Environmental Foam
Polystyrene foam can be
recycled as part of an
integrated solid waste
management strategy.
Many cities throughout the United
States are implementing recycling
programs for polystyrene foam that
include post-consumer foam cups
and take-out containers. Unlike
some popular alternative packaging,
foam products are only made with
one material, polystyrene. This
simplicity helps make foam recycling
more efficient. For a list of drop-off
and curbside recycling programs for
foam, go to www.dart.biz/recycle
or www.HomeForFoam.com.

The manufacture of Dart
polystyrene foam products does
not deplete the ozone layer.
Dart polystyrene foam products are not
manufactured with chlorofluorocarbons
(CFCs) or any other ozone-depleting
chemicals. Moreover, Dart Container
Corporation never used CFCs in
the manufacture of foam cups.
Those foodservice manufacturers of
polystyrene foam that employed CFCs
in their manufacturing processes ceased
using them by 1990.1

Hot Cup Comparison Summary
EPS
Vs.
Polyethylene Coated
Paper Hot Cup (PE/Paper)

EPS
Vs.
PE/Paper and
Corrugated Sleeve

+
+
=
+
+
=

+
+
+
+
+
+

Key:
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= No significant difference
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Facts

According to the EPA,
polystyrene foam foodservice
products constitute less than
1 percent, by both weight
and volume, of our country’s
municipal solid waste and
according to a 1992 study published in
Smithsonian Magazine, only about 10%
of all foam manufactured during the
past decade was used for
fast food packaging.2
Polystyrene foam is composed
of carbon and hydrogen. When
properly incinerated polystyrene
foam leaves only carbon dioxide,
water, and trace amounts of ash.3
In modern waste-to-energy incinerators,
the energy generated by the incineration
of polystyrene foam cups and other
solid waste can provide heat and light
for neighboring communities.4

> According to a study researched by Franklin
Associates, Ltd., a widely respected firm that
has conducted other research for the US
EPA, polystyrene foam compares favorably
to paper cups when life cycle inventory
data for energy usage, solid waste, air
emissions and greenhouse gas emissions
is evaluated over their entire life cycle.

– Disadvantage EPS

In summary, EPS overwhelmingly wins all 6 out of 6 categories against
a paper cup with a sleeve, and wins 4 out of 6 against a paper cup
without a sleeve while tying the remaining 2 categories.

For additional environmental information, visit our website at www.dart.biz
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