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AN OFFICIAL ORGAN OF ALL INDIA PLASTIC INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION
Visit us at : www.aipia.org Septemebr, 2025

VOL XLII No. 9
AN ISO 9001:2015 AND 14000:2015 CERTIFIED CO
Organic Pigments, Inorganic Pigments,
Mixed metal oxides, Fluorescent Pigments & Dyes,
Synthetic Food Dyes & Lakes, Colourants for Cosmetics,
Home Care, Health & Hygiene Producst‘s),hz:::zme.r _S?Iul:l;yI:sDyes,

— ® Petroleum Dyes, Metal C pl
Wax Soluble Dyes, Paper Dyes, Basic Dyes, Acid Dyes, Titanium,
Optical Brighteners, Carbon Black, Aluminum Paste
& Powders, Gold & Bronze Metal Powders,
Pearl Pigment

Most Consistent & Reliable brand globally, Offers Pigments dyes and colourants
for Plastic, Rubber, PVC, TPR, EVA, Paint, Pesticides, Printing inks, Cosmetic Industry

[c”
products are known for consistent Quality, Quantity & Application Suitability due to rigorous

tetng at our in house Quality Check Laboratory. All our products are tested for performance to
confirm application suitability and even at various stages during manufacturing to produce
application suitable products.

i Liquid dispersions offer the most convenient method of colouring. They are highly
concentrated and controlled to meet or exceed the requirements of the applications in which they are
- free and are as Per BIS.

used. They are phthalate - free , heavy metal
Liquid Dispersions & colourants are available in many variants

TN SERIES - MT SERIES - NP SERIES -
FP SERIES - EPCA SERIES - XPT SERIES

They are suitable for -

Nail Paint Manufacturing, Silicon Labels, Epoxy Table Top, Decorative Epoxy,

Surface Coating, Spray Coating, Enamel Paint, Decorative Paint, Liquid PVC, PVC Label
Water-Based Synthetic Resin-Based Emulsion Paints, Wood Stain, Latex, PU, etc

For your requlrements, Please Contact :-

SHREE NATH JI DYESTUFFS

(A company with well equipped quality check lab for testing pigments & dyes for quality assurance)
B-70/10, DSIIDC Complex, Lawrence Road Industrial Area, Delhi-110035 (India)
Fixed Line:+91-11-43595895,49093162, +91 9811137406, +91 9811137407,
+91-7838881374 Mobile : +91-9811167305, +91-9811269147

jatin.shreenathji@gmail.com

E-mail : j

Website :
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POLYTACTICS

Creative
Additive Value

Dream the Colour
we make it true

Manufacturers
of Plastics
Masterbatches
& Speciality
Plastic Additives

MANUFACTURERS OF

* UV MASTERBATCHES * COLOUR MASTERBATCHES

* PEARLESCENT MASTERBATCHES * CALCIUM FILLER MASTERBATCHES

* BLACK AND WHITE MASTERBATCHES + COLOUR CHANGING MASTERBATCHES
* OPTICAL BRIGHTER MASTERBATCHES * TRANSPARENT MASTERBATCHES

* FR MASTERBATCHES * EVA MASTERBATCHES

* SPECIAL MASTERBATCHES * PVC MASTERBATCHES

@ 2979, Old Bus Stand Road, Tri Nagar, Delhi-110035

R +91-9268113982 | +91-9899790975 | +91-9891060923
24 info@rgpolytactics.com £& rgpolytactics.com
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HALOGEN-FREE

FLAME RETARDANT ADDITIVES

SKMINERALS & ADDITIVES LIMITED

Leading the Future of Fire Safety in Polymers

SK Minerals & Additives Ltd. is revolutionizing fire safety with Halogen-Free Flame
Retardants (HFFRs) Additives for protection of life, assets and equipments.

Why Choose SKMA Flame Retardants?
4 Halogen-Free & Eco-Friendly
4 Backed by cutting-edge R&D =
&/ In-house testing & application support \(
7 Excellent Thermal Stability & Smoke Supression - "
&7 We are manufacturer of Flame Retardants Additives
inIndia. HOFNIL
&7 Our Flame Retardants do not need Antimony
Trioxide (ATO) in Flame Retardants.

Applications

= Plastics & Polymers

¥ Wire & Cable

(: Rubber Compounds

= Automative Compnents

ot e
DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF
2 FOREIGN TRADE { ]
\, CERTIFICATION  /

/i

"’s FFEC . )

SK Minerals & Additives Limited ~~ + -;91-3'2546-10101' ]
Manufacturer & Exporter of Advance Additives, Nutrients & Chemicals Gty _ o 1+9'|-98759 67523-

Corporate Office: Satkartar Building, G.T. Road, Khanna, Pun]ab 141401 India WA customercare@skmmera]s ne‘t

v
Works: Bullepur Road, Khanna, Punjab - 141401. India I D Lo vir R T W skn‘nnerals nat
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I
A Definition Of Quality Since 1972
MASTERBATCHES & COMPOUNDS

a www.arunpolyv.com/www._.pvcdana.com

] = anufacturer of

All Kind of MASTERBATCHES & COMPOUNDS for All Industries

BRIGHTENER
BLACK MASTERBATCH SLIP ADDITIVES

UV MASTERBATCH
PEAR MASTERBATCHES

FLOURESCENT MASTERBATCHES HDPE FILLER

EVA MASTERBATCHES PP FILLER

TPU COMPOUND (Semi Fresh) COMBINATION TRANSPARENT FILLER

ENGINEERING CONMPOUNDS -
GPPS FILLER TPT COMPOUND BLACK UNVIERSAL MASTERBATCHES
- Application - Automotive, Home Appliances, Packing products & Footwear etc.

ARUN POLYVINYL
(INDIA) PVT. LTD. © +91-11-45-5100-45 () Enquiry : 9891-50-5100
An ISO 9001:2015 Certified Company Kindly Contact during office hours. (10 AM - 6 PM),
Tarun Bansa| (MD) - 9811530017 E-mail : info.arunpoly@gmail.com, info.ashokapoly@gmail.com

TRUSTWORTHY SOLUTIONS IN TIMELY MANNER

We are Manufacturers of :

KAN SAL Metallic Stearates

e Zinc Stearate (Fusion, Precipitated and

‘( Transparent Grade)
Po L CH E M ¢ Calcium Stearate

¢ Barium Stearate

I N D EST RIES e Sodium Stearate
w oz 3 » Magnesium Stearate
=i ; mmacC

* Lead Stearate

An 1SO 9001:2015 Certified Company @ Other Ehomicals
* Titanium Di Oxide (Anatase & Rutile)
About Us .. | = PE &Paraffin Wax
We are a leading manufacturer of high quality products for a i * Stearic Acid (Adani, Godrej etc) % |
variety of industries including plastics, rubber, cosmetics, e Ultramarine Blue (UPL Ltd ) |
printing, and more A : ! i
2 : ¢ Barium Sulphate £ |
We are dedicated to providing our customers with best R . -
@ solutions for their manufacturing needs. * Zinc Oxide
* TBLS, LS ,DBLS, Booster APX
O Contact us * Heat Stablizing Chemicals
* Organic & Inorganic Pigments
@ +91-9810375865 * Other Ancillary Chemicals
+91-9717360456 PR

SCAN ME
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9 H-15, Sector -4, DSIIDC Bawana Industrial Area, Delhi -39

@ kansalpolychem@gmail. com
info@kpcind.com

@ www.kpcind.com
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Asto Roll Changing

_— E : Features :

- ChamberDoctor Blade

- CeramicAniloxRoller

- InkPumps for continuous rotation of inks

- Additional plate cylinder for desired print repeat
lengths.

- Web video inspection system - One or both side
of the fabric.

- Corona System - for better adhesion of the link
onsubstrate.

Press is Available in Various Sizes
as per Customer Requirement

Printing Width : 16" - 144" (400mm - 3700mm)
Repeat Printing Length : 13" - 100" (330mm - 2500mm)

< Star Flex

Flexq TRNTERNATIONAL
Super High Speed Stack Type Auto Reversing Machine 1SO 9001 : 2015 CERTIFIED
Flexo Printing Machine Fl!axo'qrfxpﬁic Wl'dfl Web Qu AL'TY THROUGH CRE AT'VITY

Printing Machine

Plot No. A-43, Street No.-7, Anand Parbat Industrial Area, New Rohtak Road, New Delhi-110 005 (India)
Ph. : +91-11-28765588, Telefax : +91-11-43563747, Mob : +91-9310307888

E-mail : info@starflex.co.in www.starflexinternational.com

AWith Best Compliments From7T
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Rishi Garg
(Director)
9312210675

RADHA MADHAV INDUSTRIES

ARV~ | < |

Deals In :- All Kinds of Fabrics, Eva Sheet, Foam Lamination & Knitted Upper
———\1‘ 197, DSIIDC Indllstr]al Area, Narela, Delhl - 110040

e J ATT=ID UIR, GA"E N‘pT HP RISES
E Iﬁ!ﬂlﬁrs / Disgril Importer;

Deals In : All Kinds of PVC Chemll.-:ll & Minerals
Also Stocklist : Vietnam £ Malaysia Grounded Calcium Carbonate
Spl. In : Super Snow White (Transparent, Talc Powder & Calcium Carborate)

Plot No. 155 /44, Vill, Puth Khurd, Near Bawana, Delhi - 110039
Email : rgargjde@gmail.com
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Near Old Petrol Pump, New Delhi-110015

50 S Y 0 5 1
C.R
=

011-43465711

Tel.:
Mobile : 9212789083, 9811189083

E-mail

: crheaters@yahoo.co.in

Plot No. 215, Pocket-E, Sector-3,
DSIIDC, Bawana Indl. Area, Delhi-110 039

Tel : 011-49808037
Mobile : 9212789083, 9811189083

Manufactures & Exporters of : @ Heating Ovens o Strip Heaters o Coil Heaters o Mica Band Heaters o Nozzle Heaters

o Heat Proof Heaters @ The Insulation Plus @ Thermocouples @ Power Saving Heaters o Industrial Tubular Heaters
o Heating Control Panels o High Density Cartridge Heaters @ Ceramic Band Heaters @ Low Density o Cartridge Heaters
o Cast Heater Aluminium/ Bronze @ Medium Density Cartridge Heaters @ Chemical Heater and all type of Control Panel Boards.

=
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YOGESH GOGIA PREM GOGIA
9310-194959 9311-194959

==
Gogia
Plastic Traders (P) Ltd

Deals In :
PLASTIC RAW MATERIALS

( SPECIALIST IN :)

LDPE, LLDPE, HDPE (HM), PP & PPCP

1453-A, PAN MANDI, SADAR BAZAR, DELHI-110 006

© 011-41410810, 40194949
E-MAIL : gpt.pvtitd@gmail.com

6 GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT... PLASTIC WORLD




ACCURA
SERIES

@NARESH

ENGINEERING
CORPORATION

' <"
EWWEE =

AUXILIARY
SOLUTIONS

| High Speed Granulator | Plastic Colour Mixer

E-70 | E-63 Sector-2, DSIIDC Industrial Area, — .
Visit Us At - E-mail : info@necmachinery.com

Bawana, Delhi-110039 Sales : sales@necmachinery.com

E] @ Mab: +91-9310654362, 9810654962, 9910456362 Sales Contact No : +91-98T1634362

www.necmachinery.com www.necmachinery.co.in
Ph: 011-42754362, 41654362

SEPTEMBER, 2025 GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT...




A RENOWNED NAME IN
“WEB GUIDE SYSTEMS”
SINCE 1990

DELUXE
ENGINEERING WORKS

Deluxe Engineering Works is one of the leading companies and extensively recognized for providing the best Web Guiding
Solutions for Web/Film Handling. With having more than 30+ years of experience and 5,000+ instalments in flexible industry, we
have built such robust and steady foundation with an extremely skilled team, that we do not only offer our products laden with
most supplicated features, but also provides commitment to best after sale services and support in the industry.

Our Main Products: - Our Special Products: -

- Pneumatic-Hydraulic Web Guide System - Static Control Technology — FRASER, UK
- Electronic Web Guide System - Web Video Inspection System — UNILUX, USA

(Edge Guide System / Line Guide System) - Auto Registration Control System — TAIYO, Japan
. Rewinding Machine - 100% Inspection System — TAIYO, Japan

(Cantilever - Batch Coding / Double Sided Plate) - Automatic Viscosity Control System — VISCON GLOBAL,
- Air Shafts for Unwinder & Rewinder Stand Japan
- Trim Winder for Slitting Machines - Stroboscope System — POKAI, Taiwan

WEB + ACCESSORIES

UNWINDER TRACKER

S.R.A. TRACKER

AIR SHAFT
REWINDING MACHINE - CANTILEVER

At Deluxe Engineering Works, we have developed such a team of experts, which is highly tactful and competent in guiding any
web/film, from the thinnest plastic films to heavy-duty foil/steel strips, from tape films to widest papers, leather, etc.

SUITABLE FOR - Rotogravure / Flexographic / Slitting / Lamination / Tape Coating Machines

e 2 A 2

A - 162, Sector A4, Dinesh Trivedi +91 98681 27640 deluxeenggworks@gmail.com
Trans Delhi Signature City, Ayush Trivedi +91 93138 30506

Loni, Ghaziabad, U.P. - 201102
GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT... PLASTIC WORLD



HIGH PERFORMANCE @4 =

COOLING AIR RINGS FOR -
MULTI LAYER FILM PLANTS ' - SHREESSN Y

INDUSTRIES

Our Product Range Includes

+ PP Sizing Rings up to 30"

* Iris Ring up to 52" layflat

« PP Water Baths up to 30"

+ Wire Gauge Ring

+ PP stationary and Rotating Air Rings (Any Size)
» Die Heads of all Blown Filmplants

+ Special PVC Stationary and Self Rotating Air
for HM, LLDPE & MULTILAYER

» Stationary, Rotating and Self Rotating Air ring
Rings for Low Gauge variations (any size)

« Bubble Guide up to 44"

» High Pressure Blowers from .25HP to 10HP

SHREE GANESH INDUSTRIES

WZ-508/68, Basai Darapur, Tanwar Marg, New Delhi-110015

Ph.: +91 11 49404832 Telefox : +9111 25118986
Cell. : +91 9810056581, 9810056583, 7217618105

sgi.pieces85@gmail.com, sgi.industries1@gmail.com
www.indiamart.com/shreeganeshindustries

Our Pr()duct

D
.E Mfrs. of:
« Genter Seal
* Point Cutting
« Side Seal B
* Pouch Making ——
* Automatic Bottom ~.
Sealing \
* Guzzeting

* 3 Side Sealing

Swastik INDUSTRIES

L1 Plot # 679, M.LE. Industrial Estate, Buhadurgarh (HARYANA)
Cell. : +91 9810056581, 9810056583,

7217618105
owe rs sgi.piecesB5@ gmail com, sgi.industries] @gmail.com

www.indiamart.com/shreeganeshindustries

Bottom S_ealing Mach

SEPTEMBER, 2025 GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT...
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Star Flex International
starflexinternational.com

Foxographie Woyen Saek) Prindin
(Anto Rodd CAnnging)

Anto Royersing \aehing

ATUF

Registered g

Flexographic Printing Maeckine

(A

4000MM
Faxograpiic Wida Lat
Printing Mgk

Quality Through :
Plot No. A-43, Street No.-7,

c reaa ' 1vi ll.y Anand Parbat Industrial Area, New Rohtak Road,
New Delhi-110 005 (India) Ph.: +91-11-28765588,

Telefax : +91-11-43563747, Mob : +91-9310307888

1SO 9001 : 2015 CERTIFIED E-mail : info@starflex.co.in

www.starflexinternational.com

10 GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT... PLASTIC WORLD




M.G. ELECTRONICS

MANUFACTURERS & SUPPLIER OF :

(3-D) I.G. B.T. CORONA TREATER, FULLY SOLID STATE, AC CONTROL,
STATIC CHARGE, SERVO TRANSFORMERS, DC MOTOR & CONTROLS

Suitable for P.P., L.D., H.M., L.L.D.P., P.O.P.P.,, H.D.P.P., Corrugated Sheet, Non Woven Fabrics,
Glass Tube and PVC Pipe, Metalized Setas. Water Fabric & Sacks

* Power Saving & Highly Efficient * Maximum Operator Safety
% Spark Protection System % Auto Digital Indicators Provided
* Key System Frame with High Quality * Power Resisting Treaters
Silicon Roller * The Total Treater Requirement ism
% Non Disturbance from Waves % Also Manufacturing High Quality
[of TV, Radio and Other Frequencies] Velvett Charging Machine

Quality and Promt Service is our Motto

D-1, BASEMENT, CHANAKYA PLACE-| (40-FEET ROAD) OPP. C-| JANAKPUR,
NEW DELHI-110059 PHONE : 25635674, 25033862

MOBILE : 9810291241, 9212308035

E-mail : mgelectronicsdelhi@gmail.com Website : www.mgelectronicsdelhi.com
\ J

SEPTEMBER, 2025 GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT... 11




With best compliments from :
S
*
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Mamanchand Ramjidas

EXTRUSION LAMINATORS

INTRODUCING

BIO DEGRADABLE LAMINATION

&

FIRE RETARDANT LAMINATION

Factory : 18, DLF Industrial Area, Najafgarh Road, Moti Nagar

New Delhi - 110 015
Phone :9310028518

Off : 4436, VISHNU BAZAR, CLOTH MARKET
DELHI-110 006

Office : 9310028517
E-mail : raviallplastic@gmail.com

y
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Editorial
r—_—_—_—_—_—_—__—_—_—_—_—_—_—_—

: Global Plastics Treaty Talks :

I Talks of a Global Plastics Treaty have been going on for quite sometime now. The l
I sixth United Nations Intergovernmental Negotiating committee, or INC5.2 met last I
I in Busan-South Korea in December 2024. All the more than 183 countries had |
I hoped that they will arrive at a treaty in Geneva in the next meeting, which has |
: recently concluded on August 14, 2025. :

I The session was held from August 5 to 14 at Geneva, Switzerland aiming to finalize l

and approve the text of the agreement which would be considered and adopted at I
| a future diplomatic conference. There were more than 2600 participants, including |
1400 members from participating countries. In spite of numerous informal I
roundtable meetings and various official sessions, no consensus could be reached l
and the plastic industry all over the world was unhappy at this outcome.

Amongst the countries, broadly, there is a group which is seeking potential caps on
plastic production and phase out of harmful chemicals and plastic products, on the |
other hand, there are countries which focus more on managing plastic scrap rather 1
than capping production and chemicals. "

I Together with countries which are large producers of plastic raw materials like; |

I China, Saudi Arabia and Russia with USA having a double stance, India also favoured I

| downstream management of plastic scrap rather than a cap on plastic production. §

I For developing nations like ours, capping plastic raw material production will be 1|

I wrong as it will threaten crores of workers dependent on plastics. India has always |
argued in favour of downstream measures such as recycling and reuse. This will

| help us in becoming a developed nation by year 2047 as envisaged by our Hon’ble |

1 PM. |
| |
I Various expert views, worldwide, on this Global Treaty are being published in this |
I issue. :

Lalﬂ PLﬂSTIco @ Reprocessed Granules of

BC-323, Mangolpuri Industrial Area, Phase-ll,

) ** HDPE-Natural/Milky/Coloured >* PP-Natural-
Delhi-110034 Ph : Off. : 27010119 . : .
R.P. Jain : 9810021951, 9212254130 Milky-Coloured Article Raffia :* PPR & FIELD
Yash Jain : 9810933750 PP % LDPE/LLDPE/LD (Agro)
E-mail : rp68jain @gmail.com

SEPTEMBER, 2025 GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT... 13
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MICRO-PROCESSOR CONTROL

SIDE SEALING MACHINE FOR PLANE & PRINTED BAGS OF
PP / HM-HDPE / LLDPE-LDPE / ZIP LOCK FILMS

BOPP / E.PFOAM & BUBBLE SHEETS

New Range of High Speed Machine for BOPP Bags

New Machines for Courier Bags

Label Cutting Machine & Shrink PVC Profile Cutting Machine

Our Range of Products Feature

> Side Sealing Machine > Bottom Gusseting

> Centre Seal Pouch Making Machine > Inside Flap

o Three Side Seal Pouch Making Machine e Outside Fla

> Photocell Control Bottom Sealing Machine ) p )

> Roll-toRoll Perforation Sealing (For > On Line Tape Applicator
Photo Negative Vallets) > On Line D-punch

= S%de Sealing Machine for Zip Lock Bags > Perforation for Tearing

> Side Sealing Machine for Smaller Size

(Agarbati & Ball Pen Bags)

Micro Processor Controlled Film Indexing System
High Sensitrvity Colour Scanner for Printed Films
Designed For Easter Operdion Of Machine

> Center Folder for Sheet To Bag
> Pneumatic Impulse Sealer > On Line Hole Punch For Wicking

A-97/3, Okhla Indl. Area, Phase-II, New Delhi-110020

KAl SAMIAY MACHINERY

Mobile: 98101-24773 E-mail: sanjaymachinery@gmail.com

GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT...
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Important points discussed during the monthly Executive Committee
meeting held on 11™ August 2025

1. Approval of Minutes of the Previous Executive Committee Meeting (10th July, 2025)

The minutes of the meeting held on 10th July, 2025 were reviewed and confirmed.

Shri Parshotam Kumar, Patron, raised the matter regarding the resignation of Shri Brijesh Bhutani as General
Secretary. He said that the arguments between Shri Bhutani and Shri Vipin Gupta should not have occurred
and suggested that both should mutually apologise.

Shri Rakesh Sachdeva, Sr. Vice President, informed that Shri Bhutani had clearly expressed his unwillingness
to continue as General Secretary and resigned on 10th July 2025 via email and WhatsApp. He further
remarked that, since Shri Bhutani voluntarily resigned, there was no question of apology from his side. Shri
Parshotam Kumar responded that if he is unwilling to rejoin, then the Committee should formally consider
acceptance of his resignation.

2. Approval of Expenditure for July 2025

The monthly expenses for July 2025 were reviewed and approved by the Committee.
3. Discussion on Industry-Related Matters
- Conversion of Industrial Areas from Leasehold to Freehold

Shri Ravi Kumar Aggarwal informed that the newly appointed Chief Minister of Delhi, Ms. Rekha Gupta,
has announced the conversion of industrial areas from leasehold to freehold. Shri Vipin Gupta pointed out
that this benefit is currently not applicable to reallocated industrial areas.

It was resolved that AIPIA should formally approach the concerned authorities to seek conversion of all
industrial areas into freehold. This would resolve a long-pending demand of the industrial community,
benefiting thousands of MSME units and contributing to Delhi’s industrial growth.

Shri Parshotam Kumar suggested that an AIPIA delegation should meet the Chief Minister and the industry
minister to present the industry’s perspective. The proposal was well received by the Committee.
AGM-cum-Election-cum-Industry Meet (2025-27)

Finalisation of Date: Due to non-availability of dates, tentatively proposed on 29, 30, 31 October, 2025

at City Park-Pitampura, the AGM is proposed to be held in December, tentatively between 14th to 25th
December, 2025.

° Venue: “Hotel City Park — Pitampura” was agreed upon as the preferred venue.

° Sponsorships: Shri Jatin Raheja, Organizing Secretary, assured full efforts in mobilising sponsors for the
event.

° Adoption of Resolution
The Executive Committee unanimously adopted the following resolution:

Resolution on Amendment of Rules and Regulations of AIPIA regarding the Composition of the Executive
Committee

WHEREAS the Executive Committee has reviewed the current provisions of the Rules and Regulations
concerning the structure and number of office bearers and elected members;

AND WHEREAS it is deemed necessary to amend the said provisions in order to streamline the functioning
of the Committee;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS RESOLVED THAT the following amendments be made:
I. Removal of Posts

° One (1) post of Vice President (out of the existing two) shall be removed.

° One (1) post of Joint Secretary (out of the existing two) shall be removed.

SEPTEMBER, 2025 GIVE PLASTIC ANOTHER LIFE RECYCLE IT... 15




Revised Composition

The Executive Committee shall consist of a minimum of seven (7) and a maximum of twenty-two (22)
elected members, including the following office bearers:

President

Senior Vice President

Vice President

General Secretary

Joint Secretary

Treasurer

Organizing Secretary

RESOLVED FURTHER that this amendment shall come into force with immediate effect upon
approval by the General Body, as required under the Rules and Regulations of AIPIA.
Regarding AIPIA’s Seminar/Exhibition

A proposal to hold an AIPIA exhibition in 2026 was jointly put forward by Shri Ravi Kumar Aggarwal,
Patron, and Shri Devinder Pal Singh, President.

The President also informed that IPAMA is organising its exhibition ‘INTRAPAK’ in Greater Noida and has
sought AIPIA’s collaboration. The Committee gave a positive response, and it was decided to arrange a
meeting with the organisers to discuss terms and conditions.

Any Other Matter with the Chair’s Permission

Registration with Laghu Udyog Bharati (LUB)

Shri Parshotam Kumar suggested AIPIA should obtain membership of LUB and shared the details with the
Secretary General.

Shri Ravi Kumar Aggarwal expressed that as both organisations share similar objectives and have common
members, a separate membership may not be necessary.

CHANDER ELECTRICALS

All Kinds of Heating Elements & Panel Boards. WZ"BA, Kirti Nagar Inds Area, New Delhi-15 (INDIA)
We also Made Panels as per customers Tel: +91-11-25118194, 41425594

specifications. Chander Prakash Cell : +91-9312284181

16
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Article 1

Plastics use & waste to soar in Southeast, East Asia
without stringent policies, warns OECD

With the correct policy direction, implementation, mismanaged waste, including plastic leakage, could drop by 97%

-By: Kiran Pandey

Summary
° Plastic use and waste could nearly double in Southeast and East Asia by 2050 without urgent policy reforms.
° The ASEAN Plus Three region faces a significant challenge, with mismanaged waste threatening ecosystems and

human wellbeing.
° The report calls for ambitious measures to curb plastic pollution and promote recycling.

Plastic use and waste are set to spiral out of control in southeast and east Asia, unless countries urgently overhaul
current policies, warned a new report by the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD).

Under current policies, plastic use in the ASEAN Plus Three (APT) region is projected to nearly double from 152 million
tonnes in 2022 to 280 million tonnes by 2050. The APT region includes the 10 ASEAN countries — Brunei, Cambodia,
Indonesia, Laos, Malaysia, Myanmar, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, and Vietnam — along with China, Japan and
South Korea.

This surge, driven largely by short-lived products like packaging, is expected to trigger a parallel rise in plastic waste,
which is set to more than double from 113 million tonnes to 242 million tonnes over the same period, according to the
report.

Packaging waste alone will jump from 49 million tonnes to 91 million tonnes, underscoring the scale of the region’s
growing waste challenge.

According to the report, China is projected to see the largest absolute increase in plastic waste in the APT region, rising
from 76 million tonnes in 2022 to 160 million tonnes by 2050.

But the most dramatic relative growth will occur in lower-middle-income ASEAN countries such as Indonesia, Vietnam
and the Philippines, where plastic waste is expected to nearly quadruple — from 7.5 million tonnes to 28 million tonnes.

Context: Mismanaged plastic waste to rise 70%

Despite some improvements in waste management, most plastic waste in the region continues to be landfilled, incinerated
or mismanaged. In 2022, 29 per cent of the region’s plastic waste was mismanaged — far exceeding the share that is
recycled — leading to increasing environmental leakage.

Even though the share of mismanaged plastic waste in the APT region is expected to decline from 29 per cent in 2022
to 23 per cent by 2050, the overall volume of waste will grow significantly, the report warned.

As a result, the absolute amount of mismanaged waste will rise from 33 million tonnes to 56 million tonnes — posing
escalating risks to ecosystems and communities.

In 2022 alone, the region was responsible for 8.4 million tonnes of plastic leaking into the environment — over a third
of the global total — making it a global hotspot for plastic pollution. Without urgent intervention, this annual leakage
could rise to 14.1 million tonnes by 2050, largely from lower-middle-income ASEAN countries and China, with 5.1 million
tonnes flowing into rivers, coasts and oceans.

Plastic pollution in rivers, lakes and oceans is projected to increase, putting biodiversity, fisheries, ocean-based economies,
livelihoods and human wellbeing at serious risk.

By 2050, plastic buildup in freshwater bodies — including rivers and lakes — is projected to reach 126 million tonnes,
more than double the levels in 2022. Ocean plastic could more than triple to 55 million tonnes, further damaging already
fragile marine ecosystems alerts the report.
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Solution: Adopting measures under Global High Stringency scenario

Once in the environment, plastics persist for decades and frequently cross borders, amplifying the regional and global
impacts.

However, this could be avoided, said the authors of the report and showed the pathway. Countries in the region need
to adopt ambitious measures across the entire plastic lifecycle — under the Global High Stringency scenario. Under such
a scenario, plastics use in 2050 could drop by 28 per cent and plastic waste by 23 per cent, the report suggests.

The scenario offers the greatest global environmental benefits at the lowest cost. As per the report, secondary (recycled)
plastics could meet all future growth in demand, enabling primary plastic use to remain below 2022 levels.

Under this scenario, the average recycling rate is projected to rise to 54 per cent, while mismanaged waste — including
plastic leakage — could drop by 97 per cent compared to a no-policy-change scenario.

In view of the cross-border plastics pollution, the report called for stronger regional cooperation. It highlighted that most
of the lower middle-income countries in Southeast Asia are already struggling with their own plastic waste. But these
are also burdened by plastic leaking from other nations.

In fact, more than half of the coastal plastic waste from China and wealthier ASEAN countries ends up on the shores
of poorer ASEAN nations like Indonesia. These waste flows don’t stop there — they extend across the Indian Ocean,
reaching countries along the southeastern coast of Africa as well.

It also raises alarm over the threat to climate due to plastics. In the ASEAN Plus Three (APT) region, greenhouse gas
emissions from the plastic lifecycle — including production and waste management — are projected to nearly double
from 0.6 GtCO2e in 2022 to over 1 GtCO2e in 2050, mainly driven by continued demand for primary plastic production.

The report warned that without stronger and more effective policies, the climate impact of plastics will worsen — further
accelerating global warming.

Conclusion: Call for bold action ahead of final negotiations

With the final round of UN negotiations on a global plastics treaty scheduled from August 5-14, 2025 in Geneva,
Switzerland, the OECD report comes at a crucial moment. It outlined a clear path for Southeast and East Asia to tackle
plastic pollution and shows how the region can lead by example globally.

The report urged countries to take bold action—phase out single-use plastics, strengthen waste collection, and invest
in recycling systems. Most importantly, it stressed the need for regional cooperation, as plastic pollution crosses borders.

“Southeast and East Asia can become a global model for tackling plastic pollution and advancing circular economy
solutions,” said OECD Secretary-General Mathias Cormann. ”With stronger regional cooperation, ambitious policies, and
targeted investments, the region could nearly eliminate plastic leakage by 2050 — bringing lasting benefits to people,
ecosystems and the global economy,” he added.

Final summary: The OECD report warns that plastic use and waste in Southeast and East Asia could nearly double by
2050 without urgent policy changes. The ASEAN Plus Three region, including China, Japan, and South Korea, faces a
significant challenge with plastic waste projected to rise from 113 million tonnes to 242 million tonnes. Mismanaged waste
poses escalating risks to ecosystems, with plastic pollution threatening biodiversity and human wellbeing.
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Article 2
Making sense of Article 6: Why plastic production measures are
essential for a strong global treaty

Capping plastic supply is no longer optional, it’s the linchpin of credible action against pollution,
climate risk and economic fallout
Amy Youngman

Summary

° Article 6 is central to the Global Plastics Treaty as it addresses upstream control of plastic production — the
root cause of the crisis.

° Downstream solutions alone (recycling, clean-ups) are insufficient if plastic production continues to rise,; output
could triple by 2060.

° The current Chair’s Text offers a political compromise, focusing on supply transparency rather than binding caps
— but is crucial for future action.

° Capping production makes economic sense, restoring value to plastic and reducing public costs tied to health,
waste and infrastructure damage.

° Treaty progress now hinges on data and reporting, which will form the foundation for future global targets and

national-level interventions.
In the race to finalise a legally binding global instrument to end plastic pollution, Article 6 is not merely one of many
provisions, it is the linchpin. It targets a critical point in the plastic lifecycle that directly shapes the effectiveness of
all other measures.
The second part of the fifth session of the Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee on Plastic Pollution (INC-5.2) for
talks on an international legally binding instrument on plastic pollution, also known as the Global Plastics Treaty, is taking
place from August 5 to 14, 2025 in Geneva, Switzerland.
Without upstream control of plastic production, efforts aimed at improving product design, waste management or
microplastic control will be overwhelmed. Like mopping up an overflowing sink without turning off the tap, such efforts
will remain reactive and ultimately insufficient.
United Nations Environment Assembly Resolution 5/14 mandates that the treaty adopt a full lifecycle approach. This is
more than a procedural formality; it is the legal and scientific foundation agreed by all governments at the outset of
negotiations. The Open-Ended Working Group that prepared for negotiations defines this as encompassing all impacts
across the entire plastic lifecycle, including raw material extraction, refining and polymerisation, design and more.
By this definition, upstream activities are clearly within scope. Yet due to push back from a handful of high-volume plastic
producers and fossil-aligned interests, what began as a call for production caps has been significantly diluted. The
current Chair’s Text narrows the framing to “supply,” reflecting a political rather than scientific compromise.
Supply measures are non-negotiable
For decades, global efforts to tackle plastic pollution have focused on downstream responses: Recycling, clean-up efforts
and landfill management. Science now confirms these efforts cannot succeed if production continues unchecked.
The problem is structural. Plastic production has more than doubled in the last two decades and is on track to triple by
2060 under business-as-usual conditions. Output could increase from 460 million tonnes in 2019 to over 1.2 billion tonnes
by 2060. Even the wealthiest countries cannot recycle such high volumes — the United States recycles less than six per
cent of its plastic waste — and most plastic products are not designed for circularity. These systems are overwhelmed
by the scale and complexity of the waste generated.
Modellingdemonstrates that a 64 per cent reduction in plastic production over the next 25 years is the only pathway
consistent with limiting global temperature rise to 1.5 degrees Celsius (°C). This would prevent 7.1 billion tonnes of
mismanaged plastic waste and avoid up to 47 billion tonnes of carbon dioxide-equivalent emissions.
Without upstream action, plastic production alone could consume nearly 20 per cent of the global carbon budget required
to stay within 1.5°C. Even with renewable energy powering industry, emissions from fossil feedstocks would remain
dangerously high.

The current text: A platform, not a ceiling

Rather than setting immediate limits, Article 6 in its current form provides two essential building blocks for future
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ambition: (i) A process to adopt an aspirational global target for reducing plastic production and consumption and (ii)
A requirement for countries to report how much plastic they produce, import and export.

This reporting provision is critical. At present, there is no comprehensive, standardised data on global plastic production
by country. Without it, policymakers cannot set targets, measure progress or determine whether other treaty provisions
are working.

Retaining the Chair’s Text as it stands ensures that this baseline transparency is secured. It is the minimum necessary
platform to operationalise the lifecycle mandate of Resolution 5/14 and should be understood as a major compromise
by high-ambition countries such as Rwanda and Peru. Their previous proposals included binding global targets and
tiered reduction schedules, echoing the architecture of multilateral treaties such as the Montreal Protocol.

While implementation does not impose hard limits, Article 6 would enable countries to begin establishing reliable national
datasets on production and trade in plastic polymers; prepare for global targets that could be adopted in the future;
and plan national supply-side interventions, including reducing unnecessary and short-lived plastics.

Why capping plastic supply makes economic sense

Controlling plastic production is not just a health and environmental imperative, it is a sound economic strategy. The
unchecked expansion of virgin plastic production has flooded markets with low-value, short-lived products, devaluing
the material and making sustainable alternatives economically unviable.

This overproduction drives pollution and undermines the viability of recycling and reuse systems by skewing cost
structures and saturating waste streams with materials that have little or no downstream value.

Setting clear limits on production would restore scarcity and economic value to plastic. This approach mirrors the success
of the Montreal Protocol, where capping and phasing down ozone-depleting substances not only delivered environmental
benefits but also created regulatory certainty that accelerated investment in safer substitutes and fostered innovation.

Beyond market effects, the economic burden of plastic pollution driven by overproduction is staggering. Health systems
are already incurring billions in hidden costs from toxic chemicals, additives and microplastics in air, water and food.

These are not theoretical risks: Microplastics are found in human blood, lungs, penile tissue and placentas, with early
evidence pointing to links with inflammation, endocrine disruption and disease. Communities near production and waste
sites are disproportionately exposed to carcinogens and fine particulate matter, creating long-term liabilities for governments.

Meanwhile, infrastructure and natural capital are also degrading under plastic’s weight. Drainage systems blocked by
waste cause flooding and sanitation failures. Microplastics from mulch and sludge degrade soil quality, affecting food
production. Tourism suffers from beach pollution and fisheries lose revenue to plastic-damaged ecosystems and
contaminated stocks. These impacts are systemic, interconnected and intensifying.

Supply-side measures offer a preventative response. Capping plastic production, particularly low-value and short-lived
applications, reduces public expenditure on clean-up, landfill expansion, disaster response and healthcare. It reduces
reliance on polluting incineration and shrinking export markets. Instead, it redirects resources towards innovation, reuse
infrastructure and value-added industries that support jobs and resilience.

For countries seeking economic security, competitiveness and lower fiscal pressure, regulating supply is a rational move.
It increases the value of circulating materials, curbs liabilities and supports sustainable development. It is not a cost,
it is an economic safeguard.

Meanwhile, infrastructure and natural capital are also degrading under plastic’s weight. Drainage systems blocked by
waste cause flooding and sanitation failures. Microplastics from mulch and sludge degrade soil quality, affecting food
production. Tourism suffers from beach pollution and fisheries lose revenue to plastic-damaged ecosystems and
contaminated stocks. These impacts are systemic, interconnected and intensifying.

Supply-side measures offer a preventative response. Capping plastic production, particularly low-value and short-lived
applications, reduces public expenditure on clean-up, landfill expansion, disaster response and healthcare. It reduces
reliance on polluting incineration and shrinking export markets. Instead, it redirects resources towards innovation, reuse
infrastructure and value-added industries that support jobs and resilience.

For countries seeking economic security, competitiveness and lower fiscal pressure, regulating supply is a rational move.
It increases the value of circulating materials, curbs liabilities and supports sustainable development. It is not a cost,
it is an economic safeguard.

Amy Youngman is a legal and policy specialist.
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Article 3

Global Plastic Profiles 2025: Article 17, 18, 19 & 20

-By: Tribhuwan Singh Bisht, Kuldeep Choudhary

Global Plastic Profiles 2025: Article 17, on information exchange, enjoys general support in principle

The challenge will be to ensure that information exchange is both functional and inclusive, enabling Parties to act
on shared knowledge without undermining sovereignty or operational feasibility

Summary

° Article 17 of the Global Plastic Profiles 2025 emphasizes the importance of information exchange in tackling
plastic pollution.

° While there is widespread support for this principle, debates continue over operational specifics, such as
national focal points and confidentiality.

° Countries like the US and Norway advocate for transparency, while others like Saudi Arabia seek limitations
based on national security.

Information exchange is a foundational pillar in the architecture of multilateral environmental agreements, and Article 17
reflects its centrality in the global effort to address plastic pollution. The provision outlines the mechanisms for sharing
data, knowledge and best practices among Parties, with the goal of enhancing transparency, scientific collaboration and
evidence-based decision-making. While there is broad support for the principle of information exchange, divergences
persist on the operational details—particularly regarding the designation of national focal points, the role of the
Secretariat and the treatment of confidential information.

Many countries have advocated for a robust and inclusive information sharing framework. Members of the African
Group, along with PSIDS and the United States, emphasized that health and environmental data should not be treated
as confidential. Their proposals suggest a commitment to public access, especially when information has implications
for human safety or ecological risk. PSIDS further called for the scientific and technical body to guide this process, while
Norway introduced language encouraging corporate disclosure on plastic-related risks, in line with recent developments
in biodiversity and sustainability governance.

Some submissions sought to strengthen the article’s implementation by linking it with national reporting and data
tracking. Sri Lanka, for instance, proposed better alignment with Article 15 to ensure that national-level data collection
supports both domestic planning and global evaluation efforts.

Conversely, a few delegations raised concerns about the breadth and enforceability of the proposed text. Saudi Arabia
and Iran pushed for significant limitations, with proposals to exempt developing countries from certain information-
sharing obligations or allow countries to withhold data on the grounds of national security. Tiirkiye supported the overall
objective but suggested technical edits, such as distinct focal points for information and waste management.

Overall, Article 17 enjoys general support in principle. The challenge will be to ensure that information exchange is both
functional and inclusive, enabling Parties to act on shared knowledge without undermining sovereignty or operational
feasibility.

Global Plastic Profiles 2025: Article 18 focuses on fostering public understanding, stakeholder
engagement and scientific progress for effective implementation of Treaty

It recognises that tackling plastic pollution extends beyond policy and infrastructure

Summary

° The global plastic treaty discussions highlight the need for public understanding, stakeholder engagement, and
scientific progress.

° While states agree on the importance of awareness and research, they differ on the extent and binding nature
of these commitments.

° Proposals include an independent science body and regular data publication, aiming for evidence-based
decision-making and enhanced public access to information.
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Article 18 addresses the importance of fostering public understanding, stakeholder engagement and scientific progress
to support the effective implementation of the plastic treaty. It recognizes that tackling plastic pollution extends beyond
policy and infrastructure—it also requires informed societies, robust education systems and sustained investments in
research and innovation.

Broadly, states support the inclusion of provisions on awareness and research, though they differ in how far-reaching
and binding these commitments should be. Several countries, including the United States, proposed mechanisms to
institutionalize scientific input into the treaty process. Their recommendation for an independent science body—distinct
from state, industry or NGO affiliations—signals a push for evidence-based decision-making grounded in neutrality and
transparency. Others, like Sri Lanka, stressed the value of publishing regular data on plastic flows to enhance public
access to information and build trust.

Small Island Developing States (SIDS), including Pacific Island countries and Fiji, emphasized the need for context-
sensitive education and outreach, especially for vulnerable groups. Their proposals also encouraged separating research
and innovation into a standalone focus, reflecting its strategic importance in developing system-wide solutions and
sustainable alternatives.

Thailand and others advocated for expanding the scope of public education and scientific research to reflect the full
life cycle of plastics, from production to waste. This shift aims to support systemic change rather than reactive responses.
Similarly, language around sustainable consumption, circular economy approaches, and socioeconomic dimensions of
plastic use gained traction among a group of like-minded states.

However, some divergence remains. Saudi Arabia and a few other countries sought to soften the language of the article,
replacing prescriptive terms with voluntary ones and narrowing the breadth of obligations. These proposals suggest a
preference for flexibility over standardized global mandates, reflecting concerns about administrative burden or national
sovereignty.

While most states agree on the value of awareness and research, differences persist over how directive these measures
should be.

Global Plastic Profiles 2025: Article 19 addresses health impacts of plastic pollution
Countries are divided between embedding health language throughout the treaty or creating a standalone article
Summary

° The global plastics treaty negotiations are grappling with how to address health impacts of plastic pollution.

° Countries are divided between embedding health language throughout the treaty or creating a standalone
article.
° While some advocate for strong legal obligations to protect vulnerable groups, others prefer voluntary cooperation,

highlighting a key debate on the treaty’s role in tackling health risks.

Article 19 addresses one of the most complex and politically sensitive elements of the global plastics treaty—how to
acknowledge and act upon the health-related impacts of plastic pollution. Two main approaches have emerged: either
embedding health-related language across relevant treaty articles or developing a standalone article that explicitly
outlines obligations and cooperative actions related to human health.

There is broad recognition among states that plastic pollution presents risks to human health, particularly through
exposure to hazardous chemicals, occupational exposure in the waste sector, and pollution of air, water and food chains.
However, this shared understanding diverges significantly when it comes to the structure, legal framing and institutional
linkages of a health-related article.

Several countries and groups, including the African Group, Guinea Bissau and the PSIDS, have advocated for a more
ambitious and binding article that recognizes health impacts across the plastic life cycle. These submissions often
emphasize the need to protect vulnerable groups—such as waste workers and frontline communities—and call for
coordination with global health institutions, including WHO and ILO. Some have also sought alignment with broader
frameworks like One Health, linking human, animal, and environmental well-being.
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Other submissions, such as those from Brazil and Fiji, reinforce this ambition with concrete proposals around chemicals
of concern, occupational safety, and inclusive health governance. These perspectives see the treaty as a platform to not
only mitigate environmental impacts but also deliver co-benefits for public health.

In contrast, several member states—including the United States, the United Kingdom, and Ireland—prefer a softer
approach, focused on voluntary cooperation, capacity-building and research. These countries support integrating health
concerns into the treaty but stop short of endorsing strong legal obligations. Saudi Arabia has gone further, questioning
the relevance of a health article within this treaty and advocating for its removal entirely, citing jurisdictional concerns.

The ongoing discussion reflects a fundamental question in the negotiations: should the treaty proactively tackle health
risks from plastics or defer to existing health frameworks?

Global Plastic Profiles 2025: Article 20 establishes the COP as the central governing body of the
Treaty

While there is broad agreement on the COP’s necessity, the negotiations reflect differing views on how expansive its
authority should be

Summary

° The Conference of the Parties (COP) is central to the global plastics treaty, tasked with implementation review
and international coordination.

° While its necessity is agreed upon, debates continue over its authority and decision-making processes.

° Countries propose enhancing COP’s capacity with scientific bodies, while others suggest fallback voting
mechanisms to prevent stagnation. The COP’s structure remains a key negotiation point.

Article 20 establishes the Conference of the Parties (COP) as the central governing body of the global plastics treaty.
As the institutional anchor of the agreement, the COP is tasked with reviewing implementation, adopting rules and
protocols, guiding subsidiary bodies, and facilitating international coordination. While there is broad agreement on the
COP’s necessity, the negotiations reflect differing views on how expansive its authority should be and how decisions
should be made.

Many countries have proposed enhancing the COP’s capacity through the creation of dedicated subsidiary bodies.
Several submissions— including from PSIDS, GRULAC and Uruguay—have called for scientific and technical bodies to
be operational from the first COP. These bodies are envisioned to bring thematic, evidence-based support to the treaty’s
implementation, with recommendations including specialized panels, inclusive membership, and formal reporting lines to
the COP. Such mechanisms are seen as vital for ensuring the treaty evolves in step with emerging science and policy
needs.

Decision-making modalities remain a contentious issue. A number of states, including the Philippines, Rwanda and
Norway, have supported the introduction of fallback voting mechanisms—such as a two-thirds majority—when consensus
cannot be reached. This reflects a broader concern that overly rigid consensus requirements could stall the treaty’s
progress or prevent timely responses to urgent plastic pollution challenges. Others have gone further by suggesting that
procedural decisions, such as the adoption of rules, should not be contingent on unanimous agreement.

In contrast, some countries have shown hesitation toward expanding the COP’s mandate. The United States and Saudi
Arabia, for instance, have proposed limiting the COP’s authority to adopt new annexes or act on implementation data.
Iran has opposed a compliance-driven vision of the COP, advocating instead for a facilitative model grounded in national
discretion.

The structure and powers of the COP remain a key site of negotiation, with implications for the treaty’s adaptability,
responsiveness, and long-term legitimacy. How states reconcile flexibility with accountability will define the strength and
relevance of this core institution over time.

(Source: Down to Earth; dated 6" August, 2025)
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Global Plastics Treaty: India backs ‘weak’ plastic treaty draft with
no cap on production, toxic chemicals

The new draft by INC Chair Luis Vayas Valdivieso keeps voluntary recycling and waste measures but drops
production limits and mentions of chemicals of concern.

On the eve of the penultimate day of negotiations for a legally binding global plastics treaty, talks are in deadlock
— and India has thrown its weight behind the petrochemical-producing Like-Minded Countries (LMC), accepting
a weakened draft text that drops production caps and chemical controls as merely a “starting point” for talks.

“We have some serious concerns on the text proposed by you, as we see many fundamental elements (scope)
missing from the text,” said Naresh Pal Gangwar, Joint Secretary in the Union Ministry of Environment, Forest
and Climate Change (MoEF&CC) and head of India’s delegation. “Having said this, we consider this as a good
enough starting point to further our work... We also urge other member states to have trust in your leadership
and express their concern during the consultation process.”

The new draft, released by Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee (INC) Chair Luis Vayas Valdivieso, just
ahead of the scheduled plenary on Wednesday evening, retains voluntary measures on product redesign, recycling,
and waste management but deletes a previous article on production limits and omits all reference to chemicals
of concern. The only nod to production appears in the preamble — a symbolic gesture far from the binding
commitments sought by more than 100 countries.

India’s alignment with the LMC, led by Kuwait and including Saudi Arabia, Iran, and Malaysia, places it firmly
in the camp resisting upstream measures that target the root cause of plastic pollution — the sheer volume of
plastic being produced. The bloc has consistently opposed any global phase-out list, production caps, or trade
restrictions on plastic products.

The EU and its 27 member states blasted the draft, saying it “doesn’t meet the minimum requirements and falls
short of UNEA 5/14,” and called for reinstating strong, binding measures to curb virgin plastic output. Norway,
co-chair of the High Ambition Coalition, said the text was “not acceptable as it stands.” Colombia outright rejected
it as “imbalanced,” drawing applause from observers and high-ambition delegations.

Saudi Arabia called the text “a milestone”. Chile and Panama warned the proposal failed to meet the scale of the
crisis.

Civil society leaders accused the chair of delivering a treaty tailored to petrochemical industry demands. “Without
polymers and chemicals, there are no plastic products. This text will do nothing... to address plastic pollution,”
said Swathi Seshadri of IEEFA. David Azoulay of CIEL described it as “a mockery” that would “ensure nothing
will change” and warned it locks in plastic production growth indefinitely.

Ana Rocha of GAIA condemned the removal of Article 6 on production cuts and the absence of an objective to
“end plastic pollution,” saying it had been reduced to “a weak, waste-management” agreement.
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Valdivieso defended the proposal as a “thoughtfully balanced framework™ that reflects “red lines, sensitivities,
aspirations, and goals” of all sides, urging delegates to push toward a second draft in the limited time remaining.

With just one day of scheduled negotiations left, the divide between production-cut advocates and petrochemical-
aligned states shows no sign of narrowing. There will be a closing plenary on Thursday before which a second
draft will be readied during the regional consultations and bilaterals.

(Source: The Indian Express; 13" August, 2025)

All over again, global plastics treaty INC-5.2 ends without agreement

The second part of the fifth session of the Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee to develop an international
legally binding instrument on plastic pollution, including in the marine environment (INC-5.2), adjourned on
August 15 without consensus on a text of the instrument.

The INC-5.2 adjourned without consensus. (Source: UNEP)

The session was held from August 5 to 14 at Geneva, Switzerland, aiming to finalize and approve the text of
the agreement and forward it for consideration and adoption at a future diplomatic conference.

INC-5.2 saw more than 2,600 participants, including over 1,400 Member delegates from 183 countries, and close
to 1,000 Observers representing over 400 organizations. Some 70 Ministers and Vice Ministers, as well as 30
other high-level representatives, also held informal roundtables on the margins of the session.

According to the Guardian, the new draft contains one mention of plastic production, in the preamble reaffirming
the importance of sustainable plastic production and consumption. An article on production from a previous draft
has been removed and there is no mention of chemicals. A reference to the “full life cycle” of plastics in a
previous draft has also been removed.

Discussion on the draft treaty remains whether to set production caps and address chemicals used in plastic
products, or to focus on waste management, recycling and better design.

Production caps and toxic chemicals control

Almost 100 countries, including Australia, Canada, Mexico and many African and Pacific countries, address
plastic problem at source. They have called for legally binding measures to limit plastic production. Many also
expressed that toxic chemicals in plastics need to be controlled.

Some countries that call for an ambitious treaty with production reduction target, including Colombia, the EU and
the UK, have rejected as “unacceptable” and “unambitious” draft treaty that failed to include production caps and
chemicals control in plastic products.

As an observer, Greenpeace also stands for a treaty that addresses production limit and harmful chemicals. “By
failing to address production or harmful chemicals in any way, this text glorifies the industry lie that we can
recycle our way out of this crisis, ignoring the root cause: the relentless expansion of plastic production,” said
Graham Forbes, Greenpeace’s head of delegation.

Better design, recycling and waste management

On the other hand, oil-, gas- and plastics-producing countries, including Saudi Arabia, Russia and Iran, reject a
treaty with production caps. Instead, they aim to focus on measures such as better plastic product design, waste
management and recycling. This “like-minded group” has been reportedly supported by the US and the chemical
industry.

INC-5.3?

“As this session concludes, we leave with an understanding of the challenges ahead and a renewed and shared

commitment to address them,” said Jyoti Mathur-Filipp, Executive Secretary of the INC Secretariat. “Progress
must now be our obligation.”

The Committee agreed to resume negotiations at a future date to be announced. Will INC-5.3 succeed to reach
agreement? We will see.

(Source : Adsale Plastics Network Date : 20-08-2025)
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How industries, chemicals ministry influenced India’s plastic rules

The dilution of India’s plastic laws has been happening through a thousand cuts, show RTI documents.

As diplomats from 175 countries convene for a plastics showdown in Geneva, India’s negotiators arrive armed
with a playbook shaped less by environmental urgency and more by industry whispers.

As one of the world’s leading producers of plastic waste — India’s choices could tip the scales on any global
treaty. But the road to Geneva is littered with decades of industry influence and diluted promises.

In the second and third week of August, countries are set to engage in an intense round of negotiations on
the Global Plastic Treaty, the United Nations-led effort to tackle plastic pollution.

Previous negotiations in Busan in 2024 ended in stalemate, with India and other petrochemical producing countries
refusing to set limits on plastic manufacture. In Busan, India argued in favour of “downstream measures” such
as recycling and reuse, on the grounds that restrictions on manufacture would threaten millions of workers
dependent on plastics.

This stance wasn’t born in a vacuum, but was shaped by persistent lobbying by plastic manufacturers and
industry lobbies, and driven by the petroleum and industries ministries in New Delhi.

We examined over 5,600 pages of minutes of meetings, notes, reports, and submissions obtained from the
Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change (MoEF&CC) through the Right to Information (RTI) Act
and uncovered a clear pattern: plastic manufacturers and the Department of Chemicals and Petrochemicals
(DCPC) have played an outsized role in determining India’s approach to plastics pollution.

This two-part series explores how India’s plastic legislation evolved and, in many cases, was diluted, under
industry pressure. In this first part, we trace how stringent plastic bans were softened, and how state-level
attempts to enforce strict norms were superseded by the Union government at the behest of plastic manufacturing
associations.

The curious case of plastic bans

India’s current global stance on plastics is the culmination of a two-decade-long shift in discourse. It started with
The Recycled Plastics Manufacture and Usage Rules, 1999, which sought to limit the manufacture of plastic carry
bags. Following this, the Central Pollution Control Board (CPCB) set about broadening the mandate. Committees,
including those formed by the Supreme Court, soon began recommending even stricter rules to deal with plastic
waste.

The CPCB proposed banning laminates and multi-layered packaging, which comprises layers of plastic, paper,
aluminium and other materials. These are ubiquitous in everything from chips to shampoo pouches, juices to
chocolate wrappers, and are one of the biggest sources of plastic waste that is hard to recycle. Also on the
proposed ban list were plastic containers, now ubiquitous in food delivery. CPCB also sought to place the financial
responsibility of collection and recycling on plastics manufacturers.

The new law would be called “Plastic Manufacture and Usage Rules”, emphasizing restrictions on plastics
manufacture.

Internal notes show vehement objections from the chemicals ministry, which governs production of plastics. The
main objection was the name itself, which the ministry felt unfairly targeted what the DCPC called a “wonder
material”. Buying back plastic, they argued, was “impractical and extremely difficult”—this, even as Europe and
developed countries within the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) were implementing
such measures.

Plastics manufacturers echoed these concerns. “Plastics are very useful and eco-friendly...Shopping without
polythene bags, picnics without disposable glass, our kitchen without rows of plastic jars, is just unthinkable,”
the All India Plastics Manufacturing Association (AIPMA), which represents over 22,000 plastics
manufacturers, said in 2002. For them, the problem was not plastics themselves, but “waste management and
littering habits of people”.
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O P Ratra, a plastics industry advisor, has been on multiple committees (including the 1996 National Plastic Waste
Management Task Force). “I have consistently advocated the view that plastic itself is not the core problem but
littering is,” he told IndiaSpend. “International organisations were intensifying their campaigns against plastics. But
I have worked to show the other side of the argument.”

In governmental meetings, he found an ally in the DCPC. “They have been a supporter of these views and have
actively represented our concerns,” he said.

These objections, along with DCPC’s 2007 petrochemical policy that sought to boost plastic manufacture, had an
impact on the government. CPCB and MoEF diluted their positions. The draft “Plastic Manufacture and Usage
Rules” became the draft “Plastics (Manufacture, Usage and Waste Management)” and eventually, by 2011, when
the Rules were finally notified, the word “manufacture” was entirely removed.

The many dilutions of the single-use plastics ban

This influence over environmental policy didn’t stop there. Take the ban on single-use plastics (SUPs) — that is,
items like plastic bags, plastic cutlery, ice cream sticks, plastic ear-buds and others that are used just once. In
2018, Prime Minister Narendra Modi announced that India would be free of SUPs by July 1, 2022. In March
2019, India piloted a resolution on single-use plastic products pollution at the 4th United Nations Environment
Assembly (UNEA)—an initiative that earned international praise with Erik Solheim, the head of UN Environment,
saying that India has “political motivation, turned into practical action” that can “inspire the world and ignite real
change”.

The announcement was followed by the Plastic Waste Management (PWM) Rules 2021 that banned the manufacture,
distribution, stocking, sale and use of 19 specific SUPs. However, experts pointed out the large gap between
India’s global talk and domestic action, and noted that there were too many exceptions to the ban.

The ban is skewed against the smallest segment of the plastic industry, which is the one that needs the maximum
hand holding in order to transition away from single-use plastic, experts told IndiaSpend in October 2022. India
needs to make the big players accountable for their share of plastic pollution, we had reported.

The 2019 Action Plan, circulated within ministries, noted that SUPs comprised 43% of plastic consumption — but
the final policy banned a mere 2-3 percent of the total plastic produced in India. How did this happen? Through
myriad industry-friendly cuts.

From the outset, its ambit was determined by plastic associations. The selection of Single-Use Plastics to be
banned was decided by DCPC’s expert committee, formed in 2019. Of the nine members, just two worked on
environmental regulations (that is, CPCB officers), with the rest being from other government departments.
Fourteen associations and organisations linked to plastic industries were represented in the discussions, while the
remaining five were government ministries, research institutions and non-government organisations.

The committee weighed the ‘utility’ of plastics (hygiene of the product, safety, essentiality, social impact or
convenience and economic impact) against environmental impact (collectibility of the product), recyclability,
possibility of waste to energy and other “End of life” solutions, environmental impact of alternates and littering
propensity. Health and ecological impacts were not considered.

Economic fallout took precedence over environmental or health impacts. Only 12 low-utility, hard-to-recycle
products were targeted, sparing widely used but highly polluting plastics like small sachets on the grounds that
they scored high on the “utility” index. These criteria, incidentally, were similar to those presented to the committee
by AIPMA, whose stated objective is to promote the plastics industry.

Satish Sinha, associate director of Toxics Link, an NGO that works on waste and chemical issues, was among
the stakeholders who met the committee in 2019. He recalls that the primary criteria used was “the economic
fallout” of phasing out plastics. “A lot of the items on the shelves of department stores were not considered
because if these were banned suddenly or had to be replaced by costly alternatives, then it is the consumers that
will have to bear the cost. These recommendations were acceptable to all stakeholders at the time. We felt it was
a starting point in the conversation.”

DCPC’s expert committee report had shown that rigid containers were widely used in food delivery but were of
low utility, were difficult to collect and had relatively low recyclability. It pointed out that there were alternatives,
including aluminium boxes.
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The environment ministry tried to expand the ban to include rigid containers but industry associations pushed
back, claiming these were “multi-use”. The Ministry of Micro, Small and Medium Enterprises (MSME) agreed,
and containers were dropped from the banned list.

Similarly, bans were proposed on non-woven carry bags which are made from plastic fibres. At the time,
Mabharashtra and several other states had already banned such bags. Almost immediately, several associations and
manufacturers wrote in claiming these bags were considered “textiles”, and that they were recyclable and reusable.
Even the Prime Minister’s Office, in September 2019, forwarded a representation from the Ahmedabad-based
Indian Non-Woven Fabric Manufacturer Association against the ban.

Eventually, a diluted restriction was notified in the 2021 PWM rules, whereby only non-woven carry bags less
than 60 grams per square meter (GSM) would be banned. This threshold was lower than DCPC’s own expert
committee, which recommended the “phasing out as early as possible” of non-woven bags that are less than 80
GSM. Documents from CPCB show that plastic manufacturers agreed to this lower cut-off as they could continue
manufacturing without any disruption.

Non-woven bags continue to be a problem for states, where they are being sold as cloth bags or eco-friendly
alternatives to plastics.

The great multi-layered plastics escape

The intended ban of multi-layered plastics is another case study in policy dilution due to external influence. CPCB,
which had long advocated the ban of non-recyclable plastics in MLPs, noted in 2012 that MLPs are a major
portion of the 0.56 million tonnes of non-recyclable plastic waste that ends up in the waste stream annually.

DCPC however had repeatedly sought to scuttle the ban, claiming that there was no alternative manufacturing and
warning that processed food projects — which are often wrapped in various types of plastic films and MLPs —
would be off our shelves if the ban came into force.

Eventually, the CPCB prevailed through the Plastics Waste Management Rules in 2016: “Manufacture and use of
non-recyclable multilayered plastic, if any, should be phased out in two years’ time.”

The victory, however, was short-lived. As the deadline approached, objections poured in with manufacturers and
product companies claiming that even if the plastic was not recyclable, it could be incinerated or converted to oil
to generate electricity.

“The solution to the environmental threat posed by post-consumer MLP waste is not a complete ban on their
use,” said the Indian Council of Food and Agriculture (ICFA), an apex body representing several large companies
in the agriculture and consumer food processing sectors.

ICFA wrote to the ministry in February 2018, a month before the ban on non-recyclable MLP was to take effect:
“A possible solution to counter this issue and to enhance the waste management effort is to phase out materials
which are both non-recyclable and non-energy recoverable in a phased-out manner.”

In March that year, the MoEF&CC issued a gazette notification modifying the ban to only MLPs which are “non-
recyclable or non-energy recoverable or with no alternate use”.

Influence to peddle dangerous technology
Industry lobbying didn’t just shape bans—it also promoted questionable solutions.

In March 2018 Mansukh Mandaviya, the Minister for Chemicals and Fertilisers, wrote to the environment ministry
that after deliberations with the Oxo-Biodegradable Plastics Federation (which represent companies that manufacture
additives that can be added to plastic and help it break down faster), he found that it was a “very good
technology” that would help manage waste.

At the same time, scientists and activists globally were calling for its ban as these additives break down plastics
into even more dangerous microplastics. In 2019, the European Union banned the additives, followed by similar
action in other countries. Documents show that in 2022, India’s environment ministry acknowledged receiving
several comments seeking its ban, but no action was taken.
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Oxo-degradable products continued to be marketed in India as “eco-friendly”. It was only in 2023 that the
CPCB mandatedthat these products needed to be registered and tested before it was sold.

States vs Union govt: Who gets the last word?

The industry’s influence extended to the balance of power between states and the Union government. Internal
documents reveal that industries influenced central policy to supersede state laws that dealt with plastic management.

In March 2018, four months before Prime Minister Modi’s speech to the UN, Maharashtra banned a large array of
single-use products including carry bags, containers, cutlery and others. Maharashtra became the 18th state to
either completely ban SUPs or enforce bans in select eco-sensitive regions. Manufacturers unsuccessfully
challenged the Maharashtra ban in the Bombay High Court.

The plastics industry then sent a flurry of representations to the MoEF&CC complaining about the state bans and
pointing to the stringent nature of the state laws, compared to the relaxations and exemptions given by the Union
government. For instance, Maharashtra had banned all plastics less than 50 microns, including multi-layer packaging
that had been allowed by the Centre.

MOoEF&CC received representations for bans and restrictions in other states as well. The Indian Beverages
Association objected to the ban of PET bottles of less than two litres in volume in the eco-sensitive Andaman and
Nicobar Islands (as no waste processing facility exists on the Islands).

The Indian Compostable Polymers Association complained that Maharashtra and Karnataka had banned compostable
plastic bags despite the Centre allowing them.

In July 2018, the Madhya Pradesh Plastic Traders Association called for uniform regulations to counter these state
bans. This motto was repeated by several other manufacturers and consumer goods companies.

The Federation of Indian Chambers of Commerce & Industry (FICCI), India’s largest business association, called
for consistency in rules. The aim, they said, was to balance Swachh Bharat, the government’s flagship sanitation
programme, with the “ease of doing business”.

Samsung India Electronics also called for greater centralisation, arguing that dealing with multiple local bodies was
“very costly and highly time consuming”.

By August 2021, the Plastic Waste Management, 2021 Rules effectively took away the powers of the State. “Any
notification prohibiting the manufacture, import, stocking, distribution, sale, and use (of carry bags, plastic sheets,
multilayered packaging and single-use plastic) issued after this notification shall come into force after the expiry
of ten years from the date of its publication,” it stated.

“It amounts to a moratorium on policy-making, restricting the ability of state governments to institute policies to
curb plastic use for 10 years,” said Satyarupa Shekhar, former coordinator of the #breakfreefromplastic movement
in the Asia Pacific region. She believed this moratorium will likely be extended.

The MoEF&CC’s stance represents an inexplicable change from its own position adopted a few years earlier. In
early 2016, the Plastic Manufacturers and Traders Association sought a uniform liberal policy after Punjab had
enforced a strict plastic ban. The environment ministry, which was drafting the 2016 Plastic management rules
at that time, had rejectedthe suggestion, saying: “States can have stringent norms.”

These policy twists and turns didn’t just stay on paper. They set the stage for India’s current hardline stance
in global talks. As delegates gather in Geneva, the question that will be foregrounded is: Will India stick to its
industry-friendly script, or is a plot twist on the horizon?

IndiaSpend wrote to the MoEF&CC and CPCB for comment on the influence of industries and the DCPC in
diluting plastic regulations, and their stance on exemptions of MLPs and other items from the SUP ban, which
are now creating issues in recycling, among other concerns. We will update this story when we receive a
response

(Source: By:Sukriti Vats& IndiaSpend; 11 Aug, 2025)
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International News

Oregon EPR program faces court challenge

The National Association of Wholesaler-Distributors has filed a suit challenging the constitutionality of Oregon’s newly
enacted EPR system.

The Washington-based National Association of Wholesaler-Distributors (NAW) has filed a lawsuit in the U.S. District
Court for the District of Oregon challenging the constitutionality of the Oregon law that created its newly enacted extended
producer responsibility (EPR) program.

NAW, which describes itself as a “collective voice for the $8 trillion distribution industry” that has 6 million employees
nationwide, names the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality, the Oregon Environmental Commission and
Oregon Attorney General Daniel A. Rayfield as defendants in the July 30 filing.

The suing organization claims Oregon’s Plastic Pollution and Recycling Modernization Act, which created the EPR
program, “misses the target” in terms of encouraging a circular economy and modernizing the state’s recycling program.
“Unfortunately, as enacted, the act and threatens the viability of the wholesale distribution industry nationwide—the
cornerstone of America’s supply chain,” the organization says.

“While NAW supports the goal of a circular economy, the Oregon EPR law, as enacted, is unconstitutional, creates new
mandates, inhibits interstate commerce and fails at its primary goal of encouraging circularity,” says Eric Hoplin,
president and CEO of NAW.

“Rather than encourage sustainability through a uniform and transparent system where compliance burdens are shared
across industries, Oregon chose to shift the burden to the parts of the supply chain that have little to no control over
decisions to design, reduce, reuse or recycle a product,” Hoplin adds.

Scroll to continue with content

NAW says its suit challenges the Oregon law’s constitutionally on several fronts, including that it “unfairly targets out-
of-state producers [and] tries to control business outside of Oregon—violating the U.S. Constitution’s limits on state
regulation of interstate commerce.”

The Oregon EPR system also “mandates [that] producers sign contracts with a single approved private organization
(the Circular Action Alliance, or CAA), giving up their economic freedom and due process rights,” according to NAW.
NAW also describes the CAA as a private, third-party group “with a financial interest in the program” it claims is
operating “without clear rules or oversight.”

As an example, NAW says CAA policies subject product makers and distributors “to fees and rules set by CAA without
a real chance to object or appeal or transparency in the process.”

In the closing section of its 23-page filing, NAW says it is asking the court to “declare the act and regulations
promulgated thereunder to be invalid and unenforceable” and “issue a permanent injunction enjoining defendants from
implementing or enforcing the act and regulations promulgated thereunder.”

Additionally, NAW has asked the court to award it “such costs of suit and attorney’s fees to which plaintiff may be
entitled to by law” and to “award such other relief as the court deems just and proper.”

(Source: Waste Today; 31" July, 2025)

UNEP chief urges nations to strike ‘historic’ deal to end plastic waste

Talks in Geneva enter decisive phase as countries face pressure to agree first legally binding treaty to curb plastic

pollution

Summary

® UNEP chief Inger Andersen warns that the world is “on the brink” of a historic treaty to end plastic pollution.

® Nations meet in Geneva for INC 5.2, the decisive round of negotiations on a legally binding global plastics
agreement.

o Talks follow years of diplomacy since the 2022 UN Environment Assembly resolution, but key points of contention
remain.

o Stakeholders, from waste pickers to youth activists, are credited with keeping pressure on governments to act.

The world is “on the brink” of agreeing a historic treaty to end plastic pollution, the head of the United Nations
Environment Programme (UNEP) said in Geneva on August 5, 2025, as nations reconvened for the final stretch of
negotiations on a legally binding agreement.
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Inger Andersen, UNEP’s executive director, told delegates at a multistakeholder forum hosted by the Swiss government
that the next 10 days would be critical in determining whether governments could reach consensus on a treaty that has
been three and a half years in the making.
This is a treaty the world wants and needs... Plastic pollution is in nature, in our oceans, in our very bodies, where
it does not belong ... There is a path to a treaty even if it may be narrow.
Inger Andersen, UNEP’s executive director
The talks, known as INC 5.2, are the second part of the fifth session of the Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee
(INC) to develop an international instrument on plastic pollution. They will run from August 5 to 14, 2-25 at the Palais
des Nations, the UN’s European headquarters.
Negotiations follow a series of intensive consultations, including the first part of the session in Busan, South Korea,
last November. That meeting produced a “Chair’s Text” and a draft report outlining points of convergence, but also
highlighted areas where major differences remain — such as the scope of production limits and the extent of financial
and technical support for developing countries.
Andersen urged member states to keep the focus on “a future free of plastic pollution that allows everyone to prosper,”
and credited stakeholders — from scientists and civil society groups to waste pickers and youth advocates — for
keeping pressure on governments and spotlighting the health and environmental risks of plastic.
“It took a global village to bring us to this point,” she said, noting that community action and early private sector
innovation had already demonstrated solutions.
The Geneva talks are the culmination of a process launched by the unanimous adoption of UN Environment Assembly
Resolution 5/14 in 2022, which set in motion the drafting of a legally binding global agreement. Regional consultations
were held on 4 August to prepare for the resumed session.
If governments can strike a deal this month, the treaty would mark the first comprehensive international effort to curb
plastic pollution, including in the marine environment, and could shape the future of global production, consumption
and waste management for decades to come.

(Source: Down to Earth;, 5" Aug. 2025)

Plastics treaty talks set to begin sixth phase

Familiar roadblocks remain as negotiators descend on Geneva for INC-5.2.

Global representatives have spent five sessions and almost three years negotiating a legally binding treaty on plastic
pollution. From Aug. 5-14, they will make a sixth attempt at the Palais des Nations in Geneva.

The sixth United Nations Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee, or INC-5.2, is billed as an extension of the fifth
session, which took place Nov. 25-Dec. 1, 2024, in Busan, South Korea. That conference was supposed to be the finale,
wrapping a two-year process to create a legally binding document. However, key differences remain between countries,
including potential caps on plastic production, the establishment of a financial mechanism to implement the agreement
and whether participation will be mandatory or voluntary.

According to the U.N. Environment Programme (UNEP), more than 3,300 delegates, including members representing more
than 170 countries and observers from more than 440 organizations, met for INC-5. Through its own research, the
Washington-based Center for International Environmental Law (CIEL) said at the time that more than 220 fossil fuel and
petrochemical lobbyists also attended.

The starting point

INC-5.2 talks will use the “Chair’s Text” as a starting point in Geneva.

Developed by INC Chair and Ambassador for Ecuador Luis Vayas Valdivieso, the treaty text includes measures
addressing product design and the development of a global list of chemicals and products of concern to eliminate while
leaving options open for countries wishing to participate on a more voluntary basis—an ongoing point of contention.
During the previous session in Busan, a majority group of more than 100 countries from various regions led by Mexico
and Rwanda said they would not accept a treaty without binding global bans and phaseouts of “harmful plastic products
and chemicals of concern.” The stance was at odds with countries such as China, Saudi Arabia and Russia, which
pushed for more focus on managing plastic scrap rather than capping production or eliminating certain chemicals.
Somewhere in middle is the United States, which has sided with both groups. While it previously aligned more closely
with China, Saudi Arabia and Russia, advocating for a focus on a circular economy for plastics and addressing
production design and scrap management, the Biden administration shifted course in the summer months of 2024,
instead supporting a global target to reduce yearly plastic production and create a chemical phaseout list, aligning it
more closely with the majority group, which includes Canada, Mexico, South Korea and European Union member states.
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While the U.S. has shown interest in voluntary production caps and minimum design and performance standards on
plastic products, the Trump administration’s stance on the treaty and its goals remains unclear as negotiations begin.
During a July hearing conducted by the U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Energy and Commerce Subcommittee
on Environment, ranking member Rep. Frank Pallone of New Jersey, a Democrat, addressed the upcoming treaty talks
in his opening remarks.

“Like the climate crisis, plastic pollution is a global problem that warrants ambitious cooperation from the international
community,” he said. “The U.S. delegation must continue to be a strong voice at the global plastics treaty negotiations
next month. We should not take a backseat or accept weaker standards.”

The call to action

A host of nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) and stakeholders has expressed a desire to see the adoption of a
binding agreement at INC-5.2.

In June, the Business Coalition for a Global Plastics Treaty, a group of more than 290 businesses, financial institutions
and NGOs, published an open letter to negotiators urging an agreement on harmonized regulations to end plastic
pollution.

“Business supports harmonized regulations because they drive consistency across borders while supporting national
ambitions and provide the lowest cost option to effectively address plastic pollution,” the group writes. “Voluntary
efforts are not enough, and the current fragmented regulatory landscape results in increased costs and complexity.
“With a pivotal opportunity at INC-5.2, we urge you to support a treaty that includes provisions for harmonized
regulations on key elements, including phaseouts, product design and extended producer responsibility [EPR]. Enabled
by a fair financing mechanism, such measures would help support sustainable levels of production and consumption
of plastics globally, ensure a level playing field for businesses and support all countries to deliver on their national
ambitions.”

Also in June, representatives of 95 countries published “The Nice Call for an Ambitious Treaty on Plastic Pollution,”
or the “Nice Wakeup Call,” which stated a similar position to the business coalition.

“We are heartened by the constructive engagement of the majority of Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee members
to conclude an effective treaty that is urgently needed, acknowledging the scale of socioeconomic challenges that ending
plastic pollution may represent for certain parties,” the letter states, adding that certain points are key to reaching an
agreement that is “commensurate with what science tells us and our citizens are calling for.”

The five key points include:

o Reaffirming that the full life cycle of plastics includes the production and consumption stages and calling for a global
target to reduce the production and consumption of primary plastic polymers to sustainable levels, to be regularly
adjusted with a view of enhancing the level of ambition. “We also call for an obligation for parties to report on
their production, imports and exports of primary plastic polymers, and to take measures across the full life cycle
of plastics to achieve the global target,” the countries write.

@ The call for a legally binding obligation to phase out “the most problematic plastic products and chemicals of
concern in plastic products,” including those “most likely to cause harm or hinder circularity,” as well as the creation
of a global list of plastic products and chemicals of concern.

e The call for an improvement in the design of plastic products and the assurance they cause minimal environmental
impact to safeguard human health.

e The development of an effective means of implementation and accessible, new and additional financing, noting the
special circumstances of the least developed countries and small island developing states. “We underscore the need
to mobilize the necessary resources from all sources, public and private, domestic and international, in a way that
ensures the achievement of the objectives and provisions of the treaty and guided by the polluter-pays principle,”
the letter states.

o The adoption of a treaty that can evolve over time and is responsive to changes in emerging evidence and
knowledge. The countries write, “To this end, the treaty should provide for the possibility of decision-making,
through regular U.N. procedures, if all efforts to reach consensus have been exhausted.”

The Washington-based Ocean Conservancy is an official U.N. observer organization and has been involved throughout

the negotiation process. The organization’s five treaty priorities are to secure plastics source reduction; address

abandoned, lost or otherwise discarded plastic fishing and aquaculture gear; address microplastics; incentivize designing
plastics for reuse and recyclability; and include the expertise of the informal scrap collection sector as a critical
participant.

“We needed an ambitious plastics treaty at the last round of negotiations in November, one that addresses the root

>

causes of plastic pollution and empowers countries to work toward a future where we’re not drowning in plastics,” says
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Nicholas Mallos, the organization’s vice president of conservation, ocean plastics. “Between that last meeting in Busan
and the start of the negotiations in Geneva, an estimated 7.4 million metric tons more plastics have entered the ocean,
and that’s why we cannot delay this agreement any further.”

The Washington-based World Wildlife Fund (WWF) notes that while previous efforts to finalize a treaty have stalled,

“a majority of ambitious countries” continue to push for progress, “with only a small minority hindering momentum.”

Much like the representatives who authored the “Nice Wakeup Call”, the organization supports global bans on what

it deems the most harmful plastic products and chemicals, global product design requirements, financial and technical

support for developing countries and mechanisms to strengthen and adapt the treaty over time.

“The speed at which the treaty went from conception to near completion is exactly what the planet needed, but it was

never going to be without challenges,” says Erin Simon, vice president and head of Plastic Waste & Business at the

WWE. “As we approach the final stretch, negotiators must remember why we’re here. Our planet is overwhelmed by

plastic waste, and it’s impacting everyone and everything that calls this planet home. At the start of these negotiations,

the global community collectively agreed enough was enough, now is the moment to come together to deliver a path
forward.”

Aid from industry

The Global Partners for Plastics Circularity (GPPC), a multinational collaboration of associations and companies that

make, use and recycle plastics, says it is advocating a global agreement to “accelerate a sustainable, circular economy

for plastics.”

The Washington-based organization, which is supported by the World Plastics Council (WPC) and the International

Council of Chemical Associations (ICCA), says governments must focus on common ground and deliver an agreement

countries can implement and communities can benefit from. The GPPC says that, at the heart of an effective agreement,

is circularity, where plastics are designed to be reused or recycled, collected at their end of life and remade into new
products.

“This is a critical moment,” ICCA President Ilham Kadri says. “The world cannot afford to miss this opportunity to forge

a robust global agreement that helps end plastic pollution. Governments have made meaningful progress, and now it’s

time to turn ambition into action. The industry stands ready with the data, innovation and global partnerships needed

to support implementation. We are not just asking for an agreement, we are prepared to help deliver it.”

The GPPC says the industry is committed to supporting an agreement that can help end plastic pollution while enabling

innovation, investment and continued access to “the essential benefits plastics provide,” and offers a range of science-

based resources, including:

o ICCA’s Plastic Additives Database, which aggregates extensive information on thousands of additives to support
transparency and capacity building efforts for developing economies to regulate chemical additives used in plastics
by leveraging existing data and risk assessments conducted by governments and multilateral institutions across the
globe.

e Decision Tree to Prevent Plastic Pollution, a step-by-step tool designed to help governments assess plastic
products across three dimensions: design for circularity, local waste management capacity and socioeconomic value.
The GPPC says the tool guides users through targeted actions such as redesign, improved end-of-life treatment or
identifying alternatives, based on national circumstances and circularity goals.

o Industry policy recommendations from the GPPC to help draft an agreement that is effective, inclusive and actionable
by all countries.

“The global plastics agreement is an opportunity to move towards a circular economy,” ICCA Council Secretary Marco

Mensink says. “We’ve seen promising convergence on several key areas like design, infrastructure and addressing high-

leakage products. We urge negotiators to seize this moment and bring the agreement across the finish line. Let’s not

let the perfect stand in the way of the possible.”

The warning

Treaty negotiations were discussed during the Bureau of International Recycling (BIR) Convention & Exhibition in

Valenica, Spain, in May, and Alev Somer, the BIR’s trade and environmental director, warned that talks could grind to

a halt with no consensus.

“Since 2022, we at the United Nations Intergovernmental Negotiating Committee have been discussing reaching the

ultimate goal of a plastics treaty that would address the whole life cycle of plastics and actually, perhaps, support the

recycling industry. This treaty would be addressing plastic pollution not only on land, but also at sea.”

However, Somer said the “waste part” of the proposed treaty “is really dividing the negotiating committee into two

groups, with low-ambition countries, oil-producing countries, pushing for it to be addressed only at the end of life so

that they don’t have to do any changes in terms of their production and keep the commitments light with a voluntary
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agreement, and high-ambition countries pushing for the treaty to be legally binding and covering the entire life cycle
of plastics.”
Describing the progress of treaty talks over the last several years, Somer said, “Basically, it’s like the Ottoman march.
You make two steps forward and then one step back.”
When BIR Plastics Division President Henk Alssema asked if there was a real chance of a deal being signed, Somer
said, “I think miracles can happen. But to be honest, no, I do not frankly see a binding treaty signed at the end of the
session 5.2 unless there is tremendous progress, and then there might be further negotiations.”
Somer said she had spoken with the secretariat working on the proposed treaty, who explained that if no agreement is
reached at INC-5.2, the resources and budget do not exist to continue the negotiations. Instead, Somer suggested that
more action could be taken through the Basel Convention on Plastics and other platforms, such as the Stockholm
Convention, where persistent organic pollutants (POPs), could be addressed to potentially reduce the use of chemicals
in plastics.

(Source: Recycling Today; 5™ August, 2025)

UN plastics treaty talks in disarray after petrostates block progress

Extended round of negotiations appears set to end without agreement

The final stages of international negotiations on plastic pollution in Geneva were in disarray after being blocked by
petrochemical producers, despite talks being extended in an attempt to reach agreement.

Delegates from more than 170 countries have gathered in Switzerland over the past two weeks in a final attempt to reach
a globally binding treaty. The fifth round of talks collapsed in South Korea last year after oil-producing nations blocked
the inclusion of measures that would regulate plastic production.

The Geneva talks scheduled to conclude on Thursday were extended into another day for the presentation of a second
draft of the treaty. But a heated final plenary meeting on Friday morning appeared set to end without agreement.

Delegates had broadly denounced the first draft version introduced on Wednesday night by the chair of the meeting,
Ecuador’s Luis Vayas Valdivieso, as “unacceptable” and lacking in ambition. One negotiator told the Financial Times
that the chair had conceded to oil-producing nations.

The wording of the initial draft was lambasted during a Thursday plenary meeting lasting three hours. Juan Carlos
Monterrey Gomez, head of the Panama delegation, said: “Our redlines, and redlines of the majority of countries
represented in this room, were not only stomped [on], they were spat on and they were burned.”

That draft text had excluded articles addressing plastic production, harmful chemicals or human health — despite
widespread support from member states for their inclusion — and also drew criticism from industry and non-profit
groups.

“While it is important that negotiations enter into a new stage, the text on the table is not acceptable for the EU,” said
Jessika Roswall, EU environment commissioner, in response to the draft. “A weak, static agreement serves no one. The
next few hours will show whether we can rise to the moment.” Over the past two and a half years of the talks, countries
such as Saudi Arabia, Iran and Kuwait have used procedural tactics to block any binding measures that address plastic
production and harmful chemicals.

The US, Russia and China had also opposed limits on production.

The Business Coalition for a Global Plastics Treaty, which represents 200 companies including Walmart, Tetra Pak and
Unilever, said on Thursday that the first draft which had been presented offered neither the regulatory certainty nor
global obligations required to tackle the plastic waste problem.

“As it stands, this text could lead to continued pollution, cost and fragmented regulation driving increased complexity
for business,” the coalition said in a statement earlier on Thursday.

“Voluntary and fragmented action is not enough. We reiterate our call for a treaty with harmonised regulation.”

Environmental groups criticised the way negotiations were progressing. Greenpeace said the draft was a “gift to the
petrochemical industry and a betrayal of humanity”.

“By failing to address production or harmful chemicals in any way, this text glorifies the industry lie that we can recycle
our way out of this crisis,” said Graham Forbes, head of the Greenpeace delegation.

“This is not a global treaty. This a collection of national and voluntary measures that will do nothing to address the
worsening plastics crisis,” said Zaynab Sadan, head of the WWF delegation.

(Source: Financial Times; 14" August, 2025)
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Supreme Court reaffirms Illegality of
Cash Seizures in GST Search
Operations [Read Order]

Under Section 67, goods can only be seized if liable
to confiscation for suspected tax evasion.

The Supreme Court of India has rejected the Revenue
Department’s review petition against a Delhi High
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Court order that termed the seizure of cash from a
trader’s residence as unlawful. A bench comprising
Chief Justice B.R. Gavai and Justice Augustine
George Masih upheld the High Court’s view that
Section 67 of the Central Goods and Services Tax
(CGST) Act does not authorize officials to confiscate
valuable assets merely because they are
“unaccounted.” The case stems from a January 2020
search by Central Tax officers at the home of a
Delhi trader dealing in non-ferrous metals. Authorities
seized two silver bars of 29.5 kg and 14.5 kg, ¥ 7
lakh in cash, several mobile phones, cheque books,
and documents. The trader was arrested but later
released on bail.

The Revenue contended that the seized items were
linked to bogus or “goodless” invoices and represented
unaccounted proceeds. However, no show cause
notice referencing the seized property was issued
within the six-month statutory limit prescribed by the
CGST Act. On August 17, 2023, a division bench of
Justice Vibhu Bakhru and Justice Purushaindra
Kumar Kaurav of the Delhi High Court had ruled for
the trader. The court held that silver bars fall within
the meaning of “goods” under Section 2(52) of the
CGST Act, while currency constitutes “money,”
excluded from the definition of goods. Under Section
67, goods can only be seized if liable to confiscation
for suspected tax evasion.

The expression “things” in Section 67(2), the court
clarified, must be read ejusdem generis with
“documents” and “books,” extending only to items
containing information relevant to proceedings, such
as electronic devices, and not valuable assets
themselves.

Understand the complete process and tax
nuances of GST refunds,

The court further observed that the CGST framework
does not permit seizure of unaccounted wealth unless
directly connected with GST proceedings. Issues of
unaccounted income fall under the Income Tax law,
not GST. Accordingly, the High Court had ordered
the return of the seized cash, silver, and other
belongings, while clarifying that authorities remained
free to raise lawful tax demands through proper
procedure.

(Source: TAXSCAN, 23 August, 2025)
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Goods exports to China rise 20% to
$5.8 billion during April-July

New Delhi: India’s goods exports to China in the
first four months of FY26 rose 20% year on year at
$5.76 billion, or about % 50,112 crore, with each month
recording higher shipment than a year earlier, official
data showed.

India posted the highest exports at $1.63 billion in
May, up from $1.32 billion in the corresponding month
in 2024.

“The consistent month-on-month edge over last year
highlights India’s improved trade performance with
China and India’s growing export competitiveness
even as fluctuations reflect global trade conditions
and seasonal variations in demand,” an official said.

The trend reinforces the sustained growth trajectory
of India’s exports to China despite global trade
uncertainties, the person added. Exports in April rose
to $1.39 billion from $1.25 billion a year earlier, while
in June, they were 17% higher on year at $1.38
billion. In July, India shipped $1.35 billion worth of
goods to China, against $1.06 billion in July 2024.

The steady growth in exports also signals a gradual
rebalancing of trade between the two Asian
economies, where India has traditionally faced a large
trade deficit. India’s trade deficit with China was
$99.2 billion in FY25.

As per the data, India’s export growth to China in
April-June 2025 was powered by a strong
performance across energy, electronics, and agri-
based products.

Petroleum products exports nearly doubled to $883
million while electronic goods surged more than
threefold to $521 million, reflecting strong demand
from China’s industrial and consumer segments.

Organic and inorganic chemicals exports rose 16.3%
at $335.1 million while a 72.7% rise was seen in
gems and jewellery exports.

New Delhi’s top imports from Beijing are
pharmaceuticals, electronics and semiconductors,
machinery, industrial goods, chemicals and plastics.

(Source: The Times of India 21* August, 2025)
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The India-China ‘thaw’, and the
repercussions of Trump’s tariffs on
India’s people & industries

Global media looks at GST 2.0, Modi’s govt’s
step to focus on domestic industry & market, to
look inward for growth, and stories of India’s
‘abandoned seafarers’, crew forsaken by
shipowners.

New Delhi: The Financial Times’ Andres Schipani
and Joe Leahy look atthe renewal of a pivotal
strategic relationship—the “thaw” between India and
China. Chinese Foreign Minister Wang Yi’s visit to
India, two weeks ahead of PM Modi’s first visit to
Beijing in 5 years, also points to a strategy—mirroring
its efforts to court other important trading partners,
including the EU and Australia, as it tries to stymie
US efforts to isolate Beijing.

“The two countries are reacting to Trump’s tariffs,”
Amit Ranjan, a research fellow at the National
University of Singapore’s Institute of South Asian
Studies, told FT. “It’s a tactical move, not a big policy
shift.”

“Praveen Donthi, senior analyst for India with the
Crisis Group, said Modi’s visit marked “a significant
step in the strategic re-engagement”. “After five
years of heightened tensions, it was time to engage
and restart economic co-operation,” he said. “Trump’s
tariff war could have, at best, provided much-needed
clarity to New Delhi.”

S President Donald Trump’s staggering 50 percent
tariff could have massive repercussions in India—
from job losses to leaving 2.5 million people “in
subsistence level poverty”, reports Alex Travelli
in The New York Times. The industries most likely
to face “unbearable wipeouts” include shrimp farming,

textiles, and furniture.

“We were shocked with the 25 percent tariff, and
thinking about how to meet this problem, how to face
this,” Ishtiaqg Ahmad Khan, a fourth-generation carpet
maker in Bhadohi, in “the giant state of Uttar
Pradesh”, has been quoted as saying. “But now it’s
50 percent, so it has become impossible. We’re afraid
that a lot of people will be unemployed.”

Another industry that stands in the line of fire is
jewellery.

SEPTEMBER, 2025

“The potential damage the tariffs could inflict on
India’s gems and jewellery industry, another big-ticket
part of the trading relationship, is not yet fully clear.
But insiders are raising alarms, in part because the
United States is India’s biggest buyer of gems,” the
report notes.

Modi’s announcement, part of his Independence Day
speech, marked a new dawn: The coming of GST
2.0. A blueprint is being circulated to states and the
new tax system will abandon two current rates,
“leaving one of 5 percent on essential products and
one of 18 percent on everything else, except some
luxury and “sin” goods and services,” writes Veena
Venogopal in the Financial Times’ India Business
Briefing.

“This is the first of a series of steps the government
is expected to take in order to counter criticism of its
failure to secure a deal with the Trump administration.
Modi’s government portrays the trade hit as an
opportunity for India to focus on its domestic industry
and market, and to look inward for growth,” she
writes. “In the past couple of weeks, a number of
corporate leaders have also suggested the
government should reform various regulations to
make it easier for businesses to operate in India.
Measures may be announced soon.”

India has the maximum number of “abandoned
seafarers”, crew members forsaken by shipowners
who “fail to provide for repatriation, regular provisions
and wages,” reports Neyaz Farooqui in the BBC,
delving into stories of certain seafarers who refused
to abandon ship for fear of losing out on more wages.

“We were without adequate food and provisions.
The ship had run out of diesel and was in complete
blackout,” Prabjeet Singh, an abandoned seafarer,
who had been employed on the ‘Niravana’, an Indian-
owned oil tanker, told the BBC. “We were forced to
break and burn the ship’s wood to cook food.”

“Seafarers often blame India’s maritime regulator,
Directorate General (DG) of Shipping—which is
tasked with verifying the credentials of ships, their
owners and recruitment and placement agencies—
for lax scrutiny of stakeholders. The DG Shipping
didn’t respond to a request for comment.

(Source: The Print; 19" August,2025)
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A house for your plosﬁc needs

WE DEAL IN ALL KINDS OF PLASTIC RAW
MATERIALS AND MASTER BATCHES

Dealers ¢ Manufacturers ¢ Traders

WE PROVIDE MASTER BATCHES FOR WIDE RANGE OF
APPLICATIONS

* INJECTION AND BLOW MOLDING

* WHITE AND BLACK

* FLUORESCENT &METALLIC

* SPECIAL EFFECT & CUSTOM COLOR
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RANG MAHAL

CONTACT US

NJ-26, Sector 3, Bawana DSIIDC Indl. Area,
Delhi - 110039

Regd office- 1214/2, Bahadurgarh Road,

Sadar Bazar, Delhi - 110006

Rajesh Sachdeva
9310015472,9810015472
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We are in the making of critical colour Masterbatches of Polyolefine groups over the

last several years. Our wide range of Masterbatches from JK PARAS POLYCOATS LTD.
are used in Extrusion, Blow, Injection & Roto Moulding Industries.

We Serve :

White, Black & Standard Colours.
Customrm Matched Colours.

Filament Grades Masterbatches.

Additives Masterbatches.

Metallic, Pearlcent, Marble, Flourescent
P.P. Mineral Filled Compounds, Anti Fibrillation Compounds
Polycoat Compound

JK PARAS POLYCOATS LIMITED

B-27, Keshopur, Industrial Area, New Delhi-110018
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R K Engineering Works

Since 1972

RK ROTATING TAKE UP 3 LAYER BLOWN FILM PLANT (A+B+C Type)

¥ -
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Special Features:

+ Compact design + Requires small floor space area 4 Low power consumption 4 Cost efficient 4 Suitable for manufacturing;
% Lamination Poly % Courier Bag # Shrink Bag # Milk Pouches # Water Pouches

A-43, Street No. 6, Anand Parbat Indl. Area, New Rohtak Road, New Delhi-110005
Plot No 1799, 1800, 1801, MIE Part-B, Bahadurgarh, Jhajjar, Haryana-124507
Telefax : 91-11-43068550 MANOJ SHARMA : 91-9313323539
Email : sales.rkenggworks @gmail.com
Website : www.blowfilmmachine.net, www.rkengworks.com




REGISTERED WITH THE REGISTRAR PLASTIC WORLD R. No. 43067/85
OF NEWSPAPERS IN INDIA September, 2025

Anoopandlndiarytitd

'A HOUSE OF ENGG. PLASTICS

ABS,
ASA, SAN,
HIPS, GPPS, TPU,
K-Resin, Transparent ABS,
Polyacetal (POM), Polyamides
(Nylon-6, 66, 6/12, 10, 11)
PBT, PMMA, Polycarbonate,
PVC, EVA, LDPE, HDPE, PP, PC/ABS,
PC/PBT, PC/PET, PBT/PET,

NYLON/PP, ABS/PBT,
ABS/NYLON,
Compounds
Importers / Dealers For : (Oil-Filled
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TPU Laripur TPU

POM

Mitsubishi Engineering-Plastics Corporation é_'l I I ' 0 LOTTE
L

AW Supilon Dupital’ ADVANSED MATERIALS
PC, ABS, NYLON-6, PMMA
Anoopam India Pvt. Ltd.

Corporate Office : I-146, First Floor, Kirti Nagar, New Delhi-110015
Warehouse Locations : Delhi | Haryana
For Enquiries : +91-9311558862, 9313314700

www.anoopoamindia.com info@anoopamindia.com, delhi@anoopamindia.com
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