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World Heritage Sites  

M46. Would Policy HC2 provide an effective and justified approach to the 

conservation, promotion, active protection and interpretation of the outstanding 

universal value (OUV) of world heritage sites (WHS)? In particular:  

a) Would Policy HC2 be an effective and justified strategic framework for the 

preparation of local plans and neighbourhood plans in relation to the WHS? Would 

it provide sufficient guidance to London boroughs on the need for policies in Local 

Plans to protect OUV of WHS?  

 

b) Would Policy HC2 provide sufficient detail on the approach to ‘setting’ and 

‘buffer zones’? In this respect paragraph 7.2.4 refers to supplementary planning 

guidance? What is the up to date position on this? Would the policy be effective 

without this?  

 

c) Would the approach taken be consistent with paragraphs 132-134 of the NPPF, 

which sets out the way in which proposals affecting heritage assets should be 

assessed?  

 

 

As it stands, in response to questions a) and b), Policy HC2 can’t be considered “effective 

and justified” for the preparation of local plans and neighbourhood plans in relation to the 

WHS until the March 2012 “London’s World Heritage Sites - Guidance on Settings. 

Supplementary Planning Guidance,” is updated and discussed in public. The current 

Guidance is part of the previous London Plan 2011 

 

Overall, we welcome the UK Government commitment to “protecting, conserving, 

presenting and transmitting to future generations the Outstanding Universal Value of and 

enhancing World Heritage Sites”. 

 

We worry however about what the London Plan doesn’t say about heritage sites that do 

not meet the London-adopted UNESCO Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) criteria. 

How do we, using NPPF’s terminology, ‘conserve’ and ‘enhance’ the ‘historic 

environment’ of tomorrow?  

 

To address this question, we strongly request the London Plan to provide more support to 

1/ promoting and protecting historic and cultural community spaces and assets as defined 

by the community, and 2/ diversifying the cultural sector workforce so “Londoners from 

every background can pursue a career in the creative industries if they want” (Culture for 

all Londoners. Mayor of London’s Culture Strategy, December 2018, p.5) 

 

As previously shared in Just Space’s June 2018 response during the consultation on the 

Mayor’s draft Cultural Strategy, the emphasis on the big iconic spaces acts against the 

very rich and (also geographically) diverse cultural offer of Outer London Boroughs 

beyond the four UNESCO World Heritage Sites London has. As the Mayor’s Cultural 
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Strategy says about London’s unique heritage assets, “most are clustered around central 

London, along the River Thames and along London’s north-south axis” (p.32). We 

recommend that instead of TfL wanting to bring everyone into central London to visit the 

iconic World Heritage Sites, the London Plan does more to make the cultural treasures of 

Outer London equally accessible.  

 

This ‘other’ offer is truly a key feature of London’s identity as a world city, but not just 

for those visiting London, but for “all Londoners.” It would make real the “on their 

doorstep” culture that the Mayor forewords in his Culture Strategy.  
 
  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


