
Appendix A: Summary of consultation responses 
 

WCA General comments Option 2: Local agreements 
Option 4: procure MRF 
capacity, direct 

Option 6: build MRF, direct 

Blaby 
 

Preferred option - £38.83 then 
static for at least 3 years. Likely 
reduce frequency of recycling to 
fortnightly (currently weekly). 
Compulsory redundancies 
amounting to £85.5k - wants LCC 
to fund. Larger 240L bins needed 
for fortnightly recycling - wants 
LCC to fund at £1m. 

Least favourable, requires 
complete change in service. 
Move to fortnightly residual and 
recycling. Compulsory 
redundancies - £213k, want 
LCC to fund. Larger bins - £2m, 
want LCC to fund 

Not commented, but assume 
same as option 4 

Charnwood 

Does not agree with any of 
proposed options - 
seriously compromises 
recycling levels 

At least 70% of current level is 
needed. Seek risk share on MRF 
gate fees. If gate fees exceed 
recycling credits, may ask LCC to 
take over recycling service.   

Removes incentive to improve 
performance. Need tipping point 
within 10 miles of current depot.  

As option 4 

Harborough 

HBC has just re-let a 
contract for collection and 
bulking of recyclates 
including onwards 
transport to a MRF. 
Contract 7 years from April 
2016.  

Preferred option if changes to 
recycling credits are to be made. 
Potentially move to 3 or 4 weekly 
collection. 

Concerns raised over direction 
to a transfer station / MRF out of 
area, and also may lead to 
changes in service with mean 
higher contamination rates. 

As option 4 
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WCA General comments Option 2: Local agreements 
Option 4: procure MRF 
capacity, direct 

Option 6: build MRF, direct 

Hinckley & 
Bosworth 

Request that credit 
reduction / incentive 
scheme does not exceed 
MTFS target. Current 
collection contract in place 
until Nov18, and need to 
re-procure so will need 
confirmation of decision by 
Sept16. 

Preferred option. £39.83 requires 
council to commit to service. 
Probably move to co-mingled (not 
dual stream). Wants clarity of 
credit levels for at least 7 years 
post 18/19. May remove batteries 
and textiles as low quantities. 
May review bring bank provision. 
Seek risk share on recyclate 
markets with County 

Removes incentive to retain 
current service. Would move to 
co-mingled, remove bring 
banks, remove efforts to control 
contamination, reduce 
frequency of dry recycling to 3-4 
weekly. WTS needed if MRF too 
far away. 

As option 4.  

Melton 
Lower saving level with 
incentive is most 
sustainable approach. 

Cannot comment on changes to 
service. 

Does not encourage reduction 
or recycling in new collection 
contract 

Need to rearrange disposal 
services mid-term of new 
collection contract. 

NW Leics 
Cannot state what 
changes likely until 
decisions are made 

Least financial impact of all 
options. Consider charge for 
green waste (potential increase in 
residual), consider move to 
comingled recyclate from 
kerbside sort (increase in 
contamination) 

Consider charge for green 
waste collection, move to co-
mingled, consider 3-weekly 
residual collection 

Potential to develop NWLDC's 
own MRF with LCC. Service 
changes may be required: 
consider charge for green waste 
collection, consider move to co-
mingled, consider 3-weekly 
residual collection 

Oadby & 
Wigston 

Deplores proposals to 
withdraw recycling credits 

Requires at least £37.50 and no 
future reductions 

Review and significantly 
downgrade recycling service 

As option 4 
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