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M69. Would Policy SI8 and SI9 provide a justified and effective approach to providing for 

London’s waste and promoting net waste self-sufficiency? In particular:  

a) Is the target of net self-sufficiency by 2026 as set out in Policy SI8A1 realistic? What is 

the justification for excluding excavation waste within the net self-sufficiency target? In 

light of this would it be justified?  

b) Are the Borough forecast arisings of household and commercial and industrial waste as 

set out in table 9.1 based on robust evidence? What waste streams are excluded and what 

is the justification for excluding them? In light of this are they realistic and justified?  

c) Is the apportionment of waste to be managed in Boroughs, as set out in table 9.2, 

justified? What waste streams are excluded from the apportionments and what are the 

provisions to deal with those waste streams? As some waste streams are not included 

would the apportionments be effective in ensuring that the waste targets in Policies SI7 

and SI8, the Borough apportionments in table 9.2 and the aspirations for net self-

sufficiency and shifting towards a low carbon circular economy would be met?  

d) Would they provide an effective framework for development management? In 

particular, would the criteria in Policy SI8C accord with national policy? Would Policy SI8D 

provide an effective and justified framework for the evaluation of proposals for new waste 

sites or to increase capacity of existing waste sites?  

e) Would they be effective in safeguarding existing waste sites particularly in relation to 

Policy SI9C?  

 

M69 a) – Policy SI8 A 1) does not seem realistic for net waste self-sufficiency 
because 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.” To eliminate that 
quantity within seven years seems unlikely as some borough contracts with waste 

companies that result in that problem may not be renegotiable in the near future. 
Several boroughs will not collect certain types of plastics and require residents to 

put them in residual waste. 
 

In the London Plan Topic Paper on Waste January 2018 NLP/TP/04 a figure of 60% 
is given in paragraph 4 for self-sufficiency of London for waste in 2015. A later 

figure may be available from the GLA at the NLP EiP. 
 
In paragraph 6 of the topic paper it is stated that “Landfills receiving London’s 

waste are expected to close by 2025 and they are not being replaced.” Therefore, 
the target of self sufficiency by 2026 should be ‘by 2025’. 

The task to achieve that in six years seems to be challenging. 
 

There are two figures in the waste topic paper for the amount of waste exported – 
11.4mt in paragraph 4 and 7mt in paragraph 10, of which paragraph 17 indicates 

5.4mt goes to landfill. 



 

 
The justification for excluding excavation waste is given in the previous Policy SI7 in 

paragraph 9.7.4A. The meaning of “particular characteristics” is not clear nor what 
processes may be suitable for extracting useful materials from excavation waste. 

 
M69 b) and c) – Only the GLA and boroughs can answer these questions. 

It is noted that in the October 2014 National Planning Policy for Waste (NPPW) in 
paragraph 3 that “waste planning authorities should have regard to their 

apportionments set out in the London Plan when preparing their plans.” and 
“consider the need for additional waste management capacity of more than local 

significance.” 
 

M69 d) – Policy SI8 C criteria seem to in general conformity with the NPPW, except 
that the latter requires in paragraph 2 that local authorities should “work jointly and 

collaboratively with other planning authorities to collect and share data and 
information on waste arisings.” 
 

Also, for the evaluation of proposals for new waste sites or to increase capacity of 
existing waste sites, paragraph 7 of the NPPW requires local authorities to “consider 

the likely impact on the local environment and on amenity against the criteria set 
out in Appendix B and the locational implications of any advice on health from the 

relevant health bodies.” There are twelve criteria listed in that NPPW appendix. 
 

PROPOSAL:  There should be a mention in SI8 D 1) and/or D 4) of those NPPW 
criteria, including impact on health, and there should be a footnote providing a link 

to the NPPW:- 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-for-waste 

and to the Waste Management Plan for England:-  
 http://www.gov.uk/government/publications/waste-management-plan-for-england  

 

According to the last bullet point of NPPW paragraph 8, when determining planning 
applications for non-waste development, local planning authorities should ensure 

that “the handling of waste arising from the construction and operation of 
development maximises reuse/recovery opportunities, and minimises off-site 

disposal.” 
 

The NPPW requirements above should be considered by the London Plan team for 
Further Suggested Minor Changes to Policies SI8 and SI9 and to paragraph 9.9.3. 

 
M69 e) – Yes, safeguarding of existing waste sites is covered. 
However, Policy SI9 should cover the guidance in NLP paragraph 9.9.1 that waste 

sites are a “valuable service” to London’s people. 
 

Because some boroughs will not collect used large metal and wooden items, 
cooking oil and a few other materials that are able to be recycled, residents should 

be enabled to dispose of items themselves in what was know as the “local tip”.  
 

PROPOSAL: There should be an additional part D of Policy SI9:- 
Re-use and recycling centres for a wide range of materials should be located 

so that there are such facilities within a short bus ride of communities in the 
borough. 
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