
SINGLE-USE PLASTIC (SUP) TASK GROUP REPORT 

November 2020 

1. INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1. In March 2018, a motion was unanimously carried at Gloucestershire County 

Council’s (GCC) full Council as follows: 

 

This Council therefore resolves to: 

 Eliminate all SUP within County Council managed buildings and facilities by 

2020, and seek to encourage the elimination of SUP within its supply chain by 

2025.  

 Asks the Gloucestershire Joint Waste Partnership to consider how they could 

promote the reduction of SUP across the county and to highlight areas of further 

lobbying to central government by both collection and waste disposal authorities. 

 

1.2. In February 2019, following a member question at full Council from Cllr Eva Ward, 

the Cabinet Member for Environment and Planning expressed support for a task 

group to be establishment to examine all options to become a ‘single-use plastic-

free’ Council and reduce SUP use in the County. 

 

1.3. Following this, in July 2019, Environment Scrutiny Committee approved a one page 

strategy request from Cllrs Eva Ward and Andrew Miller to establish a task group. 

The ambitions for the task group review were as follows: 

 

 To understand the current progress towards the elimination of SUPs within 

County Council managed buildings and facilities, including any promotional 

campaigns. 

 To understand the technical impact of different plastics on the environment. 

 To explore SUP initiatives at other county councils. 

 To work with and learn from local district councils on their SUP initiatives. 

 To understand how to effectively engage and enable Council partners, schools 

and the public to reduce their use of SUPs, taking account of projects run by 

‘Surfers Against Sewage’: https://www.sas.org.uk/about-us/ 

 

(Copy of the full one page strategy at Annex 1) 

 

1.4. The group’s work was suspended from March – September 2020 due to the impacts 

of the Covid-19 pandemic. On resuming their work, the group were keen to 

acknowledge the impacts that have resulted from the pandemic on the UK’s move 

towards eliminating SUPs, mainly due to the necessity of using disposal items to 

avoid spreading the virus.  

 

1.5. The Government has released some social media campaigns focused on not 

littering PPE and avoiding putting it in recycling streams, and GCC have relayed 

those messages locally.  

 

https://www.sas.org.uk/about-us/


1.6. In addition, the majority of the group’s research was concluded before the pandemic 

and due to the suspension in activity for 6 months, the report content should 

therefore be read as up to date pre-March 2020. The group acknowledge some 

areas of work may now have progressed or experienced unforeseen delays, and this 

will be reflected in the final recommendations. 

 

1.7. Membership 

 

Councillors Eva Ward, Andrew Miller, Lesley Williams, Suzanne Williams, Loraine 

Patrick and Carole Allaway-Martin. 

 

Councillor Eva Ward was appointed as chair. 

 

To note: Cllr Carole Allaway-Martin had to leave the task group membership in 

January due to an appointment to the Council’s Cabinet. The Constitution for GCC 

states that executive members cannot be members of scrutiny task groups. 

 

1.8. Meetings 

 

1.8.1. The group first met on 12 September 2019 where they discussed an outline of 

the areas they would like to address. It was noted that the issue of single-use 

plastics was one that spanned across many areas of the Council’s 

responsibility and services. There was no one policy or one department that 

were responsible. 

1.8.2. It was agreed therefore that each meeting would focus on one area of 

research, followed by an ongoing update on actions and conclusions from 

Democratic Services, and research tasks via email. Members confirmed the 

following list of research areas: 

 

 District councils 

 Other county councils 

 Central Government 

 Procurement 

 Joint Waste Management 

 Schools 

 Asset Management & Property Services (to include catering, cleaning, 

facilities, rural and contracts for building) 

 Communications 

 GCC staff lunch habits 

 

1.9. Overall conclusion 

 

1.9.1. Whilst the group’s research, discussions and final recommendations are 

outlined in detail below, as an overall comment, the group were keen to 

highlight the following points: 

 Members were very impressed by the level of work and commitment 

shown in officers and teams at GCC in working towards reducing the use 

of SUP across the Council. 



 There was some incredible work already happening and things had really 

moved forward since the motion was initially tabled back in March 2018 

and therefore, the recommendations that follow at the end of this report 

aim to continue the good work. 

 In particular the group wanted to pay thanks to the hard work, 

commitment and enthusiasm of the Asset Management and Property 

team who had worked on the initiatives detailed in section 2.5 of this 

report. 

 

2. RESEARCH AND DISCUSSION 

The group’s research took different forms depending on the topic area. Some areas were 

addressed by having face to face (or later virtual) meetings with relevant officers, and 

some research was done online/via email and fed back at the next meeting. 

2.1. Central Government – background information 

 

2.1.1. In December 2018, the Government published a Resources and Waste 

Strategy for England, which outlined how the government will work towards 

the ambitions of doubling resource productivity and zero avoidable waste by 

2050, maximise the value we extract from our resources, and minimise waste 

and the associated negative environmental impacts. 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/resources-and-waste-strategy-

for-england 

2.1.2. As part of the Resources and Waste Strategy, Defra launched three 

consultations on 18 February 2019: 

 Introducing a Deposit Return Scheme for drinks containers (DRS) in 

England, Wales and Northern Ireland;  

 Consistency in Household and Business Recycling Collections in England 

(to tackle confusion over household recycling); 

 Reforming the UK packaging producer responsibility system, ensuring that 

producers pay the full net costs of collecting and managing packaging 

waste. 

2.1.3. At the same time Her Majesty’s Treasury (HMT) published the Plastic 

Packaging Tax consultation, aimed at introducing a new world-leading tax on 

the production and import of plastic packaging with less than 30% recycled 

content, helping to incentivise the production of more sustainable plastic 

packaging and increase the use of recycled plastic. 

2.1.4. Defra also launched the consultation on Introducing a DRS in England, in 

conjunction with the devolved administration in Wales and the Department of 

Agriculture, Environment and Rural Affairs (DAERA) in Northern Ireland. The 

aim of a DRS would be to reduce the amount of littering, boost recycling 

levels for relevant material, offer the enhanced possibility to collect high 

quality materials in greater quantities and promote recycling through clear 

labelling and consumer messaging. Additionally, introducing a DRS could help 

incentivise moves to push more material up the waste hierarchy and move 

towards a more circular economy. 

2.1.5. For further details on all the consultations please go to the following link: 

https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/introducing-a-deposit-return-

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/resources-and-waste-strategy-for-england
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/resources-and-waste-strategy-for-england
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/introducing-a-deposit-return-scheme-drs-for-drinks-containers-bottles-and-cans/outcome/introducing-a-deposit-return-scheme-drs-in-england-wales-and-northern-ireland-executive-summary-and-next-steps


scheme-drs-for-drinks-containers-bottles-and-cans/outcome/introducing-a-

deposit-return-scheme-drs-in-england-wales-and-northern-ireland-executive-

summary-and-next-steps 

 

2.2. Other councils 

 

2.2.1. One of the group’s main objectives was to work with and learn from existing 

policies and practices at other councils. The group agreed to contact all six 

Gloucestershire district councils and other UK county councils, to understand 

if there were any existing initiatives that GCC could learn from. 

2.2.2. The group reviewed the responses and made recommendations as 

appropriate (see recommendation 4). 

 

2.3. Joint Waste Management 

 

2.3.1. The group’s first meeting was with the Joint Waste Management team to 

receive a presentation on existing SUP reduction initiatives supported by the 

team within the county. 

2.3.2. Members noted the Gloucestershire Recycles webpage which was available 

and regularly updated with all recycling information for the county: 

https://www.gloucestershirerecycles.com/ 

2.3.3. It was acknowledged that there had been a lot of action coming forward from 

local communities for help and advice on SUP initiatives. The team had seen 

a very steep rise in people’s awareness of this issue recently. 

2.3.4. The team support as many of these groups/projects as resources allow, they 

will remain involved with the project to support their development and hope to 

produce working models going forward that can be replicated and shared 

across the county. 

2.3.5. It was appreciated however, that a lot of these project rely on the dedication of 

a critical local mass of volunteers to be successful. There was only so much 

GCC could offer and resource to support the projects. 

2.3.6. There were currently four projects in Gloucestershire being supported by 

GCC. 

2.3.7. Plastic Free Coleford  

 (https://www.recycleforgloucestershire.com/reduce-your-waste/plastic-

free-communities/)  

 A partnership between Coleford Town Council, Forest of Dean District 

Council and Gloucestershire County Council to support businesses and 

residents to become a plastic free town.  

 The detailed plan included actions such as seeking support from local 

supermarkets, using reusable cups for events such as Coleford Music 

Festival and getting school children involved in a lunchbox challenge. 

2.3.8. Stow on the Wold Terracycle Project  

 https://www.terracycle.com/en-GB 

 The project followed the company Terracycle and recycled SUP within the 

North Cotswold's, such as crisp packets and Bread bags.  

 With GCC’s help they have set up public collections using yellow bins at 

local pubs, cafes and schools. At the date of this meeting, the project had 

https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/introducing-a-deposit-return-scheme-drs-for-drinks-containers-bottles-and-cans/outcome/introducing-a-deposit-return-scheme-drs-in-england-wales-and-northern-ireland-executive-summary-and-next-steps
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/introducing-a-deposit-return-scheme-drs-for-drinks-containers-bottles-and-cans/outcome/introducing-a-deposit-return-scheme-drs-in-england-wales-and-northern-ireland-executive-summary-and-next-steps
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/introducing-a-deposit-return-scheme-drs-for-drinks-containers-bottles-and-cans/outcome/introducing-a-deposit-return-scheme-drs-in-england-wales-and-northern-ireland-executive-summary-and-next-steps
https://www.gloucestershirerecycles.com/
https://www.recycleforgloucestershire.com/reduce-your-waste/plastic-free-communities/
https://www.recycleforgloucestershire.com/reduce-your-waste/plastic-free-communities/
https://www.terracycle.com/en-GB


raised £32.36 in its first few shipments of crisp packets. To date 

(November 2020) they had now raised over £300, by sending off items 

such as toothpaste tubes and toothbrushes, bread bags and crisp 

packets. 

2.3.9. Greening Tetbury  

 www.greeningtetbury.org 

 This project was still in its infancy and developing its initial plan. 

2.3.10. Gloucestershire Real Nappy Project 

 https://www.gloucestershirerecycles.com/reduce-your-waste/real-

reusable-nappies/ 

 There are two outreach workers who offer help and advice on choosing 

and buying real nappies.  

 Discount vouchers were available, special offer packs, loan kits and talks 

are offered to residents of Gloucestershire.  

 Every day Gloucestershire residents throw away over 86,000 disposable 

nappies. 

 190 vouchers in the last quarter which would be estimated at 15% of new 

born in the County in that period. 

 The project had its most successful months in March and April 2020 due 

to shortages experienced during the first stages of the pandemic and had 

well exceeded the voucher target for the rest of the year. 

 

2.3.11. Discussion points to note 

 There needed to be better awareness and understanding of what 

residents can put in their kerbside recycling. The group appreciated it 

could be very confusing, especially with differences between the districts. 

 Last summer GCC produced ‘Waste free Wednesday’ tips that included 

social media posts going out on Wednesdays (#wastefreewednesday). 

The group would like to see more of this in relation to SUPs materials (see 

recommendation 6). 

 Charities were recognised as a good link to recycling initiatives for 

example, the Butterfly Garden in Cheltenham recycles plastic plant pots. 

 The group also noted the importance of understanding the technical 

impacts of different plastics on the environment, concluding that this may 

help raise awareness of the need to avoid certain types (see 

recommendation 1). 

 

2.4. Procurement  

 

2.4.1. At their meeting in November, the group met with officers from GCC’s 

Procurement team to receive information on any existing or future 

procurement policy that worked towards reducing the use of single-use 

plastics in the Council’s supply chain. 

2.4.2. The following points were noted by the group: 

 The procurement team work with commissioners in the Council needing to 

procure ‘Type A’ requirements (and advise on ‘Type B-D’ requirements) 

and could therefore signpost commissioners to the Council’s sustainability 

policies for them to incorporate appropriate measures into individual 

http://www.greeningtetbury.org/
https://www.gloucestershirerecycles.com/reduce-your-waste/real-reusable-nappies/
https://www.gloucestershirerecycles.com/reduce-your-waste/real-reusable-nappies/


procurement processes. It was highlighted however that commissioners 

would need the support of subject matter experts with the relevant 

knowledge and expertise from within the Council to do so. 

 It was understood there was a level of SUP use in the supply chain, 

predominantly from packaging e.g. plastic wrap and polystyrene, but there 

was no clear understanding at this point of the level.  

 The best and usual way to address the issue would be for the Council to 

create a baseline of information, for the Council to understand the volume 

of SUP use in its supply chain currently; this would then help officers 

understand how much change was needed.  

 This could be done by carrying out an audit of SUP use and then repeated 

on a 2 yearly basis to understand the progress made as demonstrated by 

measurable results. It was advised however that the funding for a project 

of this nature would have to be sought. 

 At the moment, the team were working on scoping a Procurement Toolkit 

to address (amongst others) the issue of incorporating sustainability 

choices within the procurement process. The Toolkit would aim to be a 

‘one stop shop’ for ‘Type A-D’ requirements purchased by the Council.  

 Going forward, the Procurement team would be willing to input from a 

procurement perspective along with the relevant officers on creating 

sustainability considerations/policy, and were seeking to have the Toolkit 

started by Spring/Summer 2020. 

2.4.3. From the update, the following points were made in discussions: 

 It was noted that there could be an added consideration of capital 

availability to invest when making sustainable changes, for example an 

alternative product may be more expensive initially but there may then be 

saving in the long term.  

 It would be useful to develop a section in the planning stage of the 

procurement process for ‘Type A-D’ on sustainability, with particular 

reference to the ‘whole life cost’ of a product/service and agree upfront 

the mechanisms for measurement and reporting as part of the contract 

management process. 

 GCC as a local authority should be setting an example on this to the 

suppliers it uses, but in turn there would also need to be clear and 

proportionate measures conveyed to suppliers in tender documents and 

when submitting quotes to drive the right behaviours and produce 

evidenced results. The requirements in the Social Value Act 2012 and the 

Public Contracts Regulations 2015 with regards to relevance and 

proportionality in particular needed to be adhered to (for each 

procurement). 

 There needed to be consequences for non-action on sustainability issues 

built into contact terms and it would be useful to have something like 

awards to recognise good performance, e.g. ‘green supplier of the year’. 

2.4.4. The group requested an update on the progress when it recommenced in 

September 2020. Members noted that the procurement toolkit had been 

approved to re-start as part of a wider and long term three phase procurement 

transformation plan. The Procurement Team are currently awaiting input from 



lead officers to work on sustainability considerations/policy to link to/add to the 

Toolkit (see recommendation 4). 

 

2.5. Asset Management & Property Services 

 

2.5.1. The group recognised early on that a large area of potential SUP use within 

the Council’s buildings would be via catering and cleaning. 

2.5.2. The Asset Management and Property Services team cover a range of 

services for the Council and gave an update on the efforts to reduce the use 

of SUPs in the following areas.  

2.5.3. Catering: 

 There was now no SUP used within Shire Hall cafes. 

 Where plastic use is unavoidable e.g. yogurt pots – these were now all 

made from bioplastics (plastic materials produced from renewable 

biomass sources such as vegetable oil) and biodegradable. 

 All vending machines and SUP cups had been removed. 

 Coffee cups were now a compostable alternative and there was a price 

incentive for people using their own reusable coffee cups. 

 Within GCC’s maintained schools food was no longer served in SUP 

contains, nor was Clingfilm used. 

2.5.4. Cleaning: 

 50% of current cleaning chemicals were now bulk bought and then 

decanted into smaller reusable bottles across Shire Hall and the schools 

estate. 

 NB: It was highlighted that for academies, the local authority had no 

control over what contracts they entered into (and thus their SUP use) but 

do offer them to sign up to GCC’s. 

 A trial started in January (2020) on using premeasured sachets from Glen 

Cleaning which dissolved in big water containers and then decanted into 

the smaller bottles. All packaging for the sachets was also 100% 

recyclable. This would address 75% of all cleaning products used by GCC 

and to date the feedback has been positive. 

2.5.5. Rural 

 It was explained that GCC was a freeholder owner of a rural estate that 

was leased out to farm tenants. The tenants determine the day to day 

operations on the farm which GCC were not actively involved in (and it 

would inappropriate for them to be). 

 Members were reassured that waste regulations and environmental 

considerations play a big part in the day to day practice of farms and the 

agriculture industry was active in doing its part. 

 There are two types of plastics posing issues for the agriculture 

community: 

Macro Plastics: large plastic particles that can be seen e.g. feed bags, 

plastic wrap on materials etc. It was quite common for these plastics to be 

removed and replaced with environmental-friendly alternatives. It was 

worth noting that some of these plastics were unavoidable e.g. worming 

tubes, latex gloves, syringes etc. some of these have to be transferred as 

hazardous waste also. 



Micro Plastics: very small pieces of plastic that pollute the environment. 

These plastics can rarely be seen but for farmers they were polluting soil 

where crops were being grown. It was a very complex issue that the 

industry was aware of. 

 It was advised that as the freeholder owner, GCC can actively influence 

where appropriate by pointing tenants towards literature and bringing 

issues to their attention. 

2.5.6. Restructuring frame works and supply 

 Every construction site had a waste management plan 

 Kier (one of GCC’s contractors) used ‘smart waste’ where all waste was 

segregated on site into various different skips and sent off to the relevant 

recycling schemes. This was all logged on a system. 

 In addition, there was a strong message about contactors working with 

their supply chains as well. As the client, GCC had made its requirements 

on waste/packaging clear. This then enabled contractors to reinforce 

these principles on their suppliers, e.g. if ordering a pallet of bricks, it 

would not accept orders wrapped in plastic. 

2.5.7. Recycling facilities 

 Recycling facilities available in Shire Hall were currently being increased 

to improve availability across the building in kitchens. 

 There was a proposal that was being explored of removing all office waste 

paper bins to encourage staff to take rubbish to the kitchen and recycle as 

appropriate. 

 There will also be a number printed on the bins for staff to call if they 

needed emptying, to avoid people being discouraged if their recycling was 

full. 

 On questioning, it was confirmed that there will be a communications 

strategy to accompany these changes for all staff to highlight the reason 

and importance. 

 Members noted the number of individual staff’s recycling initiatives across 

the Council e.g. milk top collections. 

2.5.8. Additional points 

 During the Shire Hall refurbishments, all old desks were upcycled and no 

new desks were purchased 

 All the new aluminium window frames are 100% recycled 

 The Quayside development was being built on its original foundations 

 All the above had been part of a 2 year action plan at Shire Hall (see 

recommendation 5). 

 

2.6. GCC staff lunch habits 

 

2.6.1. In order to understand the impact of staff lunch on GCC’s SUP usage, the 

group agreed to work with the Communications team on producing a staff 

survey. 

2.6.2. As previously mentioned, the group’s research was postponed for 6 months 

due to the onset of the pandemic, and this survey had not been ready to send 

before all staff were asked to work from home. 



2.6.3. It was therefore agreed that due to the staff communications focusing on the 

council’s response to the pandemic and the health and wellbeing of staff, this 

would not be a sensible time to send the survey out. It was also appreciated 

that it would not have the same response as staff were working from home 

and therefore not following the same lunch habit as to when they were in their 

GCC workplaces. 

2.6.4. This piece of research has been postponed. 

 

2.7. Schools 

 

2.7.1. During the group’s meeting with the Asset Management & Property Services 

team, it was noted how much progress had been made towards reducing the 

use of SUP in school canteens and cleaning contracts. 

2.7.2. It was acknowledged however that this was only in respect of the county’s 

local authority maintained schools. 

2.7.3. The group were keen to ensure all schools in the county were aware of GCC’s 

SUP initiatives, as well as the education materials they had reviewed during 

their research on both the Gloucestershire Recycles and Surfers Against 

Sewage websites (see recommendation 2 & 7). 

 

2.8. Communications 

 

2.8.1. Having noted early on the importance of sharing messaging and educative 

tips for not only SUP use but recycling as a whole, the group’s final meeting 

wanted to focus on the communications aspect of the Joint Waste work 

stream (see recommendation 6 & 7). 

2.8.2. It was noted that due to the pandemic, the original Communications plan had 

been disrupted. The team were now focusing on working with an external 

organisation for a more detailed plan and getting the new Waste Partnership 

up and running.  

2.8.3. The team now had a number of campaigns scheduled including: 

 The ‘Make the Most Of’ campaign. This will focus around the end of the 

year (particularly around Christmas waste) and share advice on making 

the most of what was already on offer in terms of Household Recycling 

Centres, charity shops and curb side recycling. 

 Beginning in March 2021, the ‘Be on Plastics’ campaign will be fully 

launched (the soft launch at the beginning of the year had been impacted 

by Covid-19), which was built on the existing WRAP campaign, sharing 

clear messaging around plastic packaging, what is compostable, what can 

be recycled etc. 

 

3. RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

The Scrutiny Task Group on Single-use Plastics makes the following recommendations: 

 

1. To produce an accessible, but well informed ‘in house’ fact sheet on the impact of 

plastics on the environment, to be shared within the organisation, on all GCC’s 

recycling media platforms, as well as with new staff induction information 

(responsibility of Waste Management). 



 

2. Write to all non-maintained schools in Gloucestershire highlighting the changes 

made to maintained schools use of SUP, and highlight education materials 

available on Gloucestershire Recycles (https://www.gloucestershirerecycles.com/) 

and Surfers Against Sewage (https://www.sas.org.uk/about-us/) (responsibility of 

Education). 

 

3. To provide regular updates to the Environment Scrutiny Committee (and other 

scrutiny committees where appropriate) on the progress of the Procurement Toolkit 

(responsibility of Procurement).  

 

4. Follow the example of another county council and add an information page on 

compostable packaging to the Gloucestershire Recycles website (responsibility of 

Waste Management). 

 

5. Produce a briefing to highlight all the good work already done towards reducing the 

Council’s use of SUP and share within the organisation and externally, as well as 

within new staff induction information (responsibility of Asset Management & 

Property Services). 

 

6. Schedule media messaging around key holidays throughout the year about the 

importance of reducing the use of SUP, particularly the group noted Halloween, 

Guy Fawkes and Christmas (responsibility of Waste Management and 

Communications). 

 

7. To explore setting up a competition for the best SUP reducing initiatives in the 

county, which should include GCC giving a recognition award to the best 

submissions. The competition should be offered to, but limited to, businesses and 

schools (responsibility of Waste Management and Communications). 

 

Cllr Eva Ward 

Cllr Andrew Miller 

Cllr Lesley Williams 

Cllr Suzanne Williams 

Cllr Loraine Patrick 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.gloucestershirerecycles.com/
https://www.sas.org.uk/about-us/


ANNEX 1 

SCRUTINY REVIEW – ONE PAGE STRATEGY 

 Broad topic area Environment/Waste 

 

Specific topic area Single-use plastics (SUPs) 

 

Ambitions for the 

review 

 

 

 

 

 

 To understand the current progress towards the elimination of SUPs 

within County Council managed buildings and facilities, including any 

promotional campaigns. 

 To understand the technical impact of different plastics on the 

environment. 

 To explore SUP initiatives at other county councils. 

 To work with and learn from local district councils on their SUP 

initiatives. 

 To understand how to effectively engage and enable Council partners, 

schools and the public to reduce their use of SUPs, taking account of 

projects run by ‘Surfers Against Sewage’: 

https://www.sas.org.uk/about-us/ 

How do we perform at 

the moment? 

 

 

 

 

 We have eliminated a significant amount of SUP from catering services 

contracts within Shire Hall, and the external school’s catering contract; 

 There is ongoing work with tenants on the rural estate, the wider 

farming community and major framework contractors in construction to 

reduce/eliminate the use of SUPs. 

 The Joint Waste Team has focused on reducing SUPs through 

promotional campaigns. 

Who and how should 

we consult? 

 Facilities and Joint Waste Management 

 Procurement 

 District councils 

And any other department at GCC that may become relevant through further 

research. 

Background information At a meeting of full Council in March 2018, a motion was unanimously 

carried to:  

 Eliminate all SUP within County Council managed buildings and 

facilities by 2020, and seek to encourage the elimination of SUP within 

its supply chain by 2025. 

 Ask the Gloucestershire Joint Waste Partnership to consider how they 

could promote the reduction of SUP across the county and to highlight 

areas of further lobbying to central government by both collection and 

waste disposal authorities. 

Support 

 

Sophie Benfield – Democratic Services 

How long will it take? 6 months from approval 

 

Outcomes To produce recommendations that enables the Council to: 

a) complete its initial commitment to eliminate all SUP within County 

Council managed buildings and facilities by 2020, and within its 

supply chain by 2025; and 

b) better promote the elimination of SUPs within the county as a whole. 

https://www.sas.org.uk/about-us/

