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Subject: Insufficient controls in Europe of shipments and discharges of hazardous waste – the 
polluter does not pay

As rapporteur for Directive 2004/35/EC on environmental liability, I am concerned about reports 
regarding its enforcement.

Two examples:

2019: The chemical company Chemours of Dordrecht (now Dupont) has been forced to take back 
tonnes of GenX waste as a result of the bankruptcy of an Italian waste processor. The environmental 
damage is estimated at EUR 136 million. The poison has now been reported to have been shipped to 
Belgium without a permit.

2018: Judgment of the Amsterdam Court of Appeal (case 200.182.617/01): In 2001 Wyeth Medica 
from Ireland (now Pfiser) illegally transported tonnes of hormone waste to Belgium, which the waste 
processor had used primarily in the production of ice cream and soft drinks; following its bankruptcy, 
the remainder ended up in animal fodder. Damage: EUR 100 million and the harmful effects on public 
health have not been examined.

It appears to be standard practice to hide behind treatment facilities going into bankruptcy to avoid 
liability.

Due to complex laws (such as the EU Waste Shipment Regulation) and lengthy legal procedures, it is 
very difficult to assess damage, with the result that those disposing of waste are able to hide from 
their responsibilities.

1. Does the Commission agree that national and EU waste legislation is too complex and is 
insufficiently enforced, and does it intend to investigate the cited cases?

2. If so, is the Commission prepared to propose legislation to ensure that directors of polluting 
companies which do not comply with the rules can be held personally liable, and not simply order 
companies to pay fines and to take out compulsory insurance for damage they might cause?


