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The environmental safety of any country largely depends 
on how it solves the problem of waste disposal. Accumulated 
waste, landfills, and deposits of toxic substances cause both 
environmental and economic damage of significant scale. 
Moreover, solid domestic waste (SDW) collection sites that are 
set up with violations of sanitary and hygienic requirements 
for their location and equipment present risks of infectious, 
parasitic, and other diseases [1].

Currently, there are three practiced methods of waste 
disposal: burial, incineration, and recycling, the latter being 
the safest for the environment. Until recently, the common 
approach to waste disposal in Russia was of extensive nature, 
i.e., the number of landfills was growing, and not all of them 
met the established hygienic requirements for the SDW burial 
grounds design and maintenance. A comparative assessment 
of the approaches to waste disposal in Russia has shown that 

Staheeva AA, Zakharova AA, Umnov NM, Drugova ED, Korolik VV, Sheina NI

ECOLOGICAL AND HYGIENIC ASPECTS OF SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL

Disposal of solid domestic waste (SDW) is an important environmental and hygienic problem, but it causes not only environmental, but also great economic 

damage. From January 1, 2019, it was planned to carry out a reform of solid waste management. Many regions were not ready for waste reform. The problem 

of waste disposal is especially acute in federal cities. The goal is to study the readiness of regional operators in large cities (Moscow, St. Petersburg, Sevastopol) 

and students to solve the problem of waste disposal. A total of 100 solid waste collection sites were examined in the central and peripheral regions of Moscow, 

St. Petersburg and Sevastopol. An online survey of 356 medical students was conducted. When examining districts of three cities, the main difficulties in the 

peripheral regions were insufficient lighting, lack of fences and protective soil coverings, in the central regions — non-compliance with zoning in the location of sites 

in relation to the housing stock, lack of lids on containers, which worsens the sanitary and epidemiological situation. The main motivations for students to participate 

in separate waste collection were the convenience of container location and incentives; environmental problems were of interest to only 4% of respondents. The 

results of the study revealed the need to continue reforming the primary level of solid waste management and conducting environmental and hygienic education 

of the population, including youth and students, in terms of the importance of waste management using modern technologies.

Correspondence should be addressed: Natalia I. Sheina
Ostrovityanov, 1, Moscow, 117997, Russia; ni_sheina@mail.ru

Pirogov Russian National Research Medical University, Moscow, Russia

Received: 13.02.2024 Accepted: 11.06.2024 Published online: 28.09.2024

DOI: 10.24075/rbh.2024.109

Keywords: solid domestic waste, separate waste collection, students, survey, environmental and hygienic education

Compliance with ethical standards: anonymous online survey did not infringe on human rights, did not endanger the participants, and met the biomedical 
ethics requirements. 

Author contribution: Staheeva AA — full-scale experiment and online surveys, study results processing and description; Zakharova AA — research and online 
surveys, study results processing and description; Umnov NM — study results processing and description; Drugova ED — study results processing, visual content 
of the article; Korolik VV — literature selection and processing, article editing; Sheina NI — article conceptualization, literature selection and processing, study 
results description, article authoring and formatting.

А. А. Стахеева, А. А. Захарова, Н. М. Умнов, Е. Д. Другова, В. В. Королик, Н. И. Шеина

ЭКОЛОГО-ГИГИЕНИЧЕСКИЕ АСПЕКТЫ УТИЛИЗАЦИИ ТВЕРДЫХ БЫТОВЫХ ОТХОДОВ

Утилизация твердых бытовых отходов (ТБО) является важной эколого-гигиенической проблемой, однако она наносит не только экологический, 

но и большой экономический ущерб. С 1 января 2019 г. предполагалось провести реформу обращения с ТБО. Многие регионы оказались не готовы 

к мусорной реформе. Особенно остро проблема утилизации отходов ощущается в городах федерального значения. Целью работы было изучить 

готовность региональных операторов крупных городов (Москвы, Санкт-Петербурга, Севастополя) и студентов к решению проблемы утилизации мусора. 

Обследованы 100 площадок для сбора ТБО в центральных и периферийных районах Москвы, Санкт-Петербурга и Севастополя. Проведен онлайн-опрос 

356 студентов-медиков. Обследование районов трех городов показало, что основными трудностями периферических районов были недостаточное 

освещение, отсутствие ограждений и защитных покрытий почвы, а  центральных районов — несоблюдение зональности в расположении площадок 

по отношению к жилому фонду, отсутствие крышек на контейнерах, что ухудшало санитарно-эпидемиологическую ситуацию. Основными мотивами 

участия студентов в раздельном сборе мусора были удобство расположения контейнеров и поощрения. Экологические проблемы интересовали только 

4% респондентов. Результаты исследования выявили необходимость продолжения реформирования первичного звена обращения с ТБО и проведения 

эколого-гигиенического воспитания населения, в том числе молодежи и студентов, в отношении важности управления отходами, с использованием 

современных технологий.
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93–95% of garbage is buried, and only 7–5% — recycled. In the 
countries of the European Union, 40% of the wastes are buried, 
another 40% recycled into materials, and 20% processed into 
energy [2, 3].

The sphere of solid waste disposal management has been 
undergoing reformation for over 20 years; the process started 
with adoption of the Federal Law "On Industrial and Domestic 
Wastes" in 1998 [4]. 

The so-called "waste reform", a set of measures designed 
as part of the effort to improve environmental situation, was 
supposed to have been launched in the Russian regions 
on January 1, 2019. The specifics of waste management are 
given in a number of federal level regulations [5–11]. 

The waste reform aimed to fill the gaps in the existing 
legislation and relay the priorities of the state in this matter. Inter 
alia, it provided legal basis for waste sorting (separate collection 
of waste) and recycling. The reform focused on several 
interrelated problems simultaneously and sought to eliminate 
illegal landfills, popularize the concept of waste sorting, legalize 
this practice among waste disposal facility operators, and 
make sorting and recycling mandatory for the said operators.

  According to the researchers, Russian regions were largely 
unprepared for the waste reform: the number of allocated 
landfills was insufficient, waste recycling plants remained 
unbuilt, there were no separate waste collection practices 
implemented. This was the state of affairs in Vladikavkaz, 
Omsk, Irkutsk region, and Krasnoyarsk [12–16].

Currently, the problem of solid waste disposal is particularly 
urgent in large cities. In this connection, Moscow, St. Petersburg, 
and Sevastopol were allowed to not comply with the provisions 
of the Federal Law 89-FZ that prescribed new ways of waste 
management from January 1, 2022, i.e., the waste reform was 
postponed in these cities for 3 years in order to let them develop 
the respective policies [3]. As highlighted by the researchers, 
a more difficult task is to change people's attitude towards 
the matter of waste generation and recycling itself, since one 
of the most important aspects of SDW management is awareness 
and understanding of the essence of the problem on the part 
of the population, especially young people [17, 18]. 

Thus, the topic of solid waste management is large and 
very complex. Review of the literature has shown that there 
are not many papers covering it, and most of them are part 
of conference proceedings, formalized as short articles or lists 
of statements. They mainly deal with legal, financial, 
and economic aspects of the matter, or have to do with 
administrative regulation of the problem.

This study aimed to investigate the readiness of regional 
operators in large cities (Moscow, St. Petersburg, Sevastopol) 
and young people (students) to become part of the solution 
to the problem of waste generation and recycling.

METHODS 

Following the sanitary and hygienic requirements [1], in 2022, 
we surveyed SDW collection sites in the urbanized areas. The 
sites were located in the central (historically established) and 
peripheral (developing) areas of three federal cities: Moscow 
(Tverskaya, Filevsky Park, Konkovo districts), St. Petersburg 
(Admiralteysky, Vyborgsky districts, Kronstadt), and Sevastopol 
(Leninsky, Ostryaki districts). In each districts, we worked with 
10 sites.

Surveying the sites, we considered the following parameters: 
zoning (distance between the site and the residential area, 
should have been in the range between 20 and 100 m); site 
surface type (asphalt, concrete, soil); fencing, if any (brick, 

concrete, metal), and greenery; convenient access roads and 
waster sorting arrangements; the number of containers on the site 
and their marking; container covers, if any, and roof above the 
site; lighting, if any. The study relied on the empirical method: 
observation, measurement of distance with a laser ruler, 
comparison.

Addressing the problem of waste sorting and SDW recycling, 
we surveyed medical students using an online questionnaire 
developed by the authors of this article. Three hundred and 
fifty six students of the N.I. Pirogov Russian National Research 
Medical University (aged 17 through 22 years) took the survey.

To analyze the number of solid waste collection containers 
in the central and peripheral districts of Moscow, St. Petersburg, 
and Sevastopol, we used StatTech software (Stattech; Russia). 
To avoid the effect of multiple comparisons, we applied the 
Newman–Keuls test after one-way ANOVA. Student's t-test 
was used for comparison of the peripheral and central districts 
of each city. The differences, after processing with application 
of the Newman–Keuls and Student's tests, were considered 
significant at the confidence level of 0.95.     

 
RESULTS  

The purpose of surveying sanitary and hygienic condition 
of waste collection sites in the peripheral and central districts 
of three cities of federal significance was to comparatively 
analyze their readiness for the waste reform. The results are 
given in Table 1.

We found that the surveyed sites have some specific 
features, but, overall, reformation of the front line of the waste 
management system is generally prepared and proceeds 
as planned. The zoning of inner yards of residential buildings 
was better realized in relatively young (Konkovo) districts and 
those located far from the city center (Vyborgsky, Ostryaki). The 
distance between the residential area and the waste collection 
site was often out of the regulated range (80-100% of cases) 
in districts that are closer to the city center or inside it, which 
probably stems from the specifics of development of such 
historical areas. Sanitary and hygienic regulations suggest 
covering waste collection sites with concrete or asphalt, 
a recommendation commonly followed in all districts of Moscow, 
Admiralteysky district of St. Petersburg, and Leninsky district 
of Sevastopol. In Vyborgsky district and Ostryaki, there are 
sites (10–20%) without any protective coating, i.e., their surface 
is soil.

An important sanitary requirement is for the site to have 
a fence made of brick, concrete or metal. In two districts 
of Moscow, Tverskoy and Filevsky Park, we have found 
a significantly lower number of sites meeting this requirement.

  Compared to the peripheral districts, central districts 
of Moscow, St. Petersburg, and Kronstadt had less sites 
surrounded with greenery. There, the share of such was only 
30–40%. All the surveyed sites had convenient access ways, 
with the share thereof insignificantly lower in the Tverskoy 
district of Moscow and districts of Sevastopol. 

Separate waste collection (recyclable materials and 
mixed waste) is practiced in Moscow and St. Petersburg, but 
there are fewer such sites (40-60%) in the central districts 
of these cities. In Sevastopol, there are separate containers 
for cardboard and plastic only; mixed waste, apparently, 
is collected through in-building garbage chutes. Therefore, we 
believe that waste sorting, as defined in SanPiN 2.1.3684-21, 
was not implemented at the time of the study.

All the surveyed sites had 2 to 5 containers for separate 
waste collection. As for the number of SDW containers, we 
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Note: a — asphalt, c — concrete, s — soil (types of site surface); cc — concrete, b — brick, m — metal (site fencing material); с* — cardboard, p* — plastic, сp** — 
cardboard and plastic.

Table 1. Share (%) of the surveyed SDW sites in central and peripheral districts (cities of federal significance) that meet the sanitary and hygienic requirements 
(SanPiN 2.1.3684-21)

City District Zoning Surface Fencing Greenery
Convenient 

access ways

Separate 
waste 

collection

Lids on 
containers 

and spanning 
roof

Lighting

Moscow

Tverskoy 20 100а 30m 30 90 40 50/10 30

Filevsky Park 0
80a 
20c

45b 60 100 100 100/50 40

Konkovo 80 100а 80b 60 100 100 100/50 90

Saint 
Petersburg

Admiralteysky 0
80a 
20c

80b 
10m

40 100 60 20/30 80

Vyborgsky 60
40а 
50c 
10s

100b 40 100 80 10/10 30

Kronstadt 20 100а
50b 
10cc 
30m

30 100 70 30/30 40

Sevastopol

Leninsky 40
10а 
90c

10cc 
80m

100 80
0 

70с* 
20p*

100/100 90

Ostryaki 100
20а 
60c 
20s

60m 100 80
0 

40сp**
40/40 40

Note: significant differences (p ≤ 0.05), as shown by the Newman–Keuls test, between cities: * — Moscow and St. Petersburg, ** — Moscow and Sevastopol, 
*** — St. Petersburg and Sevastopol; significant differences (p ≤ 0.05), as shown by the Student's t-test: **** — between central and peripheral districts.

Table 2. Average number of SDW containers, central and peripheral districts of three cities 

City 
Average number of containers in the city's districts (n)

central and peripheral central peripheral

Moscow 2.67 ± 1.77 (n = 20) 2.00 ± 1.41 (n = 10) 3.27 ± 1.90 (n = 10)

Saint Petersburg 3.80 ± 1.61 (n = 20) 2.70 ± 0.95**** (n = 10) 4.90 ± 1.37* (n = 10)

Sevastopol 3.25 ± 1.55 (n = 20) 3.80 ± 1.55** (n = 10) 2.7 ± 1.42*** (n = 10)

have found that the district occupying central part of Sevastopol 
had significantly more of them than the district in Moscow's 
center (Tverskoy) (Table 2). Residents of the peripheral districts 
of St. Petersburg had more SDW containers at their disposal 
than residents of similar districts of Moscow and Sevastopol. 
In addition, we registered significantly fewer containers in the 
center of St. Petersburg compared to the remote districts 
of this city.

On many sites, containers were lidless, and there were 
no common spanning roof over them. This issue requires 
attention from regional operators. Leninsky district of Sevastopol 
was the exception: there, 100% of containers had lids, and 
the collection sites were under roof. As for lighting of the sites, 
many lacked it (all the included cities), with only Konkovo, 
Admiralteysky, and Leninsky districts having lamps over 80–90% 
of the SDW collection sites (Table 1).

In order to assess the commitment of students, who are the 
most mobile and active part of the young population, to waste 
sorting, we set up an online survey. According to the results 
thereof, about 90% of students believe that SDW disposal 
is an important task of the federal level, and separate collection 
of domestic waste (waste sorting) is one of the effective methods 
of solving it. Over 40% of students mentioned that the number 
of containers for SDW in the courtyards of residential buildings 
has increased in the year preceding the survey. However, only 
about 30% of the respondents actually sorted their garbage. 
The key motivation behind waste sorting, according to the 
majority (62%) of the participants of the survey, could closeness 
of the containers to the buildings and their convenient location, 

and 30% of the students noted that they would like to receive 
various  incentives for separate garbage collection. Over 70% 
of the respondents claimed readiness to not use an in-house 
trash chute, if there is one, and sort waste. 

According to the survey, only 16% of the participants used 
recyclables collection points, with 30% and 18% of them 
bringing waste paper and plastics there. The rest mentioned 
remoteness of the collection points, lack of habit, or their 
own ignorance of the recycling possibilities as the reasons 
for not practicing it. And only a small part of the students 
(4%) understood and realistically assessed the environmental 
problems caused by pollution generated by SDW (Figure).

DISCUSSION

Studies by various authors show that, despite adoption of a number 
of laws and regulations, from 1998 to the present, the waste 
reform is being implemented very slowly. Today, it is easy learn 
the best practices of waste management from other countries, 
starting with sorting, through removal, to recycling, and burial. 

In the leading European countries — Germany, Austria, 
Sweden, the Netherlands, Denmark, Belgium, etc. — there 
is a stepwise solution to the problem, which starts with explaining 
the population how and why to sort waste, then arrangement 
of the removal routines, further sorting, and construction 
of a high-end waste recycling plant. In Sweden, after careful 
sorting, about half of the solid waste is burned and converted 
into energy: for example, food waste becomes biogas. Another 
half is recycled. Only less than 1% of the wastes is buried [2, 3].  
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Fig. Distribution of students by their motivation for separate collection of SDW (%)
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Environmental problems
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62%

30%

4%
4%

The Japanese garbage recycling system is as relevant. 
Compared to our country, Japan lacks territory for landfills, 
so Japanese use their waste-free system. The municipality 
determines the days and hours when certain type of garbage 
is collected and removed. Local authorities impose fines for 
violations of the order of garbage collection/removal [19, 20]. 

Some authors believe that Russian reform is better 
compatible with the Asian approach to the problem; according 
to them, application thereof will create new jobs and reduce the 
number of landfills, provide production capacities with cheap 
raw materials, and protect the country's ecology and public 
health [16].

Earlier, it was shown that in Moscow, regional operators 
started working in the context of the waste reform (prepared 
SDW collection sites, brought lidded containers for separate 
collection of solid waste) in 2019. The best results were 
registered in the developing peripheral areas (Savelovsky, 
Khoroshevsky). Unfortunately, in the Tverskoy district, it was 
hard to meet the sanitary and hygienic requirements for SDW 
collection sites due to the historical features of city center. 

None of the surveyed sites was perfect. The flaws had 
to do with incorrect distance to the residential zone, and 
number of the sites without fences and separate garbage 
collection arrangements [21].      

Our study has shown that cities of the federal level also 
tackle the task of improvement of the primary component 
of the waste reform. However, the sites located in the central 
or peripheral parts of each city meet the sanitary and hygienic 
requirements only partially. For example, in the Tverskoy and 
Admiralteysky districts, which lie in the central parts of the 
cities, many sites were allocated incorrectly, and, consequently, 
had insufficient amount of containers and poor greenery around 
them. In Sevastopol, on the contrary, 100% of garbage sites are 
surrounded by greenery, but they do not always have fencing 
and concrete or asphalt on the soil. The common advantage 
of all the surveyed sites were the convenient access roads.     

At the same time, scientists believe that at the outset, the 
key to success of the waste reform is ecological and hygienic 
education of the young people and the general population. 
Surveying students of the Kuban State Technological University, 
the authors found that the ongoing environmental and hygienic 
reforms in the field of housing and utility services are perceived 
by the majority of young people positively, not negatively. However, 
there are psychological barriers preventing waste sorting from 
becoming a daily habit: students lack confidence in the feasibility 
of the relevant program and do not wish to incur additional costs 
in connection with the new waste management system [22].

Previously, there was conducted a survey of about 1500 
residents of 41 districts of the Moscow region.  Having analyzed 
its results, the authors of the paper based thereon concluded 
that it is advisable to intensify educational efforts aimed 
at the population that teach ecological culture and promote 
interactions with the regional operator in the context of solving 
pressing issues [18].  

Despite the paucity of literature of this kind, the results 
of our study are consistent therewith. 

An online survey of students at the N.I. Pirogov Russian 
National Research University has shown that the majority of them 
(90%) understood the importance of separate garbage collection, 
but less than 50% of the respondents actually sorted SDW.

Asked about the key incentive to adopt the waste sorting 
practice, students mentioned availability and convenient 
location of the respective containers but not the ecological 
and hygienic consequences of restraining from separate 
garbage collection. This indicates that they are not fully aware 
of the seriousness of the problem of waste management for 
the environment and human health. Therefore, it is necessary 
to actively explain the issues to the students and the general 
population using clear visual materials. 

It is also important to popularize the recyclables collection 
points. As opposed to foreign countries, in Russia, this 
approach to waste management is rarely realized. According 
to the survey, only a small portion of the students (16%) 
brought waste (mostly paper) to such points, irregularly, with 
the main reason being remoteness of the recycling points and 
students' own ignorance. Therefore, we should practically 
work on making the youth understand the better effectiveness 
of processing of separately collected recyclables compared 
to production of the items from raw materials [23]. At the 
N.I. Pirogov Russian National Research Medical University, 
this problem was addressed: in the recreation areas, there 
were mounted separate garbage collection bins for waste 
paper, plastic lids, pens, batteries, blisters, small computer 
accessories, etc., which students and teachers use constantly. 
In addition to waste sorting, people can consume resources, 
such as water and electricity, rationally and economically, 
practicing the approach called "reasonable consumption." 
This allows solving not only ecological and hygienic, but also 
economic problems.

As the site surveys have shown, regional operators continue 
to actively work on the preparation of the primary component 
of the system of separate SDW collection and subsequent 
disposal. However, as our study has shown, a more difficult 
task is to educate the youth in the field of ecology and hygiene.    



47

ORIGINAL RESEARCH

RUSSIAN BULLETIN OF HYGIENE   3, 2024   RBH.RSMU.PRESS| |

References

1. Sanitarnye pravila i normy SanPiN 2.1.3684-21 "Sanitarno-
jepidemiologicheskie trebovanija k soderzhaniju territorij 
gorodskih i sel'skih poselenij, k vodnym objektam, pit'evoj vode 
i pit'evomu vodosnabzheniju, atmosfernomu vozduhu, pochvam, 
zhilym pomeshhenijam, jekspluatacii proizvodstvennyh, 
obshhestvennyh pomeshhenij, organizacii i provedeniju sanitarno-
protivojepidemicheskih (profilakticheskih) meroprijatij". (In Rus.).

2. Shubov LJa, Doronkina IG, Borisova ON. Problema tverdyh 
bytovyh othodov — global'naja problema XXI veka. Servis v 
Rossii i za rubezhom. 2011; 1 (20): 258–63 (in Rus.). URL: https://
cyberleninka.ru/article/n/problema-tverdyh-bytovyh-othodov-
globalnaya-problema-xxi-veka. 

3. Rubinov VV. Analiz sushhestvujushhih sistem utilizacii tverdyh 
bytovyh othodov. Nauchnaja sessija GUAP. Sbornik dokladov. 
SPb.: Sankt-Peterburgskij gosudarstvennyj universitet 
ajerokosmicheskogo priborostroenija, 2019; (1): 52–6 (in Rus.).

4. Federal'nyj zakon ot 24 ijunja 1998 g. № 89-FZ "Ob othodah 
proizvodstva i potreblenija" (s izmenenijami i dopolnenijami). (In Rus.).

5. Mezhgosudarstvennyj standart GOST 30772—2001 
"Resursosberezhenie. Obrashhenie s othodami. Terminy i opredelenija" 
(Postanovlenie Gosstandarta Rossii ot 28.12.2001 № 607-st). (In Rus.).

6. Federal'nyj zakon ot 29 dekabrja 2014 g. № 458-FZ "O vnesenii 
izmenenij v Federal'nyj zakon "Ob othodah proizvodstva i 
potreblenija", otdel'nye zakonodatel'nye akty Rossijskoj Federacii 
i priznanii utrativshimi silu otdel'nyh zakonodatel'nyh aktov 
(polozhenij zakonodatel'nyh aktov) Rossijskoj Federacii". (In Rus.).

7. Federal'nyj zakon ot 13 ijulja 2015 g. № 224-FZ "O 
gosudarstvenno-chastnom partnerstve, municipal'no-chastnom 
partnerstve v Rossijskoj Federacii i vnesenii izmenenij v otdel'nye 
zakonodatel'nye akty Rossijskoj Federacii". (In Rus.). 

8. Postanovlenie Pravitel'stva Rossijskoj Federacii ot 03 oktjabrja 
2015 g. № 1062 "O licenzirovanii dejatel'nosti po sboru, 
transportirovaniju, obrabotke, utilizacii, obezvrezhivaniju, 
razmeshheniju othodov I–IV klassov opasnosti". (In Rus.). 

9. Postanovlenie Pravitel'stva Rossijskoj Federacii ot 12 nojabrja 
2016 g. № 1156 "Ob obrashhenii s tverdymi kommunal'nymi 
othodami i vnesenii izmenenija v postanovlenie Pravitel'stva 
Rossijskoj Federacii ot 25 avgusta 2008 g. № 641". (In Rus.). 

10. Federal'nyj zakon ot 31 dekabrja 2017 g. № 503-FZ "O vnesenii 
izmenenij v Federal'nyj zakon "Ob othodah proizvodstva i potreblenija" 
i otdel'nye zakonodatel'nye akty Rossijskoj Federacii". (In Rus.). 

11. Postanovlenie Pravitel'stva Rossijskoj Federacii ot 12 oktjabrja 
2020 g. № 1657 "O edinyh trebovanijah k ob#ektam obrabotki, 
utilizacii, obezvrezhivanija, razmeshhenija tverdyh kommunal'nyh 
othodov". (In Rus.). 

12. Razumnyh AV, Kalinina KV, Vlasov VA. Osushhestvlenie reformy 
obrashhenija s tverdymi bytovymi othodami v Krasnojarskom krae: 
otdel'nye voprosy teorii i praktiki. Vestnik nauki i obrazovanija. 
2020; 23 (101): 39–42 (in Rus.).

13. Dzobelova VB, Berkaeva AK, Olisaeva AV. Upravlenie 
municipal'nymi othodami v respublike Severnaja Osetija-Alanija. 
Mezhdunarodnaja konferencija "Upravlenie municipal'nymi 
othodami kak vazhnyj faktor ustojchivogo razvitija megapolisa"; 
4–6 oktjabrja 2018 g.; Sankt-Peterburg. 2018; (1): 35–7 (in Rus.).

14. Dolmatova AP, Ponomarenko EA. Problemy razmeshhenija 
poligonov tverdyh bytovyh othodov v Irkutskoj oblasti. V sbornike: 
Materialy vserossijskoj nauchno-prakticheskoj konferencii 
"Nauchnye issledovanija studentov v reshenii aktual'nyh problem 
APK". Irkutsk: Irkutskij gosudarstvennyj agrarnyj universitet im. A. 
A. Ezhevskogo, 2019; (1): 41–9 (in Rus.). 

15. Motornaja NG, Artemeva KS. Utilizacija tverdyh bytovyh othodov 
v gorode Omske. Teorija i praktika sovremennoj agrarnoj nauki: 
sbornik III nacional'noj (vserossijskoj) nauchnoj konferencii s 
mezhdunarodnym uchastiem. Novosibirsk: IC NGAU "Zolotoj 
kolos", 2020; (1): 508–10 (in Rus.).

16. Rebrun AN. Pererabotka i utilizacija othodov v Omskoj oblasti. 
V sbornike: Materialy XII Mezhdunarodnoj nauchno-prakticheskoj 
konferencii "Jekologicheskie problemy regiona i puti ih 
razreshenija". Omsk: OmGTU, 2018: 46–8 (in Rus.).

17. Vilson DS, Pau S, Rid A, Kolganov DP. Sovershenstvovanie 
sistemy upravlenija othodami. Tverdye bytovye othody. 2006; (8): 
45–51 (in Rus.).

18. Belova SB, Starchikova IJu. Analiz razvitija sistemy obrashhenija s 
TBO v Podmoskov'e. Nauka i biznes: puti razvitija. 2022; 4 (130): 
131–5 (in Rus.).

19. Tjurin IV, Petrosova KM, Sergeeva AA. Nekotorye problemnye 
i spornye aspekty prakticheskogo opyta realizacii reformy 
obrashhenija s tverdymi bytovymi othodami v Rossijskoj Federacii. 
Voprosy rossijskogo i mezhdunarodnogo prava. 2020; 10 (11А): 
194–212 (in Rus.). DOI: 10.34670/AR.2020.34.19.019.

20. Agiamoh RG. From bureaucracy to market? Ongoing reform 
and performance challenges of solid waste administration in 
Moscow. Public Administration Issues. 2020; (5): 149–170. DOI: 
10.17323/1999-5431-2020-0-5-149-170.

21. Zaharova AA, Popova AA, Hestanova DD, Nikolaenko MO. Harakteristika 
pervichnogo zvena obrashhenija s tverdymi kommunal'nymi othodami 
v Moskve. Sbornik tezisov HV Mezhdunarodnoj (XXIV Vserossijskoj) 
Pirogovskoj nauchnoj medicinskoj konferencii studentov i molodyh 
uchenyh. М., 2020: 58 (in Rus.).

22. Pupkova JuV. Otnoshenie molodezhi k projekologicheskim praktikam 
razdel'nogo sbora tverdyh kommunal'nyh othodov. Obshhestvo: 
sociologija, psihologija, pedagogika. 2019; 4 (60): 41–6 (in Rus.).

23. Lepina AA. Musornaja reforma. Aktual'nye problemy social'no-
jekonomicheskogo razvitija obshhestva. Sbornik trudov po 
materialam I Nacional'noj nauchno-prakticheskoj konferencii 
filiala FGBOU VO "KGMTU" v g. Feodosija. Kerch': FGBOU 
VO "Kerchenskij gosudarstvennyj morskoj tehnologicheskij 
universitet", 2019: 241–4 (in Rus.).

CONCLUSIONS

A sanitary and hygienic assessment of the SDW collection sites 
has shown that even at the initial stage of the waste reform, 
all cities of the federal level implemented measures enabling 
waste sorting, but the process has some specific features. 

In the peripheral districts of the cities included in the study 
the main flaws about SDW collection sites were insufficient 
lighting and lack of fences and protective soil covering, and 
in the central districts the problems stemmed from incorrect 
allocation respective to the residential buildings, lack of greenery, 
lack of lids on containers or a common roof (Moscow, 
St. Petersburg) above the site, which worsened the sanitary 
and epidemiological situation.

According to the survey, about 80% of students are 
ready to sort garbage if there are the respective containers 

available. The main motives for SDW sorting were convenience 
of container location and incentives; only 4% of the respondents 
mentioned environmental issues in this connection.   

Only 16% of respondents brought waste to the recyclables 
collection points, and the rest cited remoteness thereof, lack 
of habit or their own ignorance as the reasons for not doing so.

Based on the above, it is recommended to: 
– use modern technologies to enable and intensify efforts 

aimed at educating population, young people and students 
in particular, about the importance of waste management and 
waste sorting;

– teach students how to sort SDW correctly, since 
properly sorted garbage can be processed more easily, faster 
and better;

– minimize the use of waste that cannot be recycled and 
does not decompose for a long time.
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