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Article 6 (d)(ii) 

•  Take appropriate measures so that such wastes, 
including products and articles upon becoming 
wastes, are: 
 Disposed of in such a way that the persistent organic pollutant 
content is destroyed or irreversibly transformed so that they do 
not exhibit the characteristics of persistent organic pollutants or 
otherwise disposed of in an environmentally sound manner 
when destruction or irreversible transformation does not 
represent the environmentally preferable option or the persistent 
organic pollutant content is low, taking into account international 
rules, standards, and guidelines, including those that may be 
developed pursuant to paragraph 2, and relevant global and 
regional regimes governing the management of  hazardous 
wastes; 
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LOW POPs  

The current “Low POPs” limit 
excludes nearly ALL dioxin 

contaminated Wastes 



Other POPs?   



Background to the EU Levels… 

•    “13. This issue was debated numbers of times. 
The EU position changed, sharing our concern 
re catching flyash. We started out with a range of 
1- 10 - 50 µg/kg, with the 10 in bold suggesting 
that that might be the eventual compromise 
position. Denmark tried to get 0.1 µg/kg 
reinstated, but after discussions with their 
experts concluded that it could be dropped. The 
eventual range agreed for further consideration 
by the inter-sessional working group was 1- 10 - 
50 µg/kg.”    David Wilson report back for DEFRA Basel Convention Open-

ended Working Group (OEWG-3) Geneva, 26-30 April 2004 
 



UK Comments on Low POPs 

“ The UK proposals for low POPs content 
are as follows. 
……. 
c. We propose that the value for PCDD/
PCDF (including dioxin-like PCBs) be set 
at 50 µg WHO-TEQ/kg. However, if it 
would help to reach an overall agreement, 
then we could accept a lower value, 
approaching 50 µg WHO-TEQ/kg”.  

 http://www.basel.int/techmatters/popguid_may2004_uk_Low_POPs_content.pdf 



LOW POPs – the cheapest form of waste treatment 
– Linguistic Detoxification 
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Tonnage of New POPs in the EU  
at different Low POP levels 
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POPRC	
  recommended	
  to	
  “...eliminate	
  
brominated	
  diphenyl	
  ethers	
  from	
  the	
  
recycling	
  streams	
  as	
  swicly	
  as	
  possible”	
  
no#ng	
  that,	
  “Failure	
  to	
  do	
  so	
  will	
  
inevitably	
  result	
  in	
  wider	
  human	
  and	
  
environmental	
  contamina#on	
  and	
  the	
  
dispersal	
  of	
  brominated	
  diphenyl	
  ethers	
  
into	
  matrices	
  from	
  which	
  recovery	
  is	
  not	
  
technically	
  or	
  economically	
  feasible	
  and	
  
in	
  the	
  loss	
  of	
  the	
  long-­‐term	
  credibility	
  of	
  
recycling.”	
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  2011)	
  



A road sign at the side 

of the site 




