
                 Western Michigan University 

                Recycling Initiative in Britton-Hadley
Introduction:

 Here at Western Michigan University we 
have been working hard to promote a sustainable 
community both on and off of campus. With 
consideration to the large portion of our student 
body living on campus, recycling issues are one 
of the prominent topics at the forefront of 
WMU’s sustainability initiative. 

 With nearly 6,000 students living on 
campus, their choice to recycle has profound 
effects on our impact as a university with regards 
to our environment. Some of the major 
tribulations we have seen are due to the 
convenience, lack of informational advertising, 
size of the recycling containers, and also the 
location.
 Our goal for this project  was to create a 
pilot program which addressed recycling in 
Britton and Hadley residence halls. 

 Our main objective was to enhance 
public knowledge and awareness to the types of 
materials that can be recycled within the halls 
themselves.  By boosting awareness we set out to 
increase the amount  of material recycled, 
decrease the amount of trash and increase the 
accuracy of the materials being disposed of.
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 After the ad process, we spatially reconstructed the 
layout and placement  of the recycling bins. By spacing the 
bins farther apart  and placing visual aids on them, this 
increased the accuracy of the recyclable materials. It also 
discouraged people from contaminating and crowding.

 Each week, we collected data regarding the amount 
of materials being recycled and the levels of contamination. 
This information allowed us to see if the new bin placement 
and advertisements were having a positive effect. 

 During the pilot  we contacted Hall Directors from 
dorms around campus to find out  what  their problems are 
and what  they think would increase their recycling.  Finally 
at  the end of the pilot we surveyed the students from Britton/
Hadley to find out if they noticed the changes we made, 
what they thought about  them and what  they think about the 
recycling program in general.  We used all this information 
to make recommendations for future recycling efforts at 
Western Michigan University.

Methodology: Before we began our pilot  program 
we researched other Universities to figure out what 
strategies would be most successful. Next  we 
assessed the problems we saw most  prevalent  in the 
residence halls pertaining to recycling.

  We traveled to  each hall and collected visual 
data regarding conditions of the recycling bins, 
advertising, and locations of the bins. We used this 
data for comparisons amongst  the different halls to 
get a basis of the common problems in recycling. 

 Our next  step was to create unique forms of  
advertisements to catch the attention of the residents 
(see pictures). The information on  the ads was geared 
towards providing the students with what materials 
could be recycled and how to properly do so.  We 
also  labeled each bin clearly and added pictures to 
make it easy and clear for all students to understand.

Before
Pilot 
Program

After 
Pilot 
Program



Project Advisors- Daniel Nowak, Allison Perk, Sean Eisen, Shawndel 
Hunter, Danielle Maxwell

Results/Recommendations:

Our results  showed higher rates of recycling and lower rates of contamination as the experiment progressed. The new 

layout kept  the bins cleaner and did not allow materials to be stacked on top. After the final counts of recycled materials we sent 

out a survey regarding the new positioning of the bins and if the advertisements had an effect on whether or not they knew what or 

what couldn’t  be recycled and where to do so. Of the 75 residents surveyed, 85% noticed the new bin layout  and found it  worked 

better for ease of recycling. 96% of them said they knew what materials could and could not be recycled. 94% knew where the 

proper places to dispose of certain recyclable materials were. Most  of the comments and feedback we received from the residents 

and emails we received from the Hall Directors in each residence hall, were things that  would help people to recycle more.  They 

all believed more advertisements in the halls with good information are needed. The bins must be taken out regularly or made 

larger so as to keep the bins clean and clear. Also dumpsters near the trash outside was a popular suggestion from the HD’s 

because they saw it  as a major issue of inconvenience for the students, especially in times of severe weather which Kalamazoo is 

known for. Recycling bins in the study lounges or on their floors was a thing repeated by most  residents, and one that was 

surprising to hear but realistic is to “make it  mandatory. Some people said they were just  lazy, which we believe stems from the 

inconvenience of the bin location.

Judging by all the feedback we’ve received from hall directors, residents, and our pilot program, we have come to a few 

conclusions. By installing larger recycling bins in the lobbies accompanied with new informational advertising, a convenient 

layout, and a constant schedule by which the recycling will be taken out, we can increase the amount of materials being held in the 

bins. This would also help reduce the chance of students contaminating and disposing of recyclable materials. When you have the 

small bins that  are currently in each Residence Hall, you find a lot of overflow which leads to contamination and in turn waste. 

The more contamination we have the more waste we generate as a University thereby increasing the costs of Landscape Services 

and creating unnecessary work that could otherwise be avoided. Some other proposed actions that would have a beneficial 

outcome would be to further research the proximity of recycling dumpsters to the trash dumpsters, where you will see most  traffic. 

Also, researching the effects of having recycling bins located on each floor. Our goal is to suit the expedience and ease of 

recycling for our residents here at WMU. The last and most  promising proposition we think would have lasting impacts would be 

to implement sustainability workshops into the training of Resident  Assistants and Student  Orientation Leaders. The best way to 

reach students is to give the information to the leaders who function as an entity who’s job is to create a sense of community 

amongst peers and promote responsible mindsets. It  leaves the possibility of instituting a reinforcing feedback loop amongst  our 

first year students that will continue to drive Western Michigan University towards a sustainable future. 
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Plastic, Styrofoam, Metal & Glass Weekly Count Data

Count 1 Count 2 Count 3 Count 4 Count 5
Plastic 152 99 100 82 90
Styrofoam 8 11 29 37 12
Metal/Glass 8 11 17 6 9
Contamination 121 20 6 9 2
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