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Danish Ports´ response to “Subject: C-2698 Urgent 
issue on PRF: cap on 100% indirect fee & hazardous 
waste” 

 

The Association of Danish Ports has the honour to answer the 

the following questions in this response.  

a)   If a compromise on the 100% indirect fee on the basis of 
the Council proposal would be acceptable for you? 

and  
(b)  If a compromise with hazardous waste under the 100% 

indirect fee (with the option for ports to differentiate the fees for 
them) would be acceptable for you? 

In general,  Danish Ports believes that it is important to protect 

the oceans. 

 

Ad a)  

Danish Ports find, that the compromise on 100% indirect fee on 

the basis of the Council proposal is insufficient and thus not 

acceptable.    

 

Danish Ports believes limits/thresholds on volumes of waste 

should only apply to the amounts of waste generated since the 

last port of call, in order not to create "waste tourism" that may 

result in inappropriate amounts of waste delivered in certain 

ports.  

 

Danish Ports believe that such undesired consequence could 

have major economic impacts in some ports. 

 

Ad b)  

Danish Ports believes that a 100% indirect fee for garbage 

should include Annex V garbage (plastics, food etc.).  

It should, though, include an exemption for hazardous waste, 

scrubber waste and cargo residues. 
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Danish Ports believes that a compromise with hazardous waste 

under the 100% indirect fee (with the option for ports to 

differentiate the fees), would cause undesired additional 

administrative costs for the ports. A 100% indirect fee 

regulation should be easy to operate, so it will not be an 

administrative burden for the ports concerned.  

 

Danish Ports propose that hazardous waste is NOT included in 

the Directive. However, if no such solution can be found, it is 

better to negotiate differentiated prices for hazardous waste, 

than placing such waste under the no special fee scheme.  

 

 

Friendly regards 

 

Danish Ports 

 

Kasper Ullum 

 

 

 

 

 


