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SUO 26 28 Ge

As it is assumed that all wastewater 
service organizations are working for the 
public good.  It should also be 
considered that manufacturers are 
socially responsible without providing an 
opinion for a new guideline which has 
yet to be fully vetted.

Remove this opinion statement

SUO 102 104 Te

No evidence has been presented which 
confirms that product breaking up in 
very small peices is the only criteria for 
compatibility.  For instance, all feces is 
not breaking up into very small pieces.  
Materials may disintegrate or not and 
still be weak, while other materials 
remain strong throughout system travel.  

Statement should be corrected

SUO 184 Table Te

Toilet and Drainline Clearance Test 
should be accepted as written.  If 
exceptions are needed then an entirely 
new method should be written.

As outlined in INDA/EDANA 2013, 
FG501: Toilet and Drainline Clearance 
Test
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The Code of Practice for labeling on 
pages 5 & 6 in INDA's Flushable 
guidance document does not address 
how a “flushable” product should be 
labeled.  It only makes reference to 
labeling of products that are determined 
to require a Do Not Flush symbol.

Remove 6.4.1

SUO 207 210 Te

Until there is evidence based in facts, 
there should not be unproven innuendo 
in a document which there is hope to 
become a specification

Remove 7.1.3

SUO 234 242 Te

The language in your 2nd draft is 
different from the language used in test 
method FG504 from the INDA/EDANA 
3rd ed guidance document

Change the language in 7.4 to reflect 
the test method you are citing.


