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Introduc�on 

The aim of this project was to provide a comprehensive overview of countries, states, and 
prominent cities that have implemented organics bans in landfills as at March 2024. This 
research was undertaken in response to the growing interest in implementing similar bans 
in Aotearoa New Zealand, aligning with local initiatives to achieve net zero carbon emissions 
by 2050 (Action 15.4 of Aotearoa New Zealand’s first emissions reduction plan).1 

Food waste (FW) is a global issue, with experts es�ma�ng that roughly one third of all food 
produced goes uneaten. Organic materials, such as FW, produce methane, a greenhouse gas 
approximately 28 �mes more potent than carbon dioxide. Given the mammoth amounts of 
FW generated, and the harmful consequences to our environment, preventa�ve strategies 
are being discussed at every echelon of society, including numerous legisla�ve measures, on 
how to improve FW management and prac�ces.  

The purpose of this project was to: 

• Compile a list of countries which have introduced some form of an organics ban to
landfill.

• Iden�fy their scope, results and any addi�onal, relevant informa�on about the ban.
• Create a conclusion of the most effec�ve strategies used globally to enforce or to

complement the enforcement of the landfill bans.

Two tables have been developed to categorise the diverse organic waste bans worldwide. 
Table 1 describes the interna�onal policies in place across various countries while Table 2 
describes locali�es that are intending to or have previously atempted to implement policy. 
As outlined by the Landfill Ban Inves�ga�on, this is o�en done by source, type or property.2  

• Waste Source: Where the source or waste stream is used as the basis to define the
ban. For example, landfill bans could apply to waste from household or municipal
solid waste (MSW), commercial and industrial or construc�on and demoli�on
sources.

• Waste type: Where a specific waste type is iden�fied, o�en accompanied by a
defined level of material ‘recoverability’ or level of ‘waste treatment’ that will have a
direct influence on the poten�al for material recovery of the waste.

• Waste property: Where the ban is based on par�cular physical or biological
proper�es of the waste, which may include combus�bility, biodegradability or total
organic carbon (TOC) value.

The support and consulta�on provided by Jacques de Satge, Grace Clare, Miranda Mirosa, 
the Office of the Prime Ministers Chief Science Advisor, and Otago University Librarians 
Thelma Fisher and Kate Thompson, have been instrumental in the comple�on of this project. 
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List of abbrevia�ons  

Abbreviation Definition  

BMW Biodegradable Municipal Waste 

CE Circular Economy 

EEA European Environment Agency  

EU European Union 

FW Food Waste 

GHG Green House Gases 

LOI Loss on Ignition 

MBT Mechanical-Biological Treatment 

MSW Municipal Solid Waste 

PAYT Pay-As-You-Throw 

TOC Total Organic Carbon 

VBWF Volume-Based Waste Fee 

WBFWF Weight-Based Food Waste Fee 
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Table 1: International policy overview of organic bans to landfill 

Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Canada Canada does not have any nation-wide organics ban, however Nova Scotia (state), Prince Edward Island (state), and Vancouver (city) have an 
organics ban. Ontario (state) and Montreal (city) are considering the introduction of a organics ban in the near future (see, Table 2). 

Nova Scotia, 
NS (State) 

Solid Waste-
Resource 
Management 
Regulations 
(SWRMR, 
1996), enabled 
under the 
Nova Scotia 
Environment 
Act (1994-
95).3 

1998.4 All combustible organic 
material.5 

FW included in 
ban on all 
organic waste. 

By 2000, NS was the first 
Canadian state to meet the 
Canadian-wide goal of 50% 
diversion, set out in 1995 
under the solid waste 
management strategy.6 

In surpassing this goal, NS 
set to further reduce the 
solid waste disposal rate to 
≤300kg/person per year by 
2020. This ambitious goal 
was not met.3  

In addition to the landfill ban, NS 
uses a landfill levy, producer 
responsibility measures, Pay-As-
You-Throw (PAYT), material 
recovery depots, education (to 
establish waste-separation 
standards) and related 
management facilities to 
decrease the incentive for 
landfilling organic waste.7 
8Another initiative includes 
mandating clear plastic bags to 
allow waste collectors to visually 
check each bag as they collect 
it.7 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Prince Edward 
Island, PEI 
(State) 

Environmental 
Protection Act 
in 2002 (GPEI, 
2022).6 

1998.4 All organic waste. Specified food 
scraps to include 
meat, fish, dairy 
products and 
bones are 
included in the 
ban on all 
organic waste.9 

In 2020, Prince Edward 
Island reported diverting 
54% of all organic waste, 
equating to 129 kg per 
person.10 

Unique to the Canadian 
provinces, PEI doesn’t have an 
overarching plan or strategy 
specific to waste.10  

PEI set the ongoing goal to divert 
more waste per person from 
landfill than any other Canadian 
province.11 This was achieved in 
2014, though recent statistics 
are not available to confirm its 
continuation.12 

Vancouver 
(City) 

Solid Waste 
By-Law NO. 
8417.13 

2015.14 All organic material, 
including food scraps.14 

Food scraps 
included in the 
ban. 

401,890 tonnes of yard 
waste and FW have been 
diverted in 2021.15 

The organics disposal ban is 
enforced the same as the 
region’s other disposal bans. 
Waste is inspected when it is 
delivered to a regional disposal 
facility. If a waste load contains 
excessive amounts of food 
scraps, the hauler pays a 
surcharge of 50% on the cost of 
disposal.16 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

European 
Union (EU) - 
Member 
States (27) 

The Landfill 
Directive 
(1999/31/EC)17  

1999.18 According to the 
Directive 1999/31/EC 
on landfill of waste, 
member states must 
reduce the amount of 
BMW going to landfill  
• to 75 % of the total 

amount of BMW 
generated in 1995 
by 2006; 

• to 50 % of 1995 
levels by 2009; and  

• to 35 % of 1995 
levels by 2016. 

The Direc�ve 
does not 
currently include 
any firm 
declara�ons 
toward organic 
bans to landfill, 
but rather 
focuses on the 
concept of the 
circular economy 
(CE) and its 
assis�ng 
policies.19 

No condensed data on 
total EU FW diversion 
results. 

The Directive limits the 
landfilling of municipal waste to 
10% of the generated municipal 
waste by 2035. 

Increasing pan-European policy 
dimensions is resul�ng in many 
EU members embedding their 
na�onal policies on the 
Directive.20 

21 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Austria  Landfill 
Ordinance, 
Federal Law 
Gazette II No. 
291/2016.22 

2004.23 All organic waste 
streams with TOC 
content >5%. All waste 
has to be pre-treated 
by MBT or incineration 
before landfilling.24 

If TOC >5%, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). 

Austria met its target by 
achieving 0% BMW 
landfilled in 2016, fulfilling 
the goal set by the EU 
landfill directive of 
reducing it to 35% of the 
generated amount in 
1995.25 

In addition to the landfill ban, 
Austria uses a landfill tax, 
incineration tax, producer 
responsibility measures, PAYT 
and mandatory separate 
collection systems to decrease 
the incentive for landfilling 
organic waste.2 

Belgium  Belgium's ban on organic waste landfilling varies by region: Brussels capital region has a complete ban, while Flanders and Wallonia each 
enforce their own regulations. Overall, Belgium prohibits organic waste from being sent to landfills, despite regional differences in policies. 
Belgium is safely on track to meet its target, achieving 0.8%-1.1% BMW landfilled for 2017-2022, fulfilling the goal of reducing it to 35% of 
the generated amount in 1995 by 2035.26 

Brussels 
Capital Region 
(State) 

Not applicable. Not 
applicable. 

The Brussels Capital 
Region lacks landfills; 
hence, no landfill ban is 
enforced.26 

Not applicable. Not applicable. Not applicable. 

Flanders 
(State) 

VLAREMA-
regulation.27 

2007.26 All combustible waste 
streams with a TOC >6% 
and loss on ignition 
(LOI) >10% (2000), and 
all biodegradable waste 
streams (2007).26 

If TOC >6%, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). 

 

Over a 10-year period, 
since the introduction of 
the landfill ban, Flanders 
saw a decrease from 25% 
to 3% of waste to landfill.2 

 

The landfill ban added to the 
existing landfill tax and 
incineration tax. This 
hierarchises the preferred 
methods of disposal from sorting 
and recycling, to incineration, to 
landfilling. However, the 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Wallonia 
(State) 

Legislative 
name 
unknown. 

2007.26 All combustible waste 
streams with a TOC >6% 
(2004), and all 
biodegradable waste 
streams (2007).26 

If TOC >6%, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). 
 
Wallonia 
developed the 
REGAL plan to 
target various 
points along the 
food chain with 
the intent of 
decreasing food 
loss and waste 
by 30% from 
2015-2025.28 

Specific data unknown. reduction in landfilling has 
meant an increase in 
incineration rates due to lacking 
technology and infrastructure 
creating a mutual exclusivity of 
the latter options.26 

Denmark Legislative 
name 
unknown. 

1997.29 All recyclable and 
combustible waste.30  

If recyclable and 
combustible, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). 

 

The landfilling rate of 
Denmark remains around 
1%. Denmark met its 
target by achieving 0% 
BMW landfilled for 2019, 
fulfilling the goal of 
reducing it to 35% if the 
generated amount in 
1995.30 

The low landfilling rates relative 
to Europe can be attributed to 
both the landfill ban and landfill 
tax, as well as the high 
incineration capacity, easing the 
barriers of diversion.30  

Enforcement includes fines and 
imprisonment.2 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Estonia Regulation of 
Ministry of the 
Environment 
(MoE) 
29.04.2004, 
No 38 (RTL 
2004, 56, 
938).31 

2008.32 All untreated and 
unsorted waste 
including MSW.31 

FW included in 
ban if untreated 
and unsorted (no 
specific FW 
regulation). 

 

Estonia is on track to meet 
its target by achieving 9% 
BMW landfilled for 2019, 
fulfilling the goal of 
reducing it to 35% of the 
generated amount in 
1995.33  

Other fiscal policies including a 
landfill tax, municipal waste user 
charge, PAYT, packaging tax, 
penal�es and fines all contribute 
to the effec�veness of the ban. 
Public acceptance is lacking and 
requires further aten�on to be 
more effec�ve.31  

Finland Government 
Decree on 
Landfills 
331/2013 – 
Prohibiting 
Landfill of 
Organic 
Waste.34  

 

2016. All organic and 
biodegradable waste 
with TOC >10%35 

If TOC >10%, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). 

 

Finland met its target by 
achieving 3% BMW 
landfilled for 2016, and 1% 
for 2017, 2018 and 2019, 
fulfilling the goal of 
reducing it to 35% of the 
generated amount in 
1995.36  

While exemp�ons have been 
outlined in the decree, Finish 
authori�es claim that these have 
not been widely applied to 
municipal waste.36 

Sta�s�cs suggest that the most 
significant reduc�on in landfilling 
between recorded 1997 and 
2016 is from the landfill tax.34 
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France  LOI n° 2016-
138 du 11 
février 2016 
rela�ve à la 
lute contre le 
gaspillage 
alimentaire.37 

2002. Establishment of an 
anti-food waste action 
hierarchy in the 
following order: 
• FW prevention 

through discounts 
and awareness 
raising: 
• Donation to 

charity 
organisations 

• Animal feed 
• Composting or 

anaerobic 
digestion 

• Disposal 
• Obligation to 

establish a 
partnership with a 
charity organisation 
to donate unsold 
food products, for 
supermarkets of 
more than 400 m2 

Food retailers are 
forbidden to destroy 
unsold food products 
still fit for 
consumption.38 

FW is collected 
via separate 
door-to-door 
collection and 
bring points in 
cities and towns 
and suburbs, and 
in rural areas via 
bring points. 
However, this 
process is not 
common.38 

France met its target by 
achieving 15% BMW 
landfilled for 2016, 
fulfilling the goal of 
reducing it to 35% of the 
generated amount in 
1995.39  
 

Sor�ng at the source has been a 
vital pre-treatment tool to 
prevent waste reaching the 
landfills.40  
 
This is supported by a landfill tax 
which differs by landfill 
classifica�ons. France plans to 
increase its landfill tax by 2025. 
An emphasis to diver�ng to 
recycling has been incen�vized 
by a municipal waste incinera�on 
tax.39 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Germany  Commonly 
referenced as 
“Landfill 
Ordinance”, 41 

may vary 
legislatively. 

2005. All organic waste 
streams with TOC 
>3%.42 

If TOC >3%, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). 

 

Germany met its target by 
achieving 0% BMW 
landfilled for 2016, 
fulfilling the goal of 
reducing it to 35% of the 
generated amount in 
1995.42 

In addition to the landfill ban, 
Germany uses PAYT and 
mandatory separate collection 
systems to decrease the 
incentive for landfilling.2 

Hungary 
(Partial Ban) 
 
 

Decree No. 
385 of 2014 
(XII. 31.) Korm 
of the 
Government 
concerning the 
conditions of 
providing 
waste 
management 
public 
service.43 

2003.44 All hazardous waste 
streams including waste 
tyres, shredded rubber 
and partially organic 
wastes.44 

No specific FW 
regulation. 

 

The European 
Environment Agency (EEA) 
reported that Hungary has 
not met its 2016 target, 
instead landfilling 28% 
BMW landfilled for 2019, 
failing to reduce it to 35% 
of the generated amount 
in 1995.44 

Unsure why the ban is only 
considered partial.  

Partial ban referenced in the 
EEA’s Country fact sheet – 
Hungary (Early warning 
assessment related to the 2025 
targets for municipal waste and 
packaging waste), the EEA’s 
Municipal Waste Management in 
Hungary and CEWEP MSW.44,45,46 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Lithuania Law on Waste 
Management 
(No. VIII-
787).47 

2003.48 All untreated municipal 
waste and all 
biodegradable waste 
from gardens, parks 
and green areas.49  

FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation).47 

The EEA reported that 
Lithuania has eventually 
met its target by achieving 
3% BMW landfilled for 
2019, fulfilling the 2016 
goal of reducing it to 35% 
of the generated amount 
in 1995.49 

In addition to the landfill ban, 
Lithuania uses a landfill tax, 
producer responsibility 
measures, PAYT and some 
mandatory separate collection 
systems to decrease the 
incentive for landfilling organic 
waste. 

The lack of an incineration tax, 
and the increased investment in 
incineration infrastructure has 
meant much of the waste is 
diverted to incineration.2 

Luxembourg  Specific policy 
name not 
retrieved.  

Specific 
year not 
mentioned 

Ban on untreated MSW 
and organic waste (TOC 
> 5%).50 

If TOC >5% or is 
untreated MSW, 
FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation). 

 

The EEA reported that 
Luxembourg met its target 
by achieving 5% BMW 
landfilled in 2016, fulfilling 
the goal of reducing it to 
35% of the generated 
amount in 1995.50 

According to the EEA’s early 
warning assessment for 
Luxembourg, the effect of 
municipal waste reduction 
cannot yet be fully assessed as 
no reliable data on the average 
loss rates for Luxembourg are 
available. This has been 
attributed to the application of 
new calculation rules.50 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Netherlands Commonly 
referenced as 
“Decree 
Landfill and 
Waste 
Disposal 
Bans”,51 may 
vary 
legislatively. 

 

 

1995.52 35 waste streams, 
including all 
combustible and 
biodegradable waste, 
with TOC >5%.52 

 

 

If TOC >5%, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). 

 

The EEA reported that the 
Netherlands met its target 
by achieving 2% BMW 
landfilled in 2016, fulfilling 
the goal of reducing it to 
35% of the generated 
amount in 1995.53 It is 
reported that the 
successful outcomes are 
the result of both the 
landfill ban and landfill tax 
(1995), which has been 
marginally increasing since 
its implementation.53 

Currently, there are over 60 
waste streams captured in the 
organic ban to landfill.52 

Norway  Waste 
Regulations 
(2004) – 
Chapter 9, 
Landfill bans 
for waste 
types (includes 
landfill ban on 
biodegradable 
waste – 
introduced 
2009).34  

2009. All biodegradable waste 
streams with a TOC 
>10%.54 

If TOC >10%, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). Up 
to 70% of 
municipalities 
offer separate 
collection of 
biowaste. FW 
collections are 
door-to-door.34 

Despite the overall decline 
in landfilling, the waste 
genera�on and waste 
recycling rates have 
remained stable since 
2008. Instead diversion to 
waste incinera�on has 
increased.34 

 

The landfill ban joined the 
exis�ng policy ini�a�ves, landfill 
Tax (1999) and incinera�on tax 
(1999). The incinera�on tax was 
abolished a year a�er the landfill 
ban was introduced sugges�ng a 
mutual exclusivity.34 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Poland  Specific policy 
name not 
retrieved. 

2013.44 

 

All biodegradable waste 
collected separately. All 
combustible waste with 
> 5 % TOC, >8% LOI, 
Calorific value > 6MJ/kg 
(2016).44 

If TOC >5%, LOI 
>8%, or Calorific 
value >6MJ/kg, 
FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation).55 

The EEA reported that 
Poland met its target by 
achieving 13% BMW 
landfilled in 2016, fulfilling 
the goal of reducing it to 
35% of the generated 
amount in 1995.55 

Poland is at risk for not meeting 
the 2035 target to reduce the 
amount of municipal waste 
landfilled to 10% or less of the 
total amount of municipal waste 
generated.55 

Slovenia  Decree on 
waste landfill 
(Official 
Gazette of the 
Republic of 
Slovenia, no. 
10/2014 and 
54/15).56 

2011.57 All BMW streams based 
on calorific content and 
TOC.57 (No mention of 
limits for calorific 
content and TOC) 

FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation). 

The EEA reported that 
Slovenia eventually met its 
target by achieving 15% 
BMW landfilled in 2019 
(four-year derogation 
period), fulfilling the goal 
of reducing it to 35% of the 
generated amount in 
1995.57 

No additional comments 

Sweden Sveriges 
riksdag, 2001, 
Förordning 
(2001:512) om 
deponering av 
avfall (SFS).58 

2005.59 All organic waste 
streams.59 

Up to 85% of 
municipalities 
provide door-to-
door collection 
services for FW, 
even in high-rise 
buildings, as part 
of their separate 
waste collection 
systems.60 

The combina�on of the 
landfill ban and the landfill 
tax which was introduced 
in 1999 (including several 
increases) has fostered a 
successful diversion of 
waste from landfills. 
However, there remains a 
strong reliance on 
incinera�on to maintain 
this effect.60  

In addition to the landfill ban, 
Sweden uses a landfill tax, 
incineration tax, producer 
responsibility measures, PAYT 
and mandatory separate 
collection systems to decrease 
the incentive for landfilling 
organic waste.2 

 



Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 15 of 42 

 

Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Switzerland Ordinance on 
the Avoidance 
and the 
Disposal of 
Waste.61  

(English 
translation)  

2000.62 All combustible, 
including biodegradable 
waste streams.62  

If combustible, 
FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation). 

No MSW has been 
landfilled in the country 
since 2004.62 

Although Switzerland is 
independent of the EU, the EEA 
have reported that their results 
have met the targets set by the 
landfill directive, including that 
of the 2016 target (see EU 
Landfill directive).62 

Scotland  Landfill 
(Scotland) 
Regulations 
2003, 
Regulation 
11(3).63 

2021.64 All BMW streams with a 
TOC >5%.65 

If TOC >5%, FW 
included in ban 
(no specific FW 
regulation). 

In December 2025, 
Scottish authorities are set 
to review the policy to 
evaluate and ensure future 
compliance. This review 
aims to introduce a 
biostabilisation criteria. 66 

Scotland is undertaking reflective 
measures on the local landfill 
ban and its multifactorial nature. 
Specific insights are made into 
the alternative treatment 
methods such as mechanical 
biological treatment (MBT) and 
incineration.67  
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

South Korea Prohibition of 
Direct 
Landfilling of 
Food Waste.68 

2005.68 Prohibits the disposal of 
all FW streams, with 
the exception of 
residues and 
contaminants from 
treatment facilities.69 

The 2013 
WBFWF extends 
the VBWF 
system, charging 
consumers based 
on the weight of 
their FW. 
Individuals 
reduce FW 
weight by 
dehydrating and 
removing excess 
water content 
from their 
food.68 

South Korea’s recycling 
rate of FW has increased 
from 2% in 1995 to 95% in 
2019.70 The prohibition of 
FW to landfill did not cause 
a significant decline in the 
amount of FW generated, 
but rather enforced other 
government 
supported/funded options 
for waste diversion. 
Increased FW treatment 
facilities caused odour 
issues for the local 
populations.69 

Smart bins are high-tech FW 
recycling machines which enable 
the WBFWF. In Seoul, there are 
6000 of these bins, and the 
World Economic Forum has 
credited the role of technologies 
such as this in South Koreas 
diversion results. Smart bins also 
result in more efficient and 
reliable tracking of food waste. 

Government support of 80%-
100% of start-up costs for urban 
farming has resulted in 170 
hectares being used by locals 
daily. It is reported that this has 
created a stronger 
environmental community in 
these dense urban areas, 
creating long-term cultural 
changes to the attitudes of South 
Koreans toward FW.70   

United States While a number of states in the US have bans against disposal of yard waste; and some states – and some large cities—have taken the 
additional step of banning FW at various levels and generators, there is currently no supremacy clause to enforce a national standard.71 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Austin, TX 
(City) 
 
(Commercial 
Ban) 

Austin Code of 
Ordinances § 
15-6-91.72 

2016.73 All food enterprises are 
required to hold a food 
permit which ensures 
that employees have 
access to services to 
collect and divert 
surplus food.73 

A variety of 
diversion options 
are provided 
including 
donating 
unconsumed 
goods, sending 
leftovers to 
farms or 
composting 
organic waste.74 

As of 2020, Austin is 
diverting 37% of waste 
generated. The 
composition of the 
residential curb side 
organics collection 
estimates only 10% of this 
to be food waste.75 

Employees are also being given 
supplementary training on how 
to properly handle food waste 
with care for the environment.74 

Boulder, CO 
(City) 
 
(Commercial 
Ban) 

Boulder Mun. 
Code  6-3-13–
18.76 

2016.73 Any business (including 
educational institutions 
and charitable or 
nonprofit orgs), 
residential property 
owner or manager, or 
special event permit 
holder. 

City of Boulder 
has interactive, 
educational 
websites with 
tips for residents 
on reducing food 
waste.77 

Boulder’s diversion rates 
are calculated as reduction 
and diversion steps, 
greenhouse gases (GHG), 
74%, and education and 
engagement steps,  67%. 
Overall ‘total progress’ 
being 70%.78   

Comparatively to other cities 
within the boulder county, 
boulder city’s total progress of 
70% is significantly greater than 
the next best city boulder 
county, 50%, and the remainder 
sitting around 30%.78 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

California 
(State) 

SB 1383 Lara, 
Chapter 395, 
Statutes of 
2016.79 

2016.80 Businesses in California 
that generate at least 8 
cubic yards (cy)/week 
of organic waste are 
required to recycle the 
organics on-site or 
subscribe to organics 
recycling services. This 
will decrease to 4 
cy/week in 2017 and 2 
cy/week in 2020.81 

Government 
funded FW 
programmes 
such as 
UglyFruitandVeg 
and 
Savethefood.com 
have useful 
resources for 
locals to engage 
with. These 
include meal 
prep guides, 
‘guest-imators’ 
for food 
portioning, food 
waste calculators 
and food storage 
tips.82  

By 2025, SB 1383 requires 
that 20% (or 231,000 
tonnes using a 2014 
baseline) of still-edible 
food is diverted and 
redistributed. In the first 
half of 2022 about 117,000 
tonnes was diverted, 
meaning the state is on 
track to hitting their target 
early.83   

 

The increasing demand for high-
grade compost is being driven by 
the state’s agricultural sector, 
which seeks to enrich soil and 
reduce reliance on pesticides, 
fertilizers and irrigation.83 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Connecticut 
(State)  

CONN. GEN. 
STAT. ANN. § 
22A-226E; CT 
HB 6664.84 

2014.84 Commercial food 
wholesalers or 
distributors, industrial 
food manufacturers or 
processors, 
supermarkets, resorts, 
or conference centres 
that generate over 26 
tonnes of source-
separated organic 
materials (SSOM) 
annually and are within 
20 miles of an 
authorized compositing 
facility.85  

Legislation aims 
to incentivize the 
development of 
food residual 
recycling 
facilities to 
address the 
state’s 
insufficient 
capacity to 
handle 
generated food 
waste.85 

In 2014, the generated 
threshold of organic waste 
was 104+ tonnes per year 
(tpy). In 2020, this number 
decreased to 52+ (tpy).86 
Note that diversion results 
are relatively unrecorded 
for Connecticut. 

Department of Energy and 
Environmental Protection (DEEP) 
has faced challenges in enforcing 
the state’s commercial organics 
law because the law covers food 
establishments, entities over 
which DEEP traditionally has not 
had oversight because it is not 
the agency responsible for their 
permitting.73 

Hennepin 
County, MN 
(City) 

Hennepin 
County  
Ordinance 
13.87 

2018.73 Businesses that 
produce a significant 
amount of FW, 
including but not 
limited to restaurants, 
grocery stores, food 
wholesalers and 
manufacturers, hotels, 
and event centres.88 

FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation). 

Hennepin decreased its 
landfill use from 30% to 
18% over a six-year 
period.89  

Successful diversion results for 
the county have been attributed 
to the various waste reduction 
and recycling initiatives, along 
with successful reuse programs 
and waste prevention efforts.89 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Maryland 
(State) 

House Bill 
264/Senate 
Bill 483.90 

2021.91 All persons who 
generate 2-tonnes a 
week of food residuals  
and 1 -tonnes a week of 
food residuals.88  

Exemptions to 
FW law can apply 
for restaurants 
that serve the 
public and 
anyone that can 
prove either that 
diversion will 
result in a cost 
10% more than 
sending it to 
landfill or are 
outside a 30-mile 
radius of an 
organic recycling 
facility.88 

Limited results exist given 
the recent introduction 
however, compared to the 
2035 target of recycling 
60% of all food scraps, 
Maryland currently sits at 
22.66%.92 

Given the ban has been newly 
introduced, it is too early to 
draw conclusions for Maryland, 
especially given the data for 
short-term analysis does not 
currently exist. 

Massachusetts 
(State) 

310 CMR 
19.000: Solid 
Waste Facility 
Regulations.93 

2014.94 Commercial 
food/organic wastes 
from facilities 
generating one-half 
tonne or more of these 
materials per week are 
banned from disposal 
or transport for 
disposal.94 

Food rescue 
efforts have 
grown by over 
50%, while the 
number of 
businesses 
separating food 
scraps has more 
than doubled 
from 1,350 to 
3,100.95 

FW diversion increased 
from 100,000 tonnes 
(2022) to 360,000 tonnes 
(2023). Waste 
characterization data also 
shows improvement, with 
food waste decreasing 
from 26% of trash in 2016 
to 21.6% in 2022.95 

A comprehensive report by SSRN 
claims that there are three 
reasons for Massachusetts’ 
success (relative to other states): 
affordability, simplicity, and 
enforcement.96 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Metro, OR Metro Code 
Ch.  5.10.410–
470.97 

2022.73 Businesses that cook, 
assemble, serve, or sell  
food, including but not 
limited to cafeterias,  
restaurants, retailers, 
hotels, correctional  
facilities, and colleges 
and universities. 

No data found. No data found. 

 

A waste progress reported that 
there has been a significant 
amount of jobs created from the 
waste ban. They also note that 
not surprisingly, COVID-19, local 
wildfires and significant budget 
reductions had an impact on the 
region’s ability to implement the 
regional waste plan.98 

New York 
(State) 

NYS Food 
Donation and 
Food Scraps 
Recycling 
Law.99 

2022.99 Businesses and 
institutions that 
generate an annual 
average of two tonnes 
of wasted food per 
week or more must:  
• donate excess 

edible food; and 
• recycle all 

remaining food 
scraps if they are 
within 25 miles of 
an organics recycler 
(composting 
facility, anaerobic 
digester, etc).99 

FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation). 

Currently there are no 
state-wide results available 
with the DFSG (Designated 
Food Scraps Generator) 
annual report due 1st 
March 2024.99 

Food donation and food scraps 
recycling programmes are 
reported as off to a strong 
start.100 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

New York City, 
NY (City) 

N.Y.C. Admin. 
Code § 16-
306.1.101 

2015. Food service 
establishments in 
hotels with 150 or more 
rooms; arenas and 
stadiums with a seating 
capacity of 15,000 or 
more people; food 
manufacturers with a 
floor area of 25,000 sq. 
ft. or more; food 
wholesalers with a floor 
area of 20,000 sq. ft. or 
more; food service 
establishments with 
floor areas of at least 
15,000 sq. ft.; food 
service establishments 
that are part of chains 
with at least 100 
locations; and food  
retailers with floor 
areas of at least 25,000 
sq. ft. 

NYC has 
introduced over 
400 smart bins, 
with many of 
them located in 
the most heavily 
populated 
places. This 
benefits data 
tracking of food 
waste.102 

In 2019, only 5% of the 
organic waste volume 
theoretically available for 
diversion was being 
collected by DSNY as 
source separated organics 
for recycling, despite NYC's 
voluntary organic 
collection program being 
accessible to 3.5 million 
residents.103 

While similar initiatives are 
already currently running, it has 
been recommended to NYC to 
engage in more community-level 
approaches when tackling the 
issue of organic waste 
collection.103 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Rhode Island 
(State) 

§ 23-18.9-17. 
Food waste 
ban.104 

2014.104 Educational institutions 
that produce a 
minimum of 30 tonnes 
of organic waste 
annually and are within 
a 15 mile radius of a 
composting or 
anaerobic digestion 
facility capable of 
accepting such 
waste.104 

FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation). 

Since the ban was 
implemented Rhode Island 
has gone from composting 
less than 500 tonnes of 
food waste in 2014 to 
almost 4,000 tonnes in 
2018.105 

Limited data available on the 
diversion results of organic 
waste from landfills. Rhode 
Island’s legislation was passed 
without any additional dedicated 
funding, and as a result, the 
state can devote only a small 
amount of staff time to 
implementing the law.73 

San Francisco, 
CA (City)  

S.F. Env’t Code 
§§ 1901–
1912.106 

2009.73 Businesses, 
governmental entities, 
multi-family or 
commercial residences, 
and individuals.73 

FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation). 

In 2011, the city stated it 
had successfully diverted a 
total of 1 million tonnes of 
organics since the 
ordinance began.107 As of 
2018, the city diverts 
about 80% of its waste 
from landfills, or more 
than 1.5 million tonnes 
every year.108 

A focus on source-separation 
and curbside collection has 
enabled such successful 
participation from local 
residents.109 Additional 
economic instruments include 
mandatory citywide collection of 
food scraps and yard trimmings 
for composting and volume-
based user fees, (PAYT) pricing 
arrangements.103 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Seattle, WA 
(City) 

Seattle Mun. 
Code 
21.36.082– 
21.36.083.110 

2015.73 All single-family and 
multi-family residences 
and commercial 
businesses.73 

FW included in 
ban (no specific 
FW regulation). 

Between 2007-2018, 
residential organics 
diversion was less costly 
than garbage. Organics 
diversion saved between 
$9 and $28 per tonne, 
averaging $18 per tonne. 
This diverted waste from 
garbage collection to 
residential organics 
collection, reducing the 
average residential 
customer's solid waste 
collection bill by $0.89 per 
month from 2007 to 
2018.111  

Savings declined over this period 
due to lower garbage disposal 
costs and increased composting 
expenses.111 Additional 
economic instruments include 
mandatory organic waste 
separation and PAYT pricing 
arrangements.103 
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Place Organic Ban Details Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Name  Year 
Enacted   

Target/Scope Food Waste 
Specifics  

Vermont 
(State) 

Universal 
Recycling Law 
(Act 148).112 
 

2012.113 Implemented in phases, 
the food scraps ban has 
increasingly captured 
more sectors, from 
larger institutions, to 
smaller businesses, to 
households.113 

Food scraps 
include pre- and 
post-consumer 
FW that is 
derived from 
processing or 
discarding of 
food and that 
can be used 
through one of 
the following 
options: food 
donation for 
people in need, 
animal feed, 
composting, or 
anaerobic 
digestion.114 

Organic waste diverted 
from landfill is 
approximately 53,254 
tonnes/year and an 
estimated greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction of 
96,000 metric tonnes 
carbon equivalent by 
2022.115  

Food donations have increased 
by 40% between 2015 and 2016 
due to phase two of the law 
taking effect, requiring that 
medium sized institutions (those 
that discard more than one 
tonne of food per week) cannot 
dump such material in 
landfills.115 
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Table 2: Overview of countries that plan to impose an organics ban to landfill 

 Organic Ban Details   
Place Name  Year 

Enacted   
Target/Scope Food Waste 

Specifics  
Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Czechia  Czech 
Republic, 
2020, Waste 
Act.116 

2030.117 Waste streams in which 
calorific value in dry 
matter is higher than 
6.5 MJ/kg.117 

In 2014, Czechia 
removed the 
15% Value-
Added Tax (VAT) 
on donated 
food.117 

No current Legislation. Currently policy instruments 
include PAYT, a landfill ban for 
separately collected waste 
streams and a landfill tax.117 

Italy Legislative 
Decree 
36/2003.118 
Attempt to 
pass 
legislation 
unsuccessful. 

No current 
legislation. 

All waste streams that 
contain a calorific value 
exceeding 13,000 
kJ/kg.118 

FW included but 
not limited to 
ban.Error! 
Bookmark not 
defined.  

A restriction on waste with 
Calorific value > 13,000 kJ / 
kg was introduced in the 
2003 landfill law, for an 
implementation by 2007. 
This implementation was 
delayed 6 times, until 
2016/2017 when the 
restriction was 
abrogated.118 

No current legislation. 

Ontario 
(State) 

No current 
legislation. 

No current 
legislation. 

In 2018, Ontario 
planned to introduce a 
landfill ban by 2022. 
Political factors such as 
the Covid-19 pandemic 
and a conservative 
government have 
halted this progress.119 

A 6% increase in 
Ontarios 
popula�on from 
2017-2022 is 
further cause for 
concern 
regarding the 
amount of FW 
genera�on.119Err
or! Bookmark 
not defined. 

Current PAYT policy 
incentives have reduced 
the amount of FW reaching 
landfills but more action is 
required.120 

No current legislation. 
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 Organic Ban Details   
Place Name  Year 

Enacted   
Target/Scope Food Waste 

Specifics  
Diversion results of 
Organic Waste 

Additional 
Instruments/Comments 
 

Western Cape 
(Province), 
South Africa 

No current 
legislation.  

No current 
legislation. 

In 2017, Western Cape 
set a goal for 2022, that 
businesses and 
municipalities will be 
required to divert up to 
50% of all organic waste 
from landfilling, with 
the aim to increase this 
to 100% by 2027.121 

Food rescue 
ini�a�ves are 
specifically 
important in 
Western Cape 
with poverty and 
food insecurity 
being very 
prevalent.121 

No current legislation. No current legislation. 
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Concluding Remarks – Insights from Global Organics Ban 

Upon reflection of every country, state, and city that had some form of an organics ban to landfill, I can say that local conditions cause the political and social 
elements necessary to enforce a ban differ. Barriers to recycling often include infrastructure, lack of public awareness, contamination, high monetary costs, and 
several other logistical challenges. The countries listed in Table 1 demonstrate unique ways of overcoming these barriers, successful and unsuccessful, and differing 
scopes which result in varying results. Most countries with a successful ban will have a waste hierarchy. Not only are these great models for everyday users, but 
they establish a clear order of priorities, with ‘prevention’ being the optimum. 

Differences in data measurements makes cross-sectional analyses difficult. Varying technologies, political prioritisation, resource management and recording, and 
languages meant that many of the quantities provided are estimates. These estimates are also subject to temporal biases. It may not be that recycling rates of 
organic waste is getting worse, but rather that the ways in which we are recording the data has improved to capture more activity. We must proceed with caution 
when making comparisons for reasons belonging to confounding factors such as this.    

Stricter bans, defined as those with larger scopes and higher enforcement penalties, were proven to be more effective than those lesser than. While enforcement 
penalties, usually a fee, does serve a purpose in changing social behaviours and attitudes, South Korea’s approach suggests more successful catalysts for change. 
Smart bins, biodegradable rubbish bags and urban farming (as described in Table 1) are striking examples of how powerful innovative technology and social 
attitudes are in igniting change. While it is often easy to forget about what happens to our food waste once it leaves our house, South Korea have developed a deep 
sense of connection to their natural environment, despite the dense urban culture. Conversely, Finland and many other sparsely populated rural countries struggle 
to offer curbside collection services to residents. 

Diversion options such as incineration and MBT, while better alternatives to landfilling, are growing public concern. As some countries experience a strong deviation 
towards net-zero carbon emissions goals, once viable alternatives are becoming questionable. This shift has mostly been observed in the literature of European 
countries and that may be due to their bans targeting consumers. The US, on the other hand, engages in EPR focused bans. 

While an organics ban to landfill often results in impactful change, it is often accompanied by other economic instruments: landfill tax, incineration tax, incineration 
ban, PAYT, VBWF, WBFWF, compost markets, education programmes and many more. 
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I hypothesize that the ‘tidy kiwi’ attitude toward already established recycling mandates and the existence of long-term education plans will positively contribute 
towards Aotearoa New Zealand implementing an organics ban to landfill. Potential barriers to implementation could be a lack of infrastructure and large rural areas 
for curbside collection, both requiring of significant fiscal investment. However, in order to reach set targets, it would be my recommendation for Aotearoa New 
Zealand to implement an organics ban to landfill. 



Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 30 of 42 

 

References 
 

1 Waste. (2022). Ministry for the Environment. https://environment.govt.nz/publications/aotearoa-new-zealands-first-emissions-reduction-

plan/waste/#:~:text=Action%2015.4%3A%20Investigate%20banning%20organic,materials%20to%20landfill%20by%202030. 
2 Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities – Landfill Ban Investigation (2024). Google.com. 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwjH8_eKwoaEAxVBaGwGHb61CP0QFnoECBEQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fww

w.dcceew.gov.au%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2Fdocuments%2Flandfill-ban.pdf&usg=AOvVaw183BWGoDwKNTUB2EVrIaCj&opi=89978449  
3 Sustainable Waste Management Practices A guide for the Nova Scotia Industrial, Commercial and Institutional (ICI) sector. (n.d.) 

https://cdn.dal.ca/content/dam/dalhousie/pdf/dept/sustainability/resources/publications-and-

plans/waste/NS%20ICI%20Waste%20Management%20Guide%20Final%20(897%20KB).pdf 
4 The circular opportunity to fix food waste. (2023, February 2). Policyoptions.irpp. https://policyoptions.irpp.org/magazines/february-2023/food-waste-circular-

system/ 
5 Kenney, B. M. (2008). Nova Scotia Rates Soar Above National Average. Biocycle, 49(2), 23-24,26. https://www.proquest.com/trade-journals/nova-scotia-rates-

soar-above-national-average/docview/236953140/se-2 
6 Vanderkloet, R., & Rivers, N. (2023) Major Research Paper Organic Waste Diversion in Atlantic Canada. 

https://ruor.uottawa.ca/bitstream/10393/44872/1/VANDERKLOET.%20Rachel%20-%20RP.pdf 
7 Best Management Practices For Disposal Bans, Levies And Incentives For End-Of-Life Plastics. (n.d). https://ccme.ca/en/res/finaldisposalbansbmps-

ensecured.pdf 
8 Wagner, T. (2007). Refraining Garbage: Solid Waste Policy Formulation in Nova Scotia. Canadian Public Policy / Analyse de Politiques, 33(4), 459-475. 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/30032551 

 



Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 31 of 42 

 

 
9 Staley, B., & Boxman, S. (2021). Data & Policy Program Data driven analysis to drive sustainable materials management State of the Practice of Organic 

Waste Management and Collection in Canada. https://eref-canada.ca/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/CanadaReport_Final4a.pdf 
10 Vanderkloet, R., & Rivers, N. (2023) Major Research Paper Organic Waste Diversion in Atlantic Canada. 

https://ruor.uottawa.ca/bitstream/10393/44872/1/VANDERKLOET.%20Rachel%20-%20RP.pdf 
11 A Climate Change Action Plan for Prince Edward Island. (n.d). Retrieved January 31, 2024, from https://research.fit.edu/media/site-

specific/researchfitedu/coast-climate-adaptation-library/canada-amp-arctic/canada---atlantic/2018.--CC-Action-Plan-for-Prince-Edward-Islands.pdf 
12 Toolkit, W. E. (2017, April 25). Island leads Canada in recycling and composting. https://www.princeedwardisland.ca/en/news/island-leads-canada-recycling-

and-composting 
13 City of Vancouver British Columbia Solid Waste By-Law No. 8417. (n.d.). https://bylaws.vancouver.ca/8417c.pdf 
14 Vancouver, M. (n.d.). About Food Scraps Recycling | Metro Vancouver. Metrovancouver.org. Retrieved January 31, 2024, from 

https://metrovancouver.org/services/solid-waste/about-food-scraps-

recycling#:~:text=Food%20scraps%20have%20been%20banned,at%20the%20region%27s%20waste%20facilities. 
15 Metro Vancouver Recycling and Solid Waste Management 2021 Report [FINAL DRAFT]. (n.d.). https://metrovancouver.org/services/solid-waste/Documents/solid-

waste-management-annual-summary-2021.pdf 
16 Vancouver, M. (n.d.). About Food Scraps Recycling | Metro Vancouver. Metrovancouver.org. Retrieved February 7, 2024, from 

https://metrovancouver.org/services/solid-waste/about-food-scraps-recycling 
17 EUR-Lex – 31999L0031 – EN – EUR-Lex. (2018). Europa.eu. https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/ALL/?uri=CELEX%3A31999L0031 
18 Diverting waste from landfill – Effectiveness of waste-management policies in the European Union – European Environment Agency. (n.d.). 

Www.eea.europa.au. https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/diverting-waste-from-landfill-effectiveness-of-waste-management-policies-in-the-european-union 
19 Sadhan Kumar Ghosh. (2020). Circular Economy: Global Perspective. Springer 

 



Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 32 of 42 

 

 
20 Europe Cultivates Organics Treatment. (n.d.). Www.waste360.com. Retrieved December 9, 2023, from https://www.waste360.com/organic-waste/europe-

cultivates-organics-treatment 
21 Europe Commission (2022). Waste Framework Directive. Environment.ec.europa.eu. https://environment.ec.europa.eu/topics/waste-and-recycling/waste-

framework-directive_en  
22 RIS – Abfallwirtschaftsgesetz 2002 – Bundesrecht konsolidiert, Fassung vom 16.03.2022. (n.d.). Www.ris.bka.gv.at. 

https://www.ris.bka.gv.at/GeltendeFassung.wxe?Abfrage=Bundesnormen&Gesetzesnummer=20002086 
23 Gheoldus, M. (n.d.). Austria. Www.eu-Fusions.org. Retrieved January 31, 2024, from https://www.eu-fusions.org/index.php/country-reports/reports/286-

austria 
24 Austria – Country Report on national food waste policy Status: Second draft. (N.d.). https://www.eu-fusions.org/phocadownload/country-

report/AUSTRIA%20%2023.02.16.pdf  
25 Austria – European Environment Agency. (N.d.). Www.eea.europa.eu. Retrieved January 31, 2024, from https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-

member-states/austria/view  
26 Country profile. (2022). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/belgium 
27 EMIS Navigator. (n.d.). Navigator.emis.vito.be. Retrieved February 20, 2024, from https://navigator.emis.vito.be/detail?woId=43991&woLang=en 
28 Gaspillage alimentaire (wallonie.be). (n.d.). Moinsdedechets.wallonie.be. Retrieved January 31, 2024, from https://moinsdedechets.wallonie.be/gaspillage-

alimentaire/le-plan-regal.php 
29 Article: Landfilling in Denmark. (n.d.). Waste and Resource Network Denmark. Retrieved January 31, 2024, from https://dakofa.com/element/landfilling-in-

denmark/  
30 Country profile. (2022). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/denmark 

 

http://www.waste360.com/
https://www.waste360.com/organic-waste/europe-cultivates-organics-treatment
https://www.waste360.com/organic-waste/europe-cultivates-organics-treatment
http://www.ris.bka.gv.at/
http://www.eu-fusions.org/
https://www.eu-fusions.org/index.php/country-reports/reports/286-austria
https://www.eu-fusions.org/index.php/country-reports/reports/286-austria
http://www.eea.europa.eu/


Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 33 of 42 

 

 
31 BiPRO. (n.d.). Country factsheet for Estonia Support to Member States in improving waste management based on assessment of Member States’ performance. 

Retrieved February 4, 2024. https://ec.europa.eu/environment/pdf/waste/framework/EE%20factsheet_FINAL.pdf 
32 Municipal waste management in Estonia. (2013). https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwjL-

frAxYaEAxUBSWwGHSvUABsQFnoECBUQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.eea.europa.eu%2Fthemes%2Fwaste%2Fwaste-prevention%2Fcountries%2F2023-waste-

prevention-country-fact-sheets%2Festonia_waste_prevention_2023&usg=AOvVaw2U8-rX4w9H4UwvQ8bh7ERr&opi=89978449 
33 Country profile. (2022). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/estonia 
34 Papineschi, J., Hogg, D., Chowdhury, T., Durrant, C., & Thomson, A. (2019). Analysis of Nordic regulatory fromwork and its effect on waste preventions and 

recycling in the region. Nordic Council of Ministers. 
35 Municipal waste management in Finland. (2013). 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwjY3Y2NxYaEAxWtRmwGHdQEAS0QFnoECA4QAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fww

w.eea.europa.eu%2Fpublications%2Fmanaging-municipal-solid-waste%2Ffinland-municipal-waste-

management&usg=AOvVaw0mRcCjnUBDFS8T8p1b9BXw&opi=89978449 
36 Country profile. (2022). 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwjY3Y2NxYaEAxWtRmwGHdQEAS0QFnoECBUQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fww

w.eea.europa.eu%2Fthemes%2Fwaste%2Fwaste-prevention%2Fcountries%2F2023-waste-prevention-country-fact-

sheets%2Ffinland_waste_prevention_2023&usg=AOvVaw1eNTWJbPvlAhvIZrylIVRW&opi=89978449 

37 Code de l'environnement (Environmental Code) Art. L541-15-3 to L541-15-17. https://www.legifrance.gouv.fr/codes/texte_lc/LEGITEXT000006074220/2024-03-

20/ 
38 Mourad, Marie. (2015). NRDC: France Moves toward a National Policy against Food Waste. NRDC. Retrieved March 14, 2024, from 

https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/france-food-waste-policy-report.pdf 

 

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/estonia
https://www.legifrance.gouv.fr/codes/texte_lc/LEGITEXT000006074220/2024-03-20/
https://www.legifrance.gouv.fr/codes/texte_lc/LEGITEXT000006074220/2024-03-20/


Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 34 of 42 

 

 
39 France – European Environment Agency. (n.d.). Www.eea.europa.eu. 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwi63bSLx4aEAxVbSWwGHW59DgYQFnoECA8QAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fww

w.eea.europa.eu%2Fpublications%2Fmany-eu-member-states%2Ffrance&usg=AOvVaw0M2eYY-EQrOEHeAdFSQwZh&opi=89978449 
40 Waste prevention country profile – France. (2023). 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwi63bSLx4aEAxVbSWwGHW59DgYQFnoECAwQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fww

w.eea.europa.eu%2Fthemes%2Fwaste%2Fwaste-prevention%2Fcountries%2F2023-waste-prevention-country-fact-

sheets%2Ffrance_waste_prevention_2023&usg=AOvVaw3241hfBahB-RSpfzMwC-90&opi=89978449 
41 Ordinance Simplifying Landfill Law, (27 April 2009). https://faolex.fao.org/docs/pdf/ger126682E.pdf 
42 Country profile. (2022). 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwiIxemFyIaEAxVIRmwGHRP7BxgQFnoECA0QAw&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.

eea.europa.eu%2Fpublications%2Fmany-eu-member-

states%2Fgermany%23%3A~%3Atext%3DIn%2520Germany%2520there%2520is%2520no%2Cintroduced%2520through%2520an%2520administrative%2520regulat

ion.&usg=AOvVaw3Jm4ln6vo35ZSsrlCP83rW&opi=89978449 
43 Decree No. 385 of 2014 (XII. 31.) Kori of the Government concerning the conditions of providing waste management public service. | UNEP Law and Environment 

Assistance Platform. (n.d.). Leap.unep.org. Retrieved February 1, from https://leap.unep.org/en/countries/hu/national-legislation/decree-no-385-2014-xii-31-korm-

government-concerning-conditions 
44 (2021). Google.com. 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwiLqJulxIiEAxVriq8BHc5iCF4QFnoECBkQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cewe

p.eu%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2021%2F10%2FLandfill-taxes-and-restrictions-overview.pdf&usg=AOvVaw0uy6NAf8yxelhkCVhVOx4t&opi=89978449 

 

http://www.eea.europa.eu/
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwi63bSLx4aEAxVbSWwGHW59DgYQFnoECA8QAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.eea.europa.eu%2Fpublications%2Fmany-eu-member-states%2Ffrance&usg=AOvVaw0M2eYY-EQrOEHeAdFSQwZh&opi=89978449
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwi63bSLx4aEAxVbSWwGHW59DgYQFnoECA8QAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.eea.europa.eu%2Fpublications%2Fmany-eu-member-states%2Ffrance&usg=AOvVaw0M2eYY-EQrOEHeAdFSQwZh&opi=89978449


Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 35 of 42 

 

 
45 Municipal waste management in Hungary EEA project manager Almut Reichel. (2013). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/managing-municipal-solid-

waste/hungary-municipal-waste-management 
46 Country profile. (2022). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/hungary 
47 FAO.org : (n.d.). Www.fao.org. Retrieved February 1, 2024, from https://www.fao.org/faolex/results/details/en/c/LEX-FAOC028121/#:~:text=Lithuania-

,Law%20on%20Waste%20Management%20(No.,the%20environment%20and%20human%20health 
48 Municipal waste management Country fact sheet. (2016). https://www.eionet.europa.eu/etcs/etc-ce/products/country-profiles-on-the-management-of-

municipal-waste-1/lithuania_msw_2016.pdf 
49 Country profile. (2022). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/lithuania 
50 Country profile. (2022). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/luxembourg 
51 Lieten, S. H. (2018). Landfill management in the Netherlands. Retrieved March 14, 2024, from 

https://rwsenvironment.eu/publish/pages/126540/landfill_management_in_the_netherlands_cocoon_20180503.pdf 
52 (2024). Google.com. 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwjrgpfHx4iEAxXga_UHHZVMCCgQFnoECAwQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.

eea.europa.eu%2Fpublications%2Fmanaging-municipal-solid-waste%2Fnetherlands-municipal-waste-

management&usg=AOvVaw3bl6VM7pqf0NM7U4CVbvJb&opi=89978449 
53 Netherlands – European Environment Agency. (2022). Www.eea.europa.eu. https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/netherlands/view 
54 Kjaer, B & Sep, E. (2013). Municipal waste management in Norway EEA project manager: Aleut Reichel. https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/managing-

municipal-solid-waste/norway-municipal-waste-management 
55 (2024). Google.com. https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-

states/poland#:~:text=Poland%20has%20banned%20landfilling%20of%20separately%20collected%20biodegradable%20waste%20in%202013. 

 

http://www.fao.org/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/luxembourg
http://www.eea.europa.eu/


Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 36 of 42 

 

 
56 Slovenia, (2022).  https://ec.europa.eu/environment/pdf/waste/framework/facsheets%20and%20roadmaps/Factsheet_Slovenia.pdf 
57 Country profile. (2022). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/slovenia  
58 Regeringskansliets rättsdatabaser. (2001). Rkrattsbaser.gov.se. http://rkrattsbaser.gov.se/sfst?bet=2001:512 
59 Municipal waste management Country fact sheet. (2016). https://www.eionet.europa.eu/etcs/etc-ce/products/country-profiles-on-the-management-of-

municipal-waste-1/sweden_msw_2016.pdf 
60 Sweden – European Environment Agency. (n.d.). Www.eea.europa.eu. Retrieved February 1, 2024, from https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-

member-states/sweden/view 
61 Fedlex. (2015). Www.fedlex.admin.ch. Retrieved March 14, 2024, from https://www.fedlex.admin.ch/eli/cc/2015/891/de 
62 Municipal waste management in Switzerland EEA project manager Almut Reichel. (2013). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/managing-municipal-solid-

waste/switzerland-municipal-waste-management 
63 The Landfill (Scotland) Regulations 2003. (2023). Legislation.gov.uk. https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ssi/2003/235/part/I/made 
64 Biodegradable municipal waste landfill ban | Scottish Environment protection Agency (SEPA). (n.d.). Www.sepa.org.uk. 

https://www.sepa.org.uk/regulations/waste/landfill/biodegradable-municipal-waste-landfill-ban/ 
65 Alternative Residual Waste Treatment Biostabilisation Report for Zero Waste Scotland. (n.d.). Retrieved February 1, 2024, from 

https://cdn.zerowastescotland.org.uk/managed-downloads/mf-yhnf0sda-1681994084d 
66 Biodegradable Municipal Waste Landfill Ban. (2018). https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/352595/sepa_bmw_landfill_ban_guidance_note.pdf 
67 Kelly, A. (2022). Is Biostabilisation the Solution for Scotland’s Municipal Waste Landfill Ban? Resource.co. https://resource.co/article/biostabilisation-solution-

scotland-s-municipal-waste-landfill-ban 
68 Lee, E., Shurson, G., Oh, S.-H., & Jane, J.-C. (2024). The Management of Food Waste Recycling for a Sustainable Future: A Case Study on South Korea. 

Sustainability, 16(2), 854. https://doi.org/10.3390/su16020854 

 

http://www.eea.europa.eu/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/sweden/view
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/sweden/view
http://www.sepa.org.uk/


Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 37 of 42 

 

 
69 Sustainable Development Goals Policy Brief Series No.6 Food Waste Management in Korea: Focusing on Seoul. (n.d.). 

https://www.undp.org/sites/g/files/zskgke326/files/migration/seoul_policy_center/USPC-Policy-Brief-6-Food-Waste.pdf 
70 Broom, D. (2019). South Korea once recycled 2% of its food waste. Now it recycles 95%. World Economic Forum. 

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2019/04/south-korea-recycling-food-waste/ 
71 Organics Bans - US Composting Council. (n.d.). Www.compostingcouncil.org. https://www.compostingcouncil.org/page/organicsbans 
72 Municode Library. (n.d.). Library.municode.com. https://library.municode.com/tx/austin/codes/code_of_ordinances 
73 Bans and Beyond: Designing and Implementing Organic Waste Bans and Mandatory Organics Recycling Laws. (2024). Google.com. 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwip8LmEy4aEAxWVRWwGHWkiA3AQFnoECBYQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fchl

pi.org%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2013%2F12%2FOrganic-Waste-Bans_FINAL-compressed.pdf&usg=AOvVaw0m0csjAOJ2z1wq2Fpz1V5r&opi=89978449 
74 Pricop, L. (2018). Austin passes law banning restaurants from throwing out food waste. Inhabitat. https://inhabitat.com/austin-passes-law-banning-restaurants-

from-throwing-out-food-waste/ 
75 https://www.austintexas.gov/sites/default/files/files/Resource_Recovery/2023%20Austin%20Resource%20Recovery%20Comprehensive%20Plan.pdf 
76 ReFED | Rethink Food Waste. (n.d.). ReFED | Rethink Food Waste. Retrieved February 1, 2024, from 

https://policyfinder.refed.org/colorado/#:~:text=CODE%206%2D3%2D13%20to,and%20recycle%20household%20organic%20waste. 
77 Setzke, R., & Call, R. J. (2023). The State of Recycling and Composting in Colorado. Eco-Cycle. https://ecocycle.org/content/uploads/2023/11/State-of-Recycling-

and-Composting-2023-Report_Eco-Cycle_CoPIRG_web-2.pdf 
78 https://assets.bouldercounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/BoulderCountyZeroWasteScoringReport2020.pdf 
79 Bill Text – SB-1383 Short-lived climate pollutants: methane emissions: dairy and livestock: organics waste: landfills. (2016). Leginfo.legisature.ca.gov. 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160SB1383 

 



Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 38 of 42 

 

 
80 Jones, S., & Matthews, M. (2022). California – Organic Waste Mandates – Methane Reduction. Institute for Local Self-Reliance. https://ilsr.org/rule/food-scrap-

ban/california-methane-reduction/ 
81 Miller, R. A. (2015). Fresh Look At Organics Bans and Waste Recycling Laws. BioCycle. https://www.biocycle.net/fresh-look-organics-bans-waste-recycling-laws/  
82 Save The Food. (2020). Savethefood.com. https://savethefood.com/ 
83 Heffernan, M. (2024). California’s composting mandate drives market growth. Resource Recycling News. https://resource-

recycling.com/recycling/2024/01/05/californias-composting-mandate-drives-market-growth/ 
84 Section 22a-226e – Recycling of source-separated organic materials. Report, Conn. Gen. State. § 22a-226e. (n.d.). Casetext.com. Retrieved March 14, 2024, from 

https://casetext.com/statute/general-statutes-of-connecticut/title-22a-environmental-protection/chapter-446d-solid-waste-management/section-22a-226e-

recycling-of-source-separated-organic-materials-report 
85 Commercial Organics Recycling Law. (2022). CT.gov – Connecticut’s Official State Website. https://portal.ct.gov/DEEP/Waste-Management-and-

Disposal/Organics-Recycling/Commercial-Organics-Recycling-Law 
86 Jones, C. A. (2017). Organics Disposal Bans And Processing Infrastructure. Biocycle, 58(8), 54-57. https://www.proquest.com/trade-journals/organics-disposal-

bans-processing-infrastructure/docview/1938818851/se-2 
87 Services, E. (n.d.). Ordinance 13. Hennepin County, Minnesota. https://www.hennepin.us/your-government/ordinances/ordinance-13 
88 Wilhelm, A. (n.d.). Food Laws By State. Partstown. https://www.partstown.com/about-us/food-waste-laws 
89 Agbesola, Y. O. (2019). Sustainable Municipal Solid Waste Management in the United States: WTE Adoption and Integration (Order No. 27736853). Available from 

ProQuest One Academic. (2395828450). https://www.proquest.com/dissertations-theses/sustainable-municipal-solid-waste-

management/docview/2395828450/se-2 
90 Hogan, L., & 439, C. (n.d.). Retrieved February 1, 2024, from https://mgaleg.maryland.gov/2021RS/chapters_noln/Ch_439_hb0264E.pdf 

 



Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 39 of 42 

 

 
91 Solid Waste Management – Organics Recycling and Waste Diversion – Food Residuals. (n.d.). Department of the Environment. Retrieved February 1, 2024, from 

https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/land/RecyclingandOperationsprogram/Pages/Solid-Waste-Management---Organics-Recycling-and-Waste-Diversion---Food-

Residuals.aspx#:~:text=When%20did%20the%20law%20become,generate%201%2Dton%20a%20week. 
92 Maryland Solid Waste Management and Diversion Report – 2022 (CY 2021 data). (2022). 

https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/land/RMP/Documents/MSWMaDR%20%2722.pdf 
93 (n.d.). Mass.gov. Retrieved February 2024, from https://www.mass.gov/doc/310-cmr-19000-solid-waste-management-facility-regulations/download 
94 Commercial Food Material Disposal Ban | Mass.gov. (n.d.). Www.mass.gov. https://www.mass.gov/guides/commercial-food-material-disposal-

ban#:~:text=November%201%2C%202022&text=Lowering%20the%20threshold%20on%20commercial,transport%20for%20disposal%20in%20Massachusetts. 
95 Organics Action Plan November 2023. (2023). Department of Environmental Protection. Retrieved March 16, 2024, from 

https://www.mass.gov/doc/massachusetts-organics-action-plan-november-

2023/download#:~:text=Commercial%20organic%20material%2C%20food%20material,to%20%C2%BD%20ton%20per%20week. 
96 Anglou, F. Z., Sanders, R. E., & Stamatopoulos, I. (2023). Organic waste bans have failed to divert waste away from landfills in the united states – except in 

Massachusetts. Social Science Research Network. https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=4645608 
97 Redirect Notice. (2019). Google.com. https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwjJrJn-

0YaEAxVNTmwGHUgQDyoQFnoECBEQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.oregonmetro.gov%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2F2019%2F06%2F06%2FMetro-Code-

chapter-5-10- 
98 Waste Prevention & Environmental Services Regional Waste Plan Progress Report. (2022). 

https://www.oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2022/01/21/Regional-waste-plan-progress-report-Jan-2022.pdf 
99 Food Donation And Food Scraps Recycling Law - NYDEC. (n.d.). Dec.ny.gov. https://dec.ny.gov/environmental-protection/recycling-composting/organic-materials-

management/food-donation-scraps-recycling-law 

 

http://www.mass.gov/


Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 40 of 42 

 

 
100 Hochul, K., & Seggos, B. (n.d.). New York State Food Donation and Food Scraps Recycling Law Report to the Governor and Legislature-2022. Retrieved march 16. 

2024, from https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/materials_minerals_pdf/2022foodannualreport.pdf 
101 § 16-306.1 Organic waste. (n.d.). American Legal Publishing. Retrieved February 1, 2024, from 

https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/newyorkcity/latest/NYCadmin/0-0-0-133366 
102 Pinkerton, D. (2024, March 11). Is New York City Getting Curbside Organics Done? BioCycle. https://www.biocycle.net/is-new-york-city-getting-curbside-organics-

done/ 
103 Jones, N. (2020). Capturing the potential of NYC’s residential organic waste through increased recycling and reuse. Sierra Club NYC. 

https://nyc.sierraclub.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/2020.12.15-Report-on-Increasing-Residential-Organic-Waste-Recycling-in-NYC-FINAL.pdf 
104 http://webserver.rilin.state.ri.us/Statutes/TITLE23/23-18.9/23-18.9-17.HTM 
105 Cotnoir, E. (2020). Rhode Island Is Sending Valuable Food Waste to a Landfill. Conservation Law Foundation. https://www.clf.org/blog/rhode-island-is-sending-

valuable-food-waste-to-a-landfill/ 
106 Chapter 19: Mandatory Recycling and Composting. (n.d.). American Legal Publishing. Retrieved February 1, 2024, from 

https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/san_francisco/latest/sf_environment/0-0-0-1657 
107 Mantle, S. (2024, February 7). Leading Cities for Residential Organics Collection - metroSTOR. MetroSTOR US. https://metrostor.us/leading-cities-residential-

organics-collection/ 
108 Brigham, K. (2018, July 14). How San Francisco sends less trash to the landfill than any other major U.S. city. CNBC; CNBC. 

https://www.cnbc.com/2018/07/13/how-san-francisco-became-a-global-leader-in-waste-management.html 
109 Rosengren, C. (2022). San Francisco Bay Area, inspiration for California’s organics law, offers recycling lessons and limitations. Waste Dive. 

https://www.wastedive.com/news/sb-1383-part-5-organics-san-francisco-oakland-alameda/626512/ 

 



Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 41 of 42 

 

 
110 Ban of Recyclables in Garbage – Utilities | seattle.gov. (n.d.). Www.seattle.gov. https://www.seattle.gov/utilities/your-services/collection-and-disposal/ban-of-

recyclables-in-garbage 
111 Morris, J. (2020). Seattle’s Winning Strategy For Managing Organics. BioCycle. https://www.biocycle.net/seattles-winning-strategy-managing-organics/ 
112 Vermont’s Universal Rcycling Law | Department of Environmental Conversation. (n.d.). Dec.vermont.gov. https://ilsr.org/rule/food-scrap-ban/vermont-organics-

recovery/#:~:text=Universal%20Recycling%20Law%20Timeline,collection%20of%20these%20material%20streams. 
113 AUTHOR: Yerina Mugica Co-authored with Alice Henly, formerly of NRDC. (2017). https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/food-matters-vermont-universal-

recycling-cs.pdf 
114 (2024). Google.com. 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwjvn9Cy37GEAxVU1zQHHUN7DTIQFnoECA4QAw&url=https%3A%2F%2Fdec.v

ermont.gov%2Fsites%2Fdec%2Ffiles%2Fwmp%2FSolidWaste%2FDocuments%2FUniversal-Recycling%2FFood-Scrap-Ban-

Guidance.pdf&usg=AOvVaw1MQ_SxdtUHyyXFwGlporHI&opi=89978449 
115 Food to the Rescue: Vermont’s Universal Recycling Law. (2017, October 24). Www.nrdc.org. https://www.nrdc.org/resources/food-rescue-vermonts-universal-

recycling-law 
116 Wastes Act. (n.d.). Www.ecolex.org. Retrieved February 1, 2024, from https://www.ecolex.org/details/legislation/wastes-act-lex-faoc200405/? 
117 Country profile. (2022). https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/many-eu-member-states/czechia 
118 Ferraris, M., Paleari, S., & Scp, E. (2013). Municipal waste management in Italy EEA project manager: Almut Reichel. 

https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/managing-municipal-solid-waste/italy-municipal-waste-management 
119 Bartnicka, S. (n.d.). Want to reduce food waste, Ontario? Be more like Vancouver. The Narwhal. https://thenarwhal.ca/ontario-food-waste/ 
120 City considers new curbside garbage policy to divert waste from landfill. (2023, May 5). Bay Ward Bulletin. https://www.baywardbulletin.ca/city-considers-new-

curbside-garbage-policy-to-divert-waste-from-landfill/ 

 

http://www.seattle.gov/
https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/food-matters-vermont-universal-recycling-cs.pdf
https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/food-matters-vermont-universal-recycling-cs.pdf
http://www.ecolex.org/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/managing-municipal-solid-waste/italy-municipal-waste-management
https://thenarwhal.ca/ontario-food-waste/
https://www.baywardbulletin.ca/city-considers-new-curbside-garbage-policy-to-divert-waste-from-landfill/
https://www.baywardbulletin.ca/city-considers-new-curbside-garbage-policy-to-divert-waste-from-landfill/


Organic Waste Bans to Landfill – Megan McKenzie – Intern  
Non peer-reviewed - Version 1 – 28 March 2024          Page 42 of 42 

 

 
121A review of organic waste management in 2022. (n.d.). Issuu. Retrieved February 4, 2024, from 

https://issuu.com/glen.t/docs/resource_february_2023/s/19449579#:~:text=Western%20Cape%20organic%20waste%20landfill%20ban&text=In%202017%2C%20t

he%20Western%20Cape,organics%20to%20landfill%20by%202027. 


	12 Jul 24Megan 6
	Title:
	Author:
	Output type:
	Pages:
	Date: 
	Review:
	Versions
	Archive page link:
	Notes:


	PMCSA-24-03-02-V1 OPMCSA Internship output - Organic waste bans to landfills - M McKenzie V1

