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¶ Name of the recipient: The Corporation of the Town of Markham 
¶ Phone, fax, e-mail and address of lead contact: 

Claudia Marsales, Senior Manager, Waste Management 
Fax Number: 905-479-7772 
Email: cmarsales@markham.ca: 
Town of Markham 
8100 Warden Avenue 
Markham, Ontario L6G 1B4 
Date of report: February 29, 2012 

¶ Funding Partners: Waste Diversion Ontario/Continuous Improvement Fund and Canadian Plastics 
Industry Association (CPIA)  

 

1.0 Executive Summary  

The following document summarizes the performance, impact and learnings from the Town of Markham 
Polystyrene Densifier Technology Project. The Polystyrene Densifier machine (PS Densifier) has proven 
ÔÏ ÂÅ Á ÖÅÒÙ ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅ ÔÏÏÌ ÉÎ ÓÕÐÐÏÒÔ ÏÆ -ÁÒËÈÁÍȭÓ ÄÒÉÖÅ ÔÏ×ÁÒÄÓ :ÅÒÏ 7ÁÓÔÅ, reducing their operating 
costs and enabling Markham to find innovative solutions to waste management. Key metrics observed 
thus far include: 

PERFORMANCE METRICS: 

¶ PS Densifier Machine has been installed and in active duty since April 26, 2011 
¶ Up till March 31, 2012, PS Densifier had processed 7,921 bags of sorted polystyrene foam cushion 

& food packaging (each bag is approx. 90/litres?  gallons) 
¶ PS Densifier has an average volume reduction ratio of 21.35:1. This means that: 

o prior to the use of the PS Densifier, a truckload of undensified polystyrene would carry 
approximately 191 bags  

o Town of Markham would pay to ship this undensified polystyrene 
o Now 1 truckload of densified polystyrene can carry the equivalent of 1,240 bags or 8,250 

pounds 
o Town of Markham is now paid by recycler/end market  for densified polystyrene foam as 

well as cost to transport  

IMPACT METRICS: 

¶ Through the use of the PS Densifier machine, Markham has been able to reduce the transportation 
cost component of this section of their business from 85% to 37%. 

¶ The PS Densifier machine also creates employment for operators to process the materials in 
Markham prior to transport.  

¶ By greatly reducing transportation costs and creating incremental revenue from recycled 
materials, town of Markham has reduced its costs in this area of its business by $28,457. 

¶ The project Payback Period for the investment in the PS Densifier machine is 2.74 years (at 
current utilization)  

o The PS Densifer is currently only being utilized 5.11% of the time. There are tremendous 
opportunities to further improve the cost-effectiveness of this investment by increasing its 
utilization rates. 

mailto:cmarsales@markham.ca
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LEARNINGS: 

While the PS Densifier machine has been working efficiently and with few problems for many months 
now, it was not without some significant challenges in the set up phase. Town of Markham staff, in 
conjunction with a Team of experts in various fields, was required to conduct a long list of unexpected 
extra work on both the Densifier machine, its safety mechanisms as well as the supporting electrical 
infrastructure connections so that the PS Densifier machine could be safely installed, configured and 
certified for use. A comprehensive list of these extra steps is listed in Appendix 8.4. Any party seeking to 
purchase PS Densifier technology should be aware of these challenges and ensure first of all that that they 
are purchasing CSA-approved equipment. This should be factored into their overall plans as well as 
preliminary discussions with suppliers. It is important to note that as a result of the lessons learned from 
Markham the manufacturer Matrix was able to produce a similar machine in Montreal without any need 
for field modifications. 

Once the initial set up work was complete, Town of Markham had one operator do the majority of the 
materials processing. This individual was able to benefit from the experience of operating the machine on 
a regular basis and understand how the machine would handle a broad range of PS cushion and food 
foams. The operating efficiency of the machine was improved as operating experience was gained.  

2.0 Background  

Markham operates 4 recycling depots, which accept clean loose Polystyrene foam cushion and food foam 
packaging. Previously, the material was bagged, transported to a central location, and then loaded into a 
trailer for transport to market. Markham was managing over 37 tonnes of material annually resulting in 
approximately 75 trailer loads per year and the costs associated with the trucking. The goal of the project 
was to determine if cold densification of could cost effectively produce a marketable material with 
reduced transport and handling costs. 

PHASE 1 ɀ Tri al Phase 

¶ 60 day trial to assess the effectiveness of cold densification was facilitated by the Canadian Plastics 
Industry Association. Matrix Manufacturing Inc. Utah USA was able to offer favorable terms for the 
trial period supplying the Polymax 2500 densifier system. 

¶ Markham will provide separate building, upgrade electrical, provide trained staff to operate 
machine. 

¶ Goal is to achieve cost savings by reducing shipments and assessing the marketability of cold 
densified material. 

¶ Determine viability of processing material for other municipalities from central location. 
¶ Prepare report to be shared with municipalities. 

PHASE 2 ɀ Purchase densifier and establish in permanent processing location. 

3.0 Developing Baseline Evaluation   

Prior to embarking on this project, Markham did a thorough analysis of the actions and cost structure of 
their previous operations. It is important to note that the most significant prior program cost factor was 
the cost to transport loose PS foam to market. The poor economics are due to the high volume and low 
weight of loose PS Foam. !Ó ÓÕÃÈȟ -ÁÒËÈÁÍȭÓ ÐÒÅÖÉÏÕÓ ÃÏÓÔ ÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅ ÓÁ× ψυϷ ÏÆ ÁÌÌ ÃÏÓÔÓ ÇÏÉÎÇ ÔÏ×ÁÒÄÓ 
the transportation of the polystyrene. Furthermore, the market for undensified polystyrene is such that 
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some recyclers will accept the material provided it is clean but will often not pay for the material and any 
shipping costs.  
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4ÈÅ ÆÏÌÌÏ×ÉÎÇ ÉÓ Á ÂÒÅÁËÄÏ×Î ÏÆ ÔÈÅ Ȱ0ÒÅ-4ÅÓÔ "ÁÓÅÌÉÎÅȱ ÖÏÌÕÍÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÃÏÓÔÓ 

 

 

4.0 Results of PS Densifier Use 

Upon successful completion of the installation process, Markham brought in third party contractor to 
operate the PS Densifier Machine. The results were quickly seen where trucks that earlier had been 
regularly outbound full with undensified polystyrene were now significantly reduced by densification of 
the polystyrene foamȢ $ÅÎÓÉÆÉÅÄ ÐÏÌÙÓÔÙÒÅÎÅ ȰÌÏÇÓȱ ×ÅÒÅ ÓÔÏÒÅÄ ÉÎ ρȢπψ ÃÕÂÉÃ ÍÅÔÒÅ Ȱ'ÁÙÌÏÒÄÓȱ ÔÈÁÔ ÃÏÕÌÄ 
each hold an average of 375 pounds. The quality and consistency of the densified polystyrene logs can 
vary based upon the polystyrene that is being processed but thus far the recyclers purchasing and using 
the densified polystyrene logs have been pleased with the product. Furthermore, Markham has been able 
to develop a solid knowledge base of how to best process the materials as well as safe and efficient 
operation of the PS Densifier machine. 
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4ÈÅ ÆÏÌÌÏ×ÉÎÇ ÉÓ Á ÂÒÅÁËÄÏ×Î ÏÆ ÔÈÅ Ȱ0ÏÓÔ-4ÅÓÔ 2ÅÓÕÌÔÓȱ ÖÏÌÕÍÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÃÏÓÔÓ: 
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5.0 PS Densifier Upfront Costs  

As mentioned in Section 1.0 above, perhaps the most significant challenge of this Project was in getting 
the machine modified to meet ESA standards and the installation designed to fulfill the requirements of 
the PSR commissioned by the Town of Markham. Town of Markham staff, were involved with 
knowledgeable persons in various fields to complete the work detailed in Appendix 8.4. Purchasers of 
such equipment should consider all installations costs, some of which may be unique to their facility and 
circumstances, in calculating the full installed price of a system. .  A summary of the costs to purchase, 
modify and install the PS Densifier machine is as follows: 
 

 
 
 
6.0 Financial Considerations/Business Case  

As outlined in Sections 3, 4 and 5, Markham took great care to capture original baseline costs and then 
measure all measurable set up costs as well as ongoing usage and operational costs. At the very highest 
level the success of this Project is dependent on the following key components: 

¶ Greatly reducing transportation costs 
¶ Creating a finished product that has a market value 
¶ While labour costs do increase this is more than offset by the decrease in transportation costs as 

well as incremental revenue from marketing the densified product. It is important to note that this 
0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ ÁÆÆÉÒÍÓ ÔÈÅ ȰÂÕÓÉÎÅÓÓ ÃÁÓÅȱ ÆÏÒ :ÅÒÏ 7ÁÓÔÅ ÁÎÄ ÒÅÃÙÃÌÉÎÇ ÉÎ ÔÈÁÔ ÉÎÖÅÓÔÉÎg in recycling 
creates more jobs than investing in landfills. 
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Overall, usage of the PS Densifier technology will result in estimated annual cost savings of $28,457 with 
a Projected Program Payback Period of 2.74 years following the initial investment. This is summarized in 
the following: 

 

Some further observations and notes to this analysis include the following: 

¶ All 90 gallon(litre ) bags that are used to collect PS are now being recycled 
¶ This analysis does not include CO emissions reduction in truck transport 
¶ Densification ratio subject to change based on breakdown of materials between cushion packaging 

and food service packaging foam. 
¶ Densification Ratio calculation assumes all bags are completely and tightly filled  
¶ Higher value markets could be accessed with a more uniformly packaged end product (e.g. 

palletized and stretched wrapped ɀ no Gaylords). 
¶ Labour time and cleanness of materials subject to change as Team gains experience working with 

Densifier and adjusts staffing and education accordingly.  
¶ Economics of Project subject to change if PS Densifier is to be utilized at a higher rate with 

possible charge back to other partners. 
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7.0 Other Considerations /Next Steps  

As with any similar Project, being one of the first to adopt and apply this technology had a number of 
positive outcomes as well as outcomes in need of improvement. Some key considerations for Groups 
looking to implement PS Densifier technology in this regard would include, but not be limited to, the 
following:  

Positive Outcomes:  

a) Once installed, the PS Densifier reliably compacts polystyrene with few no significant maintenance 
and operating problems 

b) The savings in transportation costs due to the compaction has been realized and has been 
significant 

c) The machine turns out a high quality densified log that has been well accepted by recyclers 
d) The learning curve for operators has been a relatively short one 
e) 0ÒÏÃÅÓÓÉÎÇ -ÁÒËÈÁÍȭÓ Ï×Î ÒÅÃÙÃÌÁÂÌÅ ÍÁÔÅÒÉÁÌÓ ÃÒÅÁÔÅÓ ÊÏÂÓ ÉÎ -ÁÒËÈÁÍ 
f) Can promote more PS Foam diversion to residents now that densifer is operational to mitigate 

transport costs; 

Opportunities for Improvement 

a) The installation process requires a significant overhaul so that future users of this technology do 
not have to experience the lengthy, costly and unexpected process experienced here.  

b) )ÄÅÁÌÌÙ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔȭÓ ÓÕÃÃÅÓÓ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÎÏÔ ÄÅÔÒÁÃÔ ÆÒÏÍ ÅÆÆÏÒÔÓ ÔÏ ÒÅÄÕÃÅ ÔÈÅ ÁÍÏÕÎÔ ÏÆ ÐÏÌÙÓÔÙÒÅÎÅ 
ÂÏÔÈ ÉÎ ÕÓÅ ÁÓ ×ÅÌÌ ÁÓ ÉÎ -ÁÒËÈÁÍȭÓ ×ÁÓÔÅ ÓÔÒÅÁÍ  

c) Markham Depots and their capability to manage more PS Foam need to be assessed. 
d) Enhancing material handling capabilities (e.g. ability to double stack pallets in truck would further 

decrease number of shipments and shipping costs)  

Next Steps: 

Markham will continue to use the PS Densifier machine to process its polystyrene waste. A possible next 
step to improve its cost-ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅÎÅÓÓ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÔÏ ÅØÐÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÍÁÃÈÉÎÅȭÓ ÈÏÕÒÓ ÏÆ ÕÓÅ ÁÎÄ receive and 
ÐÒÏÃÅÓÓ ÍÏÒÅ ÍÁÔÅÒÉÁÌÓȢ 4ÈÉÓ ÍÁÔÅÒÉÁÌ ÃÏÕÌÄ ÃÏÍÅ ÆÒÏÍ ÅØÐÁÎÄÅÄ ÔÒÁÆÆÉÃ ÁÔ -ÁÒËÈÁÍȭÓ 2ÅÃÙÃÌÉÎÇ $ÅÐÏÔÓ 
or from neighbouring Municipalities where Markham would charge back for the use of the PS Densifier 
machine.  
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8.0 Appendix  
 

Appendix 8.1 ɀ pictures of PS Densifier Machine  

 

Image 8.1.1: Densifer and Extruder 

 

Image 8.1.2: Overhead Storage Bag 
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Image 8.1.3: Grinder  

 

Image 8.1.4: Conveyor  

 


