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Regents Network submission to Matter 86  Waterways 
 
The term ‘waterways’ as a title for Matter 86 is not satisfactory, as this is limited to apply to the Thames, 
the canals, tributary rivers and streams but does not include other water spaces and uses. 
 
The main title for the policy as well as Matter 86 should be revised: 
 Policy SI 14  Waterways –strategic role and the Blue Ribbon Network 
 
That title will then include water spaces such as docks, lakes and reservoirs as well as wetlands, creeks, 
marinas, boatyards, basins, lidos, the New River (1613), and is where London’s lost rivers would fit in. 
 
Para 9.14.1 is also incorrect as it states that the term ‘waterways’ has a wider meaning, which of course it 
does not.  This could sensibly be corrected by referring to ‘waterways and water spaces’, and certainly a 
high level document such as the London Plan should be ‘correct’. 
 
While dealing with terminology, the title for Policy SI 14 is also incorrect as the text does not deal with the 
‘strategic role’ of waterways (Thames etc) because legislation, national or local, does not describe and deal 
with strategic roles, although they may be guidelines in which the waterways operate from a planning and 
legislative point of view. 
 
The London Plan has already lost it way, in the very introduction to our waterways. 
 
The Blue Ribbon Network 
It is important – and useful – to continue to use the Blue Ribbon Network term.  That also includes being 
used in the EiP process which otherwise would seem to be rather limited in its scope and attention.  
 
Even though the Blue Ribbon Network term covers more than just ‘waterways’, the waterways themselves 
are elevated and more focussed by being categorised and dealt with under an attractive and all 
encompassing title, rather than having to keep its side up on its own. 
 
There are two ‘token’ red mentions of Blue Ribbon Network in the revised text, but they are used randomly 
without any particular significance, whereas they could be a pivotal concept on which to raise the 
waterways and water spaces to a much higher level and understanding. 
 
The 4 water policies we are left with in the London Plan (originally there were 34) do not amount to quite 
so much, and the term Blue Ribbon Network elevates and strengthens the ‘waterways and water spaces’ of 
London in a positive manner and gives Londoners something to treasure and respect. 
 
It is most unprofessional for the Mayor and GLA to just tinker with our waterways and water spaces. 
 
The terms Blue Ribbon Network and water spaces should be added to the text throughout this chapter 
when and where they are relevant, and of course they also can be used in other parts of the London Plan 



when the waterways etc are referred to and cross referenced - although cross referencing in the London is 
particularly weak and needs to be given attention for the Plan to be more functional and helpful.  
 
The policies (the four that remain) should be re-titled without a doubt:  
Policy SI 14  ‘Waterways – strategic role’ and the Blue Ribbon Network 
Policy SI 15  ‘Water transport’ 
Policy SI 16  ‘Waterways and water spaces – use and enjoyment’ 
Policy SI 17  ‘Protecting and enhancing London’s waterways and water spaces’ 
 
Also the accompanying text should match up to a wider and more detailed appreciation and support for 
one of the Mayor and GLA’s sidelined part of London’s life and economy, by recognising its past, present 
and (especially) future, and where the Thames is treasured as the ‘Heart of London’. 
 
This may be difficult, as the space in the Draft London Plan for waterways and water spaces, and for the 
uplifting encouragement from the ‘Blue Ribbon Network’ has been drastically cut. 
 
 Question: 
 M86. (a) Does the Plan contain justified and effective policies to promote and encourage the use of 
 the River Thames and other waterways for the provision of passenger transport services and the 
 transportation of freight? 
 
Yes, the London Plan begins to deal with passenger transport and water freight which can nearly be called a 
‘strategic role’ for London’s waterways with its important contribution to London’s economy and its daily 
performance. 
 
Nearly, as the London Plan only deals with long haul freight on the tidal Thames, and passenger and tourist 
transport in the limited central area.  What about the Thames above Teddington?  What about localised 
freight on the Thames between wharves? What about the 100 miles of canals sitting there waiting to be 
used for goods and freight, and for passenger and tourist transport?  What about visitor moorings on the 
Thames to welcome people to use the great waterway to explore, to drop by and stay over?  
 
Welcome to London by water? - that has a long, long way to go to be fulfilled. 
 
Incidentally, there are numerous people travelling around the country on canals, although these days they 
tend to avoid visiting London.  But that is for different reasons from the lack of visitor moorings. 
 
With the development on London’s canals (100 miles-worth) of freight transport and passenger water 
buses, which the Mayor and GLA seem to be in denial about, there is a strong movement to start a last mile 
freight service in Park Royal.  This is promoted by the busy companies in the area and supported by a 
number of agencies including the road transport operators who see water transport as helping to relieve 
the great pressure on the grid-locked roads in Park Royal.    
 
The ‘Barging around London’ scheme was being developed until recently by the Mayor’s London 
Waterways Commission Freight Group, although very much in the background and subsequently dropped 
without trace.  There is no good reason why the project could not have been picked up again in the London 
Plan, yet there is no promotion (or interest?) from the Mayor to make good and sensible use of our canals 
which have served our city so well and productively for 200 years.  They are still in full working order. 
 
 (b) Are all of the requirements of policies SI14 to SI17 necessary to address the strategic priorities 
 of London,  
 
It should be fairly obvious that the details in the Policies SI 14-17 would be necessary.  However, that may 
miss the point, as it is the details, requirements and encouragement that are missing from the London Plan 
that are more important.  It is not certain if the Mayor is aware that the 2004 London Plan had 8,300 words 



of waterway text and 34 policies, whereas this Draft London Plan has only 3,200 words and 4 policies.  Have 
the Mayor and GLA considered if there is anything important that they may have overlooked in the 
‘missing’ thousands of words and dozens of policies? 
 
It is not only the gaps that need to be filled, as some of the current text is not only missing the point but it is 
muddled.  For instance the introduction of the slowly emerging Marine Management Organisation (MMO) 
South East Marine Plan seems clearly not to be understood.  To introduce the London waterways into the 
London Plan with a description of the requirements of this government legislation is very strange, and to 
head it with the title as the ‘strategic role’ for London’s waterways is completely misguided. 
 
The MMO South East Marine Plan is just about in its first draft stage, and has to go through a long (typically 
government) process and may not be fully fledged and approved for another 5 years.  Of course it needs to 
be mentioned and closely followed as it may take time for its potential consequences to be understood, 
and its role in the planning process developed for the tidal Thames in London.  Also, of course, emerging 
plans have some authority. 
 
Apart from a mention to introduce the SE Marine Plan, it can then be more appropriately explained and 
developed in a re-drafted Paragraph 9.14.9, which should have a main title as with other sections of text: 
9.14.9A  South East Inshore Marine Plan with more complete and helpful details in the paragraph (or two). 
 
In the same way the Thames Policy Areas should have a more distinct title at the start of the paragraph:  
9.14.4A  Thames Policy Areas and have a revised text to introduce their importance and effect more fully, 
and with more reference to their relevance and potential for regulating the development of the river and 
its surrounding areas, with more than limitations on building heights. 
 
 or do they extend to detailed matters that would be more appropriately dealt with through 
 local plans or neighbourhood plans? 
 
Strategic priorities can be dealt with effectively by Local Authorities, for instance with the implementation 
of the Thames Policy Area requirements, and in the future with the influence on their borough of the 
emerging South East Inshore Marine Plans. 
 
The riverside boroughs should cooperate actively in the updating of the Thames Strategies which are now 
worryingly out of date.  This is of course working together with the GLA who should be taking the lead and 
be actively involved.  However, as far as waterways are concerned it could be considered a bad mistake for 
LAs to follow the Mayor and GLA in their patchy and incomplete interest and involvement with the Thames 
and the Blue Ribbon Network, although a considerable improvement should be expected.  
 
There always was a bit of controversy about the Blue Ribbon Network being moved from the Annex 5 in 
2000 into the body of the first London Plan as Chapter 7, after a lot of work and lobbying by Assembly 
members and a number of individuals and groups (including the BRN Stakeholders Forum of which Regents 
Network was a member).  It would be perverse for this simmering attitude to have persisted.  Also it would 
be a worry if the waterway and water space matters were to be dealt with by the LAs rather than featuring 
in the current London Plan and being the responsibility of the Mayor and GLA. 
 
The introduction and text in the Draft London Plan of London’s waterways and water spaces may be a 
complete muddle, but that would be no reason for off-loading the matter on to the LAs – that is if the 
reason behind the question was intended to mean that. 
 
Regents Network looks forward to a more full and redrafted waterways and water spaces section in the 
Mayor’s Draft London Plan, with wide inclusion of the Blue Ribbon Network term and concept – and 
without forgetting the canals. 
 
 
Del Brenner 
Regents Network 2490 and associate of London Forum and Just Space 


