WOULDN’T IT BE GREAT
IF THERE WERE A TOOL
THAT COULD HELP ME
DETERMINE SOME ANSWERS?

WHICH PAPER
PRODUCTS ARE
ENVIRONMENTALLY
PREFERABLE?

WHAT IS
THE CARBON
FOOTPRINT OF
PAPER?

| THINK | CAN HELP
YOU WITH THAT.

WHY CAN’T ALL PAPER
BE MADE OF 100%
RECYCLED FIBER?
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INTRODUCING THE ENVIRONMENTAL FOOTPRINT COMPARISON TOOL
{WWW.PAPERENVIRONMENT.ORG}

The EFCTisaweb-basedinformationresource
(www.PaperEnvironment.org) designed
to help industry stakeholders understand
the challenges faced in simultaneously
meeting a broad array of environmental
objectives. Minimizing the environmental
footprint from pulp and paper manufactur-
ing requires understanding the interactions
between various parameters. There are
a number of releases to the environment
associated with manufacturing, recycling,
and disposing of paper products. When a
company explores ways to minimize one of

these releases, it may find that other types
of environmental releases are minimized at
the same time (co-benefits)—or it may find
that other types of environmental releases
become larger (trade-offs). Environmental
decisions therefore become something of a
balancing act, seeking to maximize co-ben-
efits while minimizing trade-offs. This tool
helps stakeholders understand these some-
times complexinteractions that become the
scientific backbone of decisions related to
minimizing a company’s or a facility’s envi-
ronmental footprint.

LEFT: screenshot of the home page showing interactive diagram of the
paper-making process.

THE EFCT INCLUDES MATERIAL ON THESE
MANUFACTURING-RELATED SUBJECTS:

» Recycled Fiber

» Greenhouse Gases

- Water

» Chlorinated Compounds
» SOx and NOx

» Non-Wood Fiber

* Energy

- BOD/COD/TSS
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ENVIRONMENTAL FOOTPRINT COMPARISON TOOL

QUICK FACTS
s

ENVIRONMENTAL FOOTPRINT COMPARISON TOOL

OVERVIEW OF EFFECTS OF DECREASED RELEASE OF CHLORINATED COMPOUNDS
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EFFECTS OF DECREASED GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.
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ABOVE LEFT TO RIGHT: screenshot showing the first level of information including “quick facts” and video content in the Water section; screenshot of second level information—the
overview from the Chlorinated Compounds section; screenshot third level of information—an interactive PDF from the Greenhouse Gases section; and a screenshot honing in on the

video content from the Non-Wood Fiber section.

EACH SUBJECT Is EXPLORED by looking at
increasing its use (in the case of Recycled
Fiber and Non-Wood Fiber) or decreasing
its release (in the case of all other subjects)
in relation to associated environmental co-

benefits and trade-offs in the nine categories
shown in the screenshot below: Water;
Energy; Greenhouse Gases; Chlorinated
Compounds; Wood Use; Odor; Emissions
to Air; Discharge to Water; and Solid Waste.
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INCREASED RECYCLED FIBER USE

Please roll over a bubble or click & header for more information
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ABOVE: screenshot of bubble grid showing co-benefits
and trade-offs for “Increased Recycled Fiber Use.”

THE WEBSITE INCORPORATES THREE LEVELS
OF DETAIL. The first level includes video con-
tent, “quick facts”, and a grid that provides
short statements on the environmental
trade-offs and co-benefits for each subject
area. The second level of the website pro-
vides an overview of basic facts (including
a definition of the given subject area, cur-
rent industry performance, opportunities
for improvement, and challenges to future
reductions). The third level of the website
drills deeper into the co-benefits and trade-
offs for each of the nine categories, for each
subject area, with detailed text supported by
published scientific references.

This layered system allows for use of the
EFCT by various types of stakeholders—
including those with no knowledge of the
industry through to those with very detailed
knowledge of the sector.




CLICK HERE TO ENTER
WWW.PAPERENVIRONMENT.ORG

FOR MORE INFORMATION PLEASE CONTACT PAPERENVIRONMENT@NCASI.ORG



