and its allies. | understand the Boomerang Alliance's Recycling
Refund Scheme will be independent of the beverage companies and non-profit. It will see the price of m
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favourite beverages only increase by a 10cents deposit and that this amount will be refunded if I return t
container to a convenient recycling depot. | also understand that if I don't return my container, my depos
be used to run recycling operations and litter clean ups. This will: - significantly lift our recycling rates ¢
glass, plastic and metal beverage containers - virtually eliminate beverage container litter, including mar
pollution - help charities - create many new jobs - create funds for broader litter and recycling programs
support hundreds of new convenient drop-off centres for other products like batteries and e-waste, as we
other option can provide all these benefits.

Add more
Message:

Regards,

The Boomerang Alliance

This email

the author at the time and it is not
to be distributed without the author®s consent.

is intended only for the addressee. Its use is IimiQ:?tD that intended by

Unless otherwise stated, the State of Queensland accepts @ability for the contents
of this email except where

the author and do not necessarily

is confidential and may be

subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expy sseéfl in this email are those of
Qﬁail

represent the views of the State of Queensland. a;&)

subject to a claim of legal privilege.

message immediately.

IT you have received this email in error, @g notify the author and delete this

¢ \7 __________________________________________
&

3
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sch4p3( 3) Prejudice the protection of an individuals right to privacy
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MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE PROTECTION

ACTION SHEET

MINISTER'S OFFICE USE

[ Minister Reply
[ Chief of Staff Reply
[ Briefing Note

[ Departmental Response
E(Departmenl: Action

BT Department Information

[J Refer to:

[ No Further Action Required

O Copy to
O Director-General

Comments:

sch4p3( 3) Prejmuetme:W Date: o/ :@

MECU USE
TO: Dept Ref: CTS / Due Date to (EL S

RELATED CORRESPONDENCE:

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICER COMMENTS:
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MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE PROTECTION

ACTION SHEET

MINISTER’S OFFICE USE

1 Minister Reply
M Chief of Staff Reply
[J Briefing Note

1 Departmental Response
[J Department Action
[1 Department Information

LI Refer to: Q
[J No Further Action Required &
[ Copy to 7

O Director-General
o4

Comments:
&

KM

dividuals right to privacy

schap3( 3PHEsjadity e pr Date: ’1{/ é/ />

MECU USE
TO: Dept Ref: CTS / Due Date to MECU / /

RELATED CORRESPONDENCE:  €T7°S /.Zf.léf//z_.

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICER COMMENTS:

13-005 Collection 2 Page 193 of 195

2 ‘;'_:{{ i_b_c':"/{‘f



4p3( 3)

17 June 2013

Hon Andrew Powell MP
Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection
GPO Box 2454, Brisbane QLD 4001

Dear Mr Powell
I draw your attention to the article in today’s Courier Mail concerning “cash for containggs” (see attached copy).
I am part of the 80% of Australians that, according to clean Up Australia, support 2

me to recycle containers.

In his article Your Money Editor, Anthony Keane, argues that industry protes%st the scheme are a “storm in a
(recycled) tea cup”.

/
I urge you to support this scheme and to initiate the appropriate I '%to ensure that recycling containers occurs
in Queensland. %

({}fo
\/Q*
Q
\
&

D nala, Qua 4077
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ANTHONY KEANE -~
YOUR MONEY EDITOR

CASH foryour cans? It'san 1dea that has

asa South Aussie who grew up gettingre-

“tea cup. : -
From a personal finance and environ-

schemes are a greatidea.

Herein SA cans and other containers
have had refunds for 35 years, and iti in-
creasedfrom5¢ to 10¢ five years ago. -

j ._ _ proach to container recycling and the
-~ are politic almoves under way m N
andWA.

Slovaer Mad 16liz:
' 1053/?& 4. 'Ymr Mwn"e,j

sparked industry protests interstate, but -
funds for drink containers, I think the -
complaints are astormin a (recycled)

-mental perspective, container deposit -

Victoria is pushing for a national 3p-_

| TheNT mtroduced one last y
: lega_l action from drinks gi QQca-

‘Return for deposﬂ
abottler of a plan

“Cola Amatil, Schweppes and Lion Nath-"
~ anforced itto be declared invalid andit -
: remams injeopardy:

I'mnot an expertin manufacturmg
costs, but question howa10¢ refundable
- levy onasoft drink can ormilk bottleis
gomgto hurt consumers too much.
I'venever boughta drink outside
SA and cried “Ohr my god! That costs
-10¢ more!” :
Clean Up Australiasays 80 percentof
Aussiesthinkitsa goodideaandthatthe
schemes double recycimg rates, help the
environment and createjobs, whﬂ&the
- drinks crowd argue r
householdswﬂlpa
Formany f
 their first expi
forwork. = R
A family o each drinkinga (diet)
cap of drifflca day, plus seven litres of milk
can earn almost $200 back a year,
eparbies and parties areall handy
enerators. =~ -
Ithnotexactlymegabucks hutlfltcuts_. :
andfilland promotes savmgs 1tcan the a -
badthmg : :

recycling cansis -
iehge of earningmoney -
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