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PFAS in EU foodpackaging ~ EC meeting 24/11/2021
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Where? 6 European countries: Czech Republic, Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, United Kingdom

Who? Joint study between 9 civil society organisations o
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Key findings

i | -> Direct exposure of EU citizens consuming takeaways

¥
em = Direct environmental contamination via composting
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“Sel 4. No PFAS treatment in country with regulation in place (Denmark)

-> PFAS-free alternatives available on the market
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Key implications
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gr! ¢ Highly persistent and harmful forever chemicals’ used
o 03) in single use products designedfor the bin
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=> In total opposition with a zero pollution/toxic free
ec]



Ain EUfood packaging — EC meeting 24/11/2021

Commission's commitments in the Chemicals Strategy for Sustainability
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Key short- to mid-term opportunities to act

=> Ensure the restriction covers the full range of PFAS and
has only limited derogations

( \ 4 => Propose and adopt the restriction by the end of 2022

oe 3. Act in the meantime to protect exposed consumers and
WN communities
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Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances- PFAS

> 4000 PFAS and counting
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Urgency to stop the accumulation of PFAS in the environment and our bodies

>PFAS, the Forever Chemicals, Human Studies Suggest
are the most persistent PFAS May.
synthetic chemicals known to ETT wr
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Continuous emission means TTT

i >increasing levels in the hg
environment mimitni

EET>The more we learn about
their impact on human health Ll aSiR]
and the environment, the
more concerning it is‘ °
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Key issues related to PFAS in disposable food packaging
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) S + Potential migration to the food > x

kx + Single use products designed tobe thrown away >high t
i + Environmental emissions atproduction and disposal stages > cont
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+ Contaminationofthepaper and boardrecycling chain => barrier to cle



KKey findings and conclusions



The use of PFAS in food packaging is a widespread practice in Europe

> PAS intentionally used in food raph2 Total Organic Fluorine content of takeaviay food packaging from global fastfood
packaging from popular global~~ <"%n®
fast food chains and other oun ox noes
takeaway restaurants —

>320utof d2 samples analysed = =
intentionally treated with PFAS i

> tis not an isolated practice ’
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> Highest PFAS levels found in moulded

plant fibre food packaging and
tableware sold as sustainable
alternatives to single-use plastic
containers

8 Reads: bepulp, go natural, Compostable



>PFAS have been detected in every. x ib
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> PAS in foodpackagingisabarrierto PRR errs setiy
recycling andto a clean andsafe UE S——_ Sy
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Regulation is the strongest incentive for companies to move away from PFAS

> Same item tested in 3 countries - eavina| onions|
(bought in Dec. 2020) . [ge Er
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> In Denmark, the use of PFAS in f -
paperand board food packaging ~~
has been banned since July 2020 =

fm
=> DK sample had the lowest TOF Ew

contentofall samples tested £0 National
inion

> Companies able to find alternatives ~*~ pestering
when regulation is in place 8
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PEASinEU food packaging ~ EC meeting 24/11/2021

PFAS in food packaging: an example of non-essential uses
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© + By definition and design, single-use packaging = used
for very short durations and then thrown away

- { + This contrasts with the extreme persistenceofall PFAS

«Alternatives to PFAS treatments already exist

I ©. safe, durable and reusable packaging and tableware are
widely available
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-) > The treatmentof disposable items withPFASisa typical

> example of unnecessary and avoidable chemical uses
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: - All PFAS or their degradation product are highly persistent

i/! b The body burden is irreversible and environmental
dN J contamination extremely challenging/impossible to reverse
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- = 2The more we learn about different PFAS, the more toxic they appear
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Our recommendations for the restriction in
development: 9

A >> To include the chemicals §
in the restriction, including ey “dh

hs 29)
=> To guarantee that disposable food ,
packaging and tableware is covered within its
scope
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J. PT Forever Chemicals: Europeanwide survey of PFASin disposable food
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Al x Linktothefull report:

| hitps://english.arnika.org/publications/throwaway-packaging-forever-
chemicals european-wide-survey-of:pfas-in-disposabl-food-packaging:
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