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Survey background
The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) gathered data in the summer of 2012 about curbside
recycling programs with an emphasis on types of plastics collected in curbside programs. Many of
Minnesota’s curbside recycling programs recently began collecting additional types of plastics in, or
shortly before, 2012. Data was also gathered about how curbside recycling programs are structured.
Respondents to the survey were instructed to respond for their curbside programs only; multifamily,
commercial and drop-off programs were considered outside the scope of this survey.
The survey was distributed to city and county recycling coordinators around the state. The MPCA also
sent the survey to Counties and Cities Involved in Source Reduction and Recycling (CISRR) and Solid
Waste Administrator (SWA) members. The Recycling Association of Minnesota (RAM) and the
Association of Recycling Managers (ARM) also helped promote the survey.

Survey responses
Data was collected from both county and city staff in an effort to benchmark municipal recycling
programs; county data was then broken down to the city level for purposes of analysis.
A total of 180 survey responses detailed information for 340 cities in Minnesota. The 340 cities have a
combined 2011 population of 3,531,742 residents. This represents approximately 66 percent of the
state’s population (5,344,861 in 20111).
It is notable that 81 of the 100 most populous cities responded to the survey.
Of the cities that did not fully complete the survey, limited data was gathered from their city websites or
calls to city staff.
The survey did not address the quantity of the recyclables collected, the costs for managing the
materials, or the potential end markets for material collected in Minnesota. The MPCA recognizes the
need to continue research to answer these questions in an effort to offer policy makers improved
information regarding how high performing curbside recycling programs are designed.

Curbside recycling collection options
City contract for community-wide collection: This includes curbside recycling provided as a city service
through a city contract with a private recycling hauler or, in a few instances, uses city staff to collect
recyclables. City contracts have uniform recycling guidelines on sorting, items collected, and collection
days.
Subscription service: Under this service, multiple haulers operate in a city and the resident contracts for
service from a private hauler. With this service, immediate neighbors may have different instructions for
sorting, items collected, and different collection days depending on the hauler they select. A few cities
have incorporated provisions into their trash hauling licenses to ensure that recyclables are collected
with consistent sorting guidelines and collection of the same broad set of recyclable materials.
This analysis included cities that offer recycling as a contracted city service, cities that use a subscription
service program and some cities that do not offer curbside recycling. The survey instrument requested
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city and county recycling coordinators to reply based on the specifications for their curbside programs.
Drop-off site and multifamily program data was not collected.
The table below shows the type of service used by cities that responded to the survey.
Number Of
Cities

% of City
Responses

% of Population
(within sample)

City service - contract

200

60.24%

62.18%

Subscription service

132

39.76%

37.82%

Five cities that do not have curbside recycling were included in the analysis, the largest of which is
Bemidji with a population of 13,528. All five cities combined, including Bemidji, have a total population
of 15,694. Cities without curbside recycling accounted for 1.4 percent of the cities responding to the
survey. Of the 3,531,472 Minnesotans accounted for in the survey, 0.4 percent live in communities
without curbside recycling service. One city did not respond to this survey question.
Because subscription service systems are comprised of multiple haulers that frequently have different
sorting guidelines and collect different materials much of this profile is focused on cities that provide
recycling as a city service.

Recycling collection methods
Both city service and subscription service of curbside collection of recyclables is provided by several
different methods in Minnesota including:
•
•
•

Single-stream collection whereby all recyclables are placed in one container and no further sorting
by the resident is necessary is the most common.
Dual-stream method asks residents to sort recyclables into two categories, usually fiber (paper and
cardboard) and containers (bottles and cans).
Source separated requires separation of recyclables into three or more groups (for example: cans,
glass, newspaper, mail and magazines, plastic bottles, etc.).

Cities that provide curbside recycling service were asked how residents are instructed to sort
recyclables.

City service contracts
The table below details responses from cities with city service contracts. The most prominent collection
method in the state in 2012 was single-stream recycling.
Number of cities

2

% of City responses

% of Population
(within sample)

Source separated

39

20.74%

8.67%

Dual-stream

23

12.23%

26.22%

Single-stream

126

67.02%

65.11%

3

2

Only includes cities with contracts for organized recycling collection that responded to the survey question about sorting
methods
3
Includes Minneapolis
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Note: At the time the survey was conducted, the city of Minneapolis was collecting recyclables through
a source separated program. However, as of November of 2012, Minneapolis began transitioning to a
single-stream recycling program that became citywide in the summer of 2013. For purposes of this
analysis Minneapolis is accounted for as a single-stream recycling program.

Subscription service
Since collection methods may differ from one household to the next in subscription service
communities, city and county staff from those communities were asked to identify which collection
method was used by each hauler in those cities. However, since market share for each hauler is not
known, adequate data is not available to determine precisely how prominent each sorting guideline is in
subscription service cities.
There are two haulers that operate in a substantial portion of the cities that use subscription service
recycling; one operates in 93 percent and one operates in 44 percent of those communities, and both
routinely offer single-stream recycling. Thus the data suggests the vast majority of residents living in
subscription service communities have access to single-stream recycling.
Some cities with service contracts did not respond to this survey question. Thus the numbers are not an
exact match for some other sections of this report.

Contracts
Revenue sharing in city service
Cities with service contracts negotiate with haulers on a variety of provisions. Many contracts contain a
provision for the city to receive revenue from the sale of the recyclable materials; generally referred to
as revenue sharing. Revenue sharing can provide a more holistic assessment of a recycling program’s
costs and benefits. Since collection costs and processing costs are partially offset by revenues from the
recycled material commodities, a city without a revenue share is disconnected from the commodity
portion of the program economics. Cities with a subscription service do not directly contract with
haulers; therefore there is no revenue sharing in those communities.

Survey respondents from city service contract communities: Revenue
sharing
•
•

131 cities (69.7 percent) with contracts for recycling do not receive a revenue share
57 cities (30.3 percent) indicated they receive a revenue share
• 38 of those communities did not provide the formula used to calculate their revenue share
• 19 of those communities did provide the formula used to calculate the revenue share

Communities that provided the formula to calculate their revenue share have a wide variety of
arrangements. Many have formulas where they receive a percentage of the revenue after processing
costs have been paid to the hauler. Some examples of revenue share arrangements are noted below:
•

Cities reported receiving a range of 20 percent-100 percent of revenue after processing costs.
Responses provided by recycling coordinators included:
• 50 percent of net revenue
• 80 percent of revenue is paid (credited) to the city after paying processing costs which are
capped at $57.25 per ton
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60 percent of net revenue
• 90 percent of net revenue
• 20 percent of revenue after processing costs
• 100 percent after processing
$350.00 per month, or $10.00 per ton of fibers collected, whichever is greater.
Revenue in excess of $1,200 per ton for aluminum and $40 per ton for newspaper - paid quarterly.
•

•
•

While both of the state’s largest cities, Minneapolis and St. Paul, have revenue sharing arrangements so
do many mid-sized and smaller cities. Many, but not all, cities within the metro area reported having a
revenue share as part of their contract. Some revenue shares are also included in greater Minnesota,
although fewer cities outside the metro reported having a revenue share.

Plastics
Cities with service contracts are in the best position to describe what materials are collected curbsides.
In some cases, cities with subscription service system require licensed haulers to collect certain
commonly recyclable items. In most Minnesota communities, not all plastics are collected for recycling.
There are thousands of different types of plastics with different characteristics; they may melt at
different temperatures, have different levels of rigidity, be made from different resin types, be different
colors, or have different types of additives. These varying characteristics mean recycling facilities need
to have advanced sorting equipment and a diverse network of manufacturers who want the various
types of material for their products. For plastics to be recycled, it must be purchased by a manufacturer
who will use it to create a new product. As such, only plastics that can work as a viable feedstock for a
manufacturer are purchased from the companies that collect and process recyclables.
Prior to 2012, most of the haulers in Minnesota, with a few noteworthy exceptions, collected only PET
and HDPE bottles with a neck. That began to change in 2012 as several prominent haulers began
collecting additional types of plastic.

Survey respondents from city service contract communities: Materials
collected
Cities with a contract service were asked which materials were collected in July and August of 2012.
Plastic bottle recycling: All 200 cities reported collecting PET and HDPE bottles. Of the 200 cities, 37
collect plastic bottles and no other types of plastic. Those 37 cities account for 18.5 percent of city
service contracts and 28 percent (of 2,185,018) of residents in city service contracts that responded to
the survey. An additional 10 smaller cities collect plastic bottles and plastic film; these 10 cities all have
populations of 1,131 or less, accounting for 0.2 percent of the population within the contract for
recycling sample.
Cups, containers and packaging recycling: 156 of the 200 cities with organized recycling collection
accept at least some of the plastics that fall within the “Cups, Containers and Packaging” category. These
156 cities account for 78 percent of city service contracts and 71.8 percent (of 2,185,018) of residents
with city service contracts.
About 80 percent of this group reported collecting some types of “Cups, Containers and Packaging” but
indicated there are also items they do not collect that would otherwise fit this description. It is
important to keep in mind that the survey was conducted during a transitional time when many
recycling professionals were adjusting to new guidelines from haulers and material recovery facilities.
Items frequently listed as not collected included cups, packaging, and containers that were not HDPE or
Curbside Recycling: Plastics and Program Characteristics • September 2013
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PET. Appendix A of this report details plastic recycling guidelines for 88 of Minnesota’s larger cities and
regional hubs. That document demonstrates the complexity and variety of interpretations around what
materials are collected within Minnesota’s plastics recycling programs.

4

Photo: Cups, Containers & Packaging

Plastic film recycling: Many Minnesota residents have access to plastic film recycling at grocery stores
and retailers, and some haulers have begun to accept it with curbside recycling. Plastic film includes
items such as plastic bags and plastic wrap. There is a strong market for recycling this material; however
it can be problematic in recycling sorting facilities because it potentially clogs automated sorting
equipment. Some haulers added plastic film when they began collecting non-bottle plastics. Other
haulers added non-bottle plastics but still ask residents to exclude plastic film.
Most city service contracts were not collecting bags and film with their curbside recycling programs
during the summer of 2012.

Bags & film

4

Number of
cities

% of City
responses

% of Population
(within sample)

Not collected
curbside

141

70.50%

79.08%

Collected

39

19.50%

15.49%

Some types
collected

20

10.00%

5.43%

Photos courtesy of http://www.swmcb.org/tool-kits/images
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Plastic resin codes and
collections
Labeling plastics appropriately for
recycling is a substantial challenge. The
current system features seven different
codes each of which is intended to
characterize the resin type the package is
made from. A plastic resin is a broad
characterization of the type of material
used to create an item; within each resin
there are a variety of types of plastic that
may not be compatible with one another
for recycling purposes.

Photo: Resin Identification Codes (RIC)

Thirty-nine states require plastic packaging to be labeled with the resin identification code system. Only
19 percent of programs that responded to the survey accept all #1-#7 plastics identified through the
resin identification code system, and there are vast differences regarding which plastics are collected
from one community to the next.
The resin identification code (RIC) system was developed by the Society of the Plastics Industry (SPI) in
1988. Each package is adorned with a number #1-#7, which historically has been enclosed inside a
chasing arrow symbol. However, the chasing arrow symbol is frequently interpreted as an indication
that a product is recyclable, despite the RIC labeling system only intending to indicate what resin (PET,
polypropylene, HDPE) a plastic was made from. Given the confusion this can cause for consumers who
interpret the chasing arrows as an indication of recyclability, the ASTM committee that now governs the
RIC finalized a revision to the standard that changed the symbol used in the ASTM standard to a solid
triangle in February 2013. The symbol change will likely not be immediately implemented since some
states reference the chasing arrows symbol in statute.
In many cases, plastics from within one resin type cannot be recycled together – for example a #1 plastic
bottle may melt at a different temperature than a #1 cup. Other communities may collect #1 and #2
bottles, but they do not accept cups, containers or packaging even if those products may feature the
same resin code.
Most cities in Minnesota use the resin identification code when educating the public about which
plastics they collect. However, many programs also use additional descriptions and photos or
illustrations to assist residents with understanding which plastics are collected.
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Cities with contracted recycling services were asked if they use the resin identification code while
educating the public. Cities that do use the resin codes were then asked which type of resins their
programs collect. The table below details their responses.
Resin codes collected

Number of cities

% of City
responses

% of Population
(within sample)

# 1 Bottles & Containers Only

2

1.03%

0.10%

#1 & #2 Bottles Only

10

5.13%

18.42%

# 1 Bottles & Containers, #2 Bottles Only

14

7.18%

4.84%

#1& #2 All container/bottle types

9

4.62%

5.12%

#1-#5 (with exceptions)

20

10.26%

2.74%

#1-#6 (with exceptions)

9

4.62%

0.46%

#1-#7 (with exceptions)

80

41.03%

27.80%

#1-#7

38

19.49%

33.50%

#1,#2,#5,#7

1

0.51%

0.06%

Doesn't Use RIC Numbers for Education

12

6.15%

6.95%

Plastic recycling education
More than 93 percent of communities in Minnesota are using the resin identification code to support
recycling education efforts. More than 80 percent of those communities do not collect all seven resin
types and each of these communities uses the resin identification code and often other characteristics
(i.e. packaging descriptions such as ‘bottles’ or ‘cups’) in an effort to help the public determine which
plastics are collected and which are not. Nearly 20 percent of communities, representing 33.5 percent of
the population living in contract cities, are collecting all plastics labeled with any of the seven resin
codes.
The programs within Minnesota using the resin identification code in their recycling education systems
are using one of the nine systems described in the table above. The existence of these nine different
systems illustrates how complex plastic recycling is for the average resident. Most members of the
public are likely exposed to several of the different collection systems; meaning recycling collection
guidelines for their home probably differ from the guidelines they are expected to follow when they go
to work, visit friends or family, or move to a new community.

Plastic materials not accepted in most programs
Virtually all curbside recycling programs do not collect every material made from plastic. Plastic is a
diverse category of materials: consumer packaging, children’s toys, ice trays, car dashboards and
thousands of other products are made from plastic. Because of this diversity and the intrinsic need for
recycling to use a uniform material for manufacturing, many items made from plastic are not suitable for
curbside recycling programs. Collecting, sorting, and removing undesirable plastics increases expense for
operating a recycling program. This means most programs educate the public to exclude some types of
Curbside Recycling: Plastics and Program Characteristics • September 2013
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plastic from their recycling containers. Beyond the resin types and/or packaging descriptions survey
respondents identified a number of materials that their program views as contaminants.
Approximately 63 percent of respondents indicated they instruct residents what items not to place in
curbside recycling bins. Of this group:
•
•
•
•
•
•

87.1 percent instruct the public not to include plastics that contained hazardous materials (such as
motor oil)
85.5 percent instruct the public not to include Polystyrene (Styrofoam)
59.7 percent instructed the public not to include plastic bags and film
50.0 percent instruct the public not to include plastic items that are not packaging (toys, hoses, coat
hangers)
29.0 percent instruct the public not to include compostable plastics5
24.2 percent instruct the public not to include plastics made from multiple resin types (for example
something made from both HDPE and polypropylene) and/or made of multiple material types (i.e.
an item that is made from plastic AND metal or plastic AND paper)

Bottle caps on or bottle caps off?
Bottle caps are typically made from polypropylene but bottles are most frequently made from PET or
HDPE. Because the material is different, and caps can cause other operational issues, historically
recyclers have instructed the public to remove bottle caps prior to recycling.
Recently, the Association of Post-Consumer Plastic Recyclers began a campaign encouraging recycling
programs to instruct the public to put bottle caps back on prior to recycling. Many plastic end markets
have improved sorting processes allowing caps to be sorted and recycled.
While sorting technology at many plastic recycling end markets has improved, some operational
considerations continue to create issues that have dissuaded many programs from instructing the public
to include bottle caps. For example, bottles with caps on periodically have liquid in them, whereas
bottles without caps rarely do. Tight caps on bottles can also negatively impact the quality of a bale
when exposed to temperature extremes, as bottles may expand potentially resulting in a large mess
and/or safety hazard.
The table below details city and county recycling coordinators responses to the survey question
regarding education practices for plastic bottle caps:

Leave Caps ON

Percentage of Survey
Respondents
33.0%

Take Caps OFF

35.1%

Not Specified in
Education Materials

32.0%

5

Compostable plastics are designed to be collected with source separated organics. Frequently these products are made from
plant based materials; they are designed to break down in a commercial composting setting. Because they are designed to
quickly degrade, compostable plastics can contaminate recyclable plastics which are typically used to make products intended
to be durable.
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Plastics recycling collection summary – City contract services
•
•

•
•
•

18.5 percent of cities collect bottles only, these cities account for 28 percent of the population of
cities with contract services.
78 percent of cities collect bottles, cups, containers, and packaging, these cities account for 71.8
percent of the population of contract cities. More than 80 percent of these cities reported they do
not collect all types of cups, containers, and packaging.
70.5 percent of cities do not collect plastic bags or film, these cities account for 79.1 percent of the
population of contract cities. Retail drop-off collection is more common for bag and film recycling.
93.9 percent of communities use the Resin Identification Code to help residents understand which
plastics are collected. These cities account for 93 percent of the population of contract cities.
19.4 percent of cities, accounting for 33.5 percent of the population of contract cities, collect all #1#7 plastics. All other programs ask the public to not include some types of plastic in their recycling
bins.

The state’s recycling programs predominately consist of single-stream collections. Many programs
currently collecting dual-stream have indicated they will be switching to single-stream collection. Nearly
all subscription service community residents have access to single-stream recycling.

Findings
Based on the results from the survey, few of the recycling programs in Minnesota accept every variety of
plastic. Plastic waste streams are remarkably diverse with a wide variety of different products including
soda bottles, durable goods, electronics casing, consumer packaging, snow shovels, children’s toys and
many others.
Since recycling markets use recycled commodities as a feedstock, certain conditions must be present for
recycling to be viable. For example, the plastic waste must be common enough that an end market can
be assured they’ll have a consistent supply of material. Furthermore, a recycling hauler and processor
must also be able to collect and sort the plastic waste in a cost effective manner. Finally, the plastic must
be identifiable by the public, so recycling haulers can inform the public what materials should be
included in a recycling bin. Plastic wastes that don’t meet these characteristics are likely to continue to
be landfilled or used in waste to energy facilities.

Source reduction considerations
Despite the expanded access to recycling for plastics in many communities in Minnesota, it remains
important to source reduce potential wastes whenever viable. Many types of plastic waste can be
avoided by utilizing reusable alternatives. For example, reusable shopping bags can displace plastic carry
out bags. Reusable trays, utensils and dishware can negate the need to find and develop recycling
markets for disposable products.
Research has consistently documented that much of the air pollution, water pollution and greenhouse
gas emissions we experience are tied to the production and manufacturing of goods.6 By practicing
reuse, we greatly reduce these impacts. A recent study from the Oregon Department of Environmental
Quality documented that the environmental impacts of washing a reusable water bottle are far less than

6

http://www.epa.gov/oswer/docs/ghg_land_and_materials_management.pdf
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those associated with recycling a plastic (one-time-use) water bottle.7 A continued or expanded focus
from state and local governments to educate the public about the importance of source reduction
remains pertinent despite the expanded opportunities to recycling more plastic.

Product stewardship considerations
Currently, there is minimal incentive for manufactures or product distributors to design products to be
recyclable. However, if product producers were to share responsibility for the recycling costs associated
with their product, there would be a greater incentive to design products that are more readily
recyclable. Utilizing more readily recyclable products has the potential to reduce costs and also improve
markets as more consistent supplies of compatible resin types are recovered.

Minnesota’s recycling collection programs are far from uniform
Minnesota has a diverse network of recycling collection programs. It is a priority to maintain the ability
of programs to collect and recycle material for which markets exist. Consistent collection methods
throughout the state, or regionally, simplify the recycling process for the public, which in turn can boost
recycling rates and participation. Another step to promote consistency is to ensure sorting guidelines
are the same and that the same broad array of recyclable materials are collected in as many
communities as possible. It is also important that programs have the flexibility to add new materials as
markets and sorting technology develop. Ideally, those programs would be able to collect the new
material in addition to the same broad array of materials collected elsewhere in the state.

Baseline requirements for recycling collection and sorting
Cities may benefit from utilizing trash hauling licenses to ensure that all licensed haulers collect a
common yet broad array of recyclable materials and operate with consistent sorting guidelines. As the
report demonstrates, the type of service provision that is in place does impact the ability to assure
adequate data collection. For example, with cities that utilize the subscription service model as opposed
to contracting with a single vendor, the MPCA is unable to determine what percentage of residents
within a subscription community have access to a particular type of plastic recycling without knowing
the full list of materials each hauler accepts and the market share of each hauler. This dynamic also
makes education difficult because the subscription service model has multiple haulers operating, usually
with different collection guidelines and different materials collected. Some cities have combated this
problem by creating a list of recyclable items and requiring all licensed haulers operating in their city to
collect every item on the list.

Current plastic labeling practices are confusing
There is currently no well-established labeling system intended to indicate whether a plastic product is
recyclable. The resin identification code labeling system is widely utilized but different guidelines are
applied in each community. The system contains seven codes (#1-#7 enclosed in a chasing arrows
symbol, changing to a solid triangle); each code is a very broad assessment of material type.

7

http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/sw/wasteprevention/drinkingwater.htm
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While the resin identification code is widely recognized, it is poorly understood. The resin coding system
is not intended as a label indicating recyclability, but is widely interpreted as an indication a product is
recyclable. Frequently plastics within the same resin code designation may not be compatible with one
another for recycling purposes.
Without better tools recycling programs are likely to remain complex and it is unlikely the public will
have a clear understanding of what types of plastic can and should be recycled.

Additional research is needed to better understand what happens to the various
plastics collected within the state
With many programs now collecting plastics that one or two years ago were not collected for recycling,
it is important that the public and government entities involved in recycling know which materials
collected are actually recycled. Minnesota Statute 115A.95 requires materials collected by recyclers to
be delivered to a permitted recycling processing facility. Statute 297H.06 requires that the permitted
recycling processing facilities have a residual rate (i.e. materials that cannot be recycled) of 15 percent
or lower. Haulers collecting the new plastics need to ensure that they have markets for the materials
they collect to be in compliance with these laws. More detailed information is needed to verify that all
of the additional plastics collected are being made into new products.
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Appendix A – Definitions
Contaminants: Items that contaminate the recycling stream. Contaminants may include items for which
there is no recycling market, items that make a product more difficult to recycle such as food waste or
motor oil, and/or items that were erroneously put in the recycling bin that are not collected by a
particular program.
Contract Service: Cities set up with contract service contract with one or more haulers to provide
recycling for residents. The contract terms define the collection schedule, materials collected, method of
sorting and other programmatic details for the entire city. Residents serviced by the curbside recycling
program (typically single family households and multifamily households with fewer than 4 units) pay the
city for the service and operate under the same guidelines.
Cups, Containers and Packaging: The term “Cups, Containers and Packaging” was evaluated by
members of the Association of Recycling Managers (ARM) in 2012. ARM conducted research to evaluate
the most effective language for describing what types of plastic products are being collected in
communities that recycle additional non-bottle plastics. A primary finding of the research was that
images are essential and more important that language, but this language best fit the terminology the
public most frequently used to describe the type of packages in the images on page 5. It is also
terminology that many cities have voluntarily committed to use in education materials to improve
consistency of regional education efforts.
Haulers: The companies that collect recyclables (and frequently also provide trash collection services).
Subscription Service: Cities set up with subscription service arrangements are structured so each
residential household hires their own recycling provider – often the same company as their trash service
provider. Each household negotiates rates and selects which licensed hauler to use. To comply with
Minnesota Statute 115A.522 cities with populations of over 5,000 in the metro and 15,000 in Greater
Minnesota with this arrangement frequently mandate that licensed haulers also offer recycling service.
Because many different haulers are operating under this system, recycling guidelines (sorting
instructions, materials collected, collection days, etc.) differ from one household to the next depending
on which hauling company each household selects.
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Appendix B – Eco Experience at the Minnesota
State Fair

A primary motivation for this survey was to gather data to educate visors at the Minnesota State Fair’s
Eco Experience exhibit about what plastic they can recycle in their home communities. The Eco
Experience is hosted annually by the MPCA in partnership with the State Fair. Typically 350,000 visitors
pass through the exhibit over the 12 days of the fair. Guidelines for plastic recycling were shifting
dramatically in much of Minnesota leading up to the 2012 State Fair.
A display was developed to explain the changes in plastic recycling to fairgoers and data was needed to
relay accurate information about fairgoers’ local guidelines. An effort was made to use the same
terminology identified by ARM in concert with actual plastic packages. The display was intended to help
the public better understand what could be recycled locally, and to help explain how plastic recycling
works. Fairgoers visiting the display were asked which city they were from, volunteer or staff Eco
Experience personnel then consulted the city survey response summary and informed them which
plastics were collected locally.
The chart below was used to highlight larger Minnesota cities so local plastic guidelines could be more
easily explained to fairgoers. The limitations of descriptive terms such as packaging and containers was
reduced by pairing this chart with an exhibit (pictured above) that detailed which items fit into the
categories of: Bottles; Cups, Containers and Packaging; and Plastic Bags and Film. The exhibit also
featured common plastic items that are not wanted by nearly all recycling curbside programs operating
in the state currently. The display also presented an opportunity to discuss drop-off recycling in
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reference to plastic bags and film and waste reduction opportunities such as using for a reusable
shopping bag.
The table below reflects the data collected in 88 of the state’s largest cities and regional hubs. The table
was made into a large poster adjacent to the display. A booklet containing the same information for
smaller cities that had responded to the survey was also available so staff and/or fairgoers could review
guidelines for smaller cities that had responded to the survey.
Metro Area Cities and Regional Hubs: Plastic recycling guidelines for 2012
Cups, containers
& packaging

Plastic bags &
film

City

Bottles

Albert Lea

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Alexandria

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Andover

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Anoka

Yes

Apple Valley

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

All Haulers collect single-stream

Austin

Yes

No

*Some containers accepted (#2), but
not all

Bemidji

No Curbside Recycling Program

Blaine

Yes

No

*No packaging

Bloomington

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Brooklyn Center

Yes

Yes

No

Brooklyn Park

Yes

Yes

No

Burnsville

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

All Haulers collect single-stream

Champlin

Yes

* Some but not all cups; Some but not
all bags

Chanhassen

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Chaska

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Columbia Heights

Yes

Coon Rapids

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Cottage Grove

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Crystal

Yes

Detroit Lakes

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Duluth

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Eagan

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Eden Prairie

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Edina

Yes

Yes*

Yes

Elk River

Yes

No

No

Faribault

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Farmington

Yes

Yes*

Yes

No*

Yes*

Yes*

Yes*

Yes*

No

Yes

Notes/comments

*No cups, packaging not specified

*Containers only

No

Yes

All Haulers collect single-stream
*Not All Cups, Not All Bags

No
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City

Bottles

Cups, containers
& packaging

Plastic bags &
film

Fergus Falls

Yes

No

No

Forest Lake

Yes

No

No

Fridley

Yes

Yes*

Yes*

*No packaging; Some but not all bags

Golden Valley

Yes

Yes*

Yes

*No packaging

Yes

No*

No

*Containers with narrow neck and
screw tops accepted

Ham Lake

Yes

No

No

Hastings

Yes

Yes*

No

Hibbing

Yes

No

No

Hopkins

Yes

Yes

No

Hugo

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Hutchinson

Yes

Inver Grove Heights

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Lakeville

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Lino Lakes

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Mahtomedi

Yes

Yes*

No

*Bottles, cups and containers only

Mankato

Yes

Yes*

No

*No cups

Maple Grove

Yes

Yes*

Yes

*Only containers

Maplewood

Yes

Yes

No

Marshall

Yes

Yes*

No

Mendota Heights

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Minneapolis

Yes

Yes

No

Minnetonka

Yes

Yes*

Yes*

Moorhead

Yes

No

No

New Brighton

Yes

Yes*

Yes

New Hope

Yes

Yes

No

New Ulm

Yes

No

No

Yes

Yes*

No

Northfield

Yes

No

No

Oakdale

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Owatonna

Yes

Yes*

No

*Effective November 1st for all of
Steele County, 2012; Not all packaging

Plymouth

Yes

Yes*

Yes

*Some but not all cups

Prior Lake

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Grand Rapids

North Oaks

Yes

Notes/comments

*No packaging

Yes
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City

Bottles

Cups, containers
& packaging

Plastic bags &
film

Notes/comments

Ramsey

Yes

Yes*

No

*Only containers

Red Wing

Yes

No

No

Richfield

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Robbinsdale

Yes

Rochester

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Rosemount

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Roseville

Yes

Sartel

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Savage

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Shakopee

Yes

Yes

No

Shoreview

Yes

Yes

Yes

South St. Paul

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

St. Cloud

Yes

Yes*

No

St. Louis Park

Yes

No

No

St. Michael

Yes

Yes*

No

St. Paul

Yes

No

No

Stillwater

Yes

Yes*

No

West St. Paul

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

White Bear Lake

Yes

No

No

White Bear Township

Yes

Yes*

Yes

Willmar

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Winona County

Yes

Woodbury

Subscription service - Check with your service provider

Yes*

No

No

*No packaging

No

Yes*

No

*Some but not all containers; no cups
or packaging
*Unsure about packaging
*No packaging

*No packaging
*Only containers -- program is county
wide

A community with subscription service does not provide recycling as a city service. Instead the trash
haulers in those communities are required to provide recycling service to the residents who contract
with them. Guidelines may differ depending on which hauler a resident chooses.
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