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Santa Rosa Plasticos 
IMPORTADORES - REPRESENTANTES - DISTRIBUIDORES 

Buenos Aires, 9 de Marzo 2026 

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing as a member of the Biodegradable Plastics Association (BPA) and as a 
representative of a company operating in Argentina, where plastic pollution in the open 
environment is a serious and growing problem. 

In our country and throughout much of Latin America, waste management infrastructure 
is limited and often insufficient. Large volumes of plastic packaging and single-use plastic 
items escape collection systems and end up in streets, rivers, open dumps and natural 
environments. This situation makes it essential to adopt practical and realistic solutions 
that address plastic pollution under real-life conditions, not ideal ones. 

Oxo-biodegradable plastic technology is vitally important in this context. We are actively 
working to raise awareness that the long-term solution to uncontrolled plastic pollution is 
to ensure that single-use plastics and packaging are made using d2w oxo-biodegradable 
technology, so that if they do escape into the environment, they will not persist for 
decades. 

However, we frequently encounter resistance from customers, regulators and government 
officials who refer to the EU Single-Use Plastics Directive as justification for rejecting oxo-
biodegradable technology. Although this Directive was developed for the European 
context, it is often cited outside the EU without consideration of local realities. This has 
created hesitation and confusion in our market, delaying or preventing the adoption of 
technologies that could significantly reduce environmental pollution. 

As a result, the EU's current position on oxo-biodegradable plastics is directly contributing 
to the continued accumulation of plastic waste in the environment in countries such as 
ours. By discouraging the use of a proven technology, the Directive unintentionally allows 
environmental damage to increase in regions that lack effective waste management 
systems. 

It is difficult to wnderstand how the EU can continue to oppose oxo-biodegradable 
technology when there is mounting scientific evidence demonstrating that it works, as 
clearly set out in the BPA's submission. The EU's current stance is not only scientifically 
incorrect, but also environmentally harmful when applied globally. 

For these reasons, I fully support the BPA's recommendations that: 



Santa Rosa Plasticos 
IMPORTADORES - REPRESENTANTES - DISTRIBUIDORES 

• The Single-Use Plastics Directive be corrected to recognise the clear distinction between
oxo-degradable and oxo-biodegradable plastics.

• Article 5 and Article 3(3) be amended to accurately define and regulate oxo-
biodegradable materials.

• The use of oxo-biodegradable technologies be permitted and encouraged, particularly in 
regions where their environmental benefits are most urgently needed.

I respectfully urge the EU to reconsider its position and to adopt a more science-based 
and globally responsible approach, taking into account the realities faced by countries 
outside Europe. 

Yours faithfully, 

Alejandro Dewald 

Member- Biodegradable Plastics Association 
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______________________________________________________________________________________ 

3391 McNicoll Avenue, Unit 6 
Phone: (416) 292-0220 Scarborough, Ontario M1V 2V4 Fax: (416) 292-5435 

Canada 

To: European Commission –  
Directorate‑General for Environment 
Brussels, 
Belgium 

March 2026 

Dear Sir, 

Response to Call for Evidence – Evaluation of Directive (EU) 2019/904 (SUP Directive)Reference: 
Ares (2025)11556597. 

We have read the Biodegradable Plastics Association’s submission in response to your Call for 
Evidence. 

Although your Directive has no legal force in Canada it is causing a serious problem for our 
environment. 

We have for years been struggling with the problem of plastic waste which gets out into 
Canada’s fields, forests, beaches, lakes and coastal waters. We cannot collect it all for recycling 
or anything else, and we need it to safely biodegrade without any human intervention. 

We have tried various types of plastic, including the type marketed as “compostable” but this is 
not suitable, for the reasons given by the BPA at https://www.biodeg.org/subjects-of-
interest/composting/  We have therefore concluded that the right type of plastic for us in 
Canada is called “oxo-biodegradable.”  We have examined very carefully all the evidence 
relating to it and we are satisfied that if it gets into our environment it will safely biodegradable 
and will not create microplastics or accumulate for decades.  It is also not expensive and can be 
made by our local factories. 

The problem is that the “compostable” plastic industry, and NGOs working with them, are 
trying to persuade people, including our legislators, that you have banned it for good reasons in 
the EU, and that it should not be used in Canada.  However, on reading the BPA submission to 
you it is clear to us that if it has been banned in the EU this has not been done for good reasons. 

We are therefore asking you to remove from Article 5 of the Directive any mention of “oxo-
degradable” plastic. 
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Canada 

We support the Biodegradable Plastics Association’s (BPA) recommendations that: 

The Directive be corrected to recognise the distinction between oxo-degradable and oxo-
biodegradable plastic  

Amend Article 5 and Article 3(3) to accurately define and regulate oxo-biodegradable materials 

Permit and encourage the use of oxo-biodegradable technologies, especially given their proven 
environmental benefits. 

Thank you, 

Mr. Stephen Klunowski 
President 
Eco II Manufacturing Inc. 

enclosure 



Date: Bogota, Feb 28 2026 

To: 
European Commission 
Directorate-General for Environment 

Subject: Impact of Directive (EU) 2019/904 on Environmental Solutions in Colombia 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

I write on behalf of Latin Pack SAS, a Colombian packaging company and member of the 
Biodegradable Plastics Association (BPA), to share our direct experience regarding the effects 
of Directive (EU) 2019/904 on markets outside the European Union, particularly in Latin 
America. 

In Colombia, plastic pollution in the open environment is not a theoretical concern — it is a daily 
reality. Despite progress in environmental awareness, our country continues to face structural 
limitations in waste management. We do not yet have universal separation at source, our 
collection and sorting systems are uneven, and industrial composting infrastructure is very 
limited. As a result, a significant portion of plastic waste still escapes into rivers, rural areas, and 
natural ecosystems. 

Under these conditions, technologies that mitigate the long-term persistence of plastics in the 
open environment are critically important. Oxo-biodegradable technology was developed 
precisely to address this gap: if plastic escapes collection systems, it is designed to degrade 
and subsequently biodegrade, rather than remain intact for decades and fragment into 
persistent microplastics. 

Colombia has enacted legislation restricting certain single-use plastics. Importantly, our legal 
framework recognises additives that promote biodegradation in the natural environment as an 
acceptable environmental solution. In other words, our national policy is aligned with 
technologies that reduce long-term environmental accumulation. 

However, in practice, the market response is heavily influenced by the European Single-Use 
Plastics Directive. Customers, retailers, and even government officials frequently cite the EU 
Directive when expressing hesitation toward oxo-biodegradable materials. The Directive’s 
wording and subsequent interpretation have generated doubt, even where scientific evidence 
supports environmental benefit. 

From our perspective, the European position appears to be driven more by political 
considerations than by a balanced scientific assessment. The scientific evidence referenced in 
the BPA submission, including independent testing and long-term studies, demonstrates that 
properly formulated oxo-biodegradable plastics biodegrade and do not create persistent 
microplastics. Yet the Directive does not clearly distinguish between oxo-degradable materials 
that merely fragment and oxo-biodegradable materials that are designed to complete the 
biodegradation process. 



The global influence of EU regulation is substantial. When ambiguity exists at that level, it is 
replicated internationally. In our region, this has three clear consequences: 

First, environmental progress is slowed. Without broader adoption of oxo-biodegradable 
technology, conventional plastics continue to accumulate in open environments where 
collection is not feasible. 

Second, compostable alternatives are often promoted as the preferred solution. In Colombia, 
however, compostable plastics do not function as intended because we lack sufficient 
composting infrastructure. Moreover, they can contaminate mechanical recycling streams. 
Several composting operators have expressed concern about operational disruptions caused 
by the growing presence of compostable plastics in mixed waste. 

Third, there is a measurable economic impact. Companies that invest in technologies designed 
to mitigate environmental harm face reputational and commercial barriers created by regulatory 
ambiguity originating outside our jurisdiction. This discourages innovation and limits the 
adoption of solutions that could provide tangible environmental benefits. 

For these reasons, we support the BPA’s recommendation that the Directive be revised to 
clearly distinguish oxo-biodegradable materials from oxo-degradable plastics, and that Articles 
5 and 3(3) be amended accordingly. Regulatory clarity based on scientific evidence would allow 
countries like ours to adopt complementary solutions without fear of contradicting European 
policy narratives. 

Plastic pollution is a global issue. Decisions taken in the European Union have significant ripple 
effects in developing economies. We respectfully submit that maintaining a position that does 
not reflect the full body of scientific evidence risks contributing — unintentionally — to the 
continued accumulation of plastic waste in regions where environmental mitigation tools are 
urgently needed. 

We remain available to provide further information regarding the practical realities we face in 
Colombia and Latin America. 

Yours sincerely, 

Sergio Mejía Estrada 
CEO 
Latin Pack SAS 
Member, Biodegradable Plastics Association 







MESA REOONDA DE LOS PAISES DE LA MANCOMUNIDAD 
EN LA REPUBLICA DOMINICANA 

March 12th, 2026 

European Commission - Directorate-General tor Environment 
Response to Call for Evidence - Evaluation of Directive (EU) 2019/904 (SUP Directive) 
Reference: Ares (2025)11556597 - 23/12/2025 

Impact of the EU Single-Use Plastics Directive on the Dominican Republic. 

Dear sirs: 

I am writing to comment on the implications of the EU Single-Use Plastics Directive 
{Directive (EU) 2019/904) ("SUPD") ;snd Lhe effects i t  has had beyond the European 
Union, particula11y in the Dominican Republic. As the Dominican Republi<: is one of the 
countries that has incorporated Oxo-biodegradable standards into its nal.ionnl 
environmental policies, the consequences of the SUPD's approach to Oxo-degradable 
and Oxo-biodegradable plast.ics have been both significant and unintended. 

The SUPD's blanket prohibition or what it ref-.,r.; tC> as •oxo-degradable plastics" has 
created substantial confusion internationally. The Directive makes no distinction 
between Oxo-degradable plastics, which merely fragment, and Oxo-biodegradable 
plastics-such as those manufactured in compliance with ASTM D6954•based national 
standards-designed to rully biodegrdde without leaving persistent micro plastics or 
toxic residues. The Dominican Republic is among the countries whose legislation, 
NORDOM-83, Is based on these internationally recognized testing standards. These 
standards were established to improve the environmental performance of conventional 
plastics in situations where litte.r escape cannot be fully prevented. 

Since the publication of the SUPD and il:s ac omp<1nying Guidance, the Dominican 
Republic has experienced regulatory uncertainty and commercial disruption. Products 
that previously complied with NORDOM-83 and had been legally placed on the 
Dominican mar1<et-materials specifically formulated to reduce long-term plastic 
persistence-have been indirectly stigmatized or challenged by locar stak.,holders who 
incorrectly assume that the EU ban applies to all oxidative-biodegradation 
technologies. lhis misunderstanding has discouraged the adoption of environmentally 
beneficial materlals and, in some cases, led to a reversion back to conventional plastics 
that do not biodegrade and t.herefore contribute to the long-term accumulation of waste 
in the local environment. 





PRANAVI 
GREEN EARTH 

March 91n, 2026 

The Director General of DG Environment 
EU Commission 
Brussels, 
Belgium 

Dear Sir, 

Subiect: Your Reference: Ares (2025)11556597 -23/12/2025 

We are members of the Biodegradable Plastics Association, and we have read their 
evidence to your review of the Single-use Plastics Directive 2019/904. We agree with 
the representation made by BPA and evidence submitted by them. 

The problem of plastic waste getting into the environment is a global issue and it also 
effects India in a big way due to the large population size. India is trying to improve the 
plastic waste management system but we face added challenges when references are 
taken from the responsible economies like European Union, where it does not match 
the reality. 

In India, we need plastics which will not persist in the environment for decades but will 
biodegrade without leaving microplastics or toxic residues. We have been 
experimenting with a type of plastic marketed as "compostable", but we have found that 
it is not suitable for the following reasons: 

To take this plastic to a composting facility it must be collected, but the problem is that 
the segregation and collection infrastructure is not in place. In addition to it: 

11 We do.not have industrial composting facilities in India 
o The operators don't want plastic of any kind, because plastic gets tangled up 

with their machinery, and they can't anyway tell what is compostable and what is 
not. 

• The plastic does not convert into compost-it converts into CO2 gas. 
• It cannot be recycled if collected ---
• It is not as strong and versatile as ordinary plastic 

·s too expensive for us ·n India. 

-..-.~(~· • .f/j;,_. ~><:r.1 ~~{- .. ' 
,.._., ' ,-: ..::, . 

D-87, BIZCOSPACES, 8th Floor, Infra Futura-Bui{cU.ng, Opp enar,ata Mata College,· 
Seaport Airport Road,Kakkanad, Kerala-682021 



rp 

PRANAVI 
GREEN EARTH 

So, we have had to look for a different type of biodegradable plastic, and we have found 

that oxo-biodegradable or biodegradable plastic plastic is exactly what we need, 

because: 

• It performs in the same way as ordinary plastic, but if it does not get collected it 

will automatically convert into biodegradable materials and will not leave 

microplastics or toxic residues in the environment. It is important to note that it 

does not just break up into small pieces as some people think. 

• It is not intended for composting facilities 

• If collected it can be recycled with ordinary plastic 

• It is not expensive and can be made by local factories with their existing 

machinery and workforce. 

The problem we have is that people in India tend to believe that the EU gets its 

environmental policies right and they tr;erefore tend to follow your SUP Directive, which 

many people think imposes a ban on oxo-biodegradable plastic as well as oxo­

degradable plastic. 

However, for the reasons explained very well in the BPA evidence, Article 5 was a 

mistake, but it is still making it difficult for us to persuade people, with the result that 

thousands of tons of ordinary plastic continue to get into our environment, where it will 

accumulate for decades. It will also create microplastics which will get into our food 

and water and even into the air we breathe. 

We are therefore asking you to remove all reference to "oxo-degradable" plastic from 

your Directive. 

Yo1,.1rs sincerel (\ 
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Symphony Environmentallndia Pvt Ltd
Plot 5 ISector C 6&7 ILSC IVasant Kunj anew Delhij110070

+91 9911396237 jsunil.panwar@d2w.net

The Director General of DG Environment
EU Commission
Brussels,
Belgium

March 09, 2026

Your Reference: Ares (2025)11556597 23/12/2025

Dear Sir,

We are members of the Biodegradable Plastics Association, and we have read their evidence to
your review of the Single-use Plastics Directive 2019/904. We agree with every word they say.

As you probably know, the problem of plastic waste getting into the environment is even worse
n India than it is in Europe. India is trying to improve its waste management system, but we have
no alternative but to accept that this problem will continue for the foreseeable future.

We therefore need plastic which will not persist in the environment for decades but will instead
biodegrade without leaving microplastics ortoxic residues. We have been experimentingwith a
type of plastic marketed as "compostable", but we have found that it is not suitable for the
following reasons:

n order to take this plastic to a composting facility it must be collected, but the problem is that
we cannot collect it. In any event:

B We do not have many industrial compostingfacilities inlndia
e The operators don't want plastic of any kind, because plastic gets tangled up with their

machinery, and they can't anyway tell what is compostable and what is not.
e The plastic does not convert into compost- it converts into CO2 gas.
e it cannot be recycled if collected

It is not as strong and versatile as ordinary plastic
e ltistoo expensive forus inlndia

So, we have had to look fora different type of biodegradable plastic, and we have found that oxo-
biodegradable plastic is exactly what we need, because:

It performs in the same way as ordinary plastic, but if it does not get collected it will
automatically convert into biodegradable materials and will not leave microplastics or
toxic residues in the environment. it is important to note that it des not just break up into
small pieces as some people think.
It is not intended for composting facilities

SYMPHONY ENVIRONMENTALINDIA PRIVATE LIMITED (CIN: U24299DL2021PTC387738)
Reg. Office: lIB IBirbaIRoad IJangpura Extension INew Delhijlndia jl10014
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+91 9911396237 jsunil.panwar@d2w.net

e if collected it can be recycled with ordinary plastic

� it is not expensive, and can be made by localfactories with theirexisting machineryand
workforce.

The problem we have is that people in India tend to believe that the EU gets its environmental
policies right and they therefore tend to follow your SUP Directive, which many people think
mposes a ban on oxo-biodegradable plastic as well as oxo-degradable plastic.

However, for the reasons explained very well in the BPA evidence, Article 5 was a mistake, but it
s still making it difficult for us to persuade people, with the result that thousands of tons of
ordinary plastic continue to get into our environment, where it will accumulate for decades. It
will also create microplastics which will get into our food and water and even into the air we
breathe.

We are therefore asking you to remove all reference to "oxo-degradable" plastic from your
Di rective .

Yours sincerely:

\ £z'"'t/

/(
/' Suhll Panwar

C.E.O

Mobile : +91- 99113 96237

Symphony Environmentallndia Private Limited

Plot-5 LGF, C-6&7, Vasant Kunj, New Delh India- 110070

www.symphonyindia.com

SYMPHONY ENVIRONMENTALINDIA PRIVATE LIMA'ED (CIN: U24299DL2021PTC387738)
Reg. Office: lIB IBirbaIRoad IJangpura Extension anew Delhijlndia jl10014



 
 

 

Subject: Impact of the Single-Use Plastics Directive (SUPD) on Environmental 
Management in Israel 

To: European Commission – Directorate-General for Environment 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

I am writing as a member of the Biodegradable Plastics Association (BPA) to comment 
on the impact that the EU Single-Use Plastics Directive (SUPD) is having beyond the 
European Union, particularly in countries such as Israel. 

 

In Israel, plastic pollution in the open environment is a serious and visible problem. 
Israel faces ongoing challenges with plastic litter in public areas, beaches, and open 
landscapes. Waste-management infrastructure is improving, but it is still not sufficient 
to prevent large quantities of plastic waste from escaping into the environment. As a 
result, plastic materials can remain in the natural environment for decades, gradually 
fragmenting and contributing to long-term pollution. 

For this reason, technologies that enable plastic products to biodegrade if they escape 
into the open environment are vitally important in our country. While reduction, reuse, 
and recycling are essential parts of environmental policy, they are clearly not enough on 
their own. A significant proportion of plastic waste still escapes collection systems and 
becomes long-term pollution. According to scientific evidence cited by the 
Biodegradable Plastics Association, plastics designed to degrade and subsequently 
biodegrade in the open environment can help address this gap by preventing the 
accumulation of persistent plastic fragments and microplastics. 

In Israel we are actively working to raise awareness among businesses, consumers, and 
policymakers that the long-term solution to plastic pollution must include improved 
materials for single-use plastics and packaging. However, many customers and 
government officials hesitate to adopt such technologies because they refer to the EU 
Single-Use Plastics Directive, which they understand to prohibit certain degradable 
plastics. This has created confusion and has discouraged the use of technologies that 
could help reduce long-term environmental pollution. 

The consequence is that conventional plastics continue to be used in many 
applications. These materials can persist in the environment for decades and contribute 
to the growing accumulation of plastic waste in soils, waterways, and marine 
environments. In this sense, the current interpretation of the EU Directive has an 
unintended effect in countries outside the EU by discouraging the adoption of 
technologies designed to reduce environmental persistence of plastic materials. 



 
 

 

We therefore believe that the EU has an important responsibility to reconsider its 
current position. There is now a growing body of scientific evidence demonstrating that 
certain technologies allow plastics to degrade and biodegrade without leaving harmful 
residues or persistent microplastics, as outlined in the BPA submission to the 
Commission. The current regulatory approach therefore risks being both scientifically 
inaccurate and environmentally counterproductive. 

For these reasons we strongly support the recommendations made by the 
Biodegradable Plastics Association that: 

• The Directive should clearly recognize the distinction between oxo-degradable 
and oxo-biodegradable plastics. 

• Article 5 and Article 3(3) should be amended to accurately define and regulate 
oxo-biodegradable materials. 

• The use of oxo-biodegradable technologies should be permitted and 
encouraged, particularly where they provide proven environmental benefits in 
preventing long-term plastic pollution. 

Plastic pollution is a global problem, and policies adopted in Europe influence 
environmental practices in many other countries. It is therefore essential that regulatory 
frameworks reflect the best available science and support solutions that genuinely 
reduce environmental harm. 

We ask the European Commission to consider these points carefully during its 
evaluation of the Single-Use Plastics Directive. 

Yours faithfully, 

Mr. Eli  Amir  

El Amir 514537752 LTD  

CEO  

Member, Biodegradable Plastics Association (BPA) 

Israel 

 







Bielsko-Biała, 11.03.2026 

To: European Commission 
Directorate General for Environment 

Position of Fundacja Noweko 

Contribution to the Evaluation of Directive (EU) 2019/904 
(Single-Use Plastics Directive) 

Fundacja Noweko, acting in accordance with its statutory objectives related to 
environmental protection, ecological education, support for sustainable waste 
management solutions, and promotion of practical measures limiting environmental 
pollution, presents the following position in relation to the ongoing evaluation of 
Directive (EU) 2019/904. 

The Foundation supports a re-evaluation of the provisions of the Directive that 
currently restrict the use of oxo-biodegradable additive technologies where their 
performance can be scientifically demonstrated under recognised international 
standards. 

In the Foundation’s view, the present wording of the Directive does not sufficiently 
distinguish between materials that merely fragment under oxidation and materials 
designed to undergo oxidative degradation followed by biodegradation under 
environmental conditions, without generating persistent microplastic residues. 

Scientific studies and testing methodologies referenced internationally indicate that 
properly formulated oxo-biodegradable plastics may offer an important transitional 
environmental function, particularly in Member States where waste collection, 
segregation and landfill systems are still developing and where leakage of plastic 
waste into the environment remains a practical challenge. 

This issue remains relevant in Poland, where despite significant progress in municipal 
waste management, landfill burden, insufficient separation of mixed waste streams, 
and operational limitations in waste handling continue to generate environmental and 
social costs. 

In practical conditions observed in Poland: 

• lightweight plastic waste bags frequently rupture during collection, transport 
and landfill operations, 

Strona  z 1 2
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• exposed waste contributes to local odour nuisance affecting nearby 
communities, 

• accidental release of waste fractions increases environmental burden around 
storage and disposal areas. 

In such circumstances, allowing certified oxo-biodegradable technologies as an 
optional transitional solution may reduce long-term persistence of escaped plastic 
fractions while supporting broader environmental objectives. 

The Foundation emphasises that such technologies should not be treated as an 
alternative to recycling policy, but rather as a complementary solution applicable 
during the transition period in Member States where full waste-system efficiency has 
not yet been achieved. 

For this reason, Fundacja Noweko supports consideration of amendments that would 
restore the possibility of using certified oxo-biodegradable additive systems under 
clearly defined technical conditions, including: 

• compliance with recognised biodegradation standards such as ASTM D6954, 

• confirmation of absence of toxic residues, 

• confirmation that no persistent microplastic accumulation occurs. 

The Foundation therefore supports repeal or revision of those provisions of Directive 
(EU) 2019/904 that currently create a blanket restriction preventing the use of 
scientifically verified oxo-biodegradable additive technologies. 

A differentiated regulatory approach would better reflect the diverse waste-
management realities across the European Union and allow Member States to apply 
environmentally justified transitional measures where appropriate. 

Magdalena Góralczyk   

President of the Board 

Fundacja Noweko   
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The Director-General, 
DG Environment 
EU Commission 
Brussels 
 
 March 2026 
 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
We have read the SUBMISSION FROM THE BIODEGRADABLE PLASTICS ASSOCIATION 
In response to your Call for Evidence – Evaluation of Directive (EU) 2019/904 (SUP Directive) Reference: 
Ares (2025)11556597 – 23/12/2025. 
 
We agree with the BPA Submission. 
 
Pure Polymers is a manufacturer of masterbatches for the plastics industry and is a leading member of the 
plastics industry in Saudi Arabia. 
 
Our government passed a law in 2016 to make it compulsory to use oxo-biodegradable technology for a 
wide range of plastics products.  They did this, after an expert evaluation of the technology, because they 
recognise the value of plastic products for our people and did not wish to ban them. 
 
They were however aware that, despite their best efforts to improve waste management, a significant 
amount of single-use plastic products do get out into the open environment in our country.  They 
therefore decided that they must be made oxo-biodegradable so that they will safely biodegrade without 
creating microplastics will not persist in the environment, but can still be recycled if collected.   
 
In the nine years since this law was passed it has made an important contribution to the protection of our 
environment and we have experienced no difficulties at all with it. We do not understand why you had 
taken the opposite view in the EU, and that you are still therefore allowing pollution of the environment 
by ordinary plastic.  Damage to the environment affects us all, wherever we are in the world. Article 5 of 
your SUP Directive has also made it very difficult for us to export the pro-degradant masterbatches which 
we produce.  
 
Having read the BPA submission we do not think that Article 5 was properly considered by the EU 
legislators, and we would ask that you remove the reference to “oxo-degradable” plastic.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 







 

13 March 2026 

European Commission 

Directorate-General for Environment  

Avenue d’Auderghem 19 

1040 Brussels, Belgium 

 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Subject: Impact of Directive (EU) 2019/904 on Environmental Solutions and Global 

Markets – Symphony Environmental Technologies Plc 

I write on behalf of Symphony Environmental Technologies Plc, a UK–based manufacturer 

of plastic masterbatch technologies.  Symphony is a public company quoted on the London 

Stock Exchange, and has operated for over 35 years.  It is accredited to ISO 14001 and 9001 

and is internationally recognised as the leader in oxo-biodegradable plastic technology. 

Our technology was developed in close collaboration with Professor Gerald Scott, Professor 

of Chemistry at Aston University, and inventor of oxo-biodegradable plastics; and continues 

to be supported by ongoing research with universities and independent laboratories 

worldwide.  Symphony is a leading member of the Biodegradable Plastics Association, and 

we agree entirely with the BPA submission to your call-for-evidence. 

We are writing to share our experience of the practical and unintended consequences of 

Article 5 of the Single-Use Directive (EU) 2019/904 on environmental outcomes in the 

United Kingdom and, critically, on other markets outside the European Union. 

1. Market exclusion and global regulatory signalling 

Art. 5 bans oxo-degradable plastic, but is widely and mistakenly thought to apply to oxo-

biodegradable plastics as well, thus excluding oxo-biodegradable plastics from the 

European market, and from other countries where waste collection, recycling, and industrial 

composting infrastructure is insufficient or does not exist at all. 

Despite the fact that oxo-biodegradable technology has been proven to work, and is not 

actually banned by the SUP Directive, there are still many systemic barriers to using it 

worldwide, because: 

• Multinational brand owners and converters align global material choices to EU 

regulatory positions; 

• Export-oriented manufacturers are reluctant to adopt materials perceived as 

non-compliant with EU policy; 

 



 

 

• Policymakers in non-EU countries routinely cite the SUPD as justification for 

rejecting oxo-biodegradable plastic, (confusing it with oxo-degradable plastic, 

which is banned) even where no domestic assessment has been undertaken. 

2. Structural assumptions within the SUPD 

The SUPD is explicitly built around a circular economy model, which assumes: 

• Effective waste collection 

• Functioning recycling systems or industrial composting 

• Managed end-of-life pathways 

This is problematic for countries — including many in Africa, Asia, and Latin America — 

where large amounts of plastic leak into the environment precisely because the ability to 

collect all the waste plastic for processing does not exist. 

Plastics which are marketed as “compostable” and are promoted under current policy 

narratives, also fail in the absence of controlled collection and industrial composting 

facilities.  The Directive, however, provides no policy space for complementary solutions 

designed to mitigate environmental harm when waste inevitably escapes from a circular 

economy. 

This creates a regulatory paradox: 

The EU bans a technology designed to address plastic in the open environment, while 

promoting materials that require systems which do not exist sufficiently or at all. 

3. Consequences  

Even in the United Kingdom, and Switzerland — which have well-developed systems for 

collection, recycling, industrial composting, and landfill — plastic litter in the open 

environment remains a serious and persistent problem. 

Large-scale UK analyses show that despite government efforts plastic accounts for over 

70% of all litter items recorded nationwide, and that accumulation is particularly 

pronounced in: 

• Rural areas 

• Countryside and recreational spaces 

• Parks, footpaths, hedgerows, rivers, lakes and beaches 

Failure to adopt technologies designed to mitigate the environmental persistence of 

escaped plastics means that avoidable harm continues, even where solutions exist. 



 

4. Scientific evidence and regulatory inconsistency 

Symphony and the Biodegradable Plastics Association have submitted extensive scientific 

evidence, including independent laboratory testing and long-term field studies, 

demonstrating that: 

• Properly formulated oxo-biodegradable plastics fully biodegrade; 

• They do not create persistent microplastics; 

• They are capable of contributing to reduced environmental persistence of plastic 

litter on land and at sea. 

However, the SUPD does not clearly distinguish between: 

• Oxo-degradable plastics that merely fragment; and 

• Oxo-biodegradable plastics designed to convert into biodegradable materials 

This lack of clarity has persisted despite evolving scientific evidence, and despite the EU’s 

own stated commitment to evidence-based regulation and to the principles embedded in 

REACH. 

5. Compostable plastics and environmental trade-offs 

We also note that plastics marketed as compostable are frequently presented as the 

preferred alternative, despite the fact that: 

• Without industrial composting facilities, they persist in the environment in much the 

same way as conventional plastics; 

• Even where such facilities exist, the relevant standards (e.g. EN13432, ASTM D6400) 

require conversion of 90% of the material into CO₂ within 180 days, producing 

greenhouse gas rather than soil-enhancing compost. 

• Many industrial composters do not want plastic of any kind in their facility.  You will 

be aware that the United States Dept of Agriculture has banned plastics marketed 

as compostable from organic composting. 

This raises legitimate questions about whether current policy preferences always align with 

optimal environmental outcomes, particularly in climate-constrained and 

infrastructure-poor regions 

6. Request for regulatory clarity 

We do not believe that the intention of the SUPD was to worsen environmental outcomes 

or to restrict access to potentially beneficial technologies. However, in the EU and many 

parts of the world, this has been the unintended result. 

We therefore respectfully request that the European Commission: 



 

 

• Re-examines the treatment of oxo-biodegradable plastics in light of the full body of 

available scientific evidence; 

• Provides regulatory clarity that recognises the distinction between fragmentation 

and biodegradation; 

• Allows countries, particularly those without adequate waste infrastructure, to adopt 

complementary solutions without fear of conflicting with European policy. 

Plastic pollution is a global issue.  A regulatory position that does not reflect the diversity of 

waste realities risks contributing to greater long-term harm in terrestrial and marine 

environments. 

We submit that evidence-based leadership, and technical innovation, rather than 

categorical exclusion, would better serve both environmental protection and global 

sustainability objectives. 

Yours faithfully 

 

Michael Laurier 
CEO 









 
 

 

The Bassiouni Group 

45 Rockefeller Plaza 

Suite 2000 

New York, NY 10111 

USA 

 

European Commission – Directorate‑General for Environment 

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel, Belgium 

 

Re: Response to Call for Evidence – Evaluation of Directive (EU) 2019/904 (SUP Directive) 

 

The Bassiouni Group specializes in corporate sustainability and is committed to reducing the 

environmental impact of plastic litter by working closely with clients and partners. As a 

supporter of the Biodegradable Plastics Association (BPA), we welcome the opportunity to 

contribute to the EU Commission’s evaluation of Directive (EU) 2019/904 (“SUP Directive”). 

First, we are concerned that the ban on “oxo-degradable plastic” in Article 5, and its associated 

Guidance Note, fail to distinguish between oxo-degradable and oxo-biodegradable plastics, 

creating confusion and effectively preventing the use of oxo-biodegradable plastics in the EU. As 

a result, conventional plastics are still being used, persisting in the environment for decades and 

contributing to pollution. In contrast, oxo-biodegradable plastics—which are designed to 

biodegrade if they escape into the environment, leaving no microplastics or toxic residues—are 

unnecessarily and unjustly restricted. 

Secondly, based on our work with clients and partners in the EU, we know that 

oxo-biodegradable plastic technology is a vitally important option precisely because of the 

lingering issues of plastic pollution in the open environment – particularly due to the inherent 

limitations of regular plastic and limited recycling rates. That is why we support the development 

of innovative technologies to address environmental concerns, and we believe that 

oxo-biodegradable plastic technology (as used in single-use plastic and packaging) provides a 

timely solution and “insurance policy”. 

As a company that has engaged in corporate sustainability for almost two decades, we believe it 

is important to provide the necessary education and awareness around oxo-biodegradable plastic 



technology. However, we often find that numerous business and governmental audiences 

(including clients) cite the EU Plastics Directive, which makes them hesitant to use 

oxo-biodegradable plastic products. Unfortunately, this can lead to an increase in plastic 

pollution in the absence of this type of solution. 

We are concerned that the EU has taken a position against the technology, despite mounting 

evidence that it works, as explained in the BPA submission. The EU’s current position is 

scientifically incorrect and may be environmentally harmful. Therefore, we support the BPA’s 

recommendations that: 

● The Directive should be corrected to recognise the distinction between oxo-degradable 

and oxo-biodegradable plastic. 

● Amend Article 5 and Article 3(3) to define and regulate oxo-biodegradable materials 

accurately. 

● Permit and encourage the use of oxo-biodegradable technologies, given their proven 

environmental benefits. 

We appreciate your consideration and ongoing commitment to an “environmental policy that 

protects, preserves and improves the environment for present and future generations while 

promoting sustainable development.” 

Sincerely, 

 

David Solomon Bassiouni 

President 

The Bassiouni Group 
E: davidb@bassiounigroup.com 

T: (888) 868-6160 

mailto:davidb@bassiounigroup.com
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