34 1 Vol. 34 No. 1

2013 1 ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE Jan. 2013
12 2 2%
(1. 100032; 2.
100085)
600
75. 6% 15.5% 60. 1% 24. 4%
4.5% 31.2% N
36.84% ;
35.39%. 90%
: X705 A 1 0250-3301(2013) 01-0395-06

Investigation of Waste Classification and Collection Actual Effect and the Study

of Long Acting Management in the Community of Beijing
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Abstract: The current position of waste separation and collection are investigated in 600 separation pilot communities of Beijing.
According to survey date it was revealing that correct classification rate and correct putting rate is not high in the pilot communities. It
is an important factor that different awareness levels affect correct separation and putting rate and according to the different breadth of
knowledge awareness divided into two ranges which is 75.6% and 15.5% respectively. However majority about 60. 1% of the
populations waste classification knowledge still stay on preliminary stage in the community and about 24. 4% population dont aware of
the waste classification. The correct rate of classification operations and putting is relatively low at 4. 5% and 31. 2% respectively. At
the same time the attention and breadth of publicity and education is not enough and the management system has not formed. The
waste classification recommendations of residents in the community: The publicity of classified knowledge should be strengthen about
36.84% ; then the supervision of waste classification correct putting should also be strengthen about 35.39% . As a whole most
residents more than 90% think that soft power construction should be improved. Therefore in order to induct residents operating
classification practices it is recommended that promoting the involvement and depth of classification publicity to make use of various
Medias and foster ways. The evaluation index system of community’s waste classification combining the hardware facility and the
publicity and education should be build. At the same time the supervision system which has the better operability should be
established that means the residents will gain long-term sustainability supervision using incentive and punishment ways. In addition

waste classification effect should be become the assessment indexes about city community governance and improving the public
administration level.
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Fig. 2 Waste classification rate and correct putting rate

in community of Beijing
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Fig. 3 Ordinary awareness in 14 borough and 2 county of Beijing
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Fig. 5 Recyclable and food waste correct classification rate in 14 borough and 2 county of Beijing
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Fig. 7 Acquisition channel ratio of waste classification

information in the community
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Fig. 6 Correlation between different waste classification awareness grade in Beijing
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