Recycling rates for steel packaging ane
contnuausly nsing. The latest figuras
reveal 69% of steel packaging s
recycled in Europe, saving 4,81t of
O, amissions. Thanks to industry
efforts the industry surpassed EU
directives on recycling back in 2001
seven years before an EL directive cama
inta force.

THE lanest figures Goon the Associabon of
European Producers of Steel for Packaging
[APEALY} sherars 6995 of siesd ptfkn_gir'_g i
secycled [ Ewrope (Fig 1. |

5 represerts more than 2,983 of food and |
drinks cans and nther steel containers being
mecyeked in 20T, saving 4.8Me af CO, -
exuivalent 1w the CO, produced by moe
millipn cars in the same year

In 2007, the recycling rare for sneel
piackaping consinved 1 grow thranghous
Europe rising by 3% from the 2006 toal.
T p&rl’nrn'u':rs wene Beelpivm and Crermemy
where oo than S% of aeel packaging was
recycled. Switmerland, Austria ond the
Metherlands follow clesely behind, recycling
over B0% of their steel conrainers (Fig 21

The trend temeards irereased recyeling for
meel packaging is confirmed in Cenizal and
Eagren Europe: Lawia, Lituania, Estotia
aml the Ceech Republic all bovsted their
recycling performance by beresen 1%
ansl 4%,

The owerall 650% peeycling fgure places
recyching rates for steel above those of oiher
peczaging materials such as aleminiom,
plistic, beverape cartons and plass {58%,
1974, 32% and 62% respectively] (Fig 30

Ervironmentally frlendly

Sl 1 an exoellent performer in terms of
recycling, being easily collected through o
variery of syszems. Thanks o its ferre
EARrsEe: propertics, s{ttldﬁ{hupium sy
und wast effective 1o sort for recyclEng
Recycling i secord noture for steel as
recycled maeriale are an essertial par of tee
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Fig 2 Recyeling rate of countries in EU2T {i%)

Steel packaging recycling boost
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| sseelmnking process. Stecd has an infinite

recveling Joop — it can be recyelod over and
o again. Henee, revsing steel for packagmg
and recyeling men mew secl 15 a never ending
process. This potential for andimited
recyelabiliny ghves steel o huge sdvaniage in
terms of sstainabding

By inegrating recycled steel inio the
manulscturing process the incuatry achieves
encrgy swvings of 7% and lowers its nl.'nErurul'
C03,. Put simphy, when it comes o steel for
mcﬂﬁin peoduction, the higher the recycling
rute, the ﬁ-wur the 00, emmssioms; a8 recycling
Boes up, s carbon emmssons conse down
[Fig 4). The indusery's OO, emissions per
wanne of criade steel output are nes 300
Jewrer than 40 years apo and the industry =
irwesting o further recduce its ervirenmzneal
fostpring, This means that natural Areoces
are saved foe Futurs perrations and that
energy use end OO, emissions are reduced.
Whar is more, canning food consumees WG

Evaolutlon of stesl for packaging recycling In Europe
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Fig 1 Evolution of steel packaging in Curape 2000-3007
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Recycling of maln packaging materials in Europe I:I_L“‘E'Z_II?

l=ss energy than freeving it and is on o par
with refrigeraved fresh food,

In ncdman ro steel packaging's cumtsmding
recycling perfarmance, it s best in cluss for
aafety, prodection smd consercarion, making it
a bap perfeimet in verma of sustainabiling The
'u-'c'.'g%l of steel food cans has b neduced by
25%, grer the post M) years. Cans use less row
manerial and re lighter to manspom
[Fig 5). They are compact and noed lictle
additicmal packaging — all of whach hmee a
positive impac unll!lil.- crvirmnment. Steel
packagid goods las lonper than other
muterrals, & gteel can lasts for those pears
comipazed 10 two years for a buttle,

18 months for @ poach, 12 monthes for o
carton and four weeks for ri,giﬂ |'l|:'|5lil:-u'.

Recycling tar
The Europesn Union’s recycling rngets are s
paxt by the Buregrean Packaging and Packaging

Whste Directive,

Fig 3 Recycling of packaged materials in Eurape 2007
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Environment

The directive imposes & number of recweling
an recovery targels for its Slember Stabes,
By 31 December 208, ELT Member Siazes
sl
— recaver of mciperdte @ minimum of G0% by

weight of packaging waste;

— recycle bermesn 557% and S0% by weight of
packaging wasie;

recycle 0% af glass packoging, $0% of

paper and board peokaging, 50% of metal

packaging, 22.3% of plastics and 15% of
wood packagmg,

Th! higher the recyeling rate, the lower the CO, 1 crri-;shns

- & revdsdon of the Packaging and Packaping
Whsts Directive = due to be annpunced in
iz
Sreel packaging a ane mrmﬂ:d the ELIs

targets bor metal pack

n Follomesd by

continued progress in recycling rates af

steel packaging, rellocting the industry™s
commitment to reclucing its emvircnmental
footprint ard producing a sustaimahle
p.n.hagl enfuzion

I.I'?l-. intraduction of the EL

lig ht-wedghting

aging recycling in 2001
This accomplishment FJJLE-HL'

Prckaging and Packaging Waste Directwe &
1994 moee than 4634t at CO, emissions hone
been saved theough secyeling “sneel packaging.
The reeycling of steel packaging . Burope
smyes enough energy to power teo cities the
size of Brussels each year,

e hope that the standard set by steel for
packaging will |1l.'|.F to drive further groeth in
the recyeling of all packaging materials across
EBurope,” aaid Guillaume de Forrsnoir,
APEAL presicen:.

For more information: www.apealorg W

Reductlon in carbon footprint due to product deslgn &

[ Example: Typical iood can
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Fig d OO, emissions compared ta recycling rate of EU27
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Fig % Weight reduction leads to lower OO0y emissions



