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Abstract: The on-site treatment of organic solid waste and using it as a resource in rural areas has become one
of top concerns. This research took Yangshanfan village, a tourism hotspot located in Tonglu County of
Hangzhou City as an example, and used the field questionnaires and sampling method to analyze the character-
istics of solid waste generatiou, residents’ willingness to use waste as resource and the resource recycling
strategies of organic solid waste. The main results were as follows: (1) The gross household solid waste in
Yangshanfan village was 0.29 kg-person™-d™, in which about 52.5 per cent (0.15 kg-person™-d™) was organic

solid waste; and waste from mushroom cultivation was 180 t-a!

as the main agricultural organic waste. (2)
Most residents were willing to carry out garbage sorting if the facilities were available. 94.6 per cent of the res-
idents were willing to use the organic compost produced with the organic waste. 47.6 per cent of the residents
were willing to share part of the running costs of composting facilities. (3) A strategy consisting of source-sort-
ing and on-site treatment of both easily degradable part of household solid waste and agricultural organic waste
was recommended. The strategy is estimated to create great ecological benefits. [Ch, 4 fig. 22 ref. ]
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Figure 1  Characteristic of rural domestic waste generated in

Yangshanfan village, Tonglu County
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Figure 2 Analysis of public environmental survey
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Figure 3 Resouce management mode of rural solid waste
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Figure 4 Resource technology route of organic waste treatment
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