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BACKGROUND 

Éco Entreprises Québec (ÉEQ) is the private non-profit organization responsible for 

compensating the cost of municipal curbside programs to collect, transport, sort 

and condition containers, packaging and printed matter in Quebec in a sustainable 

development perspective. 

ÉEQ represents more than 3,300 contributing companies and organizations that 

put containers, packaging and printed matter on Quebec’s market. Under the 

Environmental Quality Act (EQA), they are required to compensate 100% of the 

eligible net costs of municipal curbside recycling services.  

The EQA also stipulates that the Schedule of Contributions governing company 

contributions must be submitted to targeted companies and organizations as part 

of a consultation process. ÉEQ’s consultation program focuses on Schedule 

application rules and the contribution table applicable to designated materials. 

The objective of the official consultative process is to inform and consult the 

greatest possible number of targeted companies and organizations at all steps 

leading to the adoption and coming into force of the Schedule of Contributions for 

a given obligation year. The Board of Directors therefore adopts a consultation 

program for each Schedule of Contributions. Once consultation activities are 

complete, ÉEQ presents a report to the government on the conclusions drawn from 

the consultation. The preliminary Schedule of Contributions adopted by ÉEQ’s 

Board of Directors may therefore be changed by the consultation process before 

the final version is subsequently approved by the Board. 

Targeted companies and organizations must submit to ÉEQ their Company Report 

on the materials they place on Quebec’s market, which becomes the basis for 

determining the contribution that is due. The amount of the contribution is 

calculated by multiplying the quantity – in kilograms – of each material in a given 

class by the applicable rate indicated in the contribution table for the obligation 

year concerned, and then adding up those amounts. 

This summary presents the main changes made to the contribution table and 

application rules – the Schedule of Contributions – for obligation years 2015 and 

2016, as well as the new contribution table itself. The current Schedule of 

Contributions will be submitted to targeted companies as part of consultation 

meetings held on November 17 and 19, 2015. 
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OVERVIEW OF 2014 AND 2015 

MUNICIPAL CURBSIDE RECYCLING IN QUEBEC 

In 2014, over 792,000 t of materials were recovered in Quebec via the curbside 

recycling system, which is a decline of 16,000 t since 2013. That decline is mainly 

due to lighter-weight containers and packaging and lower quantities of certain 

printed matter items and newspapers, which are increasingly being published 

online. Municipalities’ net costs grew at a similar pace as in previous years, i.e. 

about 4% per year. 

Data for 2015 are not yet available, but all signs indicate that the trend (also 

observed throughout North America) will continue. The situation is also affected by 

recent fluctuations in market outlet sale prices for materials processed by sorting 

centres, which have been especially volatile due to the turmoil in Chinese markets. 

However, part of the QST is deducted from costs, as the government reimburses 

that tax to municipalities, therefore making corresponding amounts ineligible for 

compensation. The reimbursement was introduced in the 2015 transitional fiscal 

pact and extended to the 2016-2019 agreement with municipalities. For calendar 

year 2014 (2015 Schedule of Contributions), the reimbursement was 62.8% of 

QST, and the percentage has been set at 50% for calendar years 2015 to 2019. 

The lower quantities recovered via curbside recycling is also reflected in Company 

Reports submitted to ÉEQ. Consequently, compensatable costs increase while the 

quantities on which to distribute those costs decline, therefore pushing rates 

higher. This situation highlights the need for ÉEQ to take on the role of optimizer. 

In that regard, ÉEQ contributes to obtaining the best cost/tonne of recovered 

materials thanks to several programs and initiatives that encourage the adoption 

and dissemination curbside recycling’s best practices. With that in mind, ÉEQ’s 

optimization team held twenty workshops in 2014 and 2015 as part of the Best 

Practices Initiative for Effective Curbside Recycling. The meetings were held in 

nine administrative regions and provided a forum for almost 200 municipal 

representatives to share their experience and successes and thus optimize 

proposal specification documents and overall curbside recycling management. 



 

 Page 4 of 17  
 

November 17, 2015 

CONSULTATION ON THE 2015 AND 2016 
SCHEDULES OF CONTRIBUTIONS 

Summary 

 

   

Quebec 2014 2013 Variation 

Tonnes recovered 792,992 808,817 -2.0% 

Net cost $163.1 M  $156.6 M  4.2% 

Population 8,214,672 8,072,454 1.8% 

kg/inhab. 97 100 -3.7% 

$/tonne recovered          $206    $194  6.2% 

 

STUDY UPDATES 

As announced during the last consultations for the 2014 Schedule of Contributions, 

three studies needed for 2015 and 2016 Schedule development were finalized 

during the past year. 

1.  The sorting centre materials characterization study was carried out by the 

MDDELCC and RECYC-QUÉBEC in 2014-2015. The findings were used to 

update the proportion of designated vs. non-designated materials placed in 

curbside recycling bins, and to determine the new deduction percentage 

now stipulated in the draft regulation published on November 4, 2015. 

2. RECYC-QUÉBEC and ÉEQ carried out an update of the characterization study 

of residential residual materials for the period from 2012 to 2013. The 

findings, which will be used in the 2015 and 2016 Schedules of 

Contributions, are available on both organizations’ websites. 1 , 2  Recovery 

rates for most of the 30 materials reported to ÉEQ changed, either 

increasing or decreasing. That fact will be reflected in the contribution table. 

3. Finally, in June 2015, RECYC-QUÉBEC and ÉEQ also updated the activity-

based costing study for 2013. The results have been recognized by the 

government, who integrated them in its draft regulation published on 

November 4, 2015.  

REVISIONS TO THE FEE FORMULA 

One of the priorities identified in ÉEQ’s strategic plan is to provide contributing 

companies with a simple and stable fee structure. ÉEQ therefore carried out a fee 

formula revision process between the spring of 2014 and the summer of 2015. 

                                                        
1 http://www.recyc-quebec.gouv.qc.ca/client/fr/rubriques/documentation.asp?idTypeLib=70 
2 http://www.ecoentreprises.qc.ca/innover-et-optimiser/renforcement-de-la-collecte-selective/taux-de-

recuperation-residences 
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The steering committee, made up of representatives from a dozen contributing 

companies in various business sectors, held six working meetings to analyze a 

range of change scenarios. Many external experts were called upon to provide the 

management team with guidance as they studied available information. Many 

other information meetings were held with business associations and 

manufacturers, government representatives and companies closely involved in 

Schedule development for many years. 

Recommendations were formulated by the steering committee and one was 

integrated in the 2015 and 2016 Schedules. It is explained in further detail later in 

this document. Other recommendations are currently under study. 

LEGISLATION 

ÉEQ will present a Schedule of Contributions that covers both 2015 and 2016 due 

to delays in the publication of the government’s decisions on the allocation of costs 

to the three classes of materials and the determination of the percent deduction to 

apply for non-designated materials placed in recycling bins.  The draft regulation 

was published 3  on November 4, 2015, and is expected to be adopted by 

December 31, 2015. 

  

                                                        
3 http://www2.publicationsduquebec.gouv.qc.ca/dynamicSearch/telecharge.php?type=1&file=63976.pdf 
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MAIN CHANGES TO THE SCHEDULES OF CONTRIBUTIONS 

COMPENSATABLE COSTS 

Municipalities reported a total of $163.1 million in net costs for the 2015 Schedule 

of Contributions.4 According to trends observed since 2010, those costs increase 

consistently year over year by a factor of approximately 4%. For the 2016 

Schedule, the costs have therefore been estimated at $170.5 million. 

Part of the QST relating to municipal net costs is not compensatable by ÉEQ 

starting with calendar year 2014. That translates to a savings of over $9 million 

for the 2015 Schedule of Contributions and $7.7 million for the 2016 Schedule. 

According to the draft regulation published on November 4, 2015, the deduction 

for non-designated materials was reduced from 7.5% to 6.6% for the 2015 and 

subsequent Schedules of Contributions, thus confirming the government’s decision 

that those costs should be shared by industry and municipalities and adjusted 

according to the new data. The deduction is based on the findings of the sorting 

centre materials characterization study carried out by the MDDELCC and RECYC-

QUÉBEC in 2014. The deduction for non-designated materials therefore represents 

more than $10 million for each of the Schedules. 

Finally, the deduction relating to the Performance and Effectiveness (P&E) factor 

was lowered, from 6.6% to 4.8%, for the 2015 Schedule of Contributions. For the 

2016 Schedule, the deduction was estimated at 5% in accordance with recent 

trends, which comes out to a deduction of approximately $7 million.  

The draft regulation published on November 4, 2015, sets the allocation of costs to 

the three classes of designated materials as follows: 

Category Share of net costs  

2015-2016 Schedules 

Share of net costs  

2013-2014 Schedules 

Newspapers 8.7% 10.4% 

Printed matter 19.4% 20.5% 

Containers and 
packaging 

71.9% 69.1% 

ÉEQ's total share 91.3% 89.6% 

 

                                                        
4 The costs were reported by municipalities, but are still subject to revision by RECYC-QUÉBEC. 
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The decrease for newspapers drives up ÉEQ’s overall share from 89.6% to 91.3%, 

resulting in an overall increase of 4.2% for the 2015 Schedule of Contributions and 

5.6% for the 2016 Schedule, as follows: 

Cost 2014 
Schedule 

2015 
Schedule 

2016 
Schedule 

Municipal net costs, including 
QST  

$154.9 M $163.1 M $170.5 M 

Deduction - QST reimbursement $0.0 M ($9.3 M) ($7.7 M) 

Municipal net costs reported $154.9 M $153.8 M $162.8 M 

Deduction - Non-designated 
materials 

($11.6 M) ($10.2 M) ($10.7 M) 

Deduction - P&E ($9.5 M) ($6.9 M) ($7.6 M) 

Municipal management costs 

(8.55%) 

$11.4 M $11.7 M $12.3 M 

Deduction - Newspapers’ share ($15.1 M) ($12.9 M) ($13.6 M) 

ÉEQ compensation to 
municipalities 

$130.1 M $135.6 M $143.1 M 

Variation  + 4.2% +5.6% 

    

IN SHORT 

 
The annual increase in municipal net costs, established at approximately 4%, 
coupled with the new governmental allocation of costs among classes of materials 

result in an increase in the total amount to be compensated by companies, which 
is then mitigated by the deductions considered. Compensatable costs for the 

2015 and 2016 Schedules of Contributions are therefore $135.6 million 
and $143.1 million respectively. 

OTHER COSTS 

Other costs need to be added to produce the total contribution payable by 

contributing companies. 

ÉEQ’s administration expenses total $3.3 million for the 2015 and 2016 Schedules 

of Contributions. Costs of studies and projects come to $2.7 million for the 2015 

Schedule and $2.9 million for the 2016 Schedule. Overall, ÉEQ’s expenses have 

remained stable from one year to the next at about $6 million, or a little over 4% 

of companies’ total contribution. 
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Since the 2014 Schedule of Contributions, eligibility criteria for paying a flat fee 

were broadened in order to lighten the administrative burden for small businesses. 

The total of flat fee contributions has therefore increased. Given its level, 

estimated at approximately $1 million per Schedule, it makes sense to deduct that 

amount before the costs are distributed to companies who report and pay 

according to the quantities they generate. 

The following factors have remained unchanged since the 2014 Schedule of 

Contributions: 

 Percentage determining the allowance paid to RECYC-QUÉBEC 

 Percentage determining the provision for bad debt 

IN SHORT 

 
ÉEQ’s administration expenses and the costs of studies and projects the 

organization carries out are stable and added to the costs companies 
compensate. In addition, flat fee contributions, estimated at approximately 

$1 million, are deducted from the total amount to be compensated. Apart from 
that, the percentage that determines the allowance paid to RECYC-QUÉBEC and 

the provision for bad debt remain unchanged. 

LOWER REPORTED QUANTITIES 

In the 2010 to 2012 Schedules of Contributions, reported quantities were on the 

upswing and, especially, higher than quantities expected to be reported. Since the 
2013 Schedule, quantities reported have generally declined due to: 

 Lighter-weight containers and packaging used by companies (e.g. various 
policies to reduce the weight of containers and packaging) 

 The move towards lighter-weight materials (e.g. use of plastic laminates 

instead of glass) 

 Refinement in company reporting (e.g. more accurate reporting of container 
and packaging weight, better identification of deductions, etc.) 



 

 Page 9 of 17  
 

November 17, 2015 

CONSULTATION ON THE 2015 AND 2016 
SCHEDULES OF CONTRIBUTIONS 

Summary 

 

   

 

This trend toward lower quantities was integrated in 2015 and 2016 Schedule of 
Contribution estimates. An overall decline in quantities reported combined with 

higher costs to be compensated results in higher average rates to be paid. 

Note that this decline was also observed by members of the Canadian Stewardship 
Services Alliance (CSSA), particularly Stewardship Ontario who noted an annual 

decline of around 3% in the past five years. 

IN SHORT  

 
As observed in other Canadian provinces, companies operating in Quebec have 

been reporting lower quantities over the past few years, particularly due to 
reduction at the source and increasingly more accurate reporting. As indicated 

above, the total amount to be compensated is higher. As that amount must be 
distributed over lower quantities, the average rate per material is higher.  

CHANGE OF A FEE FORMULA PARAMETER 

The formula revision process revealed that the factor with the greatest impact on 

rate stability is the update of quantities generated (determined by the 

characterization study) and quantities expected to be reported by targeted 

companies - two input figures used in the fee formula. A material with a higher 

reported quantity than generated quantity will benefit from a lower rate, and vice 

versa. That fact has a bigger impact than variations in the other two performance 

indicators, i.e. recovery rate and net cost of processing. 
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To eliminate that effect, the fee formula revision steering committee recommends 

distributing costs using quantities reported instead of quantities in the 

characterization study. That change reduces rate instability by more than half. 

The change therefore meets the objective of the strategic plan, which is to 

improve overall rate stability. Of course, a change of parameter necessarily has an 

impact on fees. Certain rates will be significantly affected in the first year the 

change is applied. While some materials rates will be lower by over 30%, the 

opposite will be true for other rates that go up by over 20%. 

To reduce the impact on certain rates, we will draw from the Risk and Rate 

Stabilization Fund to temper the effect on materials that are most affected by the 

change. Details of this distribution are presented in the following section. 

IN SHORT  

 

To increase rate stability, ÉEQ distributed the costs in its fee formula according to 
quantities reported rather than on quantities determined by the characterization 
study. Transition measures have been applied to temper the more severe impacts 

on certain materials. 

USE OF THE RISK AND RATE STABILIZATION FUND 

An amount of $3.8 million was drawn from the Risk and Rate Stabilization Fund for 

each of the 2015 and 2016 Schedules of Contributions. Any change in formula 

parameter will result in significant variations for certain materials, whether 

positive or negative. The tempering amount was therefore distributed to materials 

whose total rate increase following the change in parameter is over the average 

increase. In 2015, the entire $3.8 million amount is distributed over nine materials 

in proportion to the rate disparity suffered. In 2016, $2.1 million is allocated to 

temper the rate disparity, while the remaining $1.7 million is applied evenly to all 

materials. 
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Cost 2014 
Schedule 

2015 
Schedule 

2016 
Schedule 

ÉEQ compensation to 
municipalities 

$130.1 M $135.6 M $143.1 M 

Allowance paid to RECYC-
QUÉBEC 

$2.5 M $2.6 M $2.7 M 

ÉEQ expenses $5.8 M $6.0 M $6.2 M 

Reserve for bad debt $2.8 M $2.9 M $3.0 M 

Deduction for flat fees $0.0 M ($1.0 M) ($1.0 M) 

Risk fund ($3.8 M) ($3.8 M) ($3.8 M) 

ÉEQ’s total contribution $137.3 M $142.3 M $150.3 M 

Variation  +3.6% +5.7% 

Quantities expected to be 
reported 

671,292 t 639,616 t 631,783 t 

Variation  -4.7% -1.2% 

Average rate $205/t $222/t $238/t 

Variation  +8.7% +7.0% 

 

FLAT FEES 

Although eligibility criteria for flat fee payment have not changed, contribution 

amounts were adjusted according to the average annual increase in rates. 

Eligibility criteria  2014 
Schedule 

2015 
Schedule 

2016 
Schedule 

Based on tonnage > 1 to ≤ 2.5 
tonnes 

$360 $390 $420 

> 2.5 to ≤ 5 
tonnes 

$770 $835 $900 

> 5 to ≤ 10 

tonnes 

$1,535 $1,670 $1,785 

> 10 to ≤ 15 
tonnes 

$2,560 $2,785 $2,975 

Based on sales >$1 M to ≤ $2 M $2,560 $2,785 $2,975 
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CONTRIBUTION TABLE 

Material 2015 rates 

(¢/kg) 

Variation 

Vs 2014 

2016 rates 

(¢/kg) 

Variation 

Vs 2015 

Printed matter 19.337 5.3u% 20.593 6.5% 

Newsprint inserts and circulars 16.529  9.5% 17.594 6.4% 

Catalogues and publications 23.991  6.5% 25.475 6.2% 

Magazines 23.991  6.5% 25.475 6.2% 

Telephone books 23.991  6.5% 25.475 6.2% 

Paper for general use 23.991  6.5% 25.475 6.2% 

Other printed matter 23.991  6.5% 25.475 6.2% 

Containers and packaging 23.342 9.8% 24.988 7.1% 

Paper and cardboard 19.675 -4.9% 21.070 7.1% 

Corrugated cardboard 18.593 - 29.8% 19.580 5.3% 

Kraft paper bags 18.593 - 29.8% 19.580 5.3% 

Kraft paper packaging 18.593 - 29.8% 19.580 5.3% 

Boxboard and other paper packaging 19.527 15.3% 21.077 7.9% 

Gable-top containers 19.528 19.8% 21.187 8.5% 

Laminated paper 24.495 34.6% 26.553 8.4% 

Aseptic containers 22.869 - 19.7% 24.072 5.3% 

Plastic 36.735 -3.4% 38.879 5.8% 

PET bottles 26.235 19.1% 28.469 8.5% 

HDPE bottles 15.965 - 26.6% 16.756 5.0% 

Plastic laminates 47.142 - 9.0% 49.565 5.1% 

HDPE/LDPE plastic film 47.142 - 9.0% 49.565 5.1% 

HDPE/LDPE film shopping bags 47.142 - 9.0% 49.565 5.1% 

Expanded polystyrene - food 75.026 10.1% 80.132 6.8% 

Expanded polystyrene - protection 75.026 10.1% 80.132 6.8% 

Non-expanded polystyrene 75.026 10.1% 80.132 6.8% 

PET containers 26.235 - 1.5% 28.469 8.5% 

Polylactic acid (PLA) and other degradable plastics 75.026 10.1% 80.132 6.8% 

Other plastics, polymers and polyurethane 30.222 13.4% 32.157 6.4% 

Aluminium 12.746 -32.1% 13.322 4.5% 

Aluminium containers for food and beverages 12.746 - 32.1% 13.322 4.5% 

Other aluminium containers and packaging 12.746 - 32.1% 13.322 4.5% 

Steel 14.421 25.5% 15.640 8.5% 

Aluminium aerosol containers 14.421 25.5% 15.640 8.5% 

Other steel containers 14.421 25.5% 15.640 8.5% 

Glass 16.989 78.1% 18.425 8.5% 

Clear glass 16.946 74.5% 18.378 8.5% 

Coloured glass 17.017 80.2% 18.455 8.5% 

Average rate 22.235 8.8% 23.891 7.0% 
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EXPLANATION OF VARIANCES 

For the 2015 Schedule of Contributions, rates for eleven materials will be lower 

despite the higher costs to be compensated. The reduction is due to the change in 

the quantities parameter in the formula. Rates for ten other materials will increase 

between 6% and 10%, which is similar to the average increase in rate of 8.8%. 

Rates for nine materials will increase from 13% to 80%, even after being 

tempered with part of the $3.8 million from the Risk and Rate Stabilization Fund. 

The change in parameter therefore has a significant effect on certain materials, 

resulting in a great variation in their rates. 

Reminder: Recovery rates and net processing costs are compared between 

materials in the same category when the allocation of costs is calculated. A higher 

recovery rate or a lower net cost will reduce the rate, and vice versa. What 

matters with these data is the relative performance of the recovery rate or net 

cost of one material versus another. So, if we consider only these criteria, the fee 

rate will increase for a material whose recovery rate declines between two 

Schedules as compared to other materials in its category. On the other hand, in a 

case where the recovery rate declines, but not as significantly as the average 

decline of other materials, the fee rate would also decrease. 

Material Detailed explanations on the 2015 Schedule  

Newsprint inserts and 

circulars 

Inserts and circulars 

Rate increase 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

5 other materials 

Rate increase 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 Reduced quantities expected to be reported 

 

Catalogues and 

publications 

Magazines 

Telephone books 

Paper for general use 

Other printed matter 

Corrugated cardboard 

Kraft paper bags 

Kraft paper packaging 

Rate decline 

 Decline due to the recovery rate 

 Decline based on the ABC net cost 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

Boxboard and other 

paper packaging 

Rate increase 

 Increase due to the recovery rate 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

Benefit from transitional measure 
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Gable-top containers Rate increase 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

Benefit from transitional measure 

Laminated paper Rate increase 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

Benefit from transitional measure 

Aseptic containers Rate decline 

 Quantities expected to be reported  

 Decline due to the recovery rate 

 

PET bottles 

PET containers 

New aggregate to reflect the reality in sorting centres   

 

Bottles 

Rate increase 

 Increase due to aggregation with PET containers 

 Change in the formula parameter 

Benefit from transitional measure 

 

Containers 

Rate decline 

 Decline due to the new aggregate 

(previously aggregated with other plastics) 

 

HDPE bottles Rate decline 

 Decline based on the ABC net cost 

 

Plastic laminates 

HDPE/LDPE plastic film 

HDPE, LDPE and other 

plastic film bags 

Rate decline 

 Decline based on the ABC net cost 

 Increase in reported quantities 

Expanded polystyrene - 

food 

Expanded polystyrene - 
protection 

Non-expanded 
polystyrene 

Polylactic acid (PLA) 

 

Rate increase 

 Increase due to the recovery rate 

 Increase based on the ABC net cost 
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Other plastics, polymers 

and polyurethane 

Rate increase 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

Benefit from transitional measure 

 

Aluminium containers 

for food and beverages 

Other aluminium 

containers and 
packaging 

Rate decline 

 Decline based on ABC net cost 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

Aerosol containers 

Other steel containers 

Rate increase 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

Benefit from transitional measure 

Clear and coloured glass Rate increase 

 Increase based on ABC net cost 

 Increase due to recovery rate 

 Change in the formula parameter 

 

Benefit from transitional measure 

 

For the 2016 Schedule of Contributions, the rate variation is far less significant, as 

the formula is the same as for the 2015 Schedule. The hike in rates is therefore a 

result of the variation in municipal costs and quantities expected to be reported, 

varying from 4.5% to 8.5% and averaging 7%. Materials with the highest increase 

in 2016 are those that benefited from tempering measures in 2015. 

 

IN SHORT  

 

In accordance with the principle of communicating vessels, the relative 
performance of the recovery rate or net cost of each material, compared to other 
materials in the same category, will influence the rates. For the 2015 Schedule of 

Contributions, rates for eleven materials are lower, that for ten materials rise but 
less than the average increase, and the rates for nine materials go up significantly. 

A close look at the above tables will help identify the discrepancies attributable to 
the materials a company generates. As the fee formula for the 2016 Schedule of 
Contributions is the same as for 2015, the rates are more consistent with an 

average increase of 7%. 
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RULES 

With the launch of its reporting process optimization initiative, ÉEQ seeks to lessen 

reporting irritants and institute procedures to maintain fairness and ensure the 

issues experienced by some companies do not affect all of them.   

The proposed changes therefore meet those objectives and are consistent with 

ÉEQ’s process to update and streamline application rules. The rules were amended 

in such a way as to simplify some of its provisions in order to not only facilitate 

understanding and delimit interpretation, but also harmonize them, inasmuch as 

possible, with rules applied by other Canadian programs.  

 

ADDED DEFINITIONS 

To clarify certain provisions, ÉEQ suggests adding the following definitions: 

 End-user: The final consumer of a product or service 

 Establishment: A physical location where an organized economic activity is 

carried out by one or more persons, whether or not commercial in nature, 

and consists in the production of goods, their administration or alienation, 

or the delivery of services 

An appendix has been added to the Schedule of Contributions listing 

examples of what is considered an establishment in Quebec. 

 

ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS TO IMPROVE CLARITY 

ÉEQ also proposes to add provisions to clarify certain points and be better aligned 

with other Canadian program rules, specifically: 

 Introduction of a possible reduction in administrative costs: 

• 10% to 5% only in cases where minor administrative action was 

required and upon the company’s request 
 

• Cancellation of all administrative costs in cases where small 
companies (eligible for flat fees) submit Company Reports without 
ÉEQ taking administrative action 

 

 Clarification on co-branding to specify that the company targeted is the one 

that is most closely linked to product production or service delivery, or to 
the container, packaging or printed matter. 
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FAIRNESS AND ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES 

To address issues specific to only certain companies and thus avoid affecting all 

contributing companies, ÉEQ proposes the following changes: 

 Withdraw the contribution payment exemption based on a single retail point 

of sale: 

o Allows for the inclusion of online businesses 

 

 Introduction of a 20% penalty added to imposed invoices for free riders 

 Clarification of deadlines for submitting supporting documentation and 

introduction of fees for non-compliance 

ÉEQ is currently evaluating the possibility of setting deadlines according to the 

reason for a Company Report change request in order to limit their number 

(removal of excluded materials, double reporting, change in methodology). These 

measures will be presented during consultation meetings. 

 


