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Environment, Climate Change and Land Reform Committee 

Deposit Return Scheme 

Written submission from Wine Importers (Edinburgh) Ltd 

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

We would prefer to see glass taken out of the DRS. We are concerned the inclusion 
of glass will disrupt the existing glass supply chain to Scottish glass manufacturers. 
DRS is a costly and difficult way to collect glass. This may lead to higher producer 
fees on glass that will lead to a shift from glass to plastic.  

Wine Importers Ltd are a Scottish based independent wine wholesaler importing wines 
from within the EU and 3rd countries with a turnover of £5m+ employing 20 people in 
West Lothian. 

Our geographical target market is Scotland and the North of England, supplying non-
branded wines sourced directly from vineyards many of whom are likeminded small 
independent and family owned. We are concerned that we will may pay deposits on 
bottles that we expect to sell in Scotland but then we need to sell them in England 
instead. We have been informed that we cannot claim the deposit back from the 
Scheme Administrator so we will need to keep separate Scottish and English SKUs to 
make sure we don’t sell bottles with a deposit applied in England and vice versa. This 
impacts on the efficiencies in our small business.  

Our target market is the On-Trade amounting to 85% of our turnover, with the 
independent specialist retail trade making up the other 15%.  

While we welcome the exemptions for the on trade in respect of the internal loop it’s 
possibly worth mentioning that we were confused and thought that meant we might be 
exempt too as a result of supplying the on trade. There is a need for much more 
communication and information about what DRS will actually mean for businesses and 
consumers. To date, the impression is being given that this will be a simple one off 
transaction between a retailer and a customer. The reality is that DRS is highly 
complex and will represent a massive cost to Scottish businesses. It needs to be 
implemented carefully with input from industry that is listened to by decision makers. 

If glass is included in the DRS it will impact greatly on our small business. If glass is 
taken out it will effectively exempt our business.  

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.  

No response provided. 

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).  
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Our main concerns over the proposed DRS are the financial cash flow burdens and 
additional costs imposed on our business that will reduce our profitability and create 
pressure on our ability to sustain our current staffing levels despite the increased work 
load and warehousing costs that could significantly decrease our current  well 
developed efficiencies of operation.  

As wine importers we will be treated as producers and expected to fulfil the legal 
obligations set out in the Regulations including registration with SEPA and with a 
Scheme Administrator to fulfil the 90% takeback target. We would ask the Committee 
to look at the idea of staggered producer fees so that a small import business such as 
ours is not expected to pay the same fees as a large multi national. 

The difficult to impossible challenge for our source wine growers to label the small 
quantity runs with the DRS approved stickers (eg 120 bottles per different sku from 
the same supplier) This will impact negatively on our viable economies of scale in 
importing. We currently import from 68 overseas suppliers at total of circa 1,500 sku’s 

 
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? 

No response provided. 

5. Level of deposit – implications and appropriateness of a charge being a uniform 
20p.  

 
No response provided. 

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. 

No response provided. 

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

No response provided. 

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

We are concerned that the suggested timetable of commencement in April 2021 is 
unrealistic bearing in mind the remaining lack of clarity on key issues such as producer 
fees.  

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. 
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We would wish to see wholesalers, through the Scottish Wholesale Association, being 
represented on the Scheme Administrator or on some representative forum which 
might feed information in to the Scheme Administrator.  

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? 

No response provided. 

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

No response provided. 

 


