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Draft New London Plan 
Examination in Public 

 
Statement of LB Camden 

 
 

Public houses 
 

M50. Would Policy HC7 address detailed issues that would be more 
appropriately dealt with in local plans and neighbourhood plans? 

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

to the protection of existing public houses and support for new 
public houses?  
 

 

Camden Council supports the inclusion of a policy on protecting pubs in the London 
Plan.  Policy HC7 closely aligned with Camden’s adopted Local Plan policy C4.  

 

Notwithstanding this, the introduction of a London Plan policy that contains a large 
degree of detail in addition to setting out a strategic approach creates uncertainty as 
to the relationship with existing borough policies to protect pubs and may 
inadvertently undermine them.  

 

We therefore consider that, as set out in our response to the Draft Plan, to provide an 
effective strategic framework for local and neighbourhood plans the Plan must make 
it clear that policy HC7 does not supersede existing detailed borough policies on 
pubs that take account of local circumstances and evidence and are consistent with 
the strategic objectives of the London Plan.  It should clarify that the London Plan 
and local policies should operate together in a mutually supporting and 
complementary way. Without this, the adoption of the London Plan will lead to a 
reduction in the ability of boroughs and neighbourhoods to implement more detailed 
or locally specific policies that contribute towards delivering the policy objectives of 
the Mayor.  

 

Comments on specific aspects of the policy and its supporting text are set out below. 

 

Part A 2) 

The Council notes that in discharging its planning functions it is necessary to 
consider both the positive and negative impacts that pubs can have on the locality. 
We support the proposed Suggested Change in Part A (2) of Policy HC7 to clarify 
this balancing test.  
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Paragraph 7.7.4 

The Minor Suggested Change in paragraph 7.7.4 is considered helpful in highlighting 
that pubs should be reprovided in the case of redevelopment proposals. However, as 
raised in the Council’s response to Policy HC5 on cultural facilities, there is a need to 
give full consideration of an existing pub’s cultural and heritage value. The Plan 
should state that the replacement of existing pubs should be a last resort if proposals 
would result in the loss of important historical connections or associations and only 
take place where the retention of the existing facility has been explored and found 
not be feasible or appropriate.  

 

Paragraph 7.7.8 

The Mayor has proposed a Minor Suggested Change to the final sentence of 
paragraph 7.7.8 in response to representations from LB Camden and CAMRA.  
However, we consider that the amendment is ambiguous and does not fully address 
the concern identified in the Council’s representation to the Draft London Plan.  

 

The text of paragraph 7.7.8 needs to be clear that proposals will be resisted where 
there would have a detrimental impact on the viability or operation of a pub 
irrespective of whether any noise mitigation measures are being proposed. As 
drafted, the use of the word “or” in the final sentence inadvertently weakens the 
otherwise strong protection provided by the policy. We therefore propose that the 
final sentence is reworded as follows: 

 

“... Boroughs are encouraged to should resist such proposals or, in cases where they 
are satisfied that the loss of ancillary uses would not be detrimental to the continuing 
operation and viability of the pub, ensure developers put in place measures that 
would mitigate the impacts of noise for new and subsequent residents (see Policy 
D12 Agent of change).  
 
 
 


