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Environmental Impact

P1 P2 P3 P4 Ps pe P7 P8 P9 P10 P1L P12 metallic wastes it has been assumed that 10te is contained within a HHISO. This graph starts in April 2010 when the new LLWR waste services contract was introduced. Up to this point 266,180m® of waste had been
Period consigned to LLWR for disposal. For the purpose of this graph these values assume no secondary waste is recieved by LLWR from treatment providers.
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Dashboard Commentary:
Cost Norms

The three graphs below show the cost norms with the actual price per contract for comparision.
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