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Organisation Name Reference Number Proposed Change Technical Justification
(max. 850 characters) (max. 850 characters)
BNQ John Smith Clause 2.3 The document recommends such or such action; we suggest that Based on reference XYZ, we feel that this action is absolutely
this action be mandatory rather than recommended. necessary.
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Association of |DGordon/ASyn | General How does/should the standard recognize the complexity and high
Municipalities of |owiec/MKovac degree of variability in the type and nature of infrastructure that is
Ontario/City of |s used across Canada to process food waste and organics? While
Toronto/Municip this standard may ensure compostable plastics will degrade under
al Waste the prescribed circumstances, there will continue to be issues in a
Association number of facilities given their design and removal of film plastic,

inerts and other plastic material physically throughout the process?

i.e. screens, hydro pulpers, etc?

Will in-field testing be undertaken as part of the process?
Association of | DGordon/ASyn | General We understand that Environment Canada and the Province of
Municipalities of |owiec/MKovac Ontario is engaged in a study to examine compostable products
Ontario/City of |s performance in aerobic composting and anaerobic digestion
Toronto/Municip facilities. It is our understanding is this study should be completed
al Waste shortly. The results of their study should be considered in the
Association development of this BNQ standards.
Association of |DGordon/ASyn | Clause 6.2.1 This section recommends that a plastics product is considered to Many municipal composting systems have retention times of less
Municipalities of |owiec/MKovac have demonstrated satisfactory disintegration if, after than 60 days prior to screening (where the removal of any remaining
Ontario/City of |s 45 days in a controlled composting test, it is completely disintegrated | contaminants or fragments that have not degraded below the size
Toronto/Municip into less than 2 mm fragments. Strongly suggest this specifications are removed). These retention timelines (7-8 weeks)
al Waste recommendation be mandatory and not subject to any time are consistent with current widespread industry practices.
Association increases.

It is important for the standard to be meaningful to encourage proper
application and wide participation. This includes consideration for
municipal operations with shorter time frames. A longer time would
exclude municipal participation as the product would not disintegrate
in their system. If products are marketed as compostable but do not
comply with municipal conditions, they will not be accepted in
municipal green bin programs and improper disposal of the product
by consumers could cause significant problems.

An allowable longer period of time to demonstrate satisfactory
disintegration would not align with industry practices. As a result,
plastic products considered compostable under this standard would
not be guaranteed to disintegrate in standard composting
operations; therefore, Municipal policy makers would not be inclined
to add compostable plastic products to their Green Bin programs.
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Association of |DGordon/ASyn | Clause 6.3.1.1 This section recommends disintegration based on laboratory test Numerous municipal government's have completed field testing of
Municipalities of |owiec/MKovac methods. Strongly suggest adding the requirement or at very least  |products labelled as compostable which do not disintegrate under
Ontario/City of |s the consideration for field tests to fully determine the disintegration of |their specific composting systems for a variety of reasons.
Toronto/Municip plastic products.
al Waste The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks in Ontario
Association Adding field testing as requirement allows for monitoring of adverse |in conjunction with Environment Canada is currently conducting a

effects not seen through laboratory testing and provides the study on how certified compostables are processed in aerobic and

opportunity to improve product design before being certified as anaerobic conditions to confirm disintegration. The results of this

compostable. study should be considered in the development of this standard.
Association of  |DGordon/ASyn | Clause 7.1 Clause states that "Plastics products or materials meeting all the Many existing processing infrastructure across the country has been
Municipalities of |owiec/MKovac requirements specified in Clause 6 may be considered as designed to operate without considering compostable products and
Ontario/City of |s “recoverable by organic recycling”, “organically recyclable”, packages. They may in fact be designed to remove problematic
Toronto/Municip “compostable in industrial composting”, or “suitable for organic material like film bags to minimize contamination of end products,
al Waste recycling™. But what if the actual composting or anaerobic digestion | reduce process upsets, etc. But they may not be able to
Association processl/infrastructure removes these materials during the process | differentiate between conventional and compostable plastics.

as it they weren'’t designed to deal with them? i.e. the process is

designed to remove film plastic and cannot distinguish between

conventional and compostable versions? etc.
Association of  |DGordon/ASyn | Clause 7 The final point in Section 7 states: "In addition, whenever the risk If consumers attempt to home compost/manage these products they
Municipalities of |{owiec/MKovac exists of misunderstanding by the consumer of a plastics product, it |may lose confidence in the entire category. Ensuring clear
Ontario/City of |s is recommended that the following warning shall be given: “not instructions to the consumer is key to reducing confusion.
Toronto/Municip suitable for composting in small installations by householders” or
al Waste “not suitable for home composting”.
Association

This statement should be given precedence over all other
statements. Important to distinguish that this standard will not work
for"at home applications" to avoid consumer confusion.
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Association of |DGordon/ASyn | General Why is there no consideration similar to labelling requirements for Similar requirements for recylcability labeling are established in the
Municipalities of |owiec/MKovac recyclable that they need to be collected at scale (i.e., in 60% or US Federal Trade Commission's Green Guides and through the
Ontario/City of |s more municipalities across Canada) and properly processed at the |CSA / Competition Bureau Canada Environmental claims: A guide
Toronto/Municip majority of organic process facilities. for industry and advertisers.
al Waste
Association
Association of  |DGordon/ASyn | Clause 6.3.1 Requirements should also consider behaviour of compostable plastic | Most compostable plastics will not pass through pre-processing in
Municipalities of |owiec/MKovac materials in anaerobic digesters which supply feedstock to anaerobic digestion facilities, causing them to be landfilled as
Ontario/City of |s composting facilities. processing residue. If fragments do pass through pre-processing
Toronto/Municip and out in digester solids, while the 45 day parameter benefits
al Waste composting facilities receiving digester solids and pass as feedstock
Association under Ontario Compost Quality Standards, lab tests for feedstock
may not differentiate whether plastics are compostable or not.
Fragments could be considered foreign matter and may not be
accepted as feedstock by the composting facility.
Association of  [DGordon/ASyn | Clause 6.3.1.1 Testing requirements should include conditions to determine The explanatory text acknowledges that "uncertainty remains
Municipalities of |{owiec/MKovac disintegration in actual composting facility environments and not rely |regarding the correlation between laboratory testing results and the
Ontario/City of |s solely on lab testing to be deemed compostable under these disintegration occurring at the composting facilities." Given this
Toronto/Municip standards. uncertainty, it is possible that products labelled as compostable in
al Waste Canada will not be fully composted and will be landfilled or
Association

incinerated along with processing residues. This creates undue
burden on both processing facilities and consumers.
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	Number 4: 6.3.1.1
	Proposed Change 4: This section recommends disintegration based on laboratory test methods. Strongly suggest adding the requirement or at very least the consideration for field tests to fully determine the disintegration of plastic products. 

Adding field testing as requirement allows for monitoring of adverse effects not seen through laboratory testing and provides the opportunity to improve product design before being certified as compostable.  


	Technical Justification 4: Numerous municipal government's have completed field testing of products labelled as compostable which do not disintegrate under their specific composting systems for a variety of reasons. 

The Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks in Ontario in conjunction with Environment Canada is currently conducting a study on how certified compostables are processed in aerobic and anaerobic conditions to confirm disintegration. The results of this study should be considered in the development of this standard.


	Number 5: 7.1
	Proposed Change 5: Clause states that "Plastics products or materials meeting all the requirements specified in Clause 6 may be considered as “recoverable by organic recycling”, “organically recyclable”, “compostable in industrial composting”, or “suitable for organic recycling”".  But what if the actual composting or anaerobic digestion process/infrastructure removes these materials during the process as it they weren’t designed to deal with them?  i.e. the process is designed to remove film plastic and cannot distinguish between conventional and compostable versions?  etc.  
	Technical Justification 5: Many existing processing infrastructure across the country has been designed to operate without considering compostable products and packages.  They may in fact be designed to remove problematic material like film bags to minimize contamination of end products, reduce process upsets, etc.  But they may not be able to differentiate between conventional and compostable plastics.  
	Proposed Change 6: The final point in Section 7 states:  "In addition, whenever the risk exists of misunderstanding by the consumer of a plastics product, it is recommended that the following warning shall be given: “not suitable for composting in small installations by householders” or “not suitable for home composting”. 

This statement should be given precedence over all other statements.  Important to distinguish that this standard will not work for"at home applications" to avoid consumer confusion.  


	Number 6: 7
	Technical Justification 6: If consumers attempt to home compost/manage these products they may lose confidence in the entire category.  Ensuring clear instructions to the consumer is key to reducing confusion.  
	Number 7: 
	Proposed Change 7: Why is there no consideration similar to labelling requirements for recyclable that they need to be collected at scale (i.e., in 60% or more municipalities across Canada) and properly processed at the majority of organic process facilities.
	Technical Justification 7: Similar requirements for recylcability labeling are established in the US Federal Trade Commission's Green Guides and through the CSA / Competition Bureau Canada Environmental claims: A guide for industry and advertisers.
	Number 8: 6.3.1
	Proposed Change 8: Requirements should also consider behaviour of compostable plastic materials in anaerobic digesters which supply feedstock to composting facilities.
	Technical Justification 8: Most compostable plastics will not pass through pre-processing in anaerobic digestion facilities, causing them to be landfilled as processing residue. If fragments do pass through pre-processing and out in digester solids, while the 45 day parameter benefits composting facilities receiving digester solids and pass as feedstock under Ontario Compost Quality Standards, lab tests for feedstock may not differentiate whether plastics are compostable or not. Fragments could be considered foreign matter and may not be accepted as feedstock by the composting facility.
	Number 9: 6.3.1.1
	Proposed Change 9: Testing requirements should include conditions to determine disintegration in actual composting facility environments and not rely solely on lab testing to be deemed compostable under these standards.
	Technical Justification 9: The explanatory text acknowledges that "uncertainty remains regarding the correlation between laboratory testing results and the disintegration occurring at the composting facilities." Given this uncertainty, it is possible that products labelled as compostable in Canada will not be fully composted and will be landfilled or incinerated along with processing residues. This creates undue burden on both processing facilities and consumers. 
	Number 10: 
	Proposed Change 10: 
	Technical Justification 10: 
	Number 11: 
	Proposed Change 11: 
	Technical Justification 11: 
	Number 12: 
	Proposed Change 12: 
	Technical Justification 12: 
	Number 13: 
	Proposed Change 13: 
	Technical Justification 13: 
	Number 14: 
	Proposed Change 14: 
	Technical Justification 14: 
	Number 15: 
	Proposed Change 15: 
	Technical Justification 15: 
	Number 16: 
	Proposed Change 16: 
	Technical Justification 16: 
	Number 17: 
	Proposed Change 17: 
	Technical Justification 17: 
	Number 18: 
	Proposed Change 18: 
	Technical Justification 18: 
	Number 19: 
	Proposed Change 19: 
	Technical Justification 19: 
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	Proposed Change 20: 
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	Proposed Change 21: 
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	Proposed Change 22: 
	Technical Justification 22: 
	Number 23: 
	Proposed Change 23: 
	Technical Justification 23: 
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	Proposed Change 24: 
	Technical Justification 24: 
	Number 25: 
	Proposed Change 25: 
	Technical Justification 25: 
	Number 26: 
	Proposed Change 26: 
	Technical Justification 26: 
	Number 27: 
	Proposed Change 27: 
	Technical Justification 27: 
	Number: 
	Proposed Change: How does/should the standard recognize the complexity and high degree of variability in the type and nature of infrastructure that is used across Canada to process food waste and organics?  While this standard may ensure compostable plastics will degrade under the prescribed circumstances, there will continue to be issues in a number of facilities given their design and removal of film plastic, inerts and other plastic material physically throughout the process?  i.e. screens, hydro pulpers, etc?  

Will in-field testing be undertaken as part of the process?
	Technical Justification: 
	Number 2: 
	Proposed Change 2: We understand that Environment Canada and the Province of Ontario is engaged in a study to examine compostable products performance in aerobic composting and anaerobic digestion facilities.  It is our understanding is this study should be completed shortly. The results of their study should be considered in the development of this BNQ standards. 
	Technical Justification 2: 
	Number 3: 6.2.1
	Proposed Change 3: This section recommends that a plastics product is considered to have demonstrated satisfactory disintegration if, after
45 days in a controlled composting test, it is completely disintegrated into less than 2 mm fragments. Strongly suggest this recommendation be mandatory and not subject to any time increases. 

It is important for the standard to be meaningful to encourage proper application and wide participation. This includes consideration for municipal operations with shorter time frames. A longer time would exclude municipal participation as the product would not disintegrate in their system. If products are marketed as compostable but do not comply with municipal conditions, they will not be accepted in municipal green bin programs and improper disposal of the product by consumers could cause significant problems.

	Technical Justification 3: Many municipal composting systems have retention times of less than 60 days prior to screening (where the removal of any remaining contaminants or fragments that have not degraded below the size specifications are removed).   These retention timelines (7-8 weeks) are consistent with current widespread industry practices.

An allowable longer period of time to demonstrate satisfactory disintegration would not align with industry practices.  As a result, plastic products considered compostable under this standard would not be guaranteed to disintegrate in standard composting operations; therefore, Municipal policy makers would not be inclined to add compostable plastic products to their Green Bin programs.

	Number 28: 
	Proposed Change 28: 
	Technical Justification 28: 
	Number 29: 
	Proposed Change 29: 
	Technical Justification 29: 
	Number 30: 
	Proposed Change 30: 
	Technical Justification 30: 


