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Event program 
9:15 am    Welcome and EPSA overview and industry Update 
  (EPSA Chairman Simon Pickett and Executive Director Becher Townshend) 

9:45 am   Introduction of new members 
  (EPSA Chairman) 

 

9:55 am  Nigel Ash:  HBCD transition requirements and potential implications  

 

10:25 am   Graham Attwood: Recycling  and sustainability update  

 

11:00am  Morning tea (Pre-function lounge) and tradeshow  

 

11:20am   Annual General Meeting  

 

12:30 pm  Member Open forum – Questions from morning session. 

 

1:00pm   Lunch (Pre-function lounge) and tradeshow  

 

RECONVENE FOR AFTERNOON FORUM AT 2.00 PM 



Event program 
2.00 pm  Nigel Ash: HBCD overview 

 

2:30pm  Graham Attwood: Recycling and EPS sustainability: looking to the future 

 

3:00pm  Rob Millard: An integrated approach to polystyrene recovery and recycling in  
  metropolitan Melbourne 

3:30pm  Trade presentation: Kurtz Ersa 

 

3:35pm   Afternoon Tea (Pre-function lounge) and tradeshow  

 

3:55pm  Ron Lawson: Insulated Panel Council Australia 

 

4.25pm   Peter Bury: Strengthening our Industry, our Voice, our Opportunities  

 

4:55pm:   Question and answer session 

 

6:00pm  Canapés and drinks (Pre-function lounge)  

 

7:00pm  Dinner (Curve Restaurant) 



Morning session 

1. HBCD Transition Requirements and Implications 
 
Nigel Ash  

 

2.    Recycling and Sustainability Update 

 

       Graham Attwood     



 

Recycling and sustainability update  

Graham Attwood 



Summary of External Drivers in 2014 / 15 

Mixed sentiment from “arms length” stakeholders 

• EPS continues to attract negative perception – “it’s a 
problem” 

• Poor knowledge of recyclability outside the industry 

• Poor knowledge of existing infrastructure 

• Some evidence of ill-advised parochial / competitive 
behaviour from some councils – “we’ll service our 
ratepayers” 



Summary of External Drivers in 2014 / 15 

• Financial pressure on existing recyclers 

• Volatile pricing for recyclate ( $350 - $700 / tonne ) [ 
ROE, demand ] 

• Limited external grant funding  opportunities for 
recovery / recycling activity – tighter government purses 
 

 

 

 

 

 



Summary of External Drivers in 2014 / 15 

- Talk of EPS bans in ACT and SA 

- Landfill levy varies considerably across states 

- Landfill bans for plastics raising heads again! 

- Labels / tape removal also re-surfaced 

- Still poor ownership of the challenge - Councils, goods 
importers, Gov’t, manufacturers, recyclers, landfill 
operators 

-    Situation varies from state to state 



Pro-active initiatives in 2014 / 15 
• Positive Engagement with MWRRG 

• EPS Forum with MWRRG and Stakeholders 

• Initial discussion with Coles at Senior level(Vic and WA issues) 

• APC Action Plan 

• APC KPIs with PACIA / AVC 

• Grant funding review 

• Epping Markets 

• Change in REPSA Victorian recycler 

• Sponsorship and attendance at QLD Premier’s Awards for Environment 

 

 



Outlook and Future Activity 
• Continue the engagement and leadership thrust with 

MWRRG in Vic 

• Re-establish links with new leadership in APC 

• Build position in QLD and NSW  

- (NSW EPA have issued a new    

      sustainability map with significant     

      funding ) ( QLD Premiers Award / QLD  

      Moulders and Recyclers ) 
 



Outlook and Future Activity 
• Facilitate recyclate consolidation and explore larger scale 

collective procurement 

• Engage positively with SA Gov’t. 

• Develop an Sustainability map ( collate current and 
historical info ) 

• Develop a “benefits case” for EPS 

• Maintain oversight of EPS recycling facilities; watch for 
sudden exits and loss of infrastructure. 

• Awareness of lower profile areas ( WA, SA, ACT, Regional ) 
 

 





Morning tea 
11.10am  

Pre-function Lounge 

 

Next session begins at 11:25am 





Morning session 

1. Annual General Meeting 

 

2. Member open forum 
 
 



Annual General Meeting 
Agenda 

 
1. Welcome and Apologies 
2. Declaration of Conflicts – Competition law checklist 
3. Confirmation of the Minutes from the 2014 Annual General Meeting 
4. President’s Report – Simon Pickett  
5. Executive Director’s Report – Becher Townshend  
5. Treasurer’s Report – Russell Bielenberg  
6. Sector Reports 
7. Election of Office Bearers 
8. General Business 
9. Conclusion 
 
  
 



Annual General Meeting 
Election of Office Bearers 
  
The EPSA Rules of Association address the term of office at 5.4 (a) for Representative Board Members and at 5.4 (b) for Independent Board Members. Under 
these clauses, Board Members: 
  
“shall not serve as a Board Member for more than 2 consecutive terms, however this provision shall not apply if, at a Board meeting held within 3 months 
prior to an AGM, not less than 3 Board Members vote in favour of a resolution allowing a Board Member whose second consecutive term will expire at the 
forthcoming AGM to stand for a third consecutive term and such decision is ratified by an Ordinary Resolution at the AGM.” 
  
The following to be ratified at the AGM – Tuesday, 6 October 2015.  
  
Ordinary Resolution – Ratify Graham Attwood for a second two year term(clause 5.4 a). 
 
Ordinary Resolution – Ratify Nike O’Brien as Chair of Block sector(clause 5.4 a). 
 
Ordinary Resolution – Ratify Justin Kelsey and Andrew Cottrell as new Chair of Pod and Packaging sectors(clause 5.4 b and 5.4a). 
 
To note – Resignation of Bernie Madden (Public Officer) and Russell Bielenberg (Pod Chair)  
 
 
  
  

  
 
  
 



Member Open Forum 
 

General Discussion  



Lunch 
1pm 

Curve Restaurant 

 

Next session begins at 2:00pm 



Afternoon session 



Meeting Agenda 

Welcome 

 

1. Nigel Ash: HBCD overview 

2. Graham Attwood: Recycling and EPS sustainability: looking to the 
future 

3. Rob Millard: An integrated approach to polystyrene recovery and 
recycling in metropolitan Melbourne 

4. Ron Rawson: Insulated Panel Council Australia 
5.  Peter Bury: Strengthening our Industry, our Voice, our 
Opportunities  



 
 
 

Nigel Ash: HBCD Overview 
 

 
 



Impact of Stockholm decision on 
EPS Recyclers 

Stockholm decision May 2013 to 
phase out use of HBCD 

Update to EPSA Members by Nigel Ash – GM Expanz International 

                          - Chairman of EPSA Raw Materials sub-section 



Stockholm Ruling 

• For EPS Industry- For countries Globally who 
automatically Ratify the Stockholm convention 
recommendations. 

1. EPS industry must transition away from HBCD 
before the end of 2014. 

a) There is an Exemption that countries may seek for 
EPS use in Building applications. 

I. This allows for a 5 year phase out transition from HBCD  

II. During the exemption period the use of HBCD in Building 
applications has to be clearly identifiable and traceable. 

b) Recycling of EPS containing HBCD is to be banned 



Implications to Australian EPS Industry 

• Australia doesn’t automatically ratify 
Stockholm. 

• The ratification process has no definitive time-
line requirements. 

• Through PACIA, EPSA and the interests of 
IPCA, the EPS industry is represented in 
Canberra at the Department of Environment. 

 

 



Ratification process status – Sept 2014 

• Dept of Environment appointed Allen’s Consulting 
to undertake Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA) 

• Started May 2014 

• Target completion date – prior to Nov 2014. 

• RIS & NIA can commence once CBA is complete 

– Once these steps completed, the final stage is 
approval by JSCOT and being passed by parliament. 

• Likely Ratification date is 2016 



Recycling Management 
• Recycling of EPS. 

• Prior to Ratification 
• Internal re-use – Allowed 

• Export of packaging grade and construction foam – OK 
to countries that haven’t ratified (China OK) 

• Post Ratification and prior to transition 
• Internal Re-use is still ok for all grades 

• Export of packaging grade – Approved 

• Export of Construction waste containing HBCD - 
BANNED 

• Post Transition 
• As above, except that export of New Flame retardant 

waste should be OK to all countries. 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 



Implications to EPS Recycling 
• Recycling and Waste Management. 

• Australian export of densified FR grade EPS is OK 
till we ratify or countries that we export to ratify. 

• After this, waste containing HBCD has to be 
incinerated or landfill. 

• Landfill as is or densify?  

• Cost vs Benefit to demolition company  

• Export of densified FR Grade 
• Once Australia and/or China has ratified 

Stockholm 
• Exports may need to be certified HBCD Free. 

 

 

 

 



Key Point Summary 
• 2014 to 2016 

• Prior to Australian Ratification – no impact 

• (as long as destination countries have not ratified) 

 

• Once Ratification has happened. 

• Exports of densified EPS will be OK if:- 

• Packaging grade 

• HBCD Free FR material 

•  Exports may require certifying 

• Material containing HBCD – Landfill or incinerate only 
• Potentially still requiring densification. 

 

 



Graham Attwood: Recycling and EPS 
sustainability: looking to the future 

 
EPSA Director Graham Attwood will outline why the 
issue of EPS recycling is so important to our 
organisation, as well as the pro-active approach 
required to make the process of recycling work for all 
stakeholders involved. 
 
 



Overview and Background 

• The EPS manufacturing industry has been active in recycling since c. 1990 
 
• REPSA ( under the umbrella of a Special Interest Group of PACIA ) funded 

and managed the inaugural collection and recycling National network  
 
• Initially working with the supermarket chains and fruit / vegetable 

markets in Melbourne, Sydney and Brisbane. 
 
• Undertaken several cradle to grave studies and comparative research 

projects 
 
• Engaged with global organisations,  associations and technologies to 

maintain currency ( Europe, Asia-Pacific, United States ) 
 
• Developed significant in-house experience and expertise in EPS recycling 

to collect, re-use and recycle EPS 
 



Why is this important ? 
• The EPS industry clearly recognises its leadership role in influencing the cradle to grave  

treatment of EPS ( Product Stewardship ). 

      This has a direct and indirect impact on business success and demand  

       for our products. 

 

• The scale of the challenge will get bigger. Increasing population, increasing importation of 
white goods and electronic goods, reduced capacity for landfill disposal, community 
expectations, government expectations, customer expectations re: end of life for packaging. 

 

• There remains a general “anti-EPS” perception in the community that is generated from 
mis-information and lack of knowledge about EPS as  well as an inefficient and ineffective 
recovery infrastructure. 

 

• The positive and negative reputation of the industry is vitally important 

 

• There is significant EPS recycling expertise and experience within the industry  

 

 



Why is this important ? 

 

• The community acknowledges the product benefits but considers the 
waste element a nuisance. This is trending away from a nuisance factor 
to one of “unacceptability”. 

 

• There is an industry risk of externally-driven de-selection through 
community choice or regulation if sustainable long-term solutions are 
not available eg. ACT and SA discussions around EPS bans. 

 



 Challenges 

• The size /scale of the EPS post use stream in increasing 

• Increasing  consumer demand – white goods, electronic goods, domestic and 
commercial building 

• The physical availability of landfill space is reducing 

• New landfill capacity is unlikely to come on stream in the near future 

• Community sentiment is to divert waste from landfill where practical and 
endorse re-use and recycling 

• There is also a very mixed message from landfill operators , some don’t see EPS 
as a problem for them, others do ! 

• There is not a recognised  ( balanced ) domestic demand for  compacted 
recyclate  

• There is a void of knowledge of the benefits to consumers and the community of 
EPS – also  a void of knowledge about the post – use impact and options.  



Challenges 
 

• Economics of EPS recycling are marginal and very dependant on recyclate pricing which 
is volatile 

• The volume impact of EPS on landfill dynamics is significant but landfill KPI’s are linked 
back to weight – not volume !  

• There is a growing recognition of the need for a sustainable  solution from industry, 
government and community  - but we have not achieved this yet ! 

• Numerous initiatives in the past few years;  some have been successful, others have 
faded away as the economics have not been sustainable. 

• The opportunity for collaboration between stakeholders is great ; the mechanism is less 
clear but some shining examples exist eg. EPSA / MWRRG 



Future Direction  
• Communicate and Support Best Practice amongst stakeholders 

 

• Influence decision-makers re: best value for the dollar 

 

• Consolidation :  collection upstream and economies of scale ( selling ) downstream 

 

• Encourage re-use of recyclate domestically where opportunity exists rather than export  

 

• Collaboration ( EPSA, Recyclers, Gov’t, APC ) 

 

• Collate case study information  :  data-driven  backing up the important and interesting 
story 

 

• Close the gap of understanding re:  EPS / Volume / Landfill challenges 

 



Future Direction  
 
• The APC mechanism ( voluntary signatories with regulatory back up ) is likely to get tighter. 

Government view is that it has not delivered so far; too many free-loaders and not 
sufficient behavioural change. 

 
• The perennial question arises :  
       With arguably the majority of EPS packaging being imported,  What role   
       does EPSA and Australian EPS manufacturers have in the recovery and  
        recycling space ? 

 
• The Reality is that the Australian EPS industry is implicitly linked to all EPS in circulation ; 

external stakeholders eg Local, State and Fed Gov’ts do not and will not distinguish when it 
is faced with community-based / interest group based demands for action.  
 

•  We need to have an active and influential voice to balance the argument and help provide 
a long term workable solution. 
 

• In all aspects we need to be ahead of the game and pre-empt moves to lock in de-selection 
in the first instance and support the process to gain acceptance for EPS to be the solution 
of choice. 

 
 



Rob Millard: An integrated approach to polystyrene 
recovery and recycling in metropolitan Melbourne  

 
Rob Millard, CEO Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group brings 30 
years of local government experience to his role.  Rob led the organisation in 
producing the Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Strategic Plan which for 
the first time brought together a Metropolitan wide approach to coordinating 
waste and resource recovery. Rob has driven the integration of waste and resource 
recovery infrastructure requirements into the Victorian planning policy 
framework. Rob looks forward to the next chapter of Waste and Resource 
Recovery through the release of the SWRRIP and the upcoming release of the 
Metropolitan MWRRIP. 
Note: there will be opportunity to ask Rob questions at the end of his presentation. 

 





Afternoon tea 
 

3:35pm 
Pre-function Lounge 

 
Next session begins at 3:55pm 



Ron Lawson 
 
Ron has over 45 years’ experience in both the manufacturing and 
construction or installation and all aspects of the Insulated Panel industries 
locally and internationally and is the fulltime CEO of The Insulated Panel 
Council Australasia Ltd. In the past Ron has been involved with a number of 
Industry Groups in various capacities, including the Metal Roofing Industry 
Association QLD and Australia Russia Business Council. In recent years Ron 
has been primarily involved in Business Development, Marketing and 
Project Sales prior to taking up the role of CEO of The Insulated Panel 
Council Australasia Ltd. 
Note: there will be opportunity to ask Brett questions at the end of his 
presentation. 

 

Afternoon session 



EPSA AGM  2015 

The Insulated Sandwich Panel & Code of Practice 

Fire Services and Industry Working Together to Solve Issues 



• Due to concerns for a long period of time of the fire behaviour of Insulated Sandwich Panels 

(ISP’s) the fire brigades and the Insulated Panel Manufacturers Council of Australasia P/L 

(IPCA) decided to work together to address the issue. 

• This is an example of where the industry and the fire brigades 

can work together to address fire issues. 

Introduction 



Key Code Objective 

 Increase fire fighter confidence when 

undertaking their operational role. 



• To promote best practice in the design specification and approval for facilities using ISP  

• To establish minimum acceptable benchmarks for manufacturing and installation of ISP  

• To promote strategies to address risks of fires 

• To promote high levels of maintenance of facilities made of ISP  

• To promote environment & sustainable credentials for ISP  

• To provide recognisable “Code Branding Mark” to distinguish ISP  complainant facilities 

Objectives of 

CODE 
Introduction 



Industry Response 

Discussions with Fire Brigades 

Undertook an extensive research project 

Undertook further testing 

To ensure credibility basis of Code 

Publicise improvements 

made over time 



CODE 
Development Process 

• FRNSW engagement 

• ABCB obligation under the COAG 

agreement re non regulatory solutions 

• ACCC 

• AFAC supporting the Code of Practice 

• Code does not mitigate any other 

regulatory requirement 
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Testing Comparison Branz Report 2004 
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IPCA Testing at BRANZ 2010 
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NSWFB Londondery 



All slides are Copyright  of FPA Australia 2015 

BRANZ Testing 

“In the three trials conducted, it was 
demonstrated that self sustaining fire 
spread did not occur.” 

Full Report available  BRANZ report FM 4371 



What the CODE 

WILL DO 

Delay Skin Seperation and exposing the core 

Delay collapse and provide early warning 

Fire Brigade Education 

Labelling 

Certification to ensure compliance 

Exceeds the requirements of the NCC (BCA) i.e. 

Group 2 areas will be Group 1 + additional CODE 

measures 



Fire Service  

VIEW 

When approached 

by the industry the 

fire brigades saw the 

following positives 

Addressed the 

issue quicker 

than through 

legislation 

Any solution 

would be 

focussed on fire 

fighter concerns 

Not have to 

accommodate 

other 

organisations 

agendas 

Recognition 

that ISPs have 

their place in 

construction and 

will not be going 

away, therefore 

best to deal with 

the issue 

Create 

a SAFER 

(nothing is safe) 

fire fighting 

environment 



Panels delaminating and exposing the core 

Panel Collapse on fire fighters 

Panels propagating by fire spreading within the panel void 

Knowing what a building is constructed of 

Use of appropriate panel for the right application. 

i.e. fire rated panel used where required. (separating walls etc.) 

Fire Service  

VIEW 

Fire Brigades 

Concerns 



Whilst we supported the idea, there are 

areas that fire brigades need to be wary of: 

Independence is not compromised 

Fire Brigades are not advocating the use 

of ISP’s over other building systems 

Always make that point clear 

and any communication 

Make sure that the industry does 

not take advantage of the relationship 

Fire Brigades expect 

Industry to comply 

with the Code 

Fire Brigades 

Concerns 
Policy 



Not fire Brigade’s role to police compliance 

– it is an industry commitment 

Not getting involved in any internal 

industry politics i.e. one product over 

another. All types must comply 

Made it clear that Code does 

not provide a safe fire ground 

environment – only a safer one 

It will take some time for the new 

Code requirements to take affect 

– so still wary of old stock 



Not fire Brigade’s role to police compliance 

– it is an industry commitment 

Not getting involved in any internal 

industry politics i.e. one product over 

another. All types must comply 

Made it clear that Code does 

not provide a safe fire ground 

environment – only a safer one 

It will take some time for the new 

Code requirements to take affect 

– so still wary of old stock 



Outcomes of 

Research 

Use of Case 

Studies 

Spread within 

the EPS panel 

Combustibility Toxicity Improvements 

not publicised 



LABEL 
BCA Group 

Code Compliant 

Additional Measures 

ISP Core Type,  

see definition above 

Tested to Australian and 

International Standards 

Disclaimer 

Providing recognizable 

“Code Branding Mark” 

that distinguishes ISP & 

EPS-FR Panel System that 

construction that is complaint 

with this code. 



AFAC  Support 

• When Code was finalised the NSWFB invited 

IPCA to present the Code to AFAC BETG 

• Enable a national approach 

• AFAC Supported the Code 

• Not an endorsement of ISP’s 

• Respected the industry for being proactive 

• Whilst not everything addressed  

- it was step in the right direction 

• The proactive approach should be encouraged 

• All AFAC fire brigades now expect the 

compliance on the relevant projects 

• Further work together to be undertaken 
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AFAC  Recommendation & Support Letter 



Australian Research 
Council Research Project 

Insulated Sandwich Panels in High Temperature Environment 

Partnership of: 

• University of NSW 

• NSW Fire and Rescue 

• City University of Hong Kong and  

• University of Science and 

Technology of China. 

• Insulated Panel Council of 

Australasia 

The main objectives of this project are: 

• To gain insights into the burning of ISPs & EPS foam 

via experimental testing and modelling of the fire dynamics; 

• To assess the performance of ISPs & EPS foam under pre-and 

post-flashover high temperature conditions in a controlled burn room; 

• To develop dedicated predictive fire models for the burning behaviour 

of ISPs & EPS foam for the specific investigation of the 

fire development and fire spread in domestic constructions. 



ARC 
Experimental Testing Program 

The broad experimental testing concept is that there will be three experimental testing phases: 

Small Scale Phase  

Testing of Fire Retardant Expanded 

Polystyrene Insulated Sandwich Panel 

(FRESP) Cores. That is, the FREPS 

cores samples without the metal 

facings, glues, etc. The objective is to 

gain raw data on the heat release rate 

and products of combustion for use in 

the development of the SFD model and 

comparison on the burning behaviour of 

FREPS. 

Medium Scale Phase  Full scale phase  

The undertaking of test of the 

whole ISP system. To is to gain 

data on the spread of fire caused 

by or within the panel system. This 

will be used as comparative data as 

well as input into the CFD model. 

Full scale phase. This testing will 

involve the use of an agreed full 

sized, or more likely, scaled ISP 

room/building. This will be used to 

test the impact of a fully developed 

fire on the behaviour of ISP’s and 

to validate the CFD model. 



Conclusion The fire brigades are watching to ensure industry 

commitment through BETG, approval process and 

inspections 

Further collaborative work is a positive sign that 

the partnership is working 

AFAC Representative on the  

Code CSARC Committee 

The continued support of AFAC and other 

approval authorities is critical to the success 

of the implementation of the Code 

Regardless of the type of core ALL sandwich 

panel installation must be Code compliant 
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THE END 
 
 
 
 

QUESTIONS? 



Afternoon session 
Peter Bury: Strengthening our Industry, our 

Voice, our Opportunities  
 
PACIA’s Director Strategy and Innovation, Peter Bury is responsible for strategy, 
policy and development of Strategic Industry Roadmap and Innovation 
programs.  He provides specialist policy and technical advice for, and on, the 
plastics industry, strategic partnerships with government, industry, research, 
and community, policy, governance, risk and industry development advice for 
the Board and Chief Executive.  Peter has more than 27 years’ experience in the 
automotive, materials handling, industrial & agricultural film and association 
management sectors 
Note: there will be opportunity to ask questions at the end of his presentation. 



Panel Session 

Questions and 
Answers  



6:00pm  Canapés and drinks  
(Pre-function lounge)  

 

7:00pm  Dinner  
(Curve Restaurant) 

 


