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The complainant complains that these two articles – a news article (1) and a feature 

article (2) the following day – are misleading because of their alleged misinterpretation of 

the EU Waste Framework Directive that comes into force on 1 January 2015 and the 

alleged implication that householders who already have several recycling receptacles 

might be required to have more containers. 

 

The complainant says that the key point about the directive is that the duty of separate 

collection to be imposed on councils does not entail separate containment of recycling 

streams by householders. He quotes Lord de Mauley, the Defra minister, telling local 

authorities in a letter that: “Separate collection does not of course mean that each 

household will need more bins. For example, many areas have kerbside sort systems 

where materials are sorted before being loaded into the waste collection vehicle”. 

 

The Telegraph recognises that the regulations will impose a statutory duty on councils to 

separate waste more efficiently. Under existing arrangements, however, the separation is 

often effectively left to the householder by means of the distribution of various bins. 

There is no evidence to suggest that under the new regulations all councils will adopt 

kerbside sort systems, so the onus will remain on many householders to use whatever 

system is put in place under the forthcoming new rules. 

 

Many areas – two-thirds of councils according to the complainant - do not have kerbside 

sort systems at present. The Telegraph notes that the complainant lives in Somerset, 

where such a system appears to work well. He does not therefore live, we understand, in 

an area blighted by bins. The complainant also suggests that councils could rely on 

householders bringing glass to bring banks – “or take any other reasonable policy 

response.” He does not say how many individuals would be likely to deposit glass in 

bring banks, nor does he spell out what is “reasonable” action by councils or how such 

other, unspecified, responses might pan out in practice.  

 

What the complainant does not appear to countenance is that some councils’ response 

may involve more bins. The Telegraph is unable to accept that position. 

 



The attitude of the Local Government Association (LGA) was set out on 16 October 2013 

in a letter from Councillor Mike Jones, chairman of the LGA’s environment and housing 

board, to Owen Patterson, Secretary of State for Environment Food and Rural Affairs 

(see attached). Nowhere in the letter, headed “Separate collection of waste”, is any 

commitment to introduce kerbside sort systems; nor does it suggest any commitment to 

request households to take glass to bring banks.  

 

All the letter says is that councils should rely directly on the wording of the Waste 

Framework Directive itself – which it quotes as specifying that “waste shall be collected 

separately if technically, environmentally and economically practicable and shall not be 

mixed with other waste or other materials with different properties” - and that local 

authorities should take their own legal advice and make decisions in accordance with that 

advice locally. Mr Jones said Lord de Mauley’s letter was “an unhelpful contribution to 

the debate.” It does not appear to be the case that there is any guarantee, as the 

complainant appears to believe, that in some or even many areas residents will not be 

asked to use an additional bin or bins. 

 

The Telegraph acknowledges the standpoint from which the complainant makes his 

points: he appears to live in an area where the council has taken a sensible step to avoid 

the problems caused by “co-mingling” systems. However, the system adopted by 

Somerset and like-minded councils is not the only possible outcome of the regulations. 

The complainant says that councils are not “likely” to meets their obligations by issuing 

more bins, but he does not say how he knows this. 

 

The response of many readers to the system in Somerset would be to say “if only” their 

local council did likewise. But the reality for many readers, where every street contains a 

plethora of bins, is rather different from the complainant’s. The placing of our articles in 

the context of the concerns of this section of the population – the majority – is not an 

unreasonable or misleading response to the possible effect of the new regulations. Large 

numbers of people are already obliged to have two or three wheelie bins and some areas 

insist on more bins, bags and boxes. The directive indeed raises fears of further “bin 

blight”, as our news article reported. The Telegraph does not believe it is misleading to 

report this, much as we might all prefer all councils to sort materials on the street.  

 

The news article therefore included the views of the Campaign for Weekly Waste 

Collection, whose spokesperson said that multiple crates for the individual sorting of 

materials would create storage problems for many residents. The Telegraph does not 

believe it was anything other than reasonable to report that view, which would be shared 

by many readers.  

 

It did, however, balance the article by quoting a Defra spokesman saying that it was “up 

to local authorities to decide what works best in their local area within the law”. On any 

reasonable reading of that statement, however, the way remains open for local authorities 

to create more bin blight. The Telegraph was entitled to report that as news and to 

investigate the topic further in a feature article. We do not know yet what the effects of 

councils’ responses to the regulations will be on households. It follows that any 



clarification as requested by the complainant would be premature. When councils’ 

decisions become known we will report them. 
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