Recycling

Our proposals for Allerton Waste Recovery Park will not impact kerbside recycling.

Collection of your waste and the recycling you do at the kerbside will continue as they are now and we will support the efforts of district authorities to increase kerbside recycling.

What we will do is deal with any waste that leftover and we can increase recycling further by extracting materials such as plastic and metal which may have accidentally been thrown away with general waste.

At Allerton Waste Recovery Park all incoming waste will initially pass through a state of the art mechanical treatment plant which will use automatic equipment to separate metals, paper, card and several types of recyclable plastics out of the waste stream. These materials, expected to be up to 20,000 tonnes per annum, will be passed for recycling (actually increasing the levels of recycling achieved by the residents of North Yorkshire and the City of York).

We also expect to remove 40,000 tonnes each year of food waste and organic material from the incoming waste, which will be passed through an anaerobic digestion plant on-site for the generation of renewable energy.  

This food and organic waste is currently going to landfill.

The mechanical treatment plant is designed to be fully adaptable so that, in the event that a viable market should develop in the future for a particular type of material, we will be able to extract that material from the incoming waste stream. 
North Yorkshire and City of York Councils are aiming for a 50% recycling rate across the county. Some groups have suggested that a recycling rate 70% (or higher) will be achievable within the lifetime of Allerton Waste Recovery Park and that this would remove the need for the facility since waste arisings would fall to a level where alternative treatment methods might become feasible.

In reality a target of 50% is realistic and achievable within necessary time constraints. It is clear from research that as people are able to recycle more, the remaining non recyclable element becomes more difficult to deal with to increase recycling levels. 

It is worth noting that, while recycling rates have been increasing, the rate of that growth is now beginning to slow – as the diagrams below show (Source: Defra)
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We agree that, as a society, we should aim to prevent or reuse waste. If this is not possible, we should recycle. But, in reality, there is still remaining waste that cannot be recycled and it will be some time before we reach a zero waste society. This requires behavioural and cultural change. In Euorpe, it’s worth noting those countries with the highest recycling rates also have high levels of incineration – demonstrating that it is possible to combine waste treatment methods successfully. Source: Eurostat.

	Country
	Waste

(kg/person)
	%

Incinerated
	% Landfilled
	% Recycled
	%

Composted

	Denmark 
	802
	54
	4
	24
	18

	Sweden 
	515
	49
	3
	35
	13

	Netherlands 
	622
	39
	1
	32
	27

	Belgium 
	493
	36
	5
	35
	25

	Luxembourg 
	701
	36
	19
	25
	20

	Germany 
	581
	35
	1
	48
	17

	France 
	543
	32
	36
	18
	15

	Austria 
	601
	27
	3
	29
	40

	Portugal 
	477
	19
	65
	9
	8

	Finland 
	522
	17
	50
	25
	8

	Czech Republic 
	306
	13
	83
	2
	2

	Italy 
	561
	11
	44
	11
	34

	United Kingdom 
	565
	10
	55
	23
	12


You may have heard some people compare North Yorkshire’s recycling levels to San Francisco or South Oxfordshire. But these do not compare like-for-like situations. For example, with San Francisco people compare combined household and commercial recycling levels in San Francisco with North Yorkshire’s household-only figure. If household-only recycling was compared it can be seen North Yorkshire performs slightly better than San Francisco.

South Oxfordshire is a district and not a county like North Yorkshire and therefore comparing statistics is difficult. While South Oxfordshire can be applauded for increasing its recycling levels, they have done so in a small geographical area with more frequent collection services than in North Yorkshire. Roll out of similar collection schemes in a county-wide location such as North Yorkshire may not be cost effective. In addition, if you look at Oxfordshire as a county, you will see that it does incorporate energy from waste in its strategy.
Comparing statistics is difficult in other ways. For example, in Europe the use of Incinerator Bottom Ash (IBA) in road construction is classed as recycling (in the UK it is not). If it were, we could increase the total recyclable performance for North Yorkshire simply by incorporating IBA figures.
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