AOCDP

Republic Services, Inc.

CDP Corporate Questionnaire 2026

Word version

Important: this export excludes unanswered questions

This document is an export of your organization’s CDP questionnaire response. It contains all data points for questions that are answered or in progress. There may be questions or data points that you have
been requested to provide, which are missing from this document because they are currently unanswered. Please note that it is your responsibility to verify that your questionnaire response is complete prior
to submission. CDP will not be liable for any failure to do so.

Read full terms of disclosure

09/03/2026, 07:04 pm


https://www.cdp.net/en/terms-of-disclosure

C1. Introduction

(1.1) In which language are you submitting your response?

Select from:
English

(1.2) Select the currency used for all financial information disclosed throughout your response.

Select from:
usD

(1.3) Provide an overview and introduction to your organization.

(1.3.2) Organization type

Select from:
Publicly traded organization

(1.3.3) Description of organization

Unless the context requires otherwise, all references in this CDP response to "Republic”, "the Company"”, "we", "us" and "our" refer to Republic Services, Inc. and its
consolidated subsidiaries. Republic is one of the largest providers of environmental services in the United States, as measured by revenue. Geographically, 99.9% of
our operations by revenue are located in the United States of America and Canada, with less than 0.1% in United States Overseas Territories (Puerto Rico and
United States Virgin Islands) and Mexico. As of December 31, 2025, we operated 255 transfer stations, 79 recycling centers, 207 active landfills, 2 treatment,
recovery and disposal facilities, 24 treatment, storage and disposal facilities (TSDF), 25 organics facilities, 5 salt water disposal wells, 15 deep injection wells, 9
industrial wastewater treatment facilities, and 2 polymer centers. We are engaged in 84 landfill gas-to-energy and other renewable energy projects and had post-
closure responsibility for 124 closed landfills. Our Scope 1 and 2 emissions include landfill methane emissions, vehicle and equipment emissions, and building
electricity emissions. We have adopted an aggressive target for reducing these operational GHG emissions, approved by the Science Based Targets initiative (SBTi).
Our goal is to reduce absolute Scope 1 and 2 greenhouse gas emissions 35% by 2030 (2017 baseline year). This goal aligns with both the Paris Agreement and
United Nations “Climate Action” Sustainable Development Goal, 13.2 — reduce greenhouse gas emissions. While our Scope 3 emissions are not included in our
SBTi-approved goal, we publicly report them and actively engage with our value chain.

[Fixed row]



(1.4) State the end date of the year for which you are reporting data. For emissions data, indicate whether you will be
providing emissions data for past reporting years.

(1.4.1) End date of reporting year

12/31/2025

(1.4.2) Alignment of this reporting period with your financial reporting period

Select from:
Yes

(1.4.3) Indicate if you are providing emissions data for past reporting years

Select from:
Yes

(1.4.4) Number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 1 emissions data for

Select from:
5years

(1.4.5) Number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 2 emissions data for

Select from:
5 years

(1.4.6) Number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 3 emissions data for

Select from:
5 years
[Fixed row]



(1.4.1) What is your organization’s annual revenue for the reporting period?

16591000000

(1.5) Provide details on your reporting boundary.

Is your reporting boundary for your CDP disclosure the same as that used in your

financial statements?

Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]

(1.6) Does your organization have an ISIN code or another unique identifier (e.g., Ticker, CUSIP, etc.)?
ISIN code - bond

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
No

ISIN code - equity

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
No

CUSIP number



(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
No

Ticker symbol

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
Yes

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier

NYSE: RSG

SEDOL code

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
No

LElI number

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
No

D-U-N-S number

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?




Select from:
No

Other unique identifier

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
No
[Add row]

(1.7) Select the countries/areas in which you operate.

Select all that apply
Canada

United States of America

(1.24) Has your organization mapped its value chain?

(1.24.1) Value chain mapped

Select from:
Yes, we have mapped or are currently in the process of mapping our value chain

(1.24.2) Value chain stages covered in mapping

Select all that apply
Upstream value chain
Downstream value chain



(1.24.3) Highest supplier tier mapped

Select from:
Tier 2 suppliers

(1.24.4) Highest supplier tier known but not mapped

Select from:
Tier 3 suppliers

(1.24.7) Description of mapping process and coverage

Our first value chain mapping exercise was conducted as part of our supplier transparency initiatives, using a trusted partner to solicit and collect information about
key diversity criteria for our direct and tier-2 suppliers. We also maintain visibility and, in some cases, direct relationships with tier 2 suppliers for certain categories,
where our tier 1 supplier serves as a distributor, for example, many of our fleet fuels are provided to us through an intermediary and many of our vehicle purchases
are sold through authorized distributors on behalf of OEMs.

[Fixed row]



C2. Identification, assessment, and management of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

(2.1) How does your organization define short-, medium-, and long-term time horizons in relation to the identification,
assessment, and management of your environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities?

Short-term

(2.1.1) From (years)

0

(2.1.3) To (years)

5

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning

This aligns with broader operational, financial and strategic planning timeframes.

Medium-term

(2.1.1) From (years)

5

(2.1.3) To (years)

10

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning

This timeframe aligns with capital decisions for fleet assets, which have roughly a 10-year lifetime.



Long-term

(2.1.1) From (years)

10

(2.1.2) Is your long-term time horizon open ended?

Select from:
No

(2.1.3) To (years)

100

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning

This timeframe aligns with larger infrastructure capital decisions. For example, recycling facilities are 20-30 year assets and we plan for and monitor landfill airspace
for 40+ years and as much as 100 years for some sites.
[Fixed row]

(2.2) Does your organization have a process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental dependencies and/or
impacts?

Dependencies and/or impacts evaluated in this
process

Process in place

Select from: Select from:
Yes Both dependencies and impacts

[Fixed row]



(2.2.1) Does your organization have a process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental risks and/or
opportunities?

Risks and/or opportunities evaluated in Is this process informed by the
this process dependencies and/or impacts process?

Process in place

Select from: Select from: Select from:
Yes Both risks and opportunities Yes

[Fixed row]

(2.2.2) Provide details of your organization’s process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental
dependencies, impacts, risks, and/or opportunities.

Row 1

(2.2.2.1) Environmental issue

Select all that apply
Climate change

(2.2.2.2) Indicate which of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities are covered by the process for this

environmental issue

Select all that apply
Dependencies
Impacts

Risks
Opportunities



(2.2.2.3) Value chain stages covered

Select all that apply

Direct operations
Upstream value chain
Downstream value chain
End of life management

(2.2.2.4) Coverage

Select from:
Full

(2.2.2.5) Supplier tiers covered

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers

(2.2.2.7) Type of assessment

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(2.2.2.8) Frequency of assessment

Select from:
Annually

(2.2.2.9) Time horizons covered

Select all that apply
Short-term

Medium-term
Long-term



(2.2.2.10) Integration of risk management process

Select from:
Integrated into multi-disciplinary organization-wide risk management process

(2.2.2.11) Location-specificity used

Select all that apply
Site-specific
National

(2.2.2.12) Tools and methods used

Enterprise Risk Management
Enterprise Risk Management

International methodologies and standards
Environmental Impact Assessment
IPCC Climate Change Projections

Life Cycle Assessment

Databases
Nation-specific databases, tools, or standards, please specify :World Bank, WRI floods, ETH Zurich, ECMWF, ESA, IBTrACS

Other

Desk-based research
External consultants
Internal company methods
Materiality assessment

(2.2.2.15) Risk types and criteria considered
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Acute physical

Drought Heavy precipitation (rain, hail, snow/ice)
Heat wave Flood (coastal, fluvial, pluvial, ground water)
Wildfires

Cold wave/frost
Cyclone, hurricane, typhoon

Chronic physical

Heat stress Changing precipitation patterns and types (rain, hail, snow/ice)
Water stress

Temperature variability

Increased severity of extreme weather events

Changing temperature (air, freshwater, marine water)

Policy

Carbon pricing mechanisms

Changes to international law and bilateral agreements
Changes to national legislation

Increased difficulty in obtaining operations permits
Poor coordination between regulatory bodies

Market

Changing customer behavior

Lack of availability and/or increased cost of certified sustainable material
Lack of availability and/or increased cost of raw materials

Uncertainty in market signals

Reputation

Impact on human health

Increased concern and/or negative feedback from partners and stakeholders
Stigmatization of sector
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Technology

Lack of access to data or monitoring systems

Transition to lower emissions technology and products

Other technology risk, please specify :Transition to increasing renewable content Transition to increasing recycled content Transition to reusable products
Liability

Exposure to sanctions and litigation

Non-compliance with regulations and legislation

(2.2.2.16) Partners and stakeholders considered

Select all that apply
NGOs Regulators
Customers Local communities

Employees
Investors
Suppliers

(2.2.2.17) Has this process changed since the previous reporting year?

Select from:
No

(2.2.2.18) Further details of process

Our multi-disciplinary, company-wide Enterprise Risk Management (ERM) process is designed to respond to and monitor risks and opportunities across the business,
including identification, assessment, prioritization, and assignment of ownership. It is a formalized framework that is embedded into and fed by our processes, which
creates greater insight and durability. Climate-related risk management is integrated into our broader ERM process. Our ERM process applies to our direct operations,
as well as upstream and downstream value chain partners. Through our ERM process, we assess risks more than once a year. The ERM register is populated with
risks and opportunities that have been identified by the following business functions and processes: * Budget reviews « Business impact analysis * Area operating
reviews (AORs) « Quarterly management operating reviews (QMORs) « Management representation process * Individual functions « Sustainability « Management
Interviews Both the local operating review and corporate planning functions include assessment of risks and opportunities, dependencies and impacts across short-
(0-5 years), medium- (5-10 years) and long-term (10-100 years) time horizons, incorporating market strategy, scenario analysis, and expected asset life. At the local
level, leaders assess current and potential assets, competitive analysis, risks and opportunities, growth plans, market dynamics and pricing, regulatory and legislative
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changes, and other market factors. Executive management meets on a quarterly basis, or more often, and discusses market trends and drivers, the business climate,
innovation, risks and opportunities, regulatory and legislative changes, and other factors that influence our business strategy. Risks identified through both the
business processes and the sustainability function include those that are directly linked to climate change, such as fuel and electricity consumption, our recycling and
composting business, emissions from our fleet, emissions from our landfills and impacts of adverse weather. We periodically conduct physical risk assessments on
each of our sites based on IPCC Shared socioeconomic pathways and incorporate this analysis in our risk management, business continuity, and capital
management processes. These risks, impacts, opportunities, and dependencies are evaluated by the ERM team, reported to our ERM Council. The ERM Council
provides governance over the ERM program by overseeing program effectiveness and monitoring key enterprise risks and opportunities, including those related to
climate change, and their associated mitigation plans. The ERM Council includes select executives and reports to the Board through the Sustainability & Corporate
Responsibility Committee.

[Add row]

(2.2.7) Are the interconnections between environmental dependencies, impacts, risks and/or opportunities assessed?

(2.2.7.1) Interconnections between environmental dependencies, impacts, risks and/or opportunities assessed

Select from:
Yes

(2.2.7.2) Description of how interconnections are assessed

Interconnections between environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities are assessed and incorporated into our process through both the enterprise
risk management (ERM) process described in 2.2.2 and our general strategy and operations planning. Our core business of environmental services is dedicated to
providing our customers with solutions to manage their environmental risks and impacts. As a result, our ability to navigate the interconnection of these concepts is
essential to our success as a business. For example, the increasing likelihood of severe storms are a risk to our operations through damage to our assets and
interruption of service. We use our ERM and business continuity processes to evaluate these risks, and incorporate the analysis in our operating plans. At the same
time, the aftermath of extreme weather events often presents an opportunity as we provide disaster response support (e.g., oil spilling from a damaged vessel) and
waste collection (e.g., dumpsters and hauling to clean-up damaged areas).

[Fixed row]
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(2.4) How does your organization define substantive effects on your organization?

Risks

(2.4.1) Type of definition

Select all that apply
Qualitative
Quantitative

(2.4.2) Indicator used to define substantive effect

Select from:
EBITDA

(2.4.3) Change to indicator

Select from:
Absolute decrease

(2.4.5) Absolute increase/ decrease figure

1000000

(2.4.6) Metrics considered in definition

Select all that apply

Frequency of effect occurring

Time horizon over which the effect occurs
Likelihood of effect occurring
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(2.4.7) Application of definition

Criteria used to determine what constitutes substantive financial and strategic business impacts were developed by our ERM team with the guidance and approval of
the Board of Directors (the “Board”) and executive management. These criteria are applicable to climate risks and other corporate-wide risks. The quantifiable
indicators of substantive financial impact include lost operating income, which may include a loss of revenue or increase in costs above certain dollar amounts.
Quantifiable indicators of substantive strategic impact may include substantial fines or suspension of operations due to legal, requlatory or compliance matters;
operational challenges that result in major impacts on customer experience in multiple regions or major disruption to routine products/services. Qualitative indicators
of substantial effects include brand/reputational impacts which result in significant national media coverage/extended image problem, as well as internal employee
morale and culture. Any of these impacts alone or in combination may elevate a topic to the level of being considered substantive. For example, each risk is scored
by impact, resulting in a negligible, minor, moderate, major or catastrophic risk categorization. The likelihood and probability are then estimated, and the risks are
plotted into a matrix that facilitates discussions about risk management. For the purposes of assessing climate-related risks, these analyses may consider financial
impacts at or above $1M.

Opportunities

(2.4.1) Type of definition

Select all that apply
Qualitative
Quantitative

(2.4.2) Indicator used to define substantive effect

Select from:
EBITDA

(2.4.3) Change to indicator

Select from:
Absolute increase

(2.4.5) Absolute increase/ decrease figure

1000000
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(2.4.6) Metrics considered in definition

Select all that apply

Frequency of effect occurring

Time horizon over which the effect occurs
Likelihood of effect occurring

(2.4.7) Application of definition

Criteria used to determine what constitutes substantive financial and strategic business impacts were developed by our ERM team with the guidance and approval of
the Board and executive management. These criteria are applicable to climate risks and other corporate wide risks. Qualitative effects can include improved
brand/reputational value, employee morale and culture, and increased community/customer engagement. Quantitative indicators of substantive opportunities includes
expanded operating income, new investment opportunities, increased bid activity and customer acquisition. Any of these impacts alone or in combination may elevate
a topic to the level of being considered substantive. For example, each risk is scored by impact, resulting in a negligible, minor, moderate, major or catastrophic risk
categorization. The likelihood and probability are then estimated, and the risks are plotted into a matrix that facilitates discussions about risk management. For the
purposes of assessing climate-related risks, these analyses may consider financial impacts at or above $1M.

[Add row]
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C3. Disclosure of risks and opportunities

(3.1) Have you identified any environmental risks which have had a substantive effect on your organization in the
reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive effect on your organization in the future?

Environmental risks identified

Climate change Select from:
Yes, both in direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain

[Fixed row]

(3.1.1) Provide details of the environmental risks identified which have had a substantive effect on your organization in
the reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive effect on your organization in the future.

Climate change

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk1

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Policy
Changes to regulation of existing products and services
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(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Upstream value chain

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
Canada

United States of America

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

According to an industry trade publication, we operate the 5th largest vocational fleet in the U.S. Fuel costs are volatile and a substantial change in fuel costs,
including changes in fuel-related regulations, could materially affect our cost of operations. We depend on fuel purchased in the open market to operate our collection
and transfer trucks and other equipment used for collection, transfer and disposal. Historically, we have employed fuel-recovery fees for our customers to limit
impacts of unexpected increases in fuel prices. We engage in regulatory monitoring to ensure our fleet programs comply with current and future legal requirements.
The US EPA Renewable Fuel Standard affects the type of fuel we use in our fleet. Pursuant to the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, the EPA
establishes annual renewable fuel volume requirements for four different categories of renewable fuels (renewable fuel, advanced biofuel, cellulosic biofuel, and
biomass-based diesel). Increased regulation is one of many factors that may affect the cost of the fuel we use.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Increased direct costs

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
More likely than not
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(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium-low

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

We would expect increased regulation to impact our financial position by increasing the direct operating cost of our fleet through fuel cost increases. The immediate
impact of fuel cost increase would be reduced margins, though our fuel recovery fee would allow us to offset some of the cost increase. Please see our fuel
disclosures (https.//www.republicservices.com/customer-support/fee-disclosures) and the following columns for more information.

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — minimum (currency)

(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — maximum (currency)

163870000

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure

We assessed the impact of a carbon tax as an example of a regulatory device that could impact our business because it is a very specific type of policy lever that is
readily modeled using scenarios to determine financial impact and demonstrate the resilience of our strategy. The estimated fleet fuel emissions cost impact is based
on numerous assumptions and estimates, is subject to numerous uncertainties, and does not necessatrily reflect or predict the actual impact on the Company’s fleet
fuel emissions costs. We expect that we will achieve a 35% reduction below our 2017 fleet emissions of 1,867,472 mtCOZ2e, aligned with our emissions reduction
goal, with projected 2030 fleet emissions of 1,213,857. We assessed the impact from a $135/ton carbon tax in 2030, based on IEA and the Announced Pledges
Scenario (APS) as $135 * 1,213,857 mtCO2e = $163,870,000. For more information on the impact a carbon tax would have on our operations and the ways we are
seeking to mitigate its impact please see our TCFD response at: https://republicservicesinc.gcs-web.com/static-files/2024-Republic-Services-TCFD-Addendum.pdf
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(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Infrastructure, technology and spending
Increase environment-related capital expenditure

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

37400000

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

The cost of response is based on the upfront, incremental capital expenditure to invest in 100 electric vehicles, purchased in lieu of replacing 100 CNG vehicles
($37.4M).

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

We continue to monitor the potential for carbon taxes on both a national and regional level at the same time that we expand our alternative fuel fleet. We continually
assess the impacts of changes in fuel costs, and whether due to market, regulatory, or other factors, we evaluate options to mitigate potential impacts and implement
mitigation actions. Fuel costs represent a significant operating expense. When economically practical, we may enter into fuel hedges or engage in other strategies to
mitigate market risk. As of December 31,2025, we had no fuel hedges in place. We charge fuel recovery fees to a significant portion of our customers, though we are
unable to charge such fees to all customers. We have long been a leader in alternative fuel vehicles, beginning with natural gas vehicles until our partnership with
OEMs allowed electric vehicles to become commercially viable. Since 2023 we have visibly rolled out EV trucks from several manufacturers. Using electric vehicles
provides us a competitive advantage in communities with strict clean emission initiatives that focus on protecting the environment, while mitigating our exposure to
diesel commodity risk and the potential of a carbon tax.

Climate change

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk2



(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Acute physical
Cyclone, hurricane, typhoon

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Direct operations

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
Canada
United States of America

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Our operations could be adversely impacted by extended periods of inclement weather. Recent studies suggest that global warming is occurring faster than
previously projected, with the US EPA projecting a 2° to 10° Fahrenheit temperature increase in the United States by the end of the century. In addition to sea level
rise, this temperature increase is expected to result in more severe droughts, floods, and other extreme weather events. Any of these factors could increase the
volume of waste collected under our existing contracts; interfere with collection, transfer station and landfill operations, delay the development of landfill capacity; or
reduce the volume of waste generated by our customers. In addition, adverse weather conditions may result in the temporary suspension of our operations, which
can affect our operating results in the affected regions during those periods. Notably, while weather events such as hurricanes may increase the amount of material
that is sent to our landfills, they could negatively impact the quality of recycling materials, making those materials unsalvageable and therefore decreasing profitability.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Increased direct costs
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(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Short-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Very likely

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium-low

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

We expect there to continue to be major weather and climate events that affect our business over the course of each year. In the short-term, the effect on the
organization will depend on the types and frequency of events and the necessary response. In the medium- and long-term, the organization will continue to implement
appropriate risk management practices to adapt the business to the existing environment. We expect periodic increased operating costs to manage the immediate
impact, with potential capital costs coming in the longer-term to adapt to changes in climate activity.

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.19) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term — minimum (currency)

135000

(3.1.1.20) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term — maximum (currency)

3037500
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(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure

We calculated the minimum financial impact figure by taking an average of tons of commaodities sold per month across various facilities in 2025 (2.6 million tons/year
across 79 facilities averages 2,743 tons/month at one facility) multiplied by the average sale of materials (SOM) value for 2025 ($135/ton used for this analysis). This
estimates that the loss for one month of downtime at an average-sized facility caused by a weather event would be approximately $370,000. The financial impact at a
small facility is estimated to result in a loss of 1,000 tons per month which would be approximately $135,000. The financial impact would be greater from multiple
months of downtime at average-size facilities or closures at larger facilities, which can produce 22,500 tons per month. The financial loss from a one month closure of
one of these larger facilities would be approximately $3,037,500.

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Policies and plans
Amend the Business Continuity Plan

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

170000

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

Costs to manage this risk continue to be incorporated into our business-as-usual activities, but do include tabletop exercises and a centralized repository for
emergency response documents and business continuity plans. In total, this cost is approximately $170,000.

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

Republic reviews physical risks to our business as part of a risk management process, which is ongoing, and considered more than once per year. We have also
initiated a periodic Physical Risk Assessment based on Shared Socioeconomic Pathways developed by IPCC. As we identify and prioritize critical risks to our
physical assets, we implement the changes or management programs, to mitigate impacts. We have in place and continue to update an Emergency Preparedness
and Disaster Recovery Plan for Field Staff and perform local-level training on an ongoing basis. Each Area President (AP) owns this plan and its implementation for
their respective region. The Plan not only prepares Republic for impact to our assets and operations, but it also ensures business continuity after severe weather
events by providing field staff with guidance in preparing for an emergency or recovery from a natural disaster. Republic starts planning as soon as we learn of an
impending storm. For example, in 2019, Hurricane Dorian was bearing down on the Southeast, where Republic has collection, recycling and landfill operations. The
business continuity teams prepared for protection of our people and their families, our assets and our customers. We discuss and arrange shelter locations and
ensure that all employees are safe and secure before the storm strikes. We also move trucks and equipment to high ground, secure recycling facilities and place
landfills into safe mode. Finally, we provide guidance to our customers to prepare their carts and containers to withstand the storm and to prevent them from
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becoming a hazard during the storm. These actions help to minimize impact to our people and assets during the storm and ensure we can be back up and running as
soon as possible after the storm passes. Republic also maintains property and other forms of insurance to protect against catastrophic losses of assets.
[Add row]

(3.1.2) Provide the amount and proportion of your financial metrics from the reporting year that are vulnerable to the
substantive effects of environmental risks.

Climate change

(3.1.2.1) Financial metric

Select from:
OPEX

(3.1.2.2) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in
1.2)

163870000

(3.1.2.3) % of total financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue

Select from:
1-10%

(3.1.2.4) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in
1.2)

3466800000

(3.1.2.5) % of total financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue

Select from:
31-40%
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(3.1.2.7) Explanation of financial figures

Transition risk identified in Exhibit S5 of our 2024 TCFD is $163,870,000. We divided that by 2025 OPEX from p.64 of our most recent 10-K of $9,630,000,000 to get
1.7%. We defined the % of total financial metric vulnerable to physical risks as equal to the % of assets subject to Extreme Heat (as measured by annual count of
days when the maximum temperature surpassed 35 degrees C under SSP2-4.5, which comes from Exhibit A3 of our 2024 TCFD Report). In Exhibit A3, we see that
36% of our assets would be expected to experience high or very high number of days above 35 degrees C. We multiplied that % by the same OPEX of
$9,630,000,000 to arrive at $3,466,800,000. 2024 TCFD https.//republicservicesinc.gcs-web.com/static-files/2024-Republic-Services-TCFD-Addendum.pdf 2025 10-K
https://investor.republicservices.com/static-files/9bc2f8b9-764b-4a60-8499-033f9ac07aee

[Add row]

(3.5) Are any of your operations or activities regulated by a carbon pricing system (i.e. ETS, Cap & Trade or Carbon Tax)?

Select from:
No, and we do not anticipate being regulated in the next three years

(3.6) Have you identified any environmental opportunities which have had a substantive effect on your organization in the
reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive effect on your organization in the future?

Environmental opportunities identified

Climate change Select from:
Yes, we have identified opportunities, and some/all are being realized

[Fixed row]
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(3.6.1) Provide details of the environmental opportunities identified which have had a substantive effect on your
organization in the reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive effect on your organization in the future.

Climate change

(3.6.1.1) Opportunity identifier

Select from:
Opp1

(3.6.1.3) Opportunity type and primary environmental opportunity driver

Products and services
Development of new products or services through R&D and innovation

(3.6.1.4) Value chain stage where the opportunity occurs

Select from:
Direct operations

(3.6.1.5) Country/area where the opportunity occurs

Select all that apply
Canada
United States of America

(3.6.1.8) Organization specific description

We foresee increased revenues resulting from increased demand for products and services, driven by a broad societal trend toward landfill diversion, due in part to
concerns over climate change. We are actively looking for ways to reduce organic materials in our landfills that generate methane upon decomposition, like fiber,
food, and yard waste. Recycling and composting remove organics from landfills and returns recycled materials to industries that otherwise must source virgin
materials with heavy GHG footprints. We have invested in growing and upgrading our recycling and organics processing capabilities, enabling us to more efficiently
handle and capture materials. We have publicly committed to increase our recovery of key materials 40% above 2017 levels by 2030, supported by the development
of our Polymer Center network, North America's first integrated plastics recycling facility, managing recyclables from collection to delivery of high-quality recycled
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content for consumer packaging. Our first Polymer Center opened in Las Vegas in 2023, our second opened in Indianapolis in 2025, and our third is currently under
construction. Through our Polymer Center network and nationwide operations, Republic will continue to drive circularity.

(3.6.1.9) Primary financial effect of the opportunity

Select from:
Increased revenues resulting from increased demand for products and services

(3.6.1.10) Time horizon over which the opportunity is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
The opportunity has already had a substantive effect on our organization in the reporting year

(3.6.1.12) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium

(3.6.1.13) Effect of the opportunity on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization in

the reporting period

We are able to retain and gain business by providing alternative methods of managing waste, such as recycling and composting. We are investing in innovative
recycling technology and have expanded our organics operations to help customers meet their diversion goals. We are committed to meeting the increased market
for recycling and recycled commodities, which will translate to increased revenue and margins.

(3.6.1.15) Are you able to quantify the financial effects of the opportunity?

Select from:
Yes

(3.6.1.16) Financial effect figure in the reporting year (currency)

1687410000
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(3.6.1.23) Explanation of financial effect figures

Our 2025 recycling and organics collection, processing, and commodity sales were $1,687 million or 10% of our total revenue of $16,591 million. This revenue was
made possible by our continued investment in our recycling and organics diversion capabilities, from collection to processing to returning those materials to the
marketplace.

(3.6.1.24) Cost to realize opportunity

236000000

(3.6.1.25) Explanation of cost calculation

In 2025 we invested $212.3M into upgrading our recycling facilities, and an additional $23.8M in organics processing infrastructure to more efficiently handle and
capture materials, totaling the $236M reported here. Upgrades include the use of robotics and advanced sorting equipment, such as disk screens, magnets and
optical sorters, to identify and separate different kinds of paper, metals, plastics and other materials increasing efficiency and maximizing our recycling volume. Many
of Republic's composting facilities are technologically advanced, using mechanical aeration to speed up the biological process and reduce odors. The facility at the
Otay Landfill in Chula Vista, Calif., is an innovative example — it's completely off the grid, using solar-powered fans and a cover technology that requires little energy
consumption and traps odors, dust and emissions.

(3.6.1.26) Strategy to realize opportunity

We continue to invest in proven technologies to control costs and to simplify and streamline recycling for our customers. As of December 31, 2025, we operated 79
recycling facilities and have publicly committed to increase our recovery of key materials by 40% from 2017 to 2030. The investments described enabled us to
support the recycling of 5.3 million short tons of traditional recyclables and 1.1 million short tons of organics, and to profitably sell 3.0 million short tons of recyclables
and organics in 2025.

[Add row]
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(3.6.2) Provide the amount and proportion of your financial metrics in the reporting year that are aligned with the
substantive effects of environmental opportunities.

Climate change

(3.6.2.1) Financial metric

Select from:
Revenue

(3.6.2.2) Amount of financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in

1.2)

1687410000

(3.6.2.3) % of total financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue

Select from:
1-10%

(3.6.2.4) Explanation of financial figures

Our 2025 recycling and organics collection, processing, and commodity sales were $1,687 million or 10% of our total revenue of $16,591 million. This revenue was
made possible by our continued investment in our recycling and organics diversion capabilities, from collection to processing to returning those materials to the
marketplace. See further explanation in response to the preceding question (3.6.1).

[Add row]
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C4. Governance
(4.1) Does your organization have a board of directors or an equivalent governing body?

(4.1.1) Board of directors or equivalent governing body

Select from:
Yes

(4.1.2) Frequency with which the board or equivalent meets

Select from:
Quarterly

(4.1.3) Types of directors your board or equivalent is comprised of

Select all that apply
Executive directors or equivalent

Independent non-executive directors or equivalent

(4.1.4) Board diversity and inclusion policy

Select from:
Yes, and it is publicly available

(4.1.5) Briefly describe what the policy covers

Republic Services and the Board are committed to a policy of Board inclusiveness. To assist in promoting diversity on the Board, the Board shall, to the extent
consistent with applicable legal requirements and with its fiduciary duties, take reasonable steps to ensure that new Board nominees are drawn from a pool that
includes diverse candidates.

[Fixed row]
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(4.1.1) Is there board-level oversight of environmental issues within your organization?

Board-level oversight of this environmental issue

Climate change Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]

(4.1.2) Identify the positions (do not include any names) of the individuals or committees on the board with accountability
for environmental issues and provide details of the board’'s oversight of environmental issues.

Climate change

(4.1.2.1) Positions of individuals or committees with accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Director on board
Board-level committee

(4.1.2.2) Positions’ accountability for this environmental issue is outlined in policies applicable to the board

Select from:
Yes

(4.1.2.3) Policies which outline the positions’ accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Board Terms of Reference
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(4.1.2.4) Frequency with which this environmental issue is a scheduled agenda item

Select from:
Scheduled agenda item in every board meeting (standing agenda item)

(4.1.2.5) Governance mechanisms into which this environmental issue is integrated

Select all that apply

Overseeing and guiding scenario analysis Approving and/or overseeing employee incentives

Overseeing the setting of corporate targets Overseeing and guiding major capital expenditures

Monitoring progress towards corporate targets Overseeing and guiding the development of a business strategy
Overseeing and guiding public policy engagement Overseeing and guiding acquisitions, mergers, and divestitures
Reviewing and guiding innovation/R&D priorities Monitoring compliance with corporate policies and/or commitments

Reviewing and guiding the assessment process for dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

(4.1.2.7) Please explain

Given the importance of corporate sustainability to our stakeholders, Republic created a dedicated Sustainability & Corporate Responsibility Committee (SCR) of the
board in 2015. The SCR has responsibility for climate-related issues. From the Committee Charter, the Committee “...is appointed by the Board of Directors (the
“Board”) of Republic Services, Inc., a Delaware corporation (the “Company” or “Republic”) to assist the Board in fulfilling its oversight responsibility and to act in an
advisory capacity to the Company’s management with respect to significant issues, strategies, goals, objectives, policies and practices that pertain to (1) Republic’s
sustainability performance including sustainability innovation; (2) Republic’s corporate responsibilities that are of significance to the Company and its role as a socially
responsible organization; (3) Republic’'s Environment, Health and Safety (EHS) programs; and (4) risks and opportunities facing the Company, including climate
change, safety, environmental, requlatory and reputational risks and opportunities, and the practices by which these risks are managed and mitigated. The Committee
also shall perform such other duties and responsibilities as may be delegated to it from time to time by the Board.” One of the Board’s decision-making responsibilities
that directly impacts the Company’s climate-related activities is the approval of our annual budget, which allocates funding for the Company’s sustainability-related
agenda.

[Fixed row]
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(4.2) Does your organization’s board have competency on environmental issues?

Climate change

(4.2.1) Board-level competency on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes

(4.2.2) Mechanisms to maintain an environmentally competent board

Select all that apply

Consulting regularly with an internal, permanent, subject-expert working group

Engaging regularly with external stakeholders and experts on environmental issues

Integrating knowledge of environmental issues into board nominating process

Regular training for directors on environmental issues, industry best practice, and standards (e.g., TCFD, SBTi)
Having at least one board member with expertise on this environmental issue

(4.2.3) Environmental expertise of the board member

Experience

Executive-level experience in a role focused on environmental issues

Experience in an organization that is exposed to environmental-scrutiny and is going through a sustainability transition
Active member of an environmental committee or organization

[Fixed row]
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(4.3) Is there management-level responsibility for environmental issues within your organization?

Management-level responsibility for this environmental issue

Climate change Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]

(4.3.1) Provide the highest senior management-level positions or committees with responsibility for environmental issues
(do not include the names of individuals).

Climate change

(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility

Executive level
Other C-Suite Officer, please specify :EVP - Chief Development Officer

(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position

Dependencies, impacts, risks and opportunities
Assessing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities
Assessing future trends in environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

Engagement
Managing public policy engagement related to environmental issues
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Policies, commitments, and targets
Measuring progress towards environmental corporate targets
Setting corporate environmental targets

Strategy and financial planning

Conducting environmental scenario analysis

Developing a business strategy which considers environmental issues

Implementing the business strategy related to environmental issues

Managing acquisitions, mergers, and divestitures related to environmental issues
Managing major capital and/or operational expenditures relating to environmental issues

Other
Providing employee incentives related to environmental performance

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line

Select from:
Reports to the board directly

(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues

Select from:
Quarterly

(4.3.1.6) Please explain

The CDO reports to the CEO for day-to-day responsibilities and regularly reports to the Board of Directors and its committees, including the Sustainability & Corporate
Responsibility Committee of the Board. The CDO is responsible for assessing current and future trends throughout sustainability and developing and implementing
strategy to drive value from our sustainability related offerings.

[Add row]
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(4.5) Do you provide monetary incentives for the management of environmental issues, including the attainment of
targets?

Climate change

(4.5.1) Provision of monetary incentives related to this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes

(4.5.2) % of total C-suite and board-level monetary incentives linked to the management of this environmental issue

10

(4.5.3) Please explain

As reported in our Proxy Statement, our annual cash incentive is subject to a Sustainability and Performance Modifier, which is an additional adjustment, up or down
by up to 10 percentage points, based on the Company’s interim performance on safety, talent, climate leadership and customer zeal goals. This sustainability modifier
is “universal,” meaning the adjustment is applied consistently for all corporate members of our senior management team, including our named executive officers. See
page 68 of our 2026 Proxy https://investor.republicservices.com/static-files/0a3e9c03-0dd4-46eb-93ff-fe9bf7b69ec3.

[Fixed row]

(4.5.1) Provide further details on the monetary incentives provided for the management of environmental issues (do not
include the names of individuals).

Climate change

(4.5.1.1) Position entitled to monetary incentive

Board or executive level
Chief Executive Officer (CEOQ)
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(4.5.1.2) Incentives

Select all that apply
Bonus - % of salary

(4.5.1.3) Performance metrics

Targets
Progress towards environmental targets

Emission reduction
Implementation of an emissions reduction initiative

(4.5.1.4) Incentive plan the incentives are linked to

Select from:
Short-Term Incentive Plan, or equivalent, only (e.g. contractual annual bonus)

(4.5.1.5) Further details of incentives

To ensure our annual short-term incentive compensation aligns with our Company values on sustainability and employee development and safety, we utilize a
sustainability and performance modifier as a component of our annual incentive program. The Sustainability and Performance Modifier has four pillars that are directly
aligned with our 2030 sustainability goals — safety, talent, climate leadership and customer zeal. Each pillar has one or more specific quantitative metrics such that
achievement against that metric can result in an adjustment of the annual incentive achieved by senior executives, including our NEOs, upward or downward within a
range of ten percentage points. For each pillar, the Talent & Compensation Committee also has the discretion to consider other factors that may impact the rating for
a specific pillar. After a rating is determined for each pillar, the Talent & Compensation Committee aggregates these ratings to determine the sustainability and
performance modifier percentage that an NEO’s annual bonus should be adjusted up or down. This includes two of our 2030 Climate Leadership goals, one to
increase recovery and circularity of key materials by 40% and a second to increase beneficial reuse of biogas 50%, both from a 2017 baseline. These goals both
reduce emissions throughout our value chain, including emissions reduction impacts in our own operations.
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(4.5.1.6) How the position’s incentives contribute to the achievement of your environmental commitments and/or climate

transition plan

These incentives ensure buy-in and engagement at the highest levels of company leadership, with a real, measurable consequence when performance is not tracking
tfowards targets (e.g., as reported on page 70 our 2026 Proxy, Executive incentive pay was reduced by 2.5% for 2025) and a motivation for executives to accelerate
performance.

[Add row]

(4.6) Does your organization have an environmental policy that addresses environmental issues?

Does your organization have any environmental policies?

Select from:
Yes
[Fixed row]
(4.6.1) Provide details of your environmental policies.
Row 1
(4.6.1.1) Environmental issues covered
Select all that apply

Climate change

(4.6.1.2) Level of coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide
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(4.6.1.3) Value chain stages covered

Select all that apply

Direct operations
Upstream value chain
Downstream value chain

(4.6.1.4) Explain the coverage

Our policy is written for Republic Services, as an entire entity. The policy states that our commitment extends to the selection and ongoing evaluation of
environmentally responsible suppliers, service providers, and contractors. Our policy also clarifies that we partner with customers to create a more sustainable world,
that we help our customers meet their goals through our work, and that it is imperative for us to reduce emissions and achieve greater circularity with the materials we
handle for our customers to help preserve the environment.

(4.6.1.5) Environmental policy content

Environmental commitments
Commitment to a circular economy strategy
Commitment to comply with regulations and mandatory standards

Climate-specific commitments
Other climate-related commitment, please specify :To reduce emissions, achieve greater circularity, to increase renewable energy production

(4.6.1.6) Indicate whether your environmental policy is in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select all that apply
Yes, in line with the Paris Agreement

(4.6.1.7) Public availability

Select from:
Publicly available
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(4.6.1.8) Attach the policy

Republic Services Environmental Policy 2024.04.pdf
[Add row]

(4.10) Are you a signatory or member of any environmental collaborative frameworks or initiatives?

(4.10.1) Are you a signatory or member of any environmental collaborative frameworks or initiatives?

Select from:
Yes

(4.10.2) Collaborative framework or initiative

Select all that apply
Science-Based Targets Initiative (SBTi)

(4.10.3) Describe your organization’s role within each framework or initiative

Our greenhouse gas emissions reduction target was validated by SBTi in 2019, and in 2026 we remained in good standing.
[Fixed row]

(4.11) In the reporting year, did your organization engage in activities that could directly or indirectly influence policy, law,
or regulation that may (positively or negatively) impact the environment?

(4.11.1) External engagement activities that could directly or indirectly influence policy, law, or regulation that may impact

the environment

Yes
Yes, we engaged directly with policy makers

Yes, we engaged indirectly through, and/or provided financial or in-kind support to a trade association or other intermediary organization or individual
whose activities could influence policy, law, or regulation
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(4.11.2) Indicate whether your organization has a public commitment or position statement to conduct your engagement

activities in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select from:
Yes, we have a public commitment or position statement in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals

(4.11.3) Global environmental treaties or policy goals in line with public commitment or position statement

Select all that apply
Paris Agreement

(4.11.4) Attach commitment or position statement

FY25 GRI Report - Final.pdf

(4.11.5) Indicate whether your organization is registered on a transparency register

Select from:
Yes, my organization is registered

(4.11.6) Types of transparency register your organization is registered on

Select all that apply
Mandatory government register

(4.11.7) Disclose the transparency registers on which your organization is registered & the relevant ID numbers for your

organization

Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 c/o Alignment Government Strategies Senate ID# 401103295-214, House ID# 425880021 c/o West Front Strategies Senate ID#
401103493-125, House ID# 427640012
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(4.11.8) Describe the process your organization has in place to ensure that your external engagement activities are

consistent with your environmental commitments and/or transition plan

Republic Services employees who are responsible for policy engagement actively participate in conversations related to our sustainability management, ensuring that
we advocate for items aligned with our policy positions (e.g., supporting the Paris Agreement), including engagement with positions of trade association.
[Fixed row]

(4.11.1) On what policies, laws, or regulations that may (positively or negatively) impact the environment has your
organization been engaging directly with policy makers in the reporting year?

Row 1

(4.11.1.1) Specify the policy, law, or regulation on which your organization is engaging with policy makers

Clean Fuels: advocacy on policies that transition medium and heavy-duty vehicles to cleaner fuel standards and/or electrification, e.g. Renewable Fuel Standard

(4.11.1.2) Environmental issues the policy, law, or regulation relates to

Select all that apply
Climate change

(4.11.1.3) Focus area of policy, law, or regulation that may impact the environment

Energy and renewables
Alternative fuels

(4.11.1.4) Geographic coverage of policy, law, or regulation

Select from:
National
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(4.11.1.5) Country/area/region the policy, law, or regulation applies to

Select all that apply
United States of America

(4.11.1.6) Your organization’s position on the policy, law, or regulation

Select from:
Support with no exceptions

(4.11.1.8) Type of direct engagement with policy makers on this policy, law, or regulation

Select all that apply

Regular meetings Participation in working groups organized by policy makers
Discussion in public forums

Responding to consultations

Submitting written proposals/inquiries

Participation in voluntary government programs

(4.11.1.9) Funding figure your organization provided to policy makers in the reporting year relevant to this policy, law, or

regulation (currency)
330000

(4.11.1.10) Explain the relevance of this policy, law, or regulation to the achievement of your environmental commitments

and/or transition plan, how this has informed your engagement, and how you measure the success of your engagement

We have an industry-leading ambition towards fleet electrification and expect to continue to expand our EV refuse truck fleet. We also participate in the development
of landfill gas to renewable natural gas (RNG), and we power a fifth of our fleet with RNG. The Renewable Fuel Standard rules impact our ability to use and develop
these critical, carbon-avoiding technologies successfully.
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(4.11.1.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement on this policy, law, or regulation is

aligned with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select from:
Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned

(4.11.1.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization's engagement on this policy, law

or regulation

Select all that apply

Paris Agreement
[Add row]

(4.11.2) Provide details of your indirect engagement on policy, law, or regulation that may (positively or negatively) impact
the environment through trade associations or other intermediary organizations or individuals in the reporting year.

Row 1

(4.11.2.1) Type of indirect engagement

Select from:
Indirect engagement via a trade association

(4.11.2.4) Trade association

North America
Other trade association in North America, please specify :National Waste and Recycling Association
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(4.11.2.5) Environmental issues relevant to the policies, laws, or regulations on which the organization or individual has

taken a position

Select all that apply
Climate change

(4.11.2.6) Indicate whether your organization’s position is consistent with the organization or individual you engage with

Select from:
Consistent

(4.11.2.7) Indicate whether your organization attempted to influence the organization or individual’s position in the
reporting year

Select from:
Yes, and they have changed their position

(4.11.2.8) Describe how your organization’s position is consistent with or differs from the organization or individual's
position, and any actions taken to influence their position

We regularly evaluate positions of the organization with respect to those positions of our company, and where there are gaps, we voice our opinion in direct
engagement with NWRA leadership, in conversations with other members, and in group meetings. We generally have constructive engagements with the
organization and its leadership in working towards positions that benefit the industry and our policy.

(4.11.2.9) Funding figure your organization provided to this organization or individual in the reporting year (currency)

563840

(4.11.2.10) Describe the aim of this funding and how it could influence policy, law or regulation that may impact the

environment

The funding represents our membership dues, granting us the same access to the organization, its events, and its resources as is granted to other members. This
includes advancing policies that increase opportunities for greater circularity and beneficial climate impacts.
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(4.11.2.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement is aligned with global environmental

treaties or policy goals

Select from:
Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned

(4.11.2.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization’s engagement on policy, law or

regulation

Select all that apply

Paris Agreement
[Add row]

(4.12) Have you published information about your organization’s response to environmental issues for this reporting year
in places other than your CDP response?

Select from:
Yes

(4.12.1) Provide details on the information published about your organization’s response to environmental issues for this
reporting year in places other than your CDP response. Please attach the publication.

Row 1

(4.12.1.1) Publication

Select from:
In mainstream reports
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(4.12.1.2) Is your publication in line with a standard or framework?

Select from:
Yes

(4.12.1.3) Standard or framework the publication is in line with

Select all that apply

GRI

IFRS

TCFD

Other, please specify :UN SDGs

(4.12.1.4) Environmental issues covered in publication

Select all that apply
Climate change

(4.12.1.5) Status of the publication

Select from:
Complete

(4.12.1.6) Content elements

Select all that apply
Strategy Climate-related targets
Governance Greenhouse gas emissions figures

Risks & Opportunities
Value chain engagement
Public policy engagement
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(4.12.1.7) Page/section reference

Entire Sustainability, GRI, SASB, and TCFD-aligned Climate Risk reports.

(4.12.1.8) Attach the relevant publication
FY25 GRI Report - Final.pdf

(4.12.1.9) Comment

Our GRI report includes our emissions, emissions targets and governance.
[Add row]



CS5. Business strategy
(5.1) Does your organization use scenario analysis to identify environmental outcomes?
Climate change

(5.1.1) Use of scenario analysis

Select from:
Yes

(5.1.2) Frequency of analysis

Select from:

Every two years
[Fixed row]

(5.1.1) Provide details of the scenarios used in your organization’s scenario analysis.
Climate change

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Climate transition scenarios
IEA APS

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative



(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply

Policy Acute physical
Market Chronic physical
Liability

Reputation

Technology

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario

Select from:
2.5°C-2.9°C

(5.1.1.7) Reference year

1997

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2025
2030
2040
2050
2060

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario
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Stakeholder and customer demands
Consumer attention to impact

Regulators, legal and policy regimes
Global regulation

Macro and microeconomy
Domestic growth
Globalizing markets

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

We used the International Panel on Climate Change's Shared Socioeconomic Pathways 4.5 and 8.5, with the associated uncertainties and constraints laid out in their
documentation: https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/03/emissions_scenarios-1.pdf.

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario

We selected IPCC SSP 4.5 and SSP 8.5 to capture a range of plausible climate futures and better understand the resilience of our business under varying levels of
physical and transition risk.
[Add row]

(5.1.2) Provide details of the outcomes of your organization’s scenario analysis.

Climate change

(5.1.2.1) Business processes influenced by your analysis of the reported scenarios

Select all that apply
Risk and opportunities identification, assessment and management
Strategy and financial planning
Resilience of business model and strategy
Capacity building
Target setting and transition planning
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(5.1.2.2) Coverage of analysis

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.2.3) Summarize the influence of the scenario analysis on the selected business processes

Through our transition risk scenario analysis, we found that the IEA 2023 projections for carbon taxes are sufficiently high to be considered an incentive for the
Company to reduce emissions as a cost-avoidance measure. The risk of incurring the projected carbon tax must be weighed by Company management when
considered as part of our Enterprise Risk Management function and other business planning processes. The projected costs are considered in the business case to
evaluate capital expenditures on emissions-reduction measures. Through our physical risk scenario analysis, we found that SSP5-8.5 represented an increase of
75% of our facilities experiencing extreme heat, as compared to the baseline. At the same time, we saw a clear, though less pronounced, increase in the number of
our facilities facing water stress, flooding events, extreme cold, wildfires, drought and cyclones. These findings are being incorporated into our planning for the
purposes of employee safety, facility maintenance, and other operational considerations. These findings support the continued investment in employee safety
programs, such as the Company's "101 Days of Summer" program, promoting healthy employee behaviors during the hottest months of the year.

[Fixed row]

(5.2) Does your organization’s strategy include a climate transition plan?

(5.2.1) Transition plan

Select from:
Yes, but we have a climate transition plan with a different temperature alignment

(5.2.2) Temperature alignment of transition plan

Select from:
Well-below 2°C aligned

. . eg e

(5.2.3) Publicly available climate transition plan

Select from:
Yes



(5.2.4) Plan explicitly commits to cease all spending on, and revenue generation from, activities that contribute to fossil

fuel expansion

Select from:
No, and we do not plan to add an explicit commitment within the next two years

(5.2.6) Explain why your organization does not explicitly commit to cease all spending on and revenue
generation from activities that contribute to fossil fuel expansion

We have not been told by a majority of our ownership (shareholders) that they wish for the company to engage in this action. We have also not heard this from a
majority or significant portion of any other group of stakeholders (e.g., customers, employees, regulators, communities, eftc.).

(5.2.10) Mechanism by which feedback is collected from shareholders on your climate transition plan

Select from:
We have a different feedback mechanism in place

(5.2.11) Description of feedback mechanism

We conduct annual shareholder outreach, which covers progress towards our SBTi-approved goal and our climate transition plan. See pages 36-37 of our 2026
Proxy Statement for more details, including reference to our SBTi goal in the context of that annual outreach. https.//investor.republicservices.com/static-
files/0a3e9c03-0dd4-46eb-93ff-fe9bf7b69ec3

(5.2.12) Frequency of feedback collection

Select from:
Annually

(5.2.13) Description of key assumptions and dependencies on which the transition plan relies

We expect climate change to continue occurring, so long as global emissions do not dramatically decrease. We understand that our ability to invest in the continued
decarbonization of our own operations is dependent on our continued financial viability as a company. This may create the perception of tension from third parties,
however, that is not our view. If a company that leads on climate transition were to invest in decarbonization at a level that the company cannot financially sustain,
any vacuum that arises would be filled by less responsible, more heavily emitting companies. We continue to lead on initiatives to divert materials from landfills, to
electrify and therefore decarbonize our fleet, and to work with our customers to develop solutions that enable them to reduce emissions through partnership with us.
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(5.2.14) Description of progress against transition plan disclosed in current or previous reporting period

In 2025, we emitted 22% lower Scope 1 and 2 GHG emissions than in 2017, the baseline of our 2030 SBTi-approved goal. That reduction represents significant
progress towards our decarbonization.

(5.2.16) Other environmental issues that your climate transition plan considers

Select all that apply
No other environmental issue considered

(5.2.18) Adaptation-specific objectives included within your climate transition plan

Select from:
Yes

(5.2.19) Describe the adaptation objectives included in your climate transition plan or standalone adaptation plan

We consider climate adaptation as part of our broader climate strategy through the assessment and management of physical climate risks that could affect our
operations, infrastructure, employees, and supply chain. We evaluate risks such as extreme heat, flooding, severe storms, drought, and changing precipitation
patterns, and use these assessments to inform business decisions. This approach helps us enhance resilience to climate-related impacts, support service continuity,
and strengthen the long-term resilience of our operations.

(5.2.20) Primary reason for not having a climate transition plan that aligns with a 1.5°C world

Select from:
Not an immediate strategic priority

(5.2.21) Explain why your organization does not have a climate transition plan that aligns with a 1.5°C world

Our current SBTi-approved goal is the basis of our strategy and in 2026, we remained in good standing. We recognize that any future SBTi-approved goal would
need to be 1.5-degree aligned.
[Fixed row]
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(5.3) Have environmental risks and opportunities affected your strategy and/or financial planning?

(5.3.1) Environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy and/or financial planning

Select from:
Yes, both strategy and financial planning

(5.3.2) Business areas where environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy

Select all that apply

Products and services
Upstream/downstream value chain
Investment in R&D

Operations
[Fixed row]

(5.3.1) Describe where and how environmental risks and opportunities have affected your strategy.

Products and services

(5.3.1.1) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities

(5.3.1.2) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected your strategy in this area

Select all that apply
Climate change
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(5.3.1.3) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy in this area

Recycling: Risks and opportunities related to the shifting market demand for waste solutions that result in fewer greenhouse gas emissions have influenced our
municipal, commercial, and residential service offerings. Case study of substantive decisions - Republic created a strategic initiative in 2012 to provide recycling
collection and processing services in markets with high demand in response to climate-related concerns of our customers. We partner with customers to develop new
contractual arrangements that are dynamic and mutually beneficial, and incentivize improved recycling behaviors, bringing simplification to customers and the general
public alike on what and how to recycle. Each year during our annual budgeting process we determine where to invest capital to expand, modernize or establish our
recycling capabilities based on market demand as indicated through our annual Market Planning and Development Process. We are committed to recycling for the
long term and continue to invest in technology that increases efficiencies and maximizes the recovery of higher-quality recyclables. We recognize our facilities must
continually evolve to address consumer trends, as well as changing package designs and unprecedented levels of contamination.

Upstream/downstream value chain

(5.3.1.1) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities

(5.3.1.2) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected your strategy in this area

Select all that apply
Climate change

(5.3.1.3) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy in this area

Lower emission fuel/energy sources: Risks and opportunities related to the market demand for lower emission fuel sources and the desire to insulate our business
from potential regulations on fossil fuel have influenced our supply chain strategy with our key truck/engine suppliers. Case study of substantive decisions -
Leveraging lower-emission fuel sources requires working with major truck/engine suppliers and developing relationships with new fuel and fueling station suppliers.
As the operator of one of the largest fleets in the country, these efforts are strategic to our supply chain department. Republic has worked with key suppliers over the
past several years to develop and deploy clean fuel engines (CNG), as well as develop and instal CNG fueling stations. Our previous investments in CNG trucks and
fueling stations made the use of RNG seamless. We have worked with suppliers to create and purchase RNG as a drop-in fuel replacement for CNG. Using trucks
powered by RNG helped us meet our previous emissions goal, established in 2014, earlier than expected. Currently, 100% of our collection vehicles that operate on
natural gas are powered by RNG. We are taking a leadership position in electric technology innovation for our fleet. This is a critical step toward reducing our
environmental impact through lower fleet emissions and will also improve our total cost of ownership while providing competitive advantages in certain communities.
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We are partnering with multiple manufacturers to pilot electric-powered trucks. Our EV deployment continues with an expected increase in electric vehicles on the
road each year. Time horizon — this opportunity spans short to medium-term as we are rolling out RNG-ready trucks today.

Investment in R&D

(5.3.1.1) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Opportunities

(5.3.1.2) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected your strategy in this area

Select all that apply
Climate change

(5.3.1.3) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy in this area

Climate-related risks and opportunities have influenced our investments in research, development, and innovation activities focused on driving value from emissions
reduction, circularity, and resource recovery. As demand grows for lower-carbon waste and recycling solutions, we continue to invest in technologies and
infrastructure that support landfill diversion, increase material recovery, expand beneficial use of landfill gas, and reduce fleet emissions. Examples include
development of our Polymer Center network, investments in advanced recycling technologies such as robotics and optical sorting systems, landfill gas collection and
beneficial use projects, and the evaluation and deployment of alternative fuel and electric vehicle technologies. These investments support our climate strategy by
helping reduce costs and operational emissions, strengthen circular economy outcomes, and create new opportunities for sustainable growth.

Operations

(5.3.1.1) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities
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(5.3.1.2) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected your strategy in this area

Select all that apply
Climate change

(5.3.1.3) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy in this area

Diesel Fuel Costs: Potential and realized increases to fossil fuel costs due to regulations and taxes aimed at reducing greenhouse gas emissions related to fossil
fuels have led Republic to develop a strategic program to seek alternative sources of fuel to mitigate climate change impacts for our customers and our business.
Case study of substantive decisions — Our recycling and waste collection trucks are complex, high-performance machines designed to be safe, comfortable and
efficient. As we retire and replace older trucks, we are able to take advantage of advancements in alternative fuels in addition to safety technology and other modern
efficiencies. Trucks running on alternative fuels like RNG emit fewer emissions and are less carbon intensive, which is why we continue to transition our fleet toward
natural gas. Our alternative fuel programs are typically executed by Corporate and rolled out to the operations teams strategically based on the age of the vehicles in
each local business unit and local demand for lower emissions collection vehicles. Powering our fleet with renewable natural gas is one way we are lowering our
emissions. With one of the largest vocational fleets in the country, using innovative technology to reduce emissions is vital.

[Add row]

(5.3.2) Describe where and how environmental risks and opportunities have affected your financial planning.

Row 1

(5.3.2.1) Financial planning elements that have been affected

Select all that apply
Capital expenditures

(5.3.2.2) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities

59



(5.3.2.3) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected these financial planning

elements

Select all that apply
Climate change

(5.3.2.4) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected these financial planning elements

Most of the states in which we operate landfills require counties and municipalities to formulate comprehensive plans to reduce the volume of solid waste deposited in
landfills through wasteplanning, composting, recycling or other programs. In addition, many of the world’s largest companies are setting zero-waste goals. Although
such actions help to protect our environment and reduce the impact of waste on climate change, they may reduce the volume of waste going to landfills which may
affect the prices that we charge for landfill disposal. We identified a risk that we would not be able to operate our landfills at their current volumes or charge current
prices for landfill disposal services due to possible decreases in demand for such services. This trend is related to the effects of the “evolving ton” which we have
been tracking and managing for many years. Recycling is on the rise and the mix of materials is leaning towards lighter materials like plastic versus glass and steel.
Our response in 2012 was to launch a strategic initiative to develop traditional recycling in select and prioritized markets to capitalize on this trend. This initiative
primarily impacts revenue planning, because we have developed a revenue stream, and capital planning to develop the recycling infrastructure. Republic strategically
built out this infrastructure and capability over the past decade. We continue to invest in our recycling and organics capabilities, including our first two Polymer
Centers - North America's first integrated plastics recycling network, the first of which opened in Las Vegas in 2023, quickly followed by another in Indianapolis. See
additional details in CDP 3.6.1 and 3.6.2 regarding the amount of revenue, CapEx and other related metrics to these initiatives.

[Add row]

(5.4) In your organization'’s financial accounting, do you identify spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s
climate transition?

Identification of spending/revenue that is aligned with Methodology or framework used to assess alignment

your organization’s climate transition with your organization’s climate transition

Select from: Select all that apply
Yes Other methodology or framework

[Fixed row]
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(5.4.1) Quantify the amount and percentage share of your spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s
climate transition.

Row 1

(5.4.1.1) Methodology or framework used to assess alignment

Select from:
Other, please specify :Republic Services bespoke classifications

(5.4.1.5) Financial metric

Select from:
CAPEX

(5.4.1.7) Percentage share of selected financial metric aligned in the reporting year (%)

(5.4.1.8) Percentage share of selected financial metric planned to align in 2030 (%)

(5.4.1.9) Percentage share of selected financial metric planned to align in 2035 (%)

(5.4.1.12) Details of the methodology or framework used to assess alignment with your organization’s climate transition

We use Republic Services’ bespoke classifications to identify capital expenditures that support our climate transition. We developed these classifications with
reference to activities included in the EU Taxonomy, although we have not assessed whether the expenditures meet all applicable EU Taxonomy technical screening
criteria. Republic Services does not operate or sell products or services in the European Union and is not subject to the EU Taxonomy Regulation. For the reporting
year, we identified capital expenditures associated with emissions-reducing activities, including recycling and organics infrastructure and equipment material recovery
from non-hazardous waste, landfill gas capture and utilization collection systems and to energy projects, sustainable vehicles, transportation infrastructure, and
composting of biowaste, among others. We calculated the percentage aligned by dividing capital expenditures associated with these activities by total company
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capital expenditures. The percentages planned for 2030 and 2035 incorporate anticipated investment in specific climate-related activities, historical investment
patterns, and expected growth in total company capital expenditures.
[Add row]

(5.10) Does your organization use an internal price on environmental externalities?

Use of internal pricing for this environmental externality

Carbon Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]

(5.10.1) Provide details of your organization’s internal price on carbon.

Row 1

(5.10.1.1) Type of pricing scheme

Select from:
Shadow price

(5.10.1.2) Objectives for implementing internal price

Select all that apply

Conduct cost-benefit analysis

Incentivize consideration of climate-related issues in decision making
Incentivize consideration of climate-related issues in risk assessment
Navigate regulations

Setting and/or achieving of climate-related policies and targets
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(5.10.1.3) Factors considered when determining the price

Select all that apply

Alignment to scientific guidance
Alignment with the price of a carbon tax
Scenario analysis

(5.10.1.4) Calculation methodology and assumptions made in determining the price

We followed the International Energy Agency’s World Energy Outlook 2024.

(5.10.1.5) Scopes covered

Select all that apply
Scope 1

(5.10.1.6) Pricing approach used — spatial variance

Select from:

Uniform

(5.10.1.8) Pricing approach used — temporal variance
Select from:

Evolutionary

(5.10.1.9) Indicate how you expect the price to change over time

Following the International Energy Agency’s World Energy Outlook 2024, Table B.1 CO2 prices for Advanced Economies, we applied a price of $135/mtCO2e in 2030
and $200/mtCO2e in 2050.

(5.10.1.10) Minimum actual price used (currency per metric ton CO2e)

135
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(5.10.1.11) Maximum actual price used (currency per metric ton CO2e)

200

(5.10.1.12) Business decision-making processes the internal price is applied to

Select all that apply
Dependencies management
Risk management

(5.10.1.13) Internal price is mandatory within business decision-making processes

Select from:

Yes, for some decision-making processes, please specify :When evaluating investments in emissions reductions, we consider the impact of the resulting
emissions reductions on potential avoided costs from a carbon tax.

(5.10.1.14) % total emissions in the reporting year in selected scopes this internal price covers

(5.10.1.15) Pricing approach is monitored and evaluated to achieve objectives

Select from:
Yes

(5.10.1.16) Details of how the pricing approach is monitored and evaluated to achieve your objectives

As part of the transition risk scenario analysis in our TCFD reporting, we engage with external experts to review and evaluate best practices. This regular monitor
ensures that the basis for the prices we use is current and consistent with the best available research.
[Add row]
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(5.11) Do you engage with your value chain on environmental issues?

Suppliers

(5.11.1) Engaging with this stakeholder on environmental issues

Select from:
Yes

(5.11.2) Environmental issues covered

Select all that apply
Climate change

Customers

(5.11.1) Engaging with this stakeholder on environmental issues

Select from:
Yes

(5.11.2) Environmental issues covered

Select all that apply
Climate change

Investors and shareholders

(5.11.1) Engaging with this stakeholder on environmental issues

Select from:
Yes

65



(5.11.2) Environmental issues covered

Select all that apply
Climate change

Other value chain stakeholders

(5.11.1) Engaging with this stakeholder on environmental issues

Select from:
No, and we do not plan to within the next two years

(5.11.3) Primary reason for not engaging with this stakeholder on environmental issues

Select from:
Not an immediate strategic priority

(5.11.4) Explain why you do not engage with this stakeholder on environmental issues

Almost all emissions are in Scope 1, and we already engage with a number of our value chain partners.
[Fixed row]

(5.11.1) Does your organization assess and classify suppliers according to their dependencies and/or impacts on the
environment?

Climate change

(5.11.1.1) Assessment of supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
Yes, we assess the dependencies and/or impacts of our suppliers
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(5.11.1.2) Criteria for assessing supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select all that apply
Contribution to supplier-related Scope 3 emissions

(5.11.1.3) % Tier 1 suppliers assessed

Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.1.4) Define a threshold for classifying suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the

environment

We targeted the top quartile of suppliers by spend, which corresponded to the top quartile by EEIO-calculated emissions. This was an engagement to understand
how our suppliers respond to such requests and their current maturity on GHG and climate.

(5.11.1.5) % Tier 1 suppliers meeting the threshold for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.1.6) Number of Tier 1 suppliers meeting the thresholds for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the

environment

23
[Fixed row]

(5.11.2) Does your organization prioritize which suppliers to engage with on environmental issues?

Climate change
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(5.11.2.1) Supplier engagement prioritization on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes, we prioritize which suppliers to engage with on this environmental issue

(5.11.2.2) Criteria informing which suppliers are prioritized for engagement on this environmental issue

Select all that apply
In line with the criteria used to classify suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts relating to climate change

(5.11.2.4) Please explain

We targeted the top quartile of suppliers by spend, which corresponded to the top quartile by EEIO-calculated emissions. This was a pilot engagement to understand
how our suppliers respond to such requests and their current maturity on GHG and climate.
[Fixed row]

(5.11.5) Do your suppliers have to meet environmental requirements as part of your organization’s purchasing process?

Climate change

(5.11.5.1) Suppliers have to meet specific environmental requirements related to this environmental issue as part of the

purchasing process

Select from:
Yes, environmental requirements related to this environmental issue are included in our supplier contracts

(5.11.5.2) Policy in place for addressing supplier non-compliance

Select from:
Yes, we have a policy in place for addressing non-compliance
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(5.11.5.3) Comment

We continue to make progress toward our ambitious sustainability goals, which are designed to significantly benefit the environment and society while enhancing the
foundation and profitability of our business for the long term. Republic is committed to doing our part to create a cleaner, safer, and healthier world where people
thrive — not just for today, but for generations to come. As part of this commitment, we expect our suppliers to responsibly manage their impact on the environment
and our communities by operating efficiently and minimizing adverse impacts while complying with all applicable federal, state, and local environmental laws and
regulations. We also encourage our suppliers to develop a sustainable procurement program for their own suppliers.

[Fixed row]

(5.11.6) Provide details of the environmental requirements that suppliers have to meet as part of your organization’s
purchasing process, and the compliance measures in place.

Climate change

(5.11.6.1) Environmental requirement

Select from:
Disclosure of GHG emissions to your organization (Scope 1, 2 and 3)

(5.11.6.2) Mechanisms for monitoring compliance with this environmental requirement

Select all that apply
First-party verification

(5.11.6.3) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend required to comply with this environmental requirement

Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.6.4) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend in compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:
Less than 1%
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(5.11.6.7) % tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions attributable to the suppliers required to comply with this

environmental requirement

Select from:
1-25%

(5.11.6.8) % tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions attributable to the suppliers in compliance with this environmental
requirement

Select from:
1-25%

(5.11.6.9) Response to supplier non-compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:
Retain and engage

(5.11.6.10) % of non-compliant suppliers engaged

Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.6.11) Procedures to engage non-compliant suppliers

Select all that apply
Providing information on appropriate actions that can be taken to address non-compliance

(5.11.6.12) Comment

We continue to make progress toward our ambitious sustainability goals, which are designed to significantly benefit the environment and society while enhancing the
foundation and profitability of our business for the long term. Republic is committed to doing our part to create a cleaner, safer, and healthier world where people
thrive — not just for today, but for generations to come. As part of this commitment, we expect our Suppliers to responsibly manage their impact on the environment
and our communities by operating efficiently and minimizing adverse impacts while complying with all applicable federal, state, and local environmental laws and
regulations. We also encourage our suppliers to develop a sustainable procurement program for their own suppliers

[Add row]
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(5.11.7) Provide further details of your organization’s supplier engagement on environmental issues.

Climate change

(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
Emissions reduction

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Capacity building
Provide training, support and best practices on how to measure GHG emissions

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.7.6) % of tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions covered by engagement

Select from:
Unknown
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(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

Republic engages a targeted subset of suppliers to support compliance with our climate-related supplier requirement to disclose Scope 1- 3 GHG emissions. We
provide guidance and best practices on GHG accounting, emissions data collection, and reporting expectations to improve the quality and completeness of supplier-
reported data. Through this engagement, we help suppliers strengthen their emissions reporting capabilities, improve transparency across our value chain, and
enhance our understanding of supplier-related Scope 3 emissions. Success is measured through supplier participation, improvements in data quality and
completeness, and increased visibility info Scope 3 emissions. This engagement supports suppliers in meeting Republic's climate-related environmental requirements
while supporting our broader climate strategy and emissions reduction goals.

(5.11.7.10) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers meet an environmental requirement related to this environmental

issue

Select from:
Yes, please specify the environmental requirement :Disclosure of scope 1-3 GHG emissions

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:

Unknown
[Add row]

(5.11.9) Provide details of any environmental engagement activity with other stakeholders in the value chain.

Climate change

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder

Select from:
Customers

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement

Education/Information sharing
Run an engagement campaign to educate stakeholders about the environmental impacts about your products, goods and/or services
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(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged

Select from:
51-75%

(5.11.9.4) % stakeholder-associated scope 3 emissions

Select from:
1-25%

(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement

As reported in our 2025 SASB response, about 74% of our residential customers receive recycling services, and about 26% of both small and large container
customers receive recycling. We selected customers who receive recycling services because of the significant impact that recycling has on emission avoidance and
recycling education helps us achieve our circular economy goal. We have estimated the full lifecycle emissions impacts from our diversion activities. Emissions
fromrecycled materials and compost are calculated using methodologies and emission factors from the U.S. EPA’s Waste Reduction Model (WARM), version 15. We
offer numerous sources of recycling education to our customers including informational flyers with their invoices, our mobile app, as well as our recycling education
campaign, Recycling Simplified program (https://recyclingsimplified.com), is available to our customers and the broader community. These campaigns are designed
to inform our customers and the general public about the value of recycling and how to recycle correctly. Education helps reduce contamination in the recycle stream
which improves the sustainability of recycling as an offering. In addition to lifecycle GHG reductions, successful recycling improves the financial returns to both our
company and the customer, while improving the quality of recovered materials that are sold to downstream re-processors.

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success

There are two measures of success for this initiative. One is a benefit for our customers and includes reduction of waste sent to landfills (pounds or tons). A second
measure of success is our ability to return more recycled commodities to the economy. We have a goal related to Circular Economy, which is to increase recovery of
key materials by 40% on a combined basis by 2030 (from a 2017 baseline). This public goal is achieved in part by educating customers on what materials to recycle.
Education reduces contamination in the recycle stream which helps us recover more and provide higher quality commaodities to re-processors. Recycling education
provides benefits to Republic, our customers and communities. Republic received and processed over 4 million metric tons of recycled material in our facilities in
2025. Every percentage of contamination represents increased cost to process, handle, re-process and dispose of non-recyclable material. Education can not only
increase the amount of recyclables collected, but also decrease the amount of contamination. Financial benefits to our customers from recycling include a reduction in
their trash hauling service and lower landfill disposal charges. These benefits lead to lower GHG emissions in a variety of ways — reduced transportation, reduced
emissions from landfills and reduced need for virgin materials (plastic, cardboard, etc.).
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Climate change

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder

Select from:
Investors and shareholders

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement

Education/Information sharing
Share information about your products and relevant certification schemes

(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged

Select from:
51-75%

(5.11.9.4) % stakeholder-associated scope 3 emissions

Select from:
100%

(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement

We seek to engage with holders of Republic Services stock, as they are owners of our company. By engaging with owners of more than 50% of outstanding shares,
we have collectively engaged with majority ownership of the company.

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success

Our individual engagements with our shareholders allow us insight into their views on our corporate governance practices, our sustainability journey, our differentiated
operating model, and our compensation program, among other topics. For more information, see page 36 of our 2026 proxy statement,
https://investor.republicservices.com/static-files/0a3e9c03-0dd4-46eb-93ff-fe9bf7b69ec3

[Add row]
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(5.13) Has your organization already implemented any mutually beneficial environmental initiatives due to CDP Supply
Chain member engagement?

Environmental initiatives implemented due to CDP Supply Primary reason for not implementing environmental

Chain member engagement initiatives

Select from: Select from:
No, and we do not plan to within the next two years Not an immediate strategic priority

[Fixed row]
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C6. Environmental performance - Consolidation approach

(6.1) Provide details on your chosen consolidation approach for the calculation of environmental performance data.

Climate change

(6.1.1) Consolidation approach used

Select from:
Operational control

(6.1.2) Provide the rationale for the choice of consolidation approach

Republic defines its GHG Inventory organizational boundaries using the Operational Control Approach. All buildings/facilities (including landfills), vehicles (including
fleet also known as collection vehicles), and heavy equipment over which the business has operational control are included in the GHG Inventory as Scope 1 & 2
emissions. Operational control is assumed for buildings/facilities, vehicles, and heavy equipment where the business has the authority to introduce and implement
operating policies. This criterion is consistent with the current accounting and reporting practice of many companies that report on emissions from facilities that they
operate. It is expected that, except in very rare circumstances, if the company or one of its subsidiaries is the operator of a facility, it will have the full authority to
introduce and implement its operating policies and thus has operational control.

[Fixed row]
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C7. Environmental performance - Climate change

(7.1) Is this your first year of reporting emissions data to CDP?

Select from:
No

(7.1.1) Has your organization undergone any structural changes in the reporting year, or are any previous structural
changes being accounted for in this disclosure of emissions data?

(7.1.1.1) Has there been a structural change?

Select all that apply
Yes, an acquisition
Yes, a divestment

(7.1.1.2) Name of organization(s) acquired, divested from, or merged with

Miscellaneous small acquisitions and divestitures occurred throughout 2025

(7.1.1.3) Details of structural change(s), including completion dates

In 2025, Republic Services had acquisitions, consolidations, and divestitures from our portfolio. Due to the nature of growth in our industry, we frequently acquire and
divest assets.
[Fixed row]
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(7.1.2) Has your emissions accounting methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition changed in the reporting
year?

(7.1.2.1) Change(s) in methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition?

Select all that apply
Yes, a change in methodology

(7.1.2.2) Details of methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition change(s)

We have restated our annual emissions back to the baseline year (2017) to account for our acquisitions, divestitures, and methodology enhancements, aligning with
our inventory management plan (IMP). These revisions ensure that our goal to reduce scope 1 and 2 GHG emissions 35% below our 2017 baseline by 2030,
approved by the Science Based Target initiative (SBTi), compares like-for-like assets across our reporting years.

[Fixed row]

(7.1.3) Have your organization’s base year emissions and past years’ emissions been recalculated as a result of any
changes or errors reported in 7.1.1 and/or 7.1.2?

(7.1.3.1) Base year recalculation

Select from:
Yes

(7.1.3.2) Scopes recalculated

Select all that apply

Scope 1

Scope 2, location-based
Scope 2, market-based

Scope 3
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(7.1.3.3) Scope 3 categories recalculated

Select all that apply

Investments Waste generated in operations

Capital goods Upstream transportation and distribution

Business travel Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1or 2)

Upstream leased assets
Purchased goods and services

(7.1.3.4) Base year emissions recalculation policy, including significance threshold

We regularly rebaseline our energy and emissions calculations, at a 1% significance threshold.

(7.1.3.5) Past years’ recalculation

Select from:
Yes
[Fixed row]

(7.2) Select the name of the standard, protocol, or methodology you have used to collect activity data and calculate
emissions.

Select all that apply
The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: A Corporate Accounting and Reporting Standard (Revised Edition)
The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Scope 2 Guidance

The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Corporate Value Chain (Scope 3) Standard

79



(7.3) Describe your organization’s approach to reporting Scope 2 emissions.

Scope 2, location-based Scope 2, market-based

Select from: Select from:
We are reporting a Scope 2, location-based figure | ¥l We are reporting a Scope 2, market-based figure

[Fixed row]

(7.4) Are there any sources (e.g. facilities, specific GHGs, activities, geographies, etc.) of Scope 1, Scope 2 or Scope 3
emissions that are excluded from your disclosure of climate-related data?

Select from:
No

(7.5) Provide your base year and base year emissions.

Scope 1

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

17077128

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. It is the same base year as our
current SBT GHG reduction goal. Our base year emissions are restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.
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Scope 2 (location-based)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

249996

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. It is the same base year as our
current SBT GHG reduction goal. Our base year emissions are restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 2 (market-based)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

249735

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. It is the same base year as our
current SBT GHG reduction goal. Our base year emissions are restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods and services
(7.5.1) Base year end
12/31/2017
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(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

269839

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3 category 2: Capital goods

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

349435

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3 category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

528827
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(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3 category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

485390

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3 category 5: Waste generated in operations

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

85857

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.
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Scope 3 category 6: Business travel

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

23309

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3 category 7: Employee commuting

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

181175

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3 category 8: Upstream leased assets
(7.5.1) Base year end
12/31/2017
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(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

1185

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3 category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Impacts and emissions for any downstream transportation and distribution have been incorporated as appropriate into the Waste Generated in Operations and/or
Upstream Transportation & Distribution scope 3 GHG categories.

Scope 3 category 10: Processing of sold products

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.3) Methodological details

We are unable to separately estimate scope 3 emissions impacts from downstream processing of commodities we recover, process and sell. We have estimated the
full lifecycle emissions impacts from our sold products (mainly recycled commodities) as negative, and therefore incompatible with current, normative GHG reporting.
Lifecycle avoided emissions include the displacement of upstream mining, processing and transportation of materials that enter the waste stream, transportation and
recovery/processing of commodities/compost by companies like Republic, as well as, downstream processing, transportation, and re-manufacturing where applicable.
We calculate avoided emissions from recycled materials and compost we sell using methodologies and emission factors from the U.S. EPA’s Waste Reduction Model
(WARM), version 15, which can be found in C4.3b. We continue to evaluate and align with industry best practice reporting practices for this category.
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Scope 3 category 11: Use of sold products

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

8283

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This is the base year of Republic's SBT GHG reduction goal. Our base year emissions are restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary
changes.

Scope 3 category 12: End of life treatment of sold products

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.3) Methodological details

As Republic does not purchase its “raw materials” used to create its products sold (i.e. recycled materials and compost) but rather receives these raw material inputs
through its primary services of waste management collection, the emissions impacts are not captured in our Purchased Goods and Services category. These raw
material inputs would, instead, be quantified as a separate upstream activity. Due to the complexity of this upstream value chain, the emissions associated with any
raw material inputs are incorporated into our “Processing of sold products” lifecycle calculation in Category 10, above, per the EPA WARM model.

Scope 3 category 13: Downstream leased assets

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017



(7.5.3) Methodological details

Republic has not identified downstream leased assets in the completion of this questionnaire and has therefore determined that this Scope 3 category is not relevant
to our business. All leased assets are included in the upstream leased assets category.

Scope 3 category 14: Franchises

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Not relevant to our operations, Republic does not have any franchises.

Scope 3 category 15: Investments

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

20044

(7.5.3) Methodological details

This base year is the first year that Republic began calculating and reporting a greenhouse gas inventory for emissions reductions. Our base year emissions are
restated when we make adjustments due to methodology or boundary changes.

Scope 3: Other (upstream)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017
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(7.5.3) Methodological details

Not relevant to our operations, all of Republic’'s Scope 3 emissions are in the defined categories.

Scope 3: Other (downstream)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2017

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Not relevant to our operations, all of Republic’'s Scope 3 emissions are in the defined categories.
[Fixed row]

(7.6) What were your organization’s gross global Scope 1 emissions in metric tons CO2e?

Gross global Scope 1

emissions (metric tons Methodological details
CO2e)

Reporting year 13362683 ] Scope 1 emission activities include emissions from landfills, fleet and heavy
equipment fuel usage, and our facilities.

Past year 1 13698417 12/31/2024 Scope 1 emission activities include emissions from landfills, fleet and heavy
equipment fuel usage, and our facilities.

Past year 2 14713851 12/31/2023 Scope 1 emission activities include emissions from landfills, fleet and heavy
equipment fuel usage, and our facilities.

Past year 3 156549146 12/31/2022 Scope 1 emission activities include emissions from landfills, fleet and heavy
equipment fuel usage, and our facilities.

Past year 4 156580247 12/31/2021 Scope 1 emission activities include emissions from landfills, fleet and heavy
equipment fuel usage, and our facilities.
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Gross global Scope 1
emissions (metric tons End date Methodological details

CO2e)

Past year 5 16079428 12/31/2020 Scope 1 emission activities include emissions from landfills, fleet and heavy
equipment fuel usage, and our facilities.

[Fixed row]
(7.7) What were your organization’s gross global Scope 2 emissions in metric tons CO2e?
Reporting year

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

178921

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2¢e)

183827

(7.7.4) Methodological details

We use the Greenhouse Gas Protocol's Scope 2 guidance to measure our Scope 2 emissions and eGrid associated emissions factors. Our inputs come from our
utility bill aggregation service and we use estimation and extrapolation for sites where utility data is unavailable.

Past year 1

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

189801
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(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

193405

(7.7.3) End date

12/31/2024

(7.7.4) Methodological details

We use the Greenhouse Gas Protocol's Scope 2 guidance to measure our Scope 2 emissions and eGrid associated emissions factors. Our inputs come from our
utility bill aggregation service and we use estimation and extrapolation for sites where utility data is unavailable.

Past year 2

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

196747

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

200784

(7.7.3) End date

12/31/2023

(7.7.4) Methodological details

We use the Greenhouse Gas Protocol's Scope 2 guidance to measure our Scope 2 emissions and eGrid associated emissions factors. Our inputs come from our
utility bill aggregation service and we use estimation and extrapolation for sites where utility data is unavailable.
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Past year 3

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

192116

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

195624

(7.7.3) End date

12/31/2022

(7.7.4) Methodological details

We use the Greenhouse Gas Protocol's Scope 2 guidance to measure our Scope 2 emissions and eGrid associated emissions factors. Our inputs come from our
utility bill aggregation service and we use estimation and extrapolation for sites where utility data is unavailable.

Past year 4

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

207111

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

209482

(7.7.3) End date

12/31/2021
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(7.7.4) Methodological details

We use the Greenhouse Gas Protocol's Scope 2 guidance to measure our Scope 2 emissions and eGrid associated emissions factors. Our inputs come from our
utility bill aggregation service and we use estimation and extrapolation for sites where utility data is unavailable.

Past year 5

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

215602

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2¢)

217293
(7.7.3) End date
12/31/2020

(7.7.4) Methodological details

We use the Greenhouse Gas Protocol's Scope 2 guidance to measure our Scope 2 emissions and eGrid associated emissions factors. Our inputs come from our
utility bill aggregation service and we use estimation and extrapolation for sites where ultility data is unavailable.
[Fixed row]

(7.8) Account for your organization’s gross global Scope 3 emissions, disclosing and explaining any exclusions.
Purchased goods and services

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated



(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

348993

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Spend-based method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

Outside of direct data collection from suppliers on their proportional emissions associated with delivery of purchased goods and services procured by Republic, the
use of EEIO emissions factors offers an efficient and directional methodology to estimate the impacts associated with our spend in this category.

Capital goods

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

470866

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Average spend-based method
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(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

Outside of direct data collection from suppliers on their proportional emissions associated with delivery of purchased goods and services procured by Republic, the
use of EEIO emissions factors offers an efficient and directional methodology to estimate the impacts associated with our spend in this category.

Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2)

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

433411

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Supplier-specific method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

99.8

(7.8.6) Please explain

Fuel and electricity data is supplied from utility companies. Emissions are then calculated for fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2) by
totaling activity data for each Scope 1 fuel type and Scope 2 electricity consumption by country. These totals are multiplied by their corresponding upstream fuel and
energy emission factors to determine emissions associated with this category.
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Upstream transportation and distribution

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

620760

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Spend-based method
Other, please specify :Supplier-specific method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

100
(7.8.6) Please explain
Republic maintains detailed cost data for third-party hauler and subcontract collection services that it uses to support its collection services.

Waste generated in operations

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

103106
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(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Waste-type-specific method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

Republic Services has two main sources of waste generated from operations. We use a life-cycle assessment method to calculate emissions from leachate and an
extrapolation methodology to aggregate company-wide emissions from other operational waste. For our MSW generated in operations, we excluded the percentage
that is taken to Republic-owned or -operated landfills as that is included in our Scope 1 emissions inventory.

Business travel

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

8910

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Distance-based method
Fuel-based method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

100
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(7.8.6) Please explain

Annual data for air travel, rail travel, and rental car travel is provided by Republic's travel agency. Air travel data is broken out by each flight leg and the distances,
which is used to calculate total short, medium and long-haul miles (Short flights (<300 mi), Med. flights (300-2300 mi), Long flights (>2300 mi). Republic's travel
agency was able to provide miles by cabin class. UK DEFRA emissions factors with radiative forcing are used to calculate the air travel GHG emissions, based on
distance threshold and cabin class. Rail travel data was provided in terms of distance traveled. U.S. EPA Emission Factors were used to calculate the emissions from

the rail travel mileage. The rental car report in 2024 provided fuel volumes. U.S. EPA Emission Factors were used to calculate the emissions from the rental car fuel
consumption.

Employee commuting

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

148210

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Distance-based method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

Republic Services calculates employee commuting based on a US EPA assumption of 41 miles round trip per eligible employee driven in a passenger car. Republic
has a hybrid work from home policy for many of our employees for the duration of the year, which we accounted for in our determination of number of employees

commuting each day. We used the number of annual employee commuting days to calculate total mileage. We then applied the US EPA Table 10 Emission Factor to
total mileage to determine the emissions.
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Upstream leased assets

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

930

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Lessor-specific method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

100

(7.8.6) Please explain

Our upstream leased assets include data centers that have some predetermined agreements in place to avoid emissions. For example, our Switch data center is
powered by 100% renewable energy. We apply an emissions factor of 0 for renewable energy. For non-renewable energy, we apply the applicable EPA eGrid factor
based on facility location. Energy usage was provided by the data centers along with the details of their purchased renewable electricity.

Downstream transportation and distribution

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided
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(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:

Emissions covered under another scope 3 category, please specify :Waste Generated in Operations and/or Upstream Transportation & Distribution

(7.8.6) Please explain

Impacts and emissions for any downstream transportation and distribution have been incorporated as appropriate into the Waste Generated in Operations and/or
Upstream Transportation & Distribution scope 3 GHG categories. We have no downstream transportation and distribution impacts.

Processing of sold products

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:

Emissions not relevant to the sector that our organization operates in according to methodology specified in question 7.2

(7.8.6) Please explain

We are unable to separately estimate scope 3 emissions impacts from downstream processing of commodities we recover, process and sell. We have estimated the
full lifecycle emissions impacts from our sold products (mainly recycled commodities) as negative, and therefore incompatible with current, normative GHG reporting.
Lifecycle avoided emissions include the displacement of upstream mining, processing and transportation of materials that enter the waste stream, transportation and
recovery/processing of commodities/compost by companies like Republic, as well as, downstream processing, transportation, and re-manufacturing where
applicable. We continue to evaluate and align with industry best practice reporting practices for this category.
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Use of sold products

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

10228

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Methodology for direct use phase emissions, please specify

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

Use of sold products emissions are associated with the combustion of biogas that is sold to third-party's, accounting for the anthropogenic emissions only.

End of life treatment of sold products

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Emissions covered under another scope 3 category, please specify :Use of sold products
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(7.8.6) Please explain

As Republic does not purchase its “raw materials” used to create its products sold (i.e. recycled materials and compost) but rather receives these raw material inputs
through its primary services of solid waste collection, the upstream emissions occur outside of our boundary and are not captured in our Purchased Goods and
Services category. Due to the complexity of this upstream value chain, we are not able to estimate the emissions associated with any raw material inputs, however,
they are incorporated to the extent possible into our “Use of sold products” lifecycle calculation above, as per the EPA WARM model.

Downstream leased assets

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain
Republic has determined that this Scope 3 category is not relevant to our business. All leased assets are included in the upstream leased assets category.

Franchises

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities
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(7.8.6) Please explain

Not relevant to our operations, Republic does not have any franchises

Investments

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

34933

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Investment-specific method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

Conservative estimates of Republics potential investment emissions were quantified based on our applicable investment portfolio and associated EEIO factors
applied to the investee organizations. The quantification approach aligns with GHG Protocol and PCAF guidance.

Other (upstream)

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided
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(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain
Not relevant to our operations, all of Republic’s Scope 3 emissions are in the defined categories.

Other (downstream)

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain

Not relevant to our operations, all of Republic’'s Scope 3 emissions are in the defined categories.
[Fixed row]

(7.8.1) Disclose or restate your Scope 3 emissions data for previous years.

Past year 1

(7.8.1.1) End date

12/31/2024
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(7.8.1.2) Scope 3: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e)

339537

(7.8.1.3) Scope 3: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e)

479751

(7.8.1.4) Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e)

435005

(7.8.1.5) Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)

615840

(7.8.1.6) Scope 3: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e)

107953

(7.8.1.7) Scope 3: Business travel (metric tons CO2e)

13553

(7.8.1.8) Scope 3: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e)

149363

(7.8.1.9) Scope 3: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)

1090

(7.8.1.12) Scope 3: Use of sold products (metric tons CO2e)

9314
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(7.8.1.16) Scope 3: Investments (metric tons CO2e)

29620

Past year 2

(7.8.1.1) End date

12/31/2023

(7.8.1.2) Scope 3: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e)

369620

(7.8.1.3) Scope 3: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e)
489949

(7.8.1.4) Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e)

450043

(7.8.1.5) Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)

638106

(7.8.1.6) Scope 3: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e)

104665

(7.8.1.7) Scope 3: Business travel (metric tons CO2e)

11000
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(7.8.1.8) Scope 3: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e)

149580

(7.8.1.9) Scope 3: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)

1116

(7.8.1.12) Scope 3: Use of sold products (metric tons CO2e)

8986

(7.8.1.16) Scope 3: Investments (metric tons CO2e)

25319

Past year 3

(7.8.1.1) End date

12/31/2022

(7.8.1.2) Scope 3: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e)

315874

(7.8.1.3) Scope 3: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e)

455962

(7.8.1.4) Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e)

520049
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(7.8.1.5) Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)

574352

(7.8.1.6) Scope 3: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e)

98522

(7.8.1.7) Scope 3: Business travel (metric tons CO2e)

6995

(7.8.1.8) Scope 3: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e)

1556254

(7.8.1.9) Scope 3: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)

1101

(7.8.1.12) Scope 3: Use of sold products (metric tons CO2e)

9075

(7.8.1.16) Scope 3: Investments (metric tons CO2e)

22053

Past year 4

(7.8.1.1) End date

12/31/2021
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(7.8.1.2) Scope 3: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e)

239202

(7.8.1.3) Scope 3: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e)

415283

(7.8.1.4) Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e)

545344

(7.8.1.5) Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)

604033

(7.8.1.6) Scope 3: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e)

106835

(7.8.1.7) Scope 3: Business travel (metric tons CO2e)

9630

(7.8.1.8) Scope 3: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e)

148061

(7.8.1.9) Scope 3: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)

1290

(7.8.1.12) Scope 3: Use of sold products (metric tons CO2e)

13621
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(7.8.1.16) Scope 3: Investments (metric tons CO2e)

24996

Past year 5

(7.8.1.1) End date

12/31/2020

(7.8.1.2) Scope 3: Purchased goods and services (metric tons CO2e)

247741

(7.8.1.3) Scope 3: Capital goods (metric tons CO2e)
421783

(7.8.1.4) Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2) (metric tons CO2e)

489929

(7.8.1.5) Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution (metric tons CO2e)

648974

(7.8.1.6) Scope 3: Waste generated in operations (metric tons CO2e)

119537

(7.8.1.7) Scope 3: Business travel (metric tons CO2e)

8577
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(7.8.1.8) Scope 3: Employee commuting (metric tons CO2e)

141039

(7.8.1.9) Scope 3: Upstream leased assets (metric tons CO2e)

1278

(7.8.1.12) Scope 3: Use of sold products (metric tons CO2e)

8887

(7.8.1.16) Scope 3: Investments (metric tons CO2e)

30148
[Fixed row]

(7.9) Indicate the verification/assurance status that applies to your reported emissions.

Verification/assurance status

Scope 1 Select from:
Third-party verification or assurance process in place

Scope 2 (location-based or market-based) Select from:
Third-party verification or assurance process in place

Scope 3 Select from:
Third-party verification or assurance process in place

[Fixed row]
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(7.9.1) Provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 1 emissions, and attach the
relevant statements.

Row 1

(7.9.1.1) Verification or assurance cycle in place

Select from:
Annual process

(7.9.1.2) Status in the current reporting year

Select from:
Complete

(7.9.1.3) Type of verification or assurance

Select from:
Limited assurance

(7.9.1.4) Attach the statement

Republic 2025 Assurance Statement.pdf

(7.9.1.5) Page/section reference

(7.9.1.6) Relevant standard

Select all that apply
1ISO14064-3
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(7.9.1.7) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%)

100
[Add row]

(7.9.2) Provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 2 emissions and attach the relevant
statements.

Row 1

(7.9.2.1) Scope 2 approach

Select from:
Scope 2 location-based

(7.9.2.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place

Select from:
Annual process

(7.9.2.3) Status in the current reporting year

Select from:
Complete

(7.9.2.4) Type of verification or assurance

Select from:
Limited assurance

(7.9.2.5) Attach the statement
Republic 2025 Assurance Statement.pdf
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(7.9.2.6) Page/ section reference

1-2

(7.9.2.7) Relevant standard

Select all that apply
1ISO14064-3

(7.9.2.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%)

100

Row 2

(7.9.2.1) Scope 2 approach

Select from:
Scope 2 market-based

(7.9.2.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place

Select from:
Annual process

(7.9.2.3) Status in the current reporting year

Select from:
Complete

(7.9.2.4) Type of verification or assurance

Select from:
Limited assurance
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(7.9.2.5) Attach the statement

Republic 2025 Assurance Statement.pdf

(7.9.2.6) Page/ section reference

1-2

(7.9.2.7) Relevant standard

Select all that apply
1ISO14064-3

(7.9.2.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%)

100
[Add row]

(7.9.3) Provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 3 emissions and attach the relevant
statements.

Row 1

(7.9.3.1) Scope 3 category

Select all that apply

Scope 3: Investments Scope 3: Upstream leased assets

Scope 3: Capital goods Scope 3: Purchased goods and services

Scope 3: Business travel Scope 3: Waste generated in operations

Scope 3: Employee commuting Scope 3: Upstream transportation and distribution

Scope 3: Use of sold products Scope 3: Fuel and energy-related activities (not included in Scopes 1 or 2)
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(7.9.3.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place

Select from:
Annual process

(7.9.3.3) Status in the current reporting year

Select from:
Complete

(7.9.3.4) Type of verification or assurance

Select from:
Limited assurance

(7.9.3.5) Attach the statement

Republic 2025 Assurance Statement.pdf

(7.9.3.6) Page/section reference

1-2

(7.9.3.7) Relevant standard

Select all that apply
ISO14064-3

(7.9.3.8) Proportion of selected emissions categories verified (%)

100

(7.9.3.9) Proportion of total reported scope 3 emissions verified (%)

100
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[Add row]

(7.10) How do your gross global emissions (Scope 1 and 2 combined) for the reporting year compare to those of the
previous reporting year?

Select from:
Decreased

(7.10.1) Identify the reasons for any change in your gross global emissions (Scope 1 and 2 combined), and for each of
them specify how your emissions compare to the previous year.

Change in renewable energy consumption

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

0

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

For the several sites that consume energy from on-site renewables, there is no impact on year-over-year emissions.
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Other emissions reduction activities

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

45378

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
Decreased

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

3.7

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

Efficiency improvements across the organization, including more efficient fleet routing. We arrived at -3.7% through ((1,178,018-1,223,396)/ 1,223,296)*100 = -3.7%
(i.e. a 3.7% decrease in emissions)

Divestment

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)
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(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

We rebaselined our emissions and in doing so, the current and historic emissions included in our 2025 sustainability reporting are like-for-like. Year-over-year
changes are noted in the relevant rows of this table.

Acquisitions

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

0

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

We rebaselined our emissions and in doing so, the current and historic emissions included in our 2025 sustainability reporting are like-for-like. Year-over-year
changes are noted in the relevant rows of this table.

Mergers

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change
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(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

0

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

We rebaselined our emissions and in doing so, the current and historic emissions included in our 2025 sustainability reporting are like-for-like. Year-over-year
changes are noted in the relevant rows of this table.

Change in output

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

285993

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
Decreased

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

2.3

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

With our increased efforts to improve cover systems and biogas collection efficiency we saw a year-over-year decrease of 7% in our landfill emissions while we
continue to take in more waste. We arrived at -2.3% through ((11,886,209-12,172,202)/ 12,172,202)*100 = -2.3% (i.e. a 2.3% decrease in emissions). We expect the
continued expansion of biogas collection and the maximization of our collection efficiency to further reduce our landfill emissions which account for 756% of our scope
1, 2 and 3 emissions.

Change in methodology

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)
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(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

0

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

While we regularly refine our methodologies to align with industry best practice and the accuracy of the data available, we rebaselined our emissions and in doing so,
the current and historic emissions included in our 2025 sustainability reporting are like-for-like. Year-over-year changes are noted in the relevant rows of this table.

Change in boundary

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

0

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

No change in boundary other than the acquisitions noted above. We rebaselined our emissions and in doing so, the current and historic emissions included in our
2025 sustainability reporting are like-for-like. Year-over-year changes are noted in the relevant rows of this table.
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Change in physical operating conditions

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

0

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

We rebaselined our emissions and in doing so, the current and historic emissions included in our 2025 sustainability reporting are like-for-like. Year-over-year
changes are noted in the relevant rows of this table.

Unidentified

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)
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(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

N/A

Other

(7.10.1.1) Change in emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.10.1.2) Direction of change in emissions

Select from:
No change

(7.10.1.3) Emissions value (percentage)

0

(7.10.1.4) Please explain calculation

N/A
[Fixed row]

(7.10.2) Are your emissions performance calculations in 7.10 and 7.10.1 based on a location-based Scope 2 emissions
figure or a market-based Scope 2 emissions figure?

Select from:
Market-based
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(7.12) Does your organization have significant land sector activities in its operations or value chain?

Agriculture, forestry or other land sector activities Specify the reason for no significant activities

Select from: Select from:
No, explanation provided No relevant activities identified

[Fixed row]

(7.13) Does your organization choose to account for and report technological CO2 removals or captured CO2 with
geologic storage, or have you done so in previous years?

Technological CO2 removals or
captured CO2 with geologic storage
were accounted for and reported in
previous years

Technological CO2 removals or Specify the reason for no technological
captured CO2 with geologic storage in | CO2 removals or captured CO2 with
the reporting year geological storage in the reporting year

Select from: Select from: Select from:
No, explanation provided No relevant activities identified No

[Fixed row]

(7.15) Does your organization break down its Scope 1 and/or Scope 2 emissions by greenhouse gas type?

(7.15.1) Emissions breakdown by greenhouse gas type

Select from:

Yes, both Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions
[Fixed row]
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(7.15.1) Break down your total gross global Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions by greenhouse gas type and provide the
source of each used global warming potential (GWP).

Row 1

(7.15.1.1) Greenhouse gas

Select from:
CcOo2

(7.15.1.2) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

1470916

(7.15.1.3) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of CO2e)
1470916

(7.15.1.4) Scope 2 location-based emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

178037.79

(7.15.1.5) Scope 2 location-based emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

178037.79

(7.15.1.6) Scope 2 market-based emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

236.83

(7.15.1.7) Scope 2 market-based emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

236.83

(7.15.1.8) GWP Reference
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Select from:
IPCC Fifth Assessment Report (AR5 - 100 year)

Row 2

(7.15.1.1) Greenhouse gas

Select from:
CH4

(7.15.1.2) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

417764.34

(7.15.1.3) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

11697401.61

(7.15.1.4) Scope 2 location-based emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

13.61

(7.15.1.5) Scope 2 location-based emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

381.12

(7.15.1.6) Scope 2 market-based emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

0.06

(7.15.1.7) Scope 2 market-based emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

1.57
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(7.15.1.8) GWP Reference

Select from:
IPCC Fifth Assessment Report (AR5 — 100 year)

Row 3
(7.15.1.1) Greenhouse gas

Select from:
N20

(7.15.1.2) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

9.84

(7.15.1.3) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

2607.21

(7.15.1.4) Scope 2 location-based emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

(7.15.1.5) Scope 2 location-based emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

502.44

(7.15.1.6) Scope 2 market-based emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

0.01

(7.15.1.7) Scope 2 market-based emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

1.46
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(7.15.1.8) GWP Reference

Select from:
IPCC Fifth Assessment Report (AR5 — 100 year)

Row 4

(7.15.1.1) Greenhouse gas

Select from:
Other, please specify :C02e

(7.15.1.2) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

191758.66

(7.15.1.3) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

191758.66

(7.15.1.4) Scope 2 location-based emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

(7.15.1.5) Scope 2 location-based emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

(7.15.1.6) Scope 2 market-based emissions (metric tons of selected gas)

183587.47

(7.15.1.7) Scope 2 market-based emissions (metric tons of CO2e)

183587.47
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(7.15.1.8) GWP Reference

Select from:

IPCC Fifth Assessment Report (AR5 — 100 year)
[Add row]

(7.16) Break down your total gross global Scope 1 and 2 emissions by country/area.

Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e) Scope 2, location-based (metric tons Scope 2, market-based (metric tons

C02e) CO2e)

Canada 1395.93 239.86 239.86
United States of America 13361287.54 178681.49 183587.47
[Fixed row]

(7.17) Indicate which gross global Scope 1 emissions breakdowns you are able to provide.

Select all that apply
By activity
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(7.17.3) Break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by business activity.

Activity Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)

Row 1 Landfills 11886209

Row 2 Fleet (vehicles and heavy equipment) 1178023

Row 3 Buildings 298451
[Add row]

(7.20) Indicate which gross global Scope 2 emissions breakdowns you are able to provide.

Select all that apply
By activity

(7.20.3) Break down your total gross global Scope 2 emissions by business activity.

Activity Scope 2, location-based (metric tons Scope 2, market-based (metric tons

CO2e) CO2e)

Row 1 Electricity 178921 183827
[Add row]
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(7.22) Break down your gross Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions between your consolidated accounting group and other
entities included in your response.

Consolidated accounting group

(7.22.1) Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)

13362683

(7.22.2) Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

178921

(7.22.3) Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

183827

Republic Services reports as one consolidated entity.
All other entities

0

(7.22.2) Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

(7.22.3) Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)
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(7.22.4) Please explain

Republic Services reports as one consolidated entity.
[Fixed row]

(7.23) Is your organization able to break down your emissions data for any of the subsidiaries included in your CDP
response?

Select from:
No

(7.29) What percentage of your total operational spend in the reporting year was on energy?

Select from:
More than 0% but less than or equal to 5%

(7.30) Select which energy-related activities your organization has undertaken.

Indicate whether your organization undertook this energy-related activity in the

reporting year

Consumption of fuel (excluding feedstocks) Select from:
Yes
Consumption of purchased or acquired electricity Select from:
Yes
Consumption of purchased or acquired heat Select from:
No
Consumption of purchased or acquired steam Select from:
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Indicate whether your organization undertook this energy-related activity in the

reporting year

No
Consumption of purchased or acquired cooling Select from:
No
Generation of electricity, heat, steam, or cooling Select from:
No

[Fixed row]
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(7.30.1) Report your organization’s energy consumption totals (excluding feedstocks) in MWh.

Consumption of fuel (excluding feedstock)

(7.30.1.1) Heating value

Select from:
HHV (higher heating value)

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources

1452790

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources

6298759

7751549.00

Consumption of purchased or acquired electricity

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources

1630

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources

512204

513834.00
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Total energy consumption

(7.30.1.2) MWh from renewable sources

1454420

(7.30.1.3) MWh from non-renewable sources

6810963

8265383.00
[Fixed row]

(7.30.6) Select the applications of your organization’s consumption of fuel.

Indicate whether your organization undertakes this fuel application
Consumption of fuel for the generation of electricity Select from:
No
Consumption of fuel for the generation of heat Select from:
Yes
Consumption of fuel for the generation of steam Select from:
No
Consumption of fuel for the generation of cooling Select from:
No
Consumption of fuel for co-generation or tri-generation Select from:
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Indicate whether your organization undertakes this fuel application

vl No

[Fixed row]

(7.30.7) State how much fuel in MWh your organization has consumed (excluding feedstocks) by fuel type.
Sustainable biomass

(7.30.7.1) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization

1452790

(7.30.7.7) Comment

Consumption of biodiesel and biomethane for fleet operations

Other biomass

(7.30.7.1) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization

0

(7.30.7.7) Comment

None of this fuel type is consumed
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Other renewable fuels (e.g. renewable hydrogen)

(7.30.7.1) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization

0

(7.30.7.7) Comment

None of this fuel type is consumed

Coal

(7.30.7.1) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization

0

(7.30.7.7) Comment

None of this fuel type is consumed

oil

(7.30.7.1) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization

4651988

(7.30.7.7) Comment

Diesel, jet fuel, unleaded gasoline, and heavy equipment operations.

Gas

(7.30.7.1) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization

1646771

136



(7.30.7.7) Comment

Propane and natural gas used for fleet, heavy equipment, and facility operations.

Other non-renewable fuels (e.g. non-renewable hydrogen)

(7.30.7.1) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization

0

(7.30.7.7) Comment

None of this fuel type is consumed

Total fuel

(7.30.7.1) Total fuel MWh consumed by the organization

7751549

(7.30.7.7) Comment

Total HHV of all fuel consumed
[Fixed row]

(7.30.14) Provide a breakdown by country/area of your electricity/heat/steam/cooling consumption in the reporting year.

Canada

(7.30.14.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh)

3616
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(7.30.14.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh)

(7.30.14.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh)

(7.30.14.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh)

3616.00

United States of America

(7.30.14.1) Consumption of purchased electricity (MWh)

508587.59

(7.30.14.2) Consumption of self-generated electricity (MWh)

(7.30.14.4) Consumption of purchased heat, steam, and cooling (MWh)

(7.30.14.5) Consumption of self-generated heat, steam, and cooling (MWh)
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508587.59
[Fixed row]

(7.30.15) Provide details on the electricity purchases that were accounted for at a zero or near-zero emission factor in the
reporting year.

Row 1

(7.30.15.1) Country/area of electricity consumption

Select from:
United States of America

(7.30.15.2) Sourcing method

Select from:
Unbundled procurement of energy attribute certificates (EACs)

(7.30.15.3) Low-carbon technology type

Select from:
Solar

(7.30.15.5) Low-carbon electricity consumed via selected sourcing method in the reporting year (MWh)

1630

(7.30.15.6) Energy attribute certificate (EAC) tracking system used

Select from:
REC [US and Canada]
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(7.30.15.7) Country/area of origin (generation) of the low-carbon electricity or energy attribute

Select from:
United States of America

(7.30.15.8) Are you able to report the commissioning or re-powering year of the electricity generation facility?

Select from:
No

(7.30.15.14) Comment

California RECs were purchased to cover some of the electricity consumption associated with Republic's EV fleet vehicles.
[Add row]

(7.45) Describe your gross global combined Scope 1 and 2 emissions for the reporting year in metric tons CO2e per unit
currency total revenue and provide any additional intensity metrics that are appropriate to your business operations.

Row 1

(7.45.1) Intensity figure

0.00082

(7.45.2) Metric numerator (Gross global combined Scope 1 and 2 emissions, metric tons CO2e)

13546511

(7.45.3) Metric denominator

Select from:
unit total revenue
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(7.45.4) Metric denominator: Unit total

16591000000

(7.45.5) Scope 2 figure used

Select from:
Market-based

(7.45.6) % change from previous year

5.1

(7.45.7) Direction of change

Select from:
Decreased

(7.45.8) Reasons for change

Select all that apply
Other emissions reduction activities

(7.45.9) Please explain

Annual emissions have been restated to account for subsequent acquisitions, while revenue has not and represents what was reported on Form 10-K of the listed

year. Therefore, annual emissions intensity reported here is not like-for-like and may not be a representative metric. See GRI 2-4 for more information regarding
restatements.

[Add row]
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(7.52) Provide any additional climate-related metrics relevant to your business.

Description Metric numerator

Row 1 Select from: Percent
Waste

[Add row]
(7.53) Did you have an emissions target that was active in the reporting year?

Select all that apply
Absolute target

(7.53.1) Provide details of your absolute emissions targets and progress made against those targets.

Row 1

(7.53.1.1) Target reference number

Select from:
Abs 1

(7.53.1.2) Is this a science-based target?

Select from:
Yes, and this target has been approved by the Science Based Targets initiative

(7.53.1.3) Science Based Targets initiative official validation letter

Press Release of SBT.pdf
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(7.53.1.4) Target ambition

Select from:
Well-below 2°C aligned

(7.53.1.5) Date target was set

01/01/2018

(7.53.1.6) Target coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(7.53.1.7) Greenhouse gases covered by target

Select all that apply
Carbon dioxide (C02)

(7.53.1.8) Scopes

Select all that apply
Scope 1
Scope 2

(7.53.1.9) Scope 2 accounting method

Select from:
Market-based

(7.53.1.11) End date of base year

12/31/2017
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(7.53.1.12) Base year Scope 1 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)

17077128

(7.53.1.13) Base year Scope 2 emissions covered by target (metric tons CO2e)

249735

0.000

17326863.000

(7.53.1.33) Base year Scope 1 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 1

100

(7.53.1.34) Base year Scope 2 emissions covered by target as % of total base year emissions in Scope 2
100

(7.53.1.53) Base year emissions covered by target in all selected Scopes as % of total base year emissions in all selected
Scopes

100

(7.53.1.54) End date of target

12/31/2030

(7.53.1.55) Targeted reduction from base year (%)

35
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11262460.950

(7.53.1.57) Scope 1 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)

13362683

(7.53.1.58) Scope 2 emissions in reporting year covered by target (metric tons CO2e)

183827

13546510.000

(7.53.1.78) Land-related emissions covered by target

Select from:
No, it does not cover any land-related emissions (e.g. non-FLAG SBT)

62.34

(7.53.1.80) Target status in reporting year

Select from:
Underway

(7.53.1.82) Explain target coverage and identify any exclusions

We have adopted an aggressive target for reducing our operational GHG emissions, approved by the Science Based Targets initiative (SBTi). Goal: Reduce absolute
total Scope 1 and 2 greenhouse gas emissions 35% by 2030. Scope 1 emissions include emissions from landfills and fleet that are owned, leased, or operated by
Republic. From the baseline year of 2017 to 2025, Republic achieved a 22% reduction in Scope 1 emissions. This results in a total Scope 1 and Scope 2 decrease of
22% since 2017. At the end of 2025, 69% of the time to complete our goal has elapsed, with 31% still remaining.
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(7.53.1.83) Target objective

Emissions reduction

(7.53.1.84) Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year

Please see our 2025 Sustainability Report, “Our Climate Transition Roadmap”. To reach our target of 36% GHG reductions in our Scope 1 and 2 emissions Republic
is actively investing in methods to increase gas collection efficiency and innovative cover systems that will reduce the amount of fugitive methane. Republic is also
investing in alternatives to landfills as demonstrated by our investments in the Republic Services Polymer Centers making us the nation's first integrated plastics
recycling facilities. This initiative will help reduce the amount of materials in landfills and lower our Scope 1 impact. We are taking a leadership position in electric
technology innovation for our fleet which is a critical step toward reducing our environmental impact through lower fleet emissions. These initiatives as well as
improved building and fleet electrification and alternative fuel usage, has been impactful as shown by the 22% reduction in scope 1 and 2 emissions that we have
achieved from our baseline year of 2017.

(7.53.1.85) Target derived using a sectoral decarbonization approach

Select from:
Yes

[Add row]
(7.54) Did you have any other climate-related targets that were active in the reporting year?

Select all that apply
Targets to increase or maintain low-carbon energy consumption or production
Other climate-related targets

(7.54.1) Provide details of your targets to increase or maintain low-carbon energy consumption or production.

Row 1

(7.54.1.1) Target reference number

Select from:
Low 1
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(7.54.1.2) Date target was set
01/01/2018
(7.54.1.3) Target coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(7.54.1.4) Target type: energy carrier

Select from:
Other, please specify :Biogas

(7.54.1.5) Target type: activity

Select from:
Production

(7.54.1.6) Target type: energy source

Select from:
Renewable energy source(s) only

(7.54.1.7) End date of base year

12/31/2017

(7.54.1.8) Consumption or production of selected energy carrier in base year (MWh)

58513

(7.54.1.9) % share of low-carbon or renewable energy in base year
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(7.54.1.10) End date of target

12/31/2030

(7.54.1.11) % share of low-carbon or renewable energy at end date of target

100

(7.54.1.12) % share of low-carbon or renewable energy in reporting year

27.8

27.80

(7.54.1.14) Target status in reporting year

Select from:
Underway

(7.54.1.16) Is this target part of an emissions target?

Yes. Increasing beneficial reuse of biogas collected at landfills results in lower greenhouse gas emissions at landfills. These emissions contribute to the Scope 1
landfill emissions that are part of the SBT described above. Our goal is to increase biogas collected for beneficial reuse by 50% from a baseline of 2017 in the year
2030.

(7.54.1.17) Is this target part of an overarching initiative?

Select all that apply
Science Based Targets initiative

(7.54.1.18) Science Based Targets initiative official validation letter

Press Release of SBT.pdf

148



(7.54.1.19) Explain target coverage and identify any exclusions

Overarching initiative: We have adopted an aggressive target for reducing our operational GHG emissions, approved by the Science Based Targets initiative (SBTi)
and aligned with the UN “Climate Action” SDG 13.2 - reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Goal: Reduce absolute total Scope 1 and 2 greenhouse gas emissions 35%
by 2030. Scope 1 emissions include emissions from landfills and fleet that are owned, leased, or operated by Republic. Supporting goal: Our operating strategy for
managing landfill gas (LFG) emissions is to maximize LFG collected at each landfill. By safely collecting the maximum amount, we minimize any LFG escaping as
fugitive emissions,particularly high GWP methane. The collected LFG is either beneficially reused as renewable energy or thermally oxidized to COZ2 in a flare. We
have a distinct goal to increase biogas sent to beneficial reuse by 50% by 2030 (from a 2017 baseline), by growing our capacity of regenerative landfills. By diverting
biogas to beneficial reuse, we avoid extraction and use of fossil fuels, displacing the need for environmentally damaging activities like fracking and oil sands
prospecting. For the 7.54.1 calculation, we report % share in target year as 100%, indicating that we have fully achieved our 2030 renewable energy goal, described
in this paragraph. Our % share in the reportingyear represents a springboard as we prepare facilities for the transition to RNG, the most common application of LFG
to energy under development. For additional information about our biogas goal (reported in standard cubic feet) please refer to our Sustainability Report at
RepublicServices.com/Sustainability/Reporting.

(7.54.1.20) Target objective

We use this target to work towards our Science-Based Target.

(7.54.1.21) Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year

As of the date of publication, Republic Services is involved in many landfill gas-to-energy projects, with additional RNG projects in our development pipeline. This
represents the country's largest RNG portfolio build-out to date, and will convert landfill gas into pipeline-quality RNG that can be used for a variety of applications to

displace gas from fossil fuels. The initiative is expected to generate substantial progress towards Republic's long-term sustainability goal to beneficially reuse 50%
more biogas by 2030
[Add row]

(7.54.2) Provide details of any other climate-related targets, including methane reduction targets.

Row 1

(7.54.2.1) Target reference number

Select from:
Oth 1
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(7.54.2.2) Date target was set

01/01/2018

(7.54.2.3) Target coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(7.54.2.4) Target type: absolute or intensity

Select from:
Absolute

(7.54.2.5) Target type: category & metric (target numerator if reporting an intensity target)

Waste management
metric tons of waste recycled

(7.54.2.7) End date of base year

12/31/2017

(7.54.2.8) Figure or percentage in base year

2.4

(7.54.2.9) End date of target

12/31/2030

(7.54.2.10) Figure or percentage at end of date of target

3.4
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(7.54.2.11) Figure or percentage in reporting year

2.6

20.0000000000

(7.54.2.13) Target status in reporting year

Select from:
Underway

(7.54.2.15) Is this target part of an emissions target?

Yes, recycling rather than landfilling will decrease our landfill emissions, supporting our SBTi-approved goal.

(7.54.2.16) Is this target part of an overarching initiative?

Select all that apply
Science Based targets initiative - approved other

(7.54.2.17) Science Based Targets initiative official validation letter

Press Release of SBT.pdf

(7.54.2.18) Please explain target coverage and identify any exclusions

Target coverage is 100% of operations.

(7.54.2.19) Target objective

To decrease our emissions while supporting customers in their emissions reduction goals.

151



(7.54.2.20) Plan for achieving target, and progress made to the end of the reporting year

Our continued investments in recycling and circularity are designed to help communities meet their diversion goals and bolster the circular economy. We plan to
continue to invest in recycling and advance this goal through that investment.
[Add row]

(7.55) Did you have emissions reduction initiatives that were active within the reporting year? Note that this can include
those in the planning and/or implementation phases.

Emissions reduction initiatives that were active within the reporting year

Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]

(7.55.1) Identify the total number of initiatives at each stage of development, and for those in the implementation stages,
the estimated CO2e savings.

Total estimated annual CO2e savings in metric

Number of initiatives tonnes CO2e

Under investigation

To be implemented 0 0

Implementation commenced 0 0
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Total estimated annual CO2e savings in metric

Number of initiatives tonnes CO2e

Implemented 1 14975447
Not to be implemented 0 I,
[Fixed row]

(7.55.2) Provide details on the initiatives implemented in the reporting year in the table below.

Row 1

(7.55.2.1) Initiative category & Initiative type

Waste reduction and material circularity
Waste reduction

(7.55.2.2) Estimated annual CO,e savings (metric tonnes CO2e)

14975447

(7.55.2.3) Scope(s) or Scope 3 category(ies) where emissions savings occur

Select all that apply
Scope 1

(7.55.2.4) Voluntary/Mandatory

Select from:
Voluntary
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(7.55.2.5) Annual monetary savings (unit currency — as specified in 1.2)

1687409611

(7.55.2.6) Investment required (unit currency — as specified in 1.2)

160808557

(7.55.2.7) Payback period

Select from:
<1 year

(7.55.2.8) Estimated lifetime of the initiative

Select from:
16-20 years

(7.55.2.9) Comment

Annual monetary savings is revenue generated from recycling and organics facilities in 2025. Investment varies by year, amount shown reflects 2025 capital
investment. Emission reductions are calculated using the EPA WARM v16 model to determine the alternative disposal methods impact on material breakdown. We
reviewed both diversion of recycled and organic material for this assessment.

[Add row]

(7.55.3) What methods do you use to drive investment in emissions reduction activities?

Row 1

(7.55.3.1) Method

Select from:
Compliance with regulatory requirements/standards
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(7.55.3.2) Comment

Our facilities and operations are subject to a variety of federal, state and local requirements that regulate, among other things, the environment, public health, safety,
zoning and land use. In order to comply with regulations such as EPA landfill gas collection standards, California SB 1383 and organics diversion mandates, and the
California low carbon fuel standard we have invested in infrastructure to meet or exceed the regulatory standards. These laws and regulations provide governmental
authorities with strict powers of enforcement, which include the ability to revoke or decline to renew any of our operating permits, obtain injunctions, or impose fines or
penalties in the event of violations, including criminal penalties.

Row 2

(7.55.3.1) Method

Select from:
Financial optimization calculations

(7.55.3.2) Comment

In some cases, we exceed regulatory requirements/standards and/or undertake projects to drive environmental improvements that are not contemplated by regulatory
agencies. Investments in these projects are driven by a positive return on investment that often includes other factors, such as impact on our brand or license to
operate.

[Add row]

(7.73) Are you providing product level data for your organization’s goods or services?

Select from:
No, I am not providing data

(7.74) Do you classify any of your existing goods and/or services as low-carbon products?

Select from:
Yes
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(7.74.1) Provide details of your products and/or services that you classify as low-carbon products.

Row 1

(7.74.1.1) Level of aggregation

Select from:
Group of products or services

(7.74.1.2) Taxonomy used to classify product(s) or service(s) as low-carbon

Select from:
Climate Bonds Taxonomy

(7.74.1.3) Type of product(s) or service(s)

Road
Compressed biogas engines

(7.74.1.4) Description of product(s) or service(s)

Republic has been investing in compressed natural gas (CNG) collection vehicles for over 15 years. In 2025, about 20% of our fleet fuel consumption was natural
gas, which is 100% sourced by RNG. We estimate RNG to produce 70% fewer emissions than diesel, the lowest carbon intensity of any commercially available fuel
today, according to the California Air Resources Board (CARB). Today, our use of RNG is a bridge fuel towards scaling of our electric vehicles. Use of these trucks to
provide collection services to our customers can be classified as a low-carbon service offering because their use results in lower emissions for Republic as we deliver
our service.

(7.74.1.5) Have you estimated the avoided emissions of this low-carbon product(s) or service(s)

Select from:
Yes
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(7.74.1.6) Methodology used to calculate avoided emissions

Select from:
Estimating and Reporting the Comparative Emissions Impacts of Products (WRI)

(7.74.1.7) Life cycle stage(s) covered for the low-carbon product(s) or services(s)

Select from:
Use stage

(7.74.1.8) Functional unit used

Diesel Gallon Equivalents (DGE)

(7.74.1.9) Reference product/service or baseline scenario used

Gallons of diesel used in our fleet.

(7.74.1.10) Life cycle stage(s) covered for the reference product/service or baseline scenario

Select from:
Use stage

(7.74.1.11) Estimated avoided emissions (metric tons CO2e per functional unit) compared to reference product/service or
baseline scenario

295594

(7.74.1.12) Explain your calculation of avoided emissions, including any assumptions

To calculate avoided emissions, the actual amount of biomethane (RNG) fuel was converted to Diesel Gallon Equivalent (DGE). The DGE of fuel was then calculated
to metric tons of COZ2e using the EPA emissions factor for diesel. The second step is to take the actual emissions from the RNG fuel and subtracting that value from
the calculated diesel value. (RNG DGE * Diesel Emission Factor) - (RNG DGE * RNG Emission Factor) = Avoided Emissions from RNG use
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(7.74.1.13) Revenue generated from low-carbon product(s) or service(s) as % of total revenue in the reporting year

14

Row 2

(7.74.1.1) Level of aggregation

Select from:
Group of products or services

(7.74.1.2) Taxonomy used to classify product(s) or service(s) as low-carbon

Select from:
Climate Bonds Taxonomy

(7.74.1.3) Type of product(s) or service(s)

Other
Other, please specify :Landfill Diversion

(7.74.1.4) Description of product(s) or service(s)

Republic offers a number of products and services today that enable our customers to avoid emissions. These products include landfill gas for renewable energy;

recycling of residential and commercial commodities, food waste and green waste; universal recycling (batteries, light bulbs, etc.); and electronic recycling (mobile
devices, televisions, etc.).

(7.74.1.5) Have you estimated the avoided emissions of this low-carbon product(s) or service(s)

Select from:
Yes
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(7.74.1.6) Methodology used to calculate avoided emissions

Select from:
Estimating and Reporting the Comparative Emissions Impacts of Products (WRI)

(7.74.1.7) Life cycle stage(s) covered for the low-carbon product(s) or services(s)

Select from:
End-of-life stage

(7.74.1.8) Functional unit used

Short Tons

(7.74.1.9) Reference product/service or baseline scenario used

Short tons of material landfilled.

(7.74.1.10) Life cycle stage(s) covered for the reference product/service or baseline scenario

Select from:
End-of-life stage

(7.74.1.11) Estimated avoided emissions (metric tons CO2e per functional unit) compared to reference product/service or
baseline scenario

14975447

(7.74.1.12) Explain your calculation of avoided emissions, including any assumptions

Using the EPA WARM model we input the short tons of material that was recycled and composted and entered those tons as tons landfilled. The EPA WARM model
provides emissions rates for mixed recyclables and mixed organics which were utilized as the alternative disposal scenario. The difference between landfilled short
tons and recycled and composted short tons is the emissions avoided number. ((Short tons recycled + Short tons organics) * EPA landfill emission factor) - (Short
tons recycled * EPA mixed recycled factor) + (Short tons organics * EPA mixed organics factor).
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(7.74.1.13) Revenue generated from low-carbon product(s) or service(s) as % of total revenue in the reporting year

10
[Add row]

(7.79) Has your organization retired any project-based carbon credits within the reporting year?

Select from:
No
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C13. Further information & sign off

(13.1) Indicate if any environmental information included in your CDP response (not already reported in 7.9.1/2/3,
8.9.1/2/3/4, and 9.3.2) is verified and/or assured by a third party?

Other environmental information included in your CDP response is verified and/or

assured by a third party

Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]

(13.1.1) Which data points within your CDP response are verified and/or assured by a third party, and which standards
were used?

Row 1

(13.1.1.1) Environmental issue for which data has been verified and/or assured

Select all that apply
Climate change

(13.1.1.2) Disclosure module and data verified and/or assured

Environmental performance — Climate change
Progress against targets
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(13.1.1.3) Verification/assurance standard

General standards
ISO 14064-3

(13.1.1.4) Further details of the third-party verification/assurance process

We have chosen to verify this additional data point as it is related to the annual verification of our organization-wide biogas collection goal. This goal is described in
7.54 and has direct impacts on emissions from landfill activities.

(13.1.1.5) Attach verification/assurance evidence/report (optional)

Republic 2025 Assurance Statement.pdf

Row 2

(13.1.1.1) Environmental issue for which data has been verified and/or assured

Select all that apply
Climate change

(13.1.1.2) Disclosure module and data verified and/or assured

Environmental performance — Climate change
Waste data

(13.1.1.3) Verification/assurance standard

General standards
ISO 14064-3
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(13.1.1.4) Further details of the third-party verification/assurance process

We have chosen to verify our facility recycling tonnage as it is core to our industry and impacts our emissions inventory. Diversion tonnage metrics are reported in
question 7.52 and emissions in Scope 3, Category 5.

(13.1.1.5) Attach verification/assurance evidence/report (optional)

Republic 2025 Assurance Statement.pdf
[Add row]

(13.3) Provide the following information for the person that has signed off (approved) your CDP response.

(13.3.1) Job title

Executive Vice President - Chief Financial Officer

(13.3.2) Corresponding job category

Select from:

Chief Financial Officer (CFO)
[Fixed row]
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