


The Big Picture: EPS Foam bans in a larger context

Environmental impact of EPS Foam
Issues around recycling EPS foam
The success of current EPS foam bans in Maryland
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The rapid rise of plastics
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A world without plastics seems unimaginable today, yet their
large-scale production and use only dates back to around 1950 -
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1. CIGARETTE BUTTS
1,863,838

2. PLASTIC BEVERAGE
BOTTLES

1578834

3. PLASTIC BOTTLE CAPS

8222271

762,353

5. PLASTIC GROCERY BAGS

520,900
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6. PLASTIC LIDS
419,380
7. STRAWS, STIRRERS

409,087

8. GLASS BEVERAGE
BOTTLES

390468

368655

10. FOAM TAKE-AWAY
CONTAINERS

365,584







EPS Foam Food Containers are not Recyclable
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e Used food service foam
is not recyclable unless
it’s very clean

* Breaks into pieces in —
single stream collection, »§
contaminating other :
materials

* It’s Expensive to
transport

* There’s no market for
the collected material



EPS takes up valuable space in landfills

EPS is lightweight but high in volume

The white foam cups weigh the same as the short stack of red plastic cups
but they appear to be more than 6 times greater in volume!
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#6 plastic
cups (8 ounces)

#6 EPS foam cups (8 ounces)



\FOAM COLLECTION CONTAINE

hccepting Feam Foodsesvice tems and Molded Foam Packaging
Plaase: - Deposit foam in a dear bag ~

+ Make sure foam has the £ symbol on it \'

+ Wo straws, lids, tape or stickers
+ Ho foam peansts or insulation material
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please:

o Deposit foamin2 d

ear of translucent bag.

it.
o Make sure foam has the & symbol on¥

o Rinse or wipe foodservice containers.

Collection and processing is
@ No straws oF lids.

- done by Dart, not the county..




Bans on EPS food containers are already working
in Maryland!

e Montgomery and Prince
George’s County bans became
effective in 2016

* Prohibits use of foam by all
businesses that sell food

* Prohibits the sale of foam
containers

« Foam meat/fish trays and
products packaged outside
counties are exempt

* Complaint-driven and public
health inspector enforcement; in
Prince George’s, first time
warning, second time $250, third
$1000/day.
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No foam
25%

Mix of foam
and other

types
72%

Prince George's County, March 2015
(random sample of 186 restaurants
county-wide)



Major chains have switched to alternatives where bans exist,
and some are completely eliminating EPS foam from all
locations everywhere
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e
are already -
in use in
other
Maryland
counties...
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Compliance rates are excellent!

Source: PGSC Monitoring of
465 businesses in 45 shopping
centers, 2017
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Prince George’s County

Compliance rose to over 90% after
face-to-face education of businesses
by Sierra Club volunteers.

O Compliance rate
(Spring 2017)

{ /| @ Compliance rate

(Fall 2017)
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businesses (n=324) (n=77) (n=14)
(n=441)
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(b)
(c)

(d)
(e)
(f)

Retail sales, and institutions such as hospitals and schools, should be included
with all food service businesses

ban packing peanuts

A well-planned and executed education campaign is essential before and after
adoption

Penalties should be substantial enough to discourage non-compliance
Consistency with bans in nearby jurisdictions is pro-business

EPS food service ban should be integrated into an overall Zero Waste plan,
with expanded recycling and composting of other container types






