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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? 

b) Would the identification of ‘cultural quarters’, comprising locally-distinct 

clusters of facilities, venues and related uses, be justified as set out in Policy 

HC5A2?  

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

facilities and uses?  

d) Would the identification of ‘creative enterprise zones’ be effective in 

supporting creative industries? What justification is there that such an 

approach would ‘help boost the local economy of more deprived areas and 

support regeneration’? 

 

The London Forum strongly supports Policy HC5, especially HC5 C) 6) with 
regard to Agent of Change. It would support delivery of facilities for culture and 

creative industries. 
 

The warning in paragraph 7.5.3 of lack of space that creative industries and 
cultural facilities can afford in London is serious. It supports the importance of 
Policy HC5 A 1) for boroughs to support the development of additional cultural 

venues. 
 

The NLA held an event on culture and produced a useful report NLP/AD/46 
‘Culture has key role to play in future London’ for consideration for this Matter 
48 at THIS LINK 

 
 

M48 a) Yes. The policy would be effective in supporting preparation of 
boroughs’ Development Plans and assist in decision making. 
 

London Forum supports the London Plan advocating the content of local plans. 
This is a subject on which the Mayor can identify the strategic contribution that 

local plans need to cover. 



 
M48 b) – It would be justified because the clustered facilities and venues would 

support each other by footfall generated. People seeking such cultural offers 
would benefit from them being located in one area. 

 
The use of them as an anchor for local regeneration must be carefully considered 
by boroughs because the noise and movement of people generated by a Cultural 

Quarter may not be compatible with local residential uses. Where Cultural 
Quarters are enclosed and with an entry and exit point close to a station, that 

problem can be reduced in its impact. 
 
M48 c) – Policy HC5 4) requires boroughs to “promote diversity in town centres, 

Cultural Quarters and other areas.” That would be effective only if boroughs 
have the skills and resources to lead on diversity and integration. Some 

guidance by the Mayor could be useful. 
 
M48 d) - The identification of ‘creative enterprise zones’ be effective in 

supporting creative industries would be effective only if the planning for them is 
considered across borough boundaries and for London as a whole. 

 
PROPOSALS:  

 
In Policy HC5 B in the first line after the word “work” add ‘with 
adjoining local authorities and ’ 

 
In Policy HC5 C 4) after the “assets” in line one add ‘whilst preserving 

and protecting their special attributes’ 
 
Creative Enterprise Zones could boost local economy because of the extra 

spending that visitors will make in the area. However, it must be recognised that 
in areas of deprivation many local people may not be able to afford to participate 

in the cultural offerings and that could cause resentment and friction. There 
must be facilities for pop-up free cultural and entertainment facilities, as in 
Policy HC5 A4). 

 
The only mentions of casinos in the draft NLP are in cycle parking, the Glossary 

definition of Main Town Centre Uses and in the Key Performance Indicator for 
Culture. 
 

There should be some policy content of HC5 on casinos and betting shops as 
they can be part of or near to creative clusters and cause addiction to gambling 

which in areas of deprivation can be a problem particularly for those on low 
incomes. 
 

Policy E9 on Retail, Markets and Hot Food Takeaways mentions in paragraph 
6.9.5 concerns about over-concentration of betting shops, pawnbrokers, pay-day 

loan stores, amusement centres and hot food takeaways. 
 
 

London Forum suggests the amendments to Policy HC5 as follows:- 
 

 



PROPOSALS:  
 

There should be a cross reference at the end of Policy HC5 C 6) to NLP 
Policy E9 paragraph 6.9.5 ‘for the avoidance of over-concentration of 

uses’  
 
In paragraph 7.5.1 the words ‘churches and locations for such activities 

as chess clubs,’ should be placed after “libraries,”.  
 

Apart from the normal religious and community activities that churches 
accommodate, they are an important performing and rehearsing venue 
for music and drama, locations for exhibitions and for events that are 

ceremonial rather than devotional such as funerals, weddings, state 
events and carol services. 

 
In paragraph 7.5.7 the following words should be added at the end:- 
 ‘In seeking to promote events and activities, including commercial 

events, fairs and circuses, on a range of outdoor spaces a careful 
balance needs to be struck to ensure that the Royal Parks, local parks 

and other areas of incidental open space do not have events that occupy 
more that 15% of their open space, do not reduce access to them nor 

cause disturbance to residents living nearby.’ 
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