Joint Declaration of the Members
of the Pro 3R Coalition
of December 2021

The Pro 3R Coalition is a nation-wide network of citizens' associations,
representatives, and independent individuals, with the vision of waste management based
on waste prevention and the highest possible waste recycling, without further incinerators
and landfills1. By this Joint Declaration, we react on the latest developments in the field of
waste management in the Czech Republic, and preparation and introduction of the new
Czech waste legislation. Its addressees are, in particular, the new Czech Government and
the new management of the Ministry of Environment.
We are concerned about the developments in the waste management field in the
Czech Republic. This regards, in particular, the completely insufficient capacity for material
recycling of waste, and, on the other hand, dangerously growing capacities for its
incineration, or energy recovery from waste. The numbers of projects for constructions,
reconstructions, and capacity increases, of waste incinerators (ERFs2) in the Czech Republic
are not in agreement with the intent of the Czech and European legislations to focus
on the circular economy principles. Whereas the European Commission added the ERFs,
similarly as coal-fired power plants, to the list of unsustainable activities 3 in 2020 already, as
they block development of material recycling and waste prevention, the numbers of
projects for their constructions has continued to grow in the Czech Republic, concerning
both the independent incinerators (ERFs) and facilities that should form part of the heating
infrastructure.
The Circular Economy Action Plan, presented by the European Commission in 2020,
plans to decrease the mixed municipal waste production by half by 20304. In this context,
waste incinerators (ERFs), having fixed capacities that have to be filled with stable waste
amounts for a number of years, represent a significant obstacle in meeting the aims of
the Czech waste management, as well as the European Circular Economy Action Plan.
We are afraid that these facilities could have higher capacities than necessary in the future,
and it will result in the necessity of imports of waste into Czech incinerators from abroad.
Moreover, any form of waste incineration (i.e., including ERFs) has very negative
impacts both on the environment and on human health. Incinerators release a number
of toxic substances (chlorinated, as well as brominated, dioxins, polychlorinated biphenyls,
polyaromatic hydrocarbons, hexachlorobenzene, mercury, etc.) into the environment, not
only in emissions into the air5, but also in wastewater, and, in particular, in incineration
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2

residues, often used as construction materials6. The new Czech waste legislation
promotes this practice even further, but dioxins and other toxic substances may be
released into the environment from the waste used in this way, and contaminate food
chains7.
The incinerators profit also from retrospective forgiving of fees for landfilling of waste
reported as construction materials. Waste incineration is not a sustainable alternative to
landfilling. Waste incineration is also a significant source of CO2 emissions, and,
because of that, it significantly contributes to climate change. Empirical data show that
approximately 1.11 tons of CO2 is released for each ton of incinerated waste in the EU, of
which amount ca 55 % is of fossil origin8. Thus, for the above-mentioned reasons, we do not
agree with construction of any further incinerators (ERFs) in the Czech Republic.
In the last few years, there have also increased the numbers of projects for
construction of facilities for the so-called “chemical recycling” of waste (thermal
depolymerisation, pyrolysis, etc.). These technologies are often presented as almost
miraculous, although they still give rise to a number of questions that have not been
answered satisfactorily, including the question of their real impacts on the
environment and human health. These technologies also contribute to climate change
significantly, and, in addition to that, a majority of them is not competitive and faces a
number of problems when put into operation, because of high energy requirements and a
number of operation problems9.

Because of that, we propose to the new Government, and, especially, to the new Minister of
Environment:
1) At least, not to authorise construction of any further waste incinerators (ERFs) within
the framework of the EIA process, and, thus, to apply regulation of the numbers and
capacities of the authorised plans for construction of these facilities in the Czech
Republic, in order that the both parameters be in accordance with the strategy for
meeting the aims of circular economy10;
2) Enactment of an obligatory fee for waste incineration, including waste incineration
with energy recovery (by the way, this is proposed, inter alia, also by the European
Commission11 and OECD12);
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3) Expanding the European Union Emissions Trading System to waste incinerators
(ERFs) (this being proposed also by further European organisations13);
4) Introduction of obligatory measurements of chlorinated, as well as brominated,
dioxins in outputs from the facilities and in emissions into the air, ideally in a semicontinuous way14;
5) Setting such limits for dioxin substances (PCDD/Fs and dl-PCBs) and brominated
diphenylethers in waste that would prevent their entering of recyclates, and support
of technologies resulting in effective degradation of these substances in waste, in
accordance with the requirements of the Stockholm Convention;
6) Introduction of a publicly accessible database of storage, deposition, and utilisation of
waste incineration residues (including both the residues from flue gas treatment, and
slag and bottom ash after incineration);
7) Creation of a legislative framework for regulation of technologies designated as
“chemical recycling” and their outputs (this being proposed also by other European
organisation, including EEB15);
8) Setting concrete steps for higher support of waste prevention (within the framework
of the Update of the Waste Management Plan of the Czech Republic) and for
development of its material recycling, instead of support of waste incineration,
treatment by the so-called „chemical recycling“16 methods, and landfilling;
9) Introduction of a deposit-refund and take-back system for PET bottles17 and
beverage cans that would ensure at least 90% separation of plastic bottles, required
by the European Union directive on the reduction of single-use plastics.
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RNDr. Luboš Beran, Ph.D., representative of the municipality Horní Počaply
BcA. Michal Berg, representative of the town Vsetín, deputy chairman of the
association Vsetínské fórum, and co-chairman of the Green Party
Nikola Carić, chairman of the association Nádech, Ostrava
Jiří Čečka, member of the association Spolek Vysoká
Ing. Vladimír Dvořák, deputy mayor of the municipality Srnojedy
Ing. Jan Freidinger, campaign manager of the organisation Greenpeace Czech
Republic
Ing. Václav Gavlovský, chairman of the association Spolek FRYGATO - EKO,
Karviná
Mgr. Marek Gonda, Komňa
Mgr. Jan Hrubeš, representative of the town Most
Ing. Pavel Huspeka, Vsetín
Ing. Nikola Jelínek, expert on toxic substances in the environment of the Toxics and
Waste Programme of the Arnika Association
JUDr. Petr Kowanda, Mělník
Ing. Ivo Kropáček, waste expert of the association Hnutí DUHA
Ing. Jan Linhart, chairman of the association Zelená pro Pardubicko
PharmDr. Tereza Machová, chairwoman of the association Herout, Heřmanův
Městec
Bc. Jiří Müller, Domoušice
Bc. Sarah Ožanová, project coordinator of the Toxics and Waste Programme of the
Arnika Association
RNDr. Jindřich Petrlík, programme manager of the Toxics and Waste Programme of
the Arnika Association
Ing. Michal Pokorný, chairman of the association Spolek Vysoká
Ing. Jiří Pykal, deputy chairman of the association Spolek Javořice
Ing. Tomáš Richta, member of the association Senzorvzduchu and co-chairman of
the basic organisation of the Green Party in Prague 2
Ing. Edvard Sequens, chairman of the association Calla - Sdružení pro záchranu
prostředí, České Budějovice
Michael Šatník, Varnsdorf
Mgr. Miloslava Štěrbová, member of the association Spolek občanů Permanent,
Nymburk
MUDr. Miroslav Šuta, chairman of the association Centrum pro životní prostředí a
zdraví
Pavel Vodička st., Varnsdorf
Kateřina Wagnerová, chairwoman of the association Pelyněk, Prachatice

