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Executive Summary
7.

The executive summary must not exceed 2 sides in total of A4 and should be understandable to the
intelligent non-scientist. It should cover the main objectives, methods and findings of the research, together
with any other significant events and options for new work.
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1. Introduction
This project involved young people in schools Luton and in Aylesbury / Buckinghamshire during 2006/07.
It was commissioned by the Defra Waste Evidence Programme to gather insight into young people’s
understanding, attitudes, motivations, and barriers to community participation in kitchen waste kerbside
collections. Young people: were introduced to issues around food waste, researched the wider context,
identified policy options for consideration by policy makers, investigated the views of peers and significant
adults, and made recommendations. End-of-project conferences were attended by project Steering
Committee members, waste management and education officers, Council officers, and elected members.
2. Objectives
The objectives were to:
1. provide insight into understanding, attitudes, motivations, and barriers to participating in kitchen
waste kerbside collections.
2. investigate the behavioural determinants for participants and non-participants, both at the
individual and household level.
3. ascertain the effects of scheme design variables on participation rates and bio-waste collected, in
the context of different socio-demographic groups and housing types.
3. Methods
Inception
Working with groups in three pilot schools, the WTA project worker trialled both the approach to the
project, and the instrumentation. From this, twelve potential policy options for managing food waste were
identified. These were discussed and agreed with the Steering Committee in order to provide construct
validity of them as appropriate options to use in further work with the groups in the project.
Stage 1 - An overview of the DEFRA process by the WTA project worker was provided that generated an
understanding of the level of young people’s knowledge and their ideas at the start of the research
process. The young people were then asked to research key questions to ensure they had appropriate
background knowledge and understanding relating to: the amount of food waste now produced in
England, current government targets for reducing waste going to landfill, and available options for
managing food waste.
Stage 2 - Each group’s research was reviewed and discussed. Matters of accepted fact relating to food
waste management were established, and each group then agreed a 1 to 12 ranking of the policy options
that they would use in their own research with others in order that they could then evaluate their own
preferred rankings. Twenty research teams were formed, directly and extensively involving 206 young
people, and a research framework was provided that would help ensure consistency of approach across
the project. Research was undertaken by research teams with their target audiences. Overall, the
research teams consulted 2532 people. Each research team conducted an initial analysis of data, and
refined their ideas, providing written reasons for their suggestions about the ranking of the policy options.
Stage 3 - Research teams presented their research results and confirmed their preferred policy rankings in
a report and consolidated sets of results for both Luton and Aylesbury / Buckinghamshire were produced.
These identified preferred policy options and the strategies raised for encouraging people to participate in
food waste management schemes. Conferences were held in Luton and in Aylesbury / Buckinghamshire.
These saw the first presentation of the overall rankings of policy options, and associated
recommendations with participants commenting on these. The policy options were reviewed in the light of
the national waste strategy, and each young person present was then asked to reflect on the discussions
and select their top three policy preferences, which resulted in a final set of recommendations that
reflected their own research.
4. Outcomes
Although there were differences in recommendations and rationale, overall, the prime emphasis was the
same, with the most-favoured from each conference being the same: option G: Explain why you should
compost which received 25% of all preferences cast. This, together with option H: Explain how to
compost, constituted 43 % of all preferences in Luton and Aylesbury / Buckinghamshire combined. This
would seem a recognition by the young people that the key challenge that policy-makers face is not that of
making information available to people. Rather, it is helping them access and understand it in the context
of their own highly contingent personal circumstances, and then to weigh it, not only in terms of
information available from other sources, but also in relation to existing personal understandings, often
tacitly held.
5. Implications
The difficulties inherent in an expert-to-consumer model of information flow are well documented. Both
information provision and communication are obviously important, but need to be recognised as limited,
basic strategies which work only under certain circumstances and which need targeting. Often, the role of
pedagogy is neglected in settings that are not obviously ‘educational’, such as most contexts where waste
issues are significant. This is another way of saying that the processes through which people learn tend to
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be neglected because it is assumed that in such information-led strategies, learning is not significant or
necessary. However, information provision needs to be viewed as a component of pedagogic practice
which emphasises the idea that learning is a process that needs some expert mediation that involve
‘responsive dialogues’ between teacher and taught (i.e., expert and novice learner) in relation to both
everyday and scientific understandings. The distinction between the instruction and engagement of
learners (through information & communication), and the facilitation of learning (through mediation) ought
to be based on whether significant parameters and assumptions (i.e., facts & values) are disputed or not.
The idea of ‘navigating knowledge landscapes’ is a helpful way of viewing the process whereby people
consult wider sources of information so that they can begin to learn more about the relevant aspects of a
problem where it is better to think about the complexity of the fluid, complex, continuously changing
landscape of everyday life in terms of a seascape that requires navigational skills.
6. Recommendations
There is considerable scope, both locally and nationally, to extend and build on the work that has been
done in this project. We make a number of recommendations in relation to waste policy and the work of
local authorities and schools. Although these are couched in terms of actions that we think that local
authorities and schools across the country ought to pursue, we are conscious that Defra and DCSF also
have a responsibility to encourage and support schools and local authorities in this work, and the
recommendations need to be seen in that light.
Local Authorities need, and need to be encouraged by government, to …
•

Ensure that traditional information / communication strategies and techniques (leaflets, adverts,
etc.) are appropriately targeted at audiences which need and hence will likely use them. Develop
sophisticated approaches that allow people to gain understanding of the issues around reducing
both total waste, and the proportion of waste going to landfill, doing this by working with groups
fully representative of community interests and expertise.

•

Involve young people in the design and targeting of local campaigns on waste reduction,
recycling, food waste, and composting by working with schools and / or through the development
of youth panels which might also help in bin design

•

Provide opportunities for local people (of all ages), linked to neighbourhood and social enterprises,
to acquire skills in composting and waste reduction, and in teaching others about these, and then
provide the means whereby these skills can be used with peer and other groups.

•

Consider the use of carefully-targeted incentive schemes that encouraging waste reduction,
recycling, composting, etc., and which are selectively used in specific contexts that are
sympathetic to their use.

Schools need, and need to be encouraged by government, to …
•

Work with local authorities to set up visible, efficient and reliable recycling systems in order to
reduce the proportion of waste in schools going to landfill.

•

Have a governing body policy to progressively reduce the absolute amount of waste of all kinds
produced by school activities, and actively involve students in the on-going monitoring and
reporting progress on this policy to governors and the whole school, to the local authority, and to
the community.

•

Focus on local waste issues, and particularly food waste, as part of their response to the DCSF’s
Sustainable Schools agenda, seeking, to have a positive impact on reducing waste locally, to
enhance the value of the curriculum experience for students, and to act as a role model for others
in the community. Working with local authority agencies to set up collaborative schemes would be
an important aspect of this.

•

Take the opportunities afforded by current curriculum reviews to enable active student
involvement and responsibility in ‘real world’ issues through both curricular and extra-curricular
activities, working closely with local authorities and other community groups on significant local
issues. Creating dedicated time for this in a working week would be helpful.

7. Possible future work
This includes: monitoring of activity in relation to minimisation, recycling and waste in the participating
schools; development of a Youth Board in Luton, and the monitoring of its work; a consultation project in
Luton on how young people can contribute towards waste minimisation and reduction; appointing a Waste
Education Officer in Luton to promote sustainable waste management within schools, colleges and
universities as well as to the residents of Luton and focussing Aylesbury Vale’s recycling officer’s work in
secondary schools. Conference reports and project outputs are to be distributed within the local
authorities.
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Project Report to Defra
8.

As a guide this report should be no longer than 20 sides of A4. This report is to provide Defra with
details of the outputs of the research project for internal purposes; to meet the terms of the contract; and
to allow Defra to publish details of the outputs to meet Environmental Information Regulation or
Freedom of Information obligations. This short report to Defra does not preclude contractors from also
seeking to publish a full, formal scientific report/paper in an appropriate scientific or other
journal/publication. Indeed, Defra actively encourages such publications as part of the contract terms.
The report to Defra should include:
z the scientific objectives as set out in the contract;
z the extent to which the objectives set out in the contract have been met;
z details of methods used and the results obtained, including statistical analysis (if appropriate);
z a discussion of the results and their reliability;
z the main implications of the findings;
z possible future work; and
z any action resulting from the research (e.g. IP, Knowledge Transfer).
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