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Sustainable infrastructure 

Sustainable Drainage  

 

From the Trust’s perspective we believe that Policy SI13 and the amended supporting paras 

(as set out in the in the Draft New London Plan showing Minor Suggested Changes (August 

2018; hereafter referred to as DNLP-Minor Suggest Changes) largely provide an effective 

and responsible approach towards sustainable drainage.  

Policy SI13 

Qa/b).   

We welcome the amendments to the drainage hierarchy in B of the DNLP-Minor Suggest 

Changes, with the specific reference for there to be “a preference for green over grey 

features:”. 

In the Trust’s response to the DNLP we suggested that Part C was somewhat weak: ‘where 

appropriate’ is a very much open to interpretation we recommended replacing with:  

C Development proposals for impermeable paving should be refused where 

appropriate where suitable permeable surface is available, including on small surfaces 

such as front gardens and driveways. 

We note under the DNLP-Minor Suggest Changes that part C now states:  

Development proposals for impermeable paving should be refused where appropriate 

unless they can be shown to be unavoidable, including on small surfaces such as 

front gardens and driveways. 

We welcome this amendment. 

Matter 73.  

Would Policy SI13 provide a justified and effective approach to sustainable drainage in 

London? In particular: 

a) Would it provide a justified and effective strategic framework for the preparation of 

local plans? 

b) Would it provide appropriate, justified and effective guidance on development 

management matters? In particular, what is the justification for the drainage hierarchy 

as set out in Policy SI13B? Would it be appropriate, justified and would it be effective? 

c) What is the justification for developments to achieve ‘green field run off rates’? Is this 

based on robust evidence? Would this be an effective approach to sustainable drainage 

in London?  



We also suggested that the drainage hierarchy should also take into account of local 

geology, and especially on large developments, opportunities to contribute to aquifer 

recharge should be identified (this links to Policy SI5). We suggest adding to Part D: 

D Drainage should be designed and implemented in ways that address issues of water 

use efficiency, river water quality, aquifer replenishment, biodiversity, amenity and 

recreation. 

We note under the DNLP-Minor Suggest Changes that part D now states:  

Drainage should be designed and implemented in ways that address issues promote 

multiple benefits including increased of water use efficiency, improve 

river water quality, and enhance biodiversity, urban greening, amenity and 

recreation. 

We welcome this amendment. 
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