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Air Quality and Water Infrastructure  

M74. Would the policies for air quality and water infrastructure assist in creating a 

healthy city in accordance with Policy GG3 and provide an effective strategic context 

for the preparation of local plans and neighbourhood plans? Are the individual 

policies and detailed criteria justified and necessary and would they provide an 

effective basis for development management? In particular:  

a) Are the requirements in Policy SI1 clear and will they be effective in improving air 

quality whilst delivering the homes Londoners need in accordance with Policy GG4?  

b) Will Policy SI5 ensure adequate provision for water infrastructure and encourage 

a sustainable use of resources? Is the requirement to use the optional requirement 

of the Building Regulations justified?  

 

Following the Minor Suggested Changes, Policy SI1 should be effective and 

suitable for use for borough Development Plans. The policies are justified and 
necessary. 

 
Their use for development management will depend upon the accuracy of an 

applicant’s Air Quality Assessment for air quality neutrality and their proposals 
for an Air Quality Positive approach. Perhaps borough representatives at the 

hearing for this matter could be asked about the types of staff and experience 
a local authority would need in order to consider such documents. 

 
M74 a) – Policy SI1 is clear and paragraph 9.1.2 states that “The aim of this 

policy is to ensure that new developments are designed and built, as far as is 

possible, to improve local air quality and reduce the extent to which the public 
are exposed to poor air quality.” It relates to new buildings, which are a limited 

cause of air pollution. 
 

It will not be effective in improving air quality in London unless other policies 
that address air pollution from vehicles, incineration, wood burning, 

manufacturing processes, etc. are effective. 
 

PROPOSALS:  
1. Policy SI1 should contain a section for how Air Quality Focus 

Areas will have their levels of air pollution reduced. 
2. Policy SI1 should have cross references to other parts of the 

draft New London Plan that could improve air quality, particularly 
for road transport and public transport. 



3. Policy SI1 A 4) should have added the words ‘Where possible, the 

movement of deconstruction waste and building materials should 
be by rail or water.’ 

4. Add on the end of paragraph 9.1.1 ‘The Mayor will act to reduce 
harmful emissions from the public transport system, particularly 

buses. 

M74 b – Policy SI5 should encourage a sustainable use of water resources but 

it cannot ensure adequate provision for water infrastructure. That is dependent 
on the actions, plans and investment of Thames Water, as described in 

paragraphs 9.5.3 onwards.  

The MSC alterations have removed from paragraph 9.5.4 the options for 

increased water supply by desalination and by the transfer of water from the 
River Seven. The reasons for those deletions should be explained at the 

hearing. There may be other initiatives that Thames Water is not pursuing for 
its draft Water Resources Management Plan. The Mayor should investigate that 

further. 

Paragraph 9.5.6 warns that “Infrastructure investment is constrained by the 
short-term nature of water companies’ investment plans.” That is of concern to 

London Forum and its members and gives no confidence in an adequate water 
supply. 

The possible water restrictions described in paragraph 9.5.1 would be serious 
for quality of life, Good Growth in London and its economy. 

The use of Building Regulations should be a good method. 

It is of concern that, as in paragraph 9.5.11 “London’s tributary rivers suffer 

significant pollution from misconnected sewers. There should be some 
indication of what types of waterways are affected, what will be done to 

address that and what health problems it may cause. 

PROPOSAL:-  

In paragraph 9.5.6 replace the word “should” by ‘must’ for water trunk main 
renewal. 
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