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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

BURLEIGH HEADS  QLD  4220

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

BURBANK  QLD  4156

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

DOUGLAS  QLD  4811

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff13-005 Collection 2 Page 56 of 195
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

CLEMATIS  VIC  3782

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff

13-005 Collection 2 Page 60 of 195

RTI D
L R

ELE
ASE - E

HP

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



Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

KOONGAL  QLD  4701

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

ALBION BC  QLD  4010

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff

13-005 Collection 2 Page 63 of 195

RTI D
L R

ELE
ASE - E

HP

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



Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

INALA  QLD  4077

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff

13-005 Collection 2 Page 65 of 195

RTI D
L R

ELE
ASE - E

HP

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



Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

HEATHCOTE  NSW  2233

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

REDFERN  NSW  2016

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
Chief of Staff
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Ref CTS 07234/13

6 May 2013

NAMBOUR  QLD  4560

Dear

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

Certainly this system has been successful in South Australia. It must 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 recycle where none had existed. This is unlike 
today where a significant percentage of people have access to well-established kerbside 
recycling services.

The length of time the scheme has been in place in South Australia has allowed the costs of this 
scheme to be amortised over time. However, the cost-benefit analysis undertaken for the 
Consultation Regulation Impact Statement, prepared as part of the national assessment of 
options, identified the container deposit scheme options as the most costly to implement 
nationally.

As such, 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, 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
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

From:
Sent: Monday, 20 May 2013 6:42 PM 
To: The Premier 
Subject: Re: Online Petitions - Boomerang Alliance 

Dear Premier, 

Current evidence??? I would be very interested in your data which proves your case? As a standard political 
response you sprout words without data/facts to back up these words. As a fact Kingaroy has no recycling 
nor does most of the South Burnett. Probably because as usual, the backward looking local council is far 
more concerned with raising rates, providing poor service and giving themselves pay rises. 

That aside, I 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 I 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 I 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. 

I 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. 

13-005 Collection 2 Page 180 of 195

RTI D
L R

ELE
ASE - E

HP

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



2

Once again if politician lead by example then I can clearly see why Queenslander's treat their state as a 
dumping ground for their unwanted rubbish. 

I await your data to prove your statements, regards, 

Kingaroy QLD 4610 

On Mon, May 20, 2013 at 4:28 PM, The Premier <The.Premier@premiers.qld.gov.au> wrote: 

Dear Sir/Madam

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.
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I 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

From: tecorgau@au001lcr04.syd.the-server.com.au [mailto:tecorgau@au001lcr04.syd.the-server.com.au] On Behalf
Of Boomerang Alliance - Campaigning for recycling 
Sent: Friday, 5 April 2013 8:17 PM 
To: tec@lists.tec.org.au; tony.burke.mp@aph.gov.au; The Premier 
Subject: Online Petitions - Boomerang Alliance

Ask your Premier to support container deposits!

First
Name:

Last Name:

Email:

Country: Australia

State: thepremier@premiers.qld.gov.au

Postcode: 4610

Subject: Container deposits 

Message:
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 
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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. I 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 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 I 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.  

Add more 
Message:

Please Australia needs to start on a sustainable path to provide a future for our children and 
our children's children. This includes an environment free of all our waste which is clearly 
having major impacts. An Australia wide container deposit system should just be the 
beginning. Best Regards, Kingaroy QLD 4610 

Regards,  
The Boomerang Alliance

http://boomerangalliance.org.au

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------
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. 

If you have received this 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. 

If you have received this email in error, please notify the author and delete this 
message immediately. 
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--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------
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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. I 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
Thank you for your response but it is not adequate enough! There are many States and cities where there are not enough

recycling bins for the copious amounts of waste produced by poor planning in food production, packaging and pretty much any
product manufactured.

Some solutions I suggest you adopt is to do weekly curb side pick ups and provide bigger recycle bins to all residences in
Australia and provide at least triple the amount of recycle bins in all capital cities!! I fill my recycle bin before the first week is
out, as do all of my neighbours! I collect this surplus and have to go to my local shopping centre and drop off the extras in
recycle bins that are unlocked for big business that are mainly empty every fortnight! I do this as it is the right thing to do
however many others do not and just add the surplus to general waste! Also there are not enough systems in place in shopping
centres to recycle all the vast amounts of packaging waste. Cardboard recycling is not enough! We must provide stricter
requirements on all businesses to comply as this is where the bulk of surplus waste comes from. I know I worked part time in
retail!
Fix this please! The planet depends on it.

I know first hand as I am a Marine Biologist who has worked in the industry for 17 years and have travelled the globe (over 80
countries and still counting). I have seen the impacts first hand where I did a necropsy on a killer whale that died by ingesting
plastic bags. I have seen whales, sea turtles and tuna entangled in plastic and have sailed aboard the RainbowWarrior II in the
Pacific garbage patch and refuse to yield 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

On 21/05/2013, at 12:11 PM, The Premier <The.Premier@premiers.qld.gov.au> wrote:

Dear Sir/Madam
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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.

I 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

From: tecorgau@au001lcr04.syd.the-server.com.au [mailto:tecorgau@au001lcr04.syd.the-server.com.au] On Behalf
Of Boomerang Alliance - Campaigning for recycling 
Sent: Tuesday, 9 April 2013 9:58 PM 
To: tec@lists.tec.org.au; tony.burke.mp@aph.gov.au; The Premier 
Subject: Online Petitions - Boomerang Alliance

Ask your Premier to support container deposits!

First Name:
Last Name:
Email:
Country: Australia
State: thepremier@premiers.qld.gov.au
Postcode: 4220
Subject: Container deposits 

Message:

Environment ministers will soon be making a decision on how to stop 8 billion beverage containers bein
landfilled or littered every year. There's a solution – a 10cent RecycleRefund scheme. Governments mus
the public they can stand up to beverage industry's misleading campaign and intimidation tactics. Coca C
Lion and Schweppes took the Northern Territory government to court and stopped its Cash for Containe
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. I want clean beaches, rivers and parks. I want 
effective recycling solutions for the beverage packaging I consume. It is crucial your government show i
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 m
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favourite beverages only increase by a 10cents deposit and that this amount will be refunded if I return th
container to a convenient recycling depot. I 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 o
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 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. 

If you have received this email in error, please notify the author and delete this 
message immediately. 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------
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