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From: Alesia Burden 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 1:57 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: Container Refund Scheme Bill 2021 - Bevvies Bottleshop Clarence

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to make a submission regarding the Government’s proposed Container Recycling Scheme. As a venue 
operator, I am keen to ensure the lowest possible costs for my business and my customers, and the maximum benefit 
for community and sporting groups. 

I suggest that the refund point operators to be able to contract directly with the Government or the scheme coordinator 
as a refund point operator, rather than having to contract with a large network operator that will take a percentage of 
the service fees and prioritise its profits over the local community. This will ensure cost efficiencies and that the benefits 
flow direct to charities and community groups rather than through a middle-man that prioritises profit at the expense of 
the community. 

There should also be a mandated process or system for electronic bank payments so that refunds and donations are 
able to be made directly to all customers, community groups and charity groups from any refund point in Tasmania. 

I also request that the Supplier liability definitions and treatment should be amended to be based on “first supply”, 
consistent with other jurisdictions to prevent Tasmanian hotels, pubs, clubs and bottleshops being unnecessarily 
burdened compared to other jurisdictions in Australia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission, 

Yours sincerely, 

Alexia Kalis – Bevvies Bottleshop Clarence 
CEO  

Submission 31



1

From: Alesia Burden 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 1:57 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: RE: Container Refund Scheme Bill 2021 - Bevvies Bottleshop Howrah

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to make a submission regarding the Government’s proposed Container Recycling Scheme. As a venue 
operator, I am keen to ensure the lowest possible costs for my business and my customers, and the maximum benefit 
for community and sporting groups. 

I suggest that the refund point operators to be able to contract directly with the Government or the scheme coordinator 
as a refund point operator, rather than having to contract with a large network operator that will take a percentage of 
the service fees and prioritise its profits over the local community. This will ensure cost efficiencies and that the benefits 
flow direct to charities and community groups rather than through a middle-man that prioritises profit at the expense of 
the community. 

There should also be a mandated process or system for electronic bank payments so that refunds and donations are 
able to be made directly to all customers, community groups and charity groups from any refund point in Tasmania. 

I also request that the Supplier liability definitions and treatment should be amended to be based on “first supply”, 
consistent with other jurisdictions to prevent Tasmanian hotels, pubs, clubs and bottleshops being unnecessarily 
burdened compared to other jurisdictions in Australia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission, 

Yours sincerely, 

Alexia Kalis – Bevvies Bottleshop Howrah 
CEO  
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From: Alesia Burden 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 1:57 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: RE: Container Refund Scheme Bill 2021 - Bevvies Bottleshop Lenah Valley

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to make a submission regarding the Government’s proposed Container Recycling Scheme. As a venue 
operator, I am keen to ensure the lowest possible costs for my business and my customers, and the maximum benefit 
for community and sporting groups. 

I suggest that the refund point operators to be able to contract directly with the Government or the scheme coordinator 
as a refund point operator, rather than having to contract with a large network operator that will take a percentage of 
the service fees and prioritise its profits over the local community. This will ensure cost efficiencies and that the benefits 
flow direct to charities and community groups rather than through a middle-man that prioritises profit at the expense of 
the community. 

There should also be a mandated process or system for electronic bank payments so that refunds and donations are 
able to be made directly to all customers, community groups and charity groups from any refund point in Tasmania. 

I also request that the Supplier liability definitions and treatment should be amended to be based on “first supply”, 
consistent with other jurisdictions to prevent Tasmanian hotels, pubs, clubs and bottleshops being unnecessarily 
burdened compared to other jurisdictions in Australia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission, 

Yours sincerely, 

Alexia Kalis – Bevvies Bottleshop Lenah Valley 
CEO  
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From: Alesia Burden 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 1:58 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: Container Refund Scheme Bill 2021 - Bevvies Bottleshop Sandy Bay

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to make a submission regarding the Government’s proposed Container Recycling Scheme. As a venue 
operator, I am keen to ensure the lowest possible costs for my business and my customers, and the maximum benefit 
for community and sporting groups. 

I suggest that the refund point operators to be able to contract directly with the Government or the scheme coordinator 
as a refund point operator, rather than having to contract with a large network operator that will take a percentage of 
the service fees and prioritise its profits over the local community. This will ensure cost efficiencies and that the benefits 
flow direct to charities and community groups rather than through a middle-man that prioritises profit at the expense of 
the community. 

There should also be a mandated process or system for electronic bank payments so that refunds and donations are 
able to be made directly to all customers, community groups and charity groups from any refund point in Tasmania. 

I also request that the Supplier liability definitions and treatment should be amended to be based on “first supply”, 
consistent with other jurisdictions to prevent Tasmanian hotels, pubs, clubs and bottleshops being unnecessarily 
burdened compared to other jurisdictions in Australia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission, 

Yours sincerely, 

Alexia Kalis – Bevvies Bottleshop Sandy Bay 
CEO  
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From: Alesia Burden 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 1:59 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: Container Refund Scheme Bill 2021 - Margate Tavern

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to make a submission regarding the Government’s proposed Container Recycling Scheme. As a venue 
operator, I am keen to ensure the lowest possible costs for my business and my customers, and the maximum benefit 
for community and sporting groups. 

I suggest that the refund point operators to be able to contract directly with the Government or the scheme coordinator 
as a refund point operator, rather than having to contract with a large network operator that will take a percentage of 
the service fees and prioritise its profits over the local community. This will ensure cost efficiencies and that the benefits 
flow direct to charities and community groups rather than through a middle-man that prioritises profit at the expense of 
the community. 

There should also be a mandated process or system for electronic bank payments so that refunds and donations are 
able to be made directly to all customers, community groups and charity groups from any refund point in Tasmania. 

I also request that the Supplier liability definitions and treatment should be amended to be based on “first supply”, 
consistent with other jurisdictions to prevent Tasmanian hotels, pubs, clubs and bottleshops being unnecessarily 
burdened compared to other jurisdictions in Australia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission, 

Yours sincerely, 

Alexia Kalis – Margate Tavern 
CEO  
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From: Alesia Burden 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 1:59 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: Container Refund Scheme Bill 2021 - Aura Hobart

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to make a submission regarding the Government’s proposed Container Recycling Scheme. As a venue 
operator, I am keen to ensure the lowest possible costs for my business and my customers, and the maximum benefit 
for community and sporting groups. 

I suggest that the refund point operators to be able to contract directly with the Government or the scheme coordinator 
as a refund point operator, rather than having to contract with a large network operator that will take a percentage of 
the service fees and prioritise its profits over the local community. This will ensure cost efficiencies and that the benefits 
flow direct to charities and community groups rather than through a middle-man that prioritises profit at the expense of 
the community. 

There should also be a mandated process or system for electronic bank payments so that refunds and donations are 
able to be made directly to all customers, community groups and charity groups from any refund point in Tasmania. 

I also request that the Supplier liability definitions and treatment should be amended to be based on “first supply”, 
consistent with other jurisdictions to prevent Tasmanian hotels, pubs, clubs and bottleshops being unnecessarily 
burdened compared to other jurisdictions in Australia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission, 

Yours sincerely, 

Alexia Kalis – Aura Hobart 
CEO  
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From: Alesia Burden 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 2:00 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: Container Refund Scheme Bill 2021 - Rude Boy Caribbean Food

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to make a submission regarding the Government’s proposed Container Recycling Scheme. As a venue 
operator, I am keen to ensure the lowest possible costs for my business and my customers, and the maximum benefit 
for community and sporting groups. 

I suggest that the refund point operators to be able to contract directly with the Government or the scheme coordinator 
as a refund point operator, rather than having to contract with a large network operator that will take a percentage of 
the service fees and prioritise its profits over the local community. This will ensure cost efficiencies and that the benefits 
flow direct to charities and community groups rather than through a middle-man that prioritises profit at the expense of 
the community. 

There should also be a mandated process or system for electronic bank payments so that refunds and donations are 
able to be made directly to all customers, community groups and charity groups from any refund point in Tasmania. 

I also request that the Supplier liability definitions and treatment should be amended to be based on “first supply”, 
consistent with other jurisdictions to prevent Tasmanian hotels, pubs, clubs and bottleshops being unnecessarily 
burdened compared to other jurisdictions in Australia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission, 

Yours sincerely, 

Alexia Kalis – Rude Boy Caribbean Food 
CEO  
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From: Alesia Burden 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 2:01 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: Container Refund Scheme Bill 2021 - Johnston & Miller

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to make a submission regarding the Government’s proposed Container Recycling Scheme. As a venue 
operator, I am keen to ensure the lowest possible costs for my business and my customers, and the maximum benefit 
for community and sporting groups. 

I suggest that the refund point operators to be able to contract directly with the Government or the scheme coordinator 
as a refund point operator, rather than having to contract with a large network operator that will take a percentage of 
the service fees and prioritise its profits over the local community. This will ensure cost efficiencies and that the benefits 
flow direct to charities and community groups rather than through a middle-man that prioritises profit at the expense of 
the community. 

There should also be a mandated process or system for electronic bank payments so that refunds and donations are 
able to be made directly to all customers, community groups and charity groups from any refund point in Tasmania. 

I also request that the Supplier liability definitions and treatment should be amended to be based on “first supply”, 
consistent with other jurisdictions to prevent Tasmanian hotels, pubs, clubs and bottleshops being unnecessarily 
burdened compared to other jurisdictions in Australia. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission, 

Yours sincerely, 

Alexia Kalis – Johnston & Miller 
CEO  
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From: Anne Ashbolt 
Sent: Monday, 5 July 2021 3:04 PM
To: CRS Enquiries
Subject: Container Refund Scheme Ashbolt Farm Submission

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Container Refund Scheme 

Submissions for the Tasmanian State Government’s proposed Container Refund Scheme (CRS) Bill close at 5pm Friday 9 July. 
The Bill calls for a 10c refund on eligible containers – glass bottles, cans and PET plastic bottles for beer, cider, soft drinks, 
water, juice, flavoured milk, alcopops, Ready To Drinks.  

Hi 

Please see a very brief submission which expresses my concern at 

 the reasoning/logic behind, coupled with the potential lack of positive outcomes with the inclusion of small producers
in the Container Refund Scheme

 I am also very concerned that the compliance costs for small producers would add yet another layer of costs to
products that have to work hard to compete in what is a commodity-based industry.

 At this difficult time, we should not be adding an additional cost of individual bar codes and new labelling
requirements and compliance reporting etc etc.

o The potential increases in costs to manage such a scheme will occur over time. This scheme should not be
considered in its current form.

 Please find another way to tackle the problem of pollution of road ways, recovery of raw ingredients, reduction of
plastics into water ways etc.

 PLEASE exempt Tasmanian Small Beverage Producers from the CRS - please aim this impost firmly at the majority
littering producer products - ie Coke and big company beer cans

 Perhaps anyone who does 100,000 or less Ready to Drinks would be exempt.
 This is not a ‘one size fits all’ situation.
 Taxing smaller producers will do nothing to reduce roadside and water contamination.
 Please think outside the square on this one - and come up with a policy that protects the little guys and

showcases Tasmania’s stance of supporting it clean green unique and sustainable producers.

 This impost is unnecessary – kerbside recycling reaches around 90% of Tasmanian households - and as most
people buy from small producers for ethical reasons (low food miles, supporting locals, supporting healthier options
etc) - it follows that these folk are the least likely to litter our products on the roadsides. Even the government
representative at the recent forum could not identify how much litter comes from smaller producers. Until this work
is done (AND found to be a big part of roadside rubbish - it is just lazy governance to tar small producers with costs
that should be directed at low-margin high-volume international producers). It is this rubbish that is almost
exclusively seen in the gutters and verges of our roadways and rivers.

 Virtual Tax on consumers – others who have done their research suggest that beer will rise $2.40/slab to pay for
the scheme. IF this is the case for our products, we would be out of the market, our margins are too slim. We seek
market share by showcasing locally grown and made products that add value and 'serenity' to the rural landscape and
regional areas of Tasmania.

 Minimal Impact on Litter – doesn’t address Big 6 of Litter’s “Dirty Dozen”: cigarette butts, fast food containers,
plastic straws, plastic bags, paper, cardboard.
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A fast food tax might prove more beneficial but also getting large commercial enterprises to educate their customer 
base and to fund the clean up of litter that their customers create might be a much better outcome. 

 Alternative options NOT explored – despite two reports to State Government recommending they “robustly” do so.  
Please don't create 'easy fixes' that just add disproportionate costs to local enterprises against the bigger beverage 
giants. 

 10c is NOT enough financial incentive to improve litter/recycling rates (both Hyder Consulting [2009] and 
Marsden Jacob Associates [2018] reports STRESS this fact).  
If this is the case - the impost will soon rise to what 20c, or more, and result in even further hardship to smaller 
producers. 

 Government Cop-out – this scheme will mean that consumers will fund the CRS, producers will run it. State 
Government will have NO direct involvement once CRS becomes law 
This is a shocking law - while the intent of the law is meritorious - it is just so innately flawed, little research is done - 
we can do better here. Please defer to you can come up with a better scheme - preferably one without inclusion of < 
100,000 units annually producers. 
Where does the 'recycled' product end up? Let's spend more time getting this right - the cost of returning this waste 
to somewhere where it can be reused surely exceeds the gains made in getting materials back out of the community. 
How many small producers actually produce in plastic anyway?? I don’t know of any. Please evaluate the best bang 
for buck with the minimum impact on small producers (none would be ideal). 
 

 Tassie can be better and cleverer than other States and Territories without needing a CRS: we’re an island state (no 
interstate litter coming by road) with a relatively small population  
Has the State considered any other option? - like a work for the dole type scheme - where locals not only receive the 
dole but any income from waste collection and sorting on top of that, for some sort of period. 
Win win - they get extra money that goes into a savings account of some sort - maybe even access to 'financial 
training' to improve the outcome from these savings, they get to work regularly and they don't get their dole reduced 
for a period of time. This is just one idea - maybe a little radical, maybe it would need the support of the likes of 
CocaCola etc, local, state and federal government - but it is a carrot instead of a stick.  
And it has huge benefits ongoing.  

 Please find other ways to tackle this heinous problem - not just pass the impost on to small producers. 

Warmest Regards 
Anne 
 

 
 
Anne Ashbolt | Mobile:  
ASHBOLT FARM PLENTY TAS 7140 
ashbolt.com.au info@ashbolt.com.au  
 
 
 



File No: SF0630 
SE:ma 

5 July 2021 

Container Refund Scheme 
Policy and Business Branch 
Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment 
GPO Box 1550 
HOBART TAS 7001 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Tasmanian Government Container Refund Scheme (CRS) - Public Submission To 
The Container Refund Scheme Draft Bill 

Please find below comments/questions from the City of Launceston (CoL) regarding the 
CRS Draft Bill. 

1. CoL is mindful that recycling volumes in kerbside recycling collections will decrease
with the introduction of a CRS. Does the Tasmanian Government have an
understanding, from other state's experiences with an active CRS, of what the
anticipated decrease in recycling volumes will be and what the implications are for
councils?

2. Councils can expect reduced volumes of beverage containers like aluminium cans,
glass bottles, PET & HDPE bottles and liquid paperboard cartons. Some of these
commodities command a steady rebate price while others, with minimal recycling
options, cost councils. How does this affect rebate returns to councils through the
Material Recovery Facilities (MRF's)?

While there will be less volumes received at the MRF, there should be more value
associated with the 10 cents return per unit. In the summary paper it mentions that
councils will enter into profit sharing arrangements with MRF's to explore the %
refund per unit.

CoL is concerned that an additional MRF processing price will be added to this
arrangement where in the past there has been no additional costs to sort and
recover a commodity like aluminium cans or PET drink bottles. Does the CRS
legislation and regulations have a part to play in protecting council's share of the
CRS refund through MRF's?

…/2
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3. In other states where refund schemes exist there is evidence to show that overall 
MRF processing costs have increased significantly with CRS identified as the 
contributing factor. Will the Tasmanian CRS legislation and regulations protect or 
buffer councils from increased recycling processing costs due to the implementation 
of the scheme? 

 
4. Under the Tasmanian CRS model there may be opportunities to incorporate council 

transfer stations as refund and collection centres. Would there be administration and 
financial support provided to councils to resource this? 

 
If you require further information, please contact Michael Attard on 6323 3394. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Shane Eberhardt 
GENERAL MANAGER INFRASTRUCTURE ASSETS NETWORK 
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