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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?  
 

To keep resources in use for as long as possible, extract the maximum value 
from them whilst in use, then recover and regenerate products and materials at 

the end of each service life there will have to be strong policies in boroughs’ Local 
Plans carried through into their waste service provision and the conditions 

attached to scheme approvals granted. 
 

Policy SI7 should be sufficient in its definition of waste reduction objectives which 
are justified and of London wide importance. 

 
The policy would support the aims of Good Growth, “sustainable growth that 

works for everyone” (NLP para. 1.0.7), by reducing costs of materials, their 

optimum usage and reduction in the use of energy for their production. 
 

M68 a) – The ‘circular economy’ definition is justified but it will be effective 
locally only with appropriate action taken by boroughs, businesses, all 

establishments of education, health, sport and culture, transport operators and 
individual residents and workers. 

 
M68 b) – The policy sets out what has to be achieved by policies in Development 

Plans. However, SI7 A 3) for zero biodegradable or recyclable waste to landfill by 
2026 seems to be unlikely unless borough waste services improve. NLP 

paragraph 9.8.2 states that in 2015 “Some 32 per cent of London’s waste that 
was biodegradable or recyclable was sent to landfill.” 



 
For example, many local authorities in London will not collect any plastics other 

than rigid ones. That seems to be determined by the contractors they use to 

process the recyclable materials. It is resulting in all flimsy plastics being treated 
as residual waste. If that results in the achievement of the target for generating 

from it low-carbon energy, then that may be acceptable but it needs to be 
audited for consideration of any harmful emissions it causes. 

 
The target in SI7 A 4) for 65% of municipal waste to be recycled by 2030 is 

double that of some boroughs at present. It is justified but it must be recognised 
that to improve it may cost boroughs more for their waste services and for the 

contracted out processing of materials collected. Such increased costs may be 
not be acceptable when social care is a priority. 

 
The targets for waste management should be monitored to help to review policy 

and methods for recycling. 
 

PROPOSALS:  

1. There should be a Key Performance Indicator for S17 A 4) targets in 
Chapter 12 and regular reporting to the GLA on that subject by boroughs.  

2. There should be intervention by the Mayor to assist any boroughs that fails 
to achieve the necessary trend towards those targets. 

3. Policy SI7 should have should have in section A 5) the words ‘that does not 
harm the appearance of the public realm and’ inserted after the word 

“space” for waste bin storage. 
 

Point 1. is a requirement of the NPPW in its paragraph 9. 
 

Point 3. would make Policy SI7 A 5) accord with the fourth bullet point of NPPW 
paragraph 7. 

 
NOTE: DEFRA issued a consultation in February 2019 on ways of achieving 

consistent methods by local authorities for waste collection and other 

consultations for waste types and sources. The EiP hearing for Matter 68 may 
wish to cover any implications. 

 
M68 c) – Policy SI7 would enable the necessary considerations for waste 

management to be applied in development management. However, the target for 
construction and demolition waste may reduce the viability of some development 

schemes and result in fewer affordable homes. Policy SI7 B 2) for disassembly of 
constructed buildings could be particularly challenging. 
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