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What can we do?What can we do?



•Subsidies and fiscal incentives

•Waste taxes

•Pay as you throw

•Extended Producer Responsibility

•Deposit-Refund schemes

ECONOMIC INSTRUMENTS



Prevention in Gipuzkoa
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•Direct actions

•Indirect actions



HOME COMPOSTING

Low density residential areas: 

houses, detached, semi-

detached or terraced housing

•100 kg/inh*y

•Free of charge distribution 

of 10.000 units (3500 ton/y)

•30% of targeted households

•reduced rates (40%) to 

participant households

•¿control of participation?



REUSE CENTRES

•Reduced VAT

•Exemption from landfill rates

2 Ekocenters
1800 ton/y
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SOCIAL ENTITIES

LAST MINUTE MARKET: daily collection of 

consumible, marketable foodsLAST MINUTE MARKET

•500 ton/y of food
•Sustainable character

•High efficiency ratio (>10)



ECO-DESIGN

•Agreement with the University

•Free service for companies

•Good response from big companies 
(innovation, competitiveness, good image, etc.)

•Poor response from SMEs: Environmental 
Management Systems?

•Spanish Law on Waste:Mandatory Eco-design?



WASTE TAXES

•Only for some streams: C&D waste, 

inert industrial waste and biowaste

•Charged with a tax if the destination 

is disposing of in landfill

•The applied rate can triplicate that of 

non-mixed wastes

•Contribute to higher ratios of 

recycling and composting, rather than 

to prevention or reuse



Biowaste separate collection

Reduction landfill refuse

Municipalities with 
separate collection 
of biowaste :

Refuse to landfill

Refuse to incineration

Municipalities without 
biowaste separate 
collection:

Refuse to incineration

Refuse to landfill

12€/T

5,5 €/T

21 €/T

16 €/T

Paper/cardboard separate collection

Bring sites

Biowaste treatment

8,6 €/T

3,8€/T

500€/T

33,5€/T

2,5€/T

1,25€/T

Impropios <5% 5-10% 10-15% 15-20% 20-25% >25%

Habitantes Coef. 2 1,5 1,2 1 0,1 0

<5000 1,5 25,50€ 19,13€ 15,30€ 12,75€ 1,28€ 0,00€

5000-
50000

1,28 21,76€ 16,32€ 13,06€ 10,88€ 1,09€ 0,00€

>50000 1 17,00€ 12,75€ 10,20€ 8,50€ 0,85€ 0,00€

Hab. <5000 5000-50000 >50000

Coef. 1,5 1,28 1

€/T 5,70€ 4,86€ 3,80€

Reduction incinerators refuse

WASTE TAXES



PAY AS YOU THROW

Built up urban areas in 

municipalities with 

medium/high population 

densities: container collection



PAY AS YOU THROW

•Small municipalities (< 25000 inh): 

Doorstep collection

•High recycling/composting ratios: >75%

•No prevention measure



PAY AS YOU THROW

Commercial and industrial waste in 
industrial states and technological parks: 

Variable rate according to workspace 
surface area, container number and 

volumen and collection frequency



• Mandatory: not up to Local Authorities

Spanish Law: In application of EPR, 
waste producers could be obliged to 
set D&R systems

• Voluntary: the case of Catalonia. 
Agreement to drive forward measures related to texti le waste 
management facilities and the separate collection. Inditex 

will be contributing 450.000 € over three years

EXTENDED PRODUCER 

RESPONSIBILITY



DEPOSIT-REFUND SCHEMES

•Promotion of reusable bottles for milk

•Trend towards the substitution of reusable 

bottles by recyclables

•New Spanish Act on Waste: waste producers 

could be obliged to set D&R schemes



DEPOSIT-REFUND SCHEMES

D&R schemes: the need for a legal framework



CONCLUSIONS

•Subsidies and fiscal incentives are useful instruments to 
promote waste prevention

•Taxes do contribute to higher ratios of recycling and 

composting, more than to a reduction of the generation of 
waste

•PAYT is an excellent instrument, easy to apply for 
commercial and industrial wastes, but difficult for 

household waste in highly urbanized areas
•EPR implementation is not up to Local Authorities but to 

national governments. Nevertheless, it is still possible the 

voluntary application of the EPR principle
•D&R schemes are an important step forward in terms of 

reuse, but it’s important that they are not implemented 
without a legal framework.


