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From the Trust’s perspective we believe that Policy HC2 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) are an effective and justified 

approach.  

However, the DNLP-Minor Suggest Changes does not take account of our recommendation 

for Darwin’s Landscape Laboratory in and around Downe, Bromley, now on the Tentative 

List of World Heritage Sites in the UK.1,2 

We recommend that provision for the appropriate protection of this heritage landscape is 

considered by the Mayor – and the respective borough (Bromley) - in the longer term, by 

reference in one of the supportive paragraphs under HC2, for example at the end of para 

7.2.1:  

The UNESCO World Heritage Sites at Maritime Greenwich, Royal Botanic Gardens 

Kew, Palace of Westminster and Westminster Abbey including St Margaret’s Church, 

and the Tower of London are among the most important cultural heritage sites in the 

World and are a key feature of London’s identity as a world city. In ratifying the World 

Heritage Convention, the UK Government has made a commitment to protecting, 

conserving, presenting and transmitting to future generations the Outstanding 

Universal Value of and enhancing World Heritage Sites’ and to protecting and 

conserving Outstanding Universal Value and their settings. Much of this commitment 

                                                           
1 www.gov.uk/government/news/eleven-potential-world-heritage-sites-make-up-uk-shortlist  
2 whc.unesco.org/en/tentativelists/5672/  
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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? 

https://www.gov.uk/government/news/eleven-potential-world-heritage-sites-make-up-uk-shortlist
https://whc.unesco.org/en/tentativelists/5672/


This duty is discharged by transferred to local authorities, including the GLA, through 

their effective implementation of national, regional, and local planning policies for 

conserving and enhancing the historic environment. A fifth proposed World Heritage 

Site, Darwin’s Landscape Laboratory, around Downe in the North Downs, is on the 

UNESCO Tentative List for the UK, and for which similar considerations should apply. 
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