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This contribution aims to analyse the current situation and trends of waste

management based on available statistical and spatial data in Czechia
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Fig.4: Existing and planned WtE facilities in Czechia

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION:

* Czechia's waste strate%%/ targets at least 25% rate of waste-to-energy utilization, yet faces substantial social resistance due to inadequate public
consultation during facility siting. NGOs and affected municipalities express concerns about environmental and health impacts, while waste industry
representatives warn that planned capacity may exceed domestic waste availability, potentially undermining recycling incentives.

« A promising alternative involves producing solid recovered fuels from non-recyclable waste for use in multifunctional facilities. Strategic dialogue remains
essential for future waste management approaches.
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