
LB Camden 

Reference ID 3060 

Matter 48 

- 1 - 

Draft New London Plan 
Examination in Public 

 
Statement of LB Camden 

 
 
Culture and Creative Industries  
 

M48. Would Policy HC5 provide an effective and justified approach 
to supporting the continued growth and evolution of London’s 

cultural facilities and creative industries? In particular:  

a) Would it provide an effective and justified strategic framework 
for the preparation of local plans and neighbourhood plans in 

relation to those matters?  

... 

c) Would it be effective in supporting the diversity in London’s 
cultural venues, facilities and uses?  

 
 

Camden Council strongly support the protection of existing cultural venues and 
facilities and finding suitable sites, spaces and premises to support new cultural 
uses.  We consider that, in general, draft Policy HC5 provides an effective and 
justified approach to support the continued growth and evolution of London’s cultural 
facilities and creative industries. We welcome recognition of the social, cultural and 
economic benefits of evening and night time activities, including live music venues 
and pubs, can provide, and of the support cultural uses provide for minority groups.  

 

However, we do have some outstanding detailed objections in relation to the 
supporting text of policy HC5 and suggestions to improve the effectiveness of the 
Plan.  

 

Policy HC5 C 5) 

The additional reference to “education” in the Policy C 5) proposed in the Minor 
Suggested Changes is supported but what is meant should be clarified in the 
supporting text to avoid misunderstanding.  We understand the intention is to refer to 
the use of planning obligations to secure training opportunities and, more broadly, 
partnership working between developers/promoters with schools and colleges.  The 
Plan needs to be clear that this is the case and that the reference to education is not 
intended to create an expectation that new school facilities need to be planned as 
part of a Creative Enterprise Zone.  

 

Paragraph 7.5.1 

Camden supports the proposed Suggested Change to paragraph 7.5.1 to recognise 
the importance of 'grassroots' venues.  However we feel that a minor alteration to the 
wording would be helpful, as follows:  
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"...grassroots venues and community projects are can be as important as London’s 
famous cultural institutions in providing opportunities for all Londoners to experience 
and get involved in culture." 

 

Paragraph 7.5.3 

The Suggested Change to paragraph 7.5.3 clarifying that venues may host 
'electronic' as well as live music is considered to be helpful and necessary. Both can 
provide an opportunity for people from different backgrounds to come together and 
share their interests, and over time shared communities may form around their 
appreciation of a particular type of music or performer.   

 

Camden also welcomes the Suggested Change to paragraph 7.5.3 identifying the 
important role of rehearsal spaces. Further to this, cultural facilities can also be 
dependent on ancillary spaces for the on-site storage of large props, scenery and 
lighting equipment.  We therefore propose that paragraph 7.5.3 also includes a 
reference to retaining essential ancillary storage space.  

 

Paragraph 7.5.5 

Camden's response to the Draft London Plan considered that paragraph 7.5.5 does 
not adequately ensure that a replacement facility should only be considered 
acceptable where the retention of the existing facility has been explored and found 
not be feasible or appropriate.  We also responded that the heritage benefits of many 
cultural assets should be recognised.   
 

The amended text of paragraph 7.5.5 in the Minor Suggested Changes is considered 
to be helpful in emphasising that alternative cultural uses should always be 
considered prior to a change of use/loss of a cultural facility. However, we are 
disappointed that the Plan still does not explicitly identify the limitations of 
replacement cultural uses, i.e. that the value of an existing cultural facility can be 
bound up in its connections and cultural / historic associations which a new/substitute 
venue may not be able to automatically replicate.  Development schemes should 
seek to avoid or minimise impact on the significance of a heritage asset, including its 
cultural value.  

 

We therefore retain our objection that paragraph 7.5.5 should be amended and 
suggest the following wording is added: 

 

"7.5.5 ... Assets of Community Value. Boroughs should also consider whether 
alternative cultural uses would avoid or minimise the impact on the significance of a 
heritage asset, including its cultural value. Where, following appropriate consideration 
of the feasibility of the existing venue continuing to support a cultural use, a 
development proposal leads to the loss of a venue or facility, boroughs should 
consider requiring the replacement of that facility or use."  

 

The clarification in the Minor Suggested Changes to paragraph 7.5.5 that local 
authorities should “consider” rather than “support” nominations of cultural facilities as 
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Assets of Community Value is supported as more accurately reflect the local 
authority’s role and will avoid potential misunderstandings.  

 


