
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

East of England LGA Written Statement 

Respondent no.1384.  
Matter 68  
Sustainable Infrastructure 
Waste and circular economy  

 

M68. Would Policy SI7 provide a justified and effective approach to reducing waste and supporting the 
circular economy? Would it further the aims of Good Growth policies GG1-GG6? Would it focus on 
planning matters of London wide importance? In particular:  
a) Would the definition of ‘circular economy’ as set out in paragraph 9.7.1 be justified and would it be 
effective in reducing waste, increasing material reuse and recycling and reductions in waste going for 
disposal?  
b) Would Policy SI7 provide an effective and justified strategic framework for the preparation of local 
plans and neighbourhood plans in relation to this matter? In particular what is the justification for the 
waste to landfill and recycling targets set out in Policy SI7A4? Could these be effectively monitored? 
Bearing in mind the timescales involved would these be effective?  
c) Would it provide an effective framework for development management? In particular, would the 
requirement for a Circular Economy Statement in relation to referable applications be effective and 
justified? 
 

 
a) The definition of “circular economy” is a very useful approach in the management of 

materials within London. The implementation of this approach will improve London’s 

economic performance and help protect the environment in those locations where 

resources are mined and managed and therefore will further the aims of the Good Growth 

policies in the Draft Plan. This approach needs to be applied to all materials and waste 

streams rather than the ones that are thought to be easiest to handle, including waste 

from construction and excavation activity. 

 
b) The targets in policy S17A4 are higher than those in the EU Circular Economy Package, but 

there is no evidence that these proposed targets can be met.  Table 6 of the London Waste 

Monitoring Report shows that recycling and composting rates for Local Authority Collected 

Waste in London are currently around the 30% figure. The London Plan target is for 

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW), which includes waste from businesses that has a similar 

composition to household waste. No monitoring has been undertaken by the Mayor of the 

recycling and composting rates of MSW and this data is not routinely provided by Defra or 

the Environment Agency. The Mayor will therefore have to carry out some additional work 

to monitor progress towards this target. The Plan should include data on the current MSW 

recycling and composting rate in London so as to be able to assess whether the proposed 

target is realistic. 

 

 



 

 

London Waste Management Methods (thousands of tonnes) 
  

  2011/1
2 

2012/1
3 

2013/1
4 

2014/1
5 

2015/1
6 

2016/1
7 

2017/1
8 

Landfill 1,116 911 889  754  751  463  347 

(percentage) 30.6% 25.5% 24.4% 20.6% 20.3% 12.5% 9.6% 

Incineration with 
EfW 

1,303 1,462 1,525  1,679  1,708  1,966 2,020 

(percentage) 35.7% 40.9% 41.9% 45.9% 46.1% 52.9% 55.6% 

Incineration 
without EfW 

0 0 - - 20 26 27 

(percentage) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.7% 0.8% 

Recycled/compost
ed 

1,105 1,088 1,110  1,107  1,096  1,117 1,091 

(percentage) 30.3% 30.4% 30.5% 30.2% 29.6% 30.1% 30.1% 

Other 124 115 116 122 131  145  145 

(percentage) 3.4% 3.2% 3.2% 3.3% 3.5% 3.9% 4.0% 

Total 3,648 3,576 3,640  3,662 3,705 3,716  3,631 

 
Source: Extract from Table 6 London Waste Monitoring Report, and Defra Local authority collected 
waste: annual results tables https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/env18-local-authority-collected-waste-

annual-results-tables  

 

c) Policy S17 provides a good framework for promoting the circular economy, but should 

refer to all development, rather than only referable applications. The same approach 

should be adopted by Boroughs in their plans and also for projects approved under the 

NSIP process. The phrase “Referable applications” in policy S17B should therefore be 

changed to “All major applications” so as to include projects under the NSIP regime and 

development considered by boroughs only. 

 

The use of Circular Economy Statements is welcomed, but the policy is unlikely to be 

effective if it only applies to referable applications. The following change is therefore 

suggested:  

 

“The Mayor will expect all infrastructure projects to contain a CE statement, including 

those that received consent through the DCO process.” 

 

 

The following graphs are extracted from the London Waste Monitoring Report. 

https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/env18-local-authority-collected-waste-annual-results-tables
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/env18-local-authority-collected-waste-annual-results-tables


 

 

 
 
Source: Figure 20 London Monitoring Report 
 
 

 
 
Source: Figure 1 London Monitoring Report 
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