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Environment, Climate Change and Land Reform Committee 

Deposit Return Scheme 

Written submission from C&C Group 

1. Scope (materials) – the types of container proposed to be covered and 

excluded and any specific issues. 

C&C have concerns that there are currently a lack of reprocessing centres in Scotland, 

particularly for PET, that could see materials being sent abroad. Carbon footprint. 

2. Scope (retailers) – implications of the scheme applying to all retailers selling 
single-use drinks containers, including online retailers, and exclusion of businesses 
such as pubs and restaurant that sell drinks for on-site consumption.  

N/A. 

3. Costs and operational impacts – costs anticipated for your business, service 

or sector and the appropriateness of the proposed financing model (that the scheme 

will be funded via unredeemed deposits, revenue from the sale of materials and a 

producer fee).  

C&C Group believe the introduction of DRS in “Scotland only” could add significant 

on-cost to both wholesale and manufacturing business. Segregation of stock for 

“Scotland only” could add operational cost and require infrastructure investment to 

ensure stock is managed. We also believe the risk of fraud is a major challenge. 

C&C Group await a definitive answer on whether DRS will replace PRN’s in Scotland. 

If both are applicable to “Scotland Only” product we would expect increased costs to 

the Scottish category.  

Based on the expected additional cost DRS in Scotland will bring to producers, 

wholesalers and retailers there is a potential for a significant on-cost to the end 

consumer that will impact the Scottish category far beyond the £0.20 deposit this could 

impact success of the scheme. C&C favours a UK scheme to avoid additional 

complexity and cost. 

4. Environmental impacts – whether the proposed scheme will have the desired 
impact on increasing recycling rates and reducing littering, and how that impact can 
be maximised. What key environmental risks need to be considered and mitigated? 
Will the scheme incentivise producers to change or modify materials/packaging?  

C&C Group already has a significant sustainability program in place. The on-cost of 

“Scotland Only” DRS could mean producers are not able to invest as much in 

sustainability projects going forward as they finance the DRS project. 

5. Level of deposit – implications and appropriateness of a charge being a 

uniform 20p. 
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C&C Group have concern that the biggest lever, deposit amount, to influence the 

success of DRS and meet the required recycling rates will not be in the control of the 

Scheme Administrator but it is they who will be fined for failure to achieve the proposed 

target recycling rates. 

C&C Group believe the deposit should be varied between the materials as it could 

ultimately benefit single vessel, higher ABV liquor and could therefore work against 

the targets of MUP. 

6. Consumer and social impacts or risks – accessibility to consumers and what 
impacts are anticipated on different groups, including those with disabilities, those 
without private transport, and those living in rural areas. 

C&C Group have concerns that DRS could have unintended consequences on the 

Minimum Unit Pricing regulation. There is potential risk of an incentive to purchase a 

single vessel higher ABV liquor (eg £0.20 for a bottle of a spirit) vs a multi pack of 

lower abv beer/ cider. 

7. Local authorities – implications of the proposed scheme for local authorities, 
including impacts on kerbside collections.  

NA 

8. Timing - implications of the proposed timeframe (a minimum 12-month 
implementation period from the passing of legislation).  

In order to achieve a DRS scheme in Scotland we have significant concerns on 

successful implementation by April 2021. 

Timelines to redesign all C&C brand, retailer private label and contract sku’s and 

implement in the breweries are highly challenging. 

C&C (and other key stake holders) have shared a realistic critical path with Zero Waste 

Scotland as we support delivery of a successful DRS scheme working to this realistic 

timescale reduces the risk of failure.  

We have concerns the Scheme Administrator can be set up (with consideration for the 

recruitment of an exec team and financials for infrastructure) in the timelines laid out. 

9. Governance – how the scheme should be administered, and appropriateness 
of the proposal for scheme administrator that is industry-led, privately owned and 
operated on a not-for-profit basis. 

C&C Group agree with an industry led privately owned, not for profit model. 

Details cannot be finalised and progress on scheme design / implementation until the 

legislation is passed and  Scheme Administrator (s) appointed. 
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10. Broader waste policy context – will the scheme achieve its intended purpose 
in isolation, or does its success depend on the performance of broader measures? 
How should the scheme cooperate with any other proposed schemes in the UK? 

PRN’s and whether the deposit is subject to VAT requires clarification. 

C&C believe a single UK DRS scheme would be the most effective and efficient. 

11. Any further issues or views not falling under the above areas.  

We believe a wholesaler handling fee is required as there will be significant on-cost 

for wholesalers who are not compensated in the existing regulations. 

If it is not mandatory for Scotland only labelling, how will fraud be minimised and how 

will producers / importers who have delivered DRS compliant containers not be 

disadvantaged. 

There is currently no business or regulatory reason to track the split between Scottish 

stock and UK stock due to integrated supply chains – DRS will require the tracking of 

deposit bearing stock placed on the Scottish category (increased cost / complexity). 

BRIA does not reflect the true cost / impact of scheme on consumers especially poor, 

oldest and most rural. 

Modelling required on the impact of DRS on the objectives of alcohol MUP. 

 


