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2

History

Idea existed before the 

COCOON-project

 parliamentary questions

about LF’s in 2015 show 

limited knowledge

 Need for more information 

and an easier exchange

 Addressing to which platform 

or authority?

1/03/2019 | 2

NO

NO

NO
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Intended output

Description of national/regional problems

Exchange of experiences & information

Policy recommendations
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Main concern: data compatibility
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Mashup of 

‘remediated’ and

‘sanitary’

Closed 

remediated

Closed non-

remediated

Active 

remediated

Active non-

remediated

Andalusia No distinction 1 & 3

Brandenburg No categories, uses diverging phases. Mono LF’s

Cyprus None < 1999 1 Mono LF’s

Flanders > 1984 < 1984 1 & 2 & per 

waste type

Mono LF’s

Malta No input < 1999 2

Netherlands > 1991 < 1991 2 & per waste 

type

Extra category

not mentioned

by others

1. Data about annual LF amount

2. Data on total LF amount

3. Data on total LF amount is not credible
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General conclusions

EU directive is fully implemented in all examined
regions.

The directive is only used for present landfills, not for
management on former landfills. Regional initiatives
are also absent.

Legislation will be implemented mainly when it 
concerns a mandatory action from a higher 
governmental body or after incidental events.
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General conclusions

In view of a circular economy, the focus is still very 

often limited to managing and not mining. 

Data is collected continuously, but the accessibility

and compatibility among regions is unsatisfactory.

New policies should be applicable to a landfill in a 

broader environment, not be limited to the waste 

alone.
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Thank you for your attention!


