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Regents Network submission to Matter 68  Circular Economy 
 
 The Mayor responded to the Panel’s Preliminary Question PQ14 relating to waste management on 
 Friday 7 September 2018.  
 

The GLA response was a catalogue of endless meetings with a wide range of groups and authorities in 
London and the South East.  It is certain that the Panel will be satisfied that GLA made a big effort, but the 
content of the answer seemed to consist of a litany of meetings – which perhaps satisfied due diligence, 
but it is not clear if the Panel were satisfied that there were answers and practical resolutions supplied by 
the multiple meetings. 
 
 Question: 
 M68. Would Policy SI7 provide a justified and effective approach to reducing waste and supporting 
 the circular economy?  
Yes in a practical manner, but much too limited.  It promotes and encourages the reduction of waste which 
is a necessary and progressive role.  Anything less would be considered a derogation of responsibility.  
However, apart from discussing the reuse of construction and demolition waste, very little thought or detail 
is promoted for wider handling and making good use of domestic waste other than to mention ‘recycling’. 
 
The term circular economy is relatively new proposal and objective that the Mayor needs to catch up with, 
to benefit from its full potential. 
 
Recycling is developing into a sophisticated and technical industry with some very practical and positive 
outcomes that result in separation and reuse of the resources which are then not referred to as ‘waste’, but 
alternatively considered as a resource.  This may include a variety of outcomes ranging from reuse of many 
plastics, which is a critical necessity these days, to composting of food and organic waste to generate 
power. 
 
Then there is the extension of the ‘circular economy’ term to include the reuse of domestic items, not only 
of repaired toasters and vacuum cleaners, but also reconditioning of furniture and utensils, restyling of 
clothing and even reuse of packaging – which is a continually expanding industry that needs to be taken in 
hand.  All this is on the cusp of a new and evermore important industry. 
 
The London Plan has a very wide range of issues and problems to deal with, but it must be up to date and 
progressive if it is to last more than a few years.  The full extent and necessity of the wider aspects of 
London’s ‘circular economy’ should be recognised and dealt with, and it may be seen that the current 
content of Policy SI7 is an indication, rightly or wrongly, of the Mayor’s lack of vision and focus on the long 
term progressive future of our capital city.  
 
 Would it further the aims of Good Growth policies GG1-GG6? Would it focus on planning matters of 
 London wide importance?  
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It is difficult to see that Policy SI 7 engages directly with Londoners and communities through the Good 
Growth policies.  Although any positive result of dealing with waste could have some influence on the 
quality of life of Londoners, it cannot be said that waste issues further the aims of Good Growth policies. 
 
 Policy GG1 ‘Building strong and inclusive communities’ is not directly relevant. 
 Policy GG2 ‘Making best use of land’ is a different subject altogether. 
 Policy GG3 ‘Creating a healthy city’ may have a marginal involvement. 
 Policy GG4 ‘Delivering the homes Londoners need’ has no connection. 
 Policy GG5 ‘Growing a good economy’ is too broad to be useful. 
 Policy GG6 ‘Increasing efficiency and resilience’ has no direct connection at all. 
 
It is hard to fathom the reason for the tabling of this question in this Matter. 
 
 In particular:  
 a) Would the definition of ‘circular economy’ as set out in paragraph 9.7.1 be justified 

The definition of ‘circular economy’ has much wider significance than expressed in this Para 9.7.1 with 
reference to ‘recycling’ and ‘volume of waste’ as this does not accord with the up-to-date definition that 
has a much, much wider consequence and engagement – as noted above.  The text is correct (although 
long-winded) as far as it goes, but it should be redrafted to be fully inclusive. 

  

  and 

 would it be effective in reducing waste, increasing material reuse and recycling and reductions in 
 waste going for disposal?  

The coverage of domestic and commercial (bulk) waste and the manner in which it is handled and 
controlled is a useful guide to Local Authorities, and nearly firm enough to catch their attention and to 
ensure that it is handled, reduced and most importantly reused as a valuable resource. 

 

However, it should be repeated that the Mayor only tells half the story in this Policy.  

 

It sometimes seems that the Mayor does not always recognise that it is at the Local Authority level that all 
the action takes place, and this is where practical advice and assistance, rather than many words, is 
relevant and much needed. 

 

It may be timely to prompt the Mayor and GLA to ‘mind the gap’ between the authority and Londoners. 

  

 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? 

The discussion and commentary on the subject of waste may be very informative to the LA, but with its 
chatty presentation, which is palatable, it does not form a ‘strategic’ framework which needs to be more 
proscribed and detailed. 

 

Also, as above, it is limited in vision and scope.   

 

 In particular what is the justification for the waste to landfill and recycling targets set out in Policy 
 SI7A4?  

Targets seem to be a necessary evil for local government, and of course have their uses.  But they do not 
always take into account the considerable differences of facilities and infrastructure of the boroughs, and 
these days their legitimate financial constraints. 

 

It is not just a matter of setting targets, practical help and advice is needed, and assistance – even financial 
incentive to meet targets.  The carrot not the stick. 
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Rather than just setting the targets, it would be relevant to work more closely with the boroughs.  The 
relationship and management should neither be ‘top down’ or ‘bottom up’, but a meeting in the middle 
and working together. 

 

The same principal should be used with the relationship of the local authority with business, industry and 
trade, and the community.  Perhaps the Mayor and GLA could set the trend. 

 

 Could these be effectively monitored? Bearing in mind the timescales involved would these be 
 effective and justified? 

The rather rigid targets could be monitored after a fashion, but the more important issue is for the process 
of waste management and the ‘circular economy’ development and effectiveness to be recognised and 
assessed.  With the GLA and local authorities all working together, then the examples of management and 
the ‘revelation’ of innovation could be shared and developed very effectively. 

 
It is not just the time scales that are relevant, but the innovations and up-to-date working practices that 
need to be recognised – and shared. 
 
 c) Would it provide an effective framework for development management? 
No, the monitoring of targets in itself is not an effective framework, although it could inform an effective 
framework if one was ever produced.  It needs to be assessed by GLA whether the lengthy text and targets 
can be used effectively in a framework - which could be set up through the London Plan, of course.  There is 
no practical and progressive framework for waste and ‘circular economy’ at present in the London Plan. 
  
 In particular, would the requirement for a Circular Economy Statement in relation to referable 
 applications be effective and justified?  
A very emphatic ‘yes’ is the answer.  It may be possible for the Mayor to provide a statement or framework 
for ‘Waste and the Circular Economy’ in London.  It would not necessarily be policy, as it is information, 
advice, innovation and re-engineering of the waste industry that is urgently required.  It is not ‘all new’ as 
many advances here and there have already been developed, with many more ideas and innovations are in 
the pipeline.  With a bit of encouragement and effort the Mayor and GLA could be dragged into the present 
day! 
 
 
 
 
 
Del Brenner 
Regents Network 2490 and 
associate of London Forum and Just Space 


