
 

01 

 
 

  

DRAFT NEW LONDON PLAN – EXAMINATION IN PUBLIC 

Written Statement  

Matter M50 - Public Houses 

Respondent 
Number  

2776 

Organisation  U+I 

Contact name  Laura Bower 

Email  LauraBower@uandiplc.com 

Telephone  020 3841 2987 

Dated  11/01/2019 

 

QUESTION: 

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? 

RESPONSE: 

At U+I we look to take a smart approach to the places in which we work. We do not believe that a blanket approach 
would work in practice and Policy HC7 may do just that. It appears to not take into account market forces. The policy 
suggests that for a failing pub, there would need to be (via paragraph 7.7.7) a period where it is held vacant (or 
operating uneconomically) for 24 months – implying that the owners are required to encourage their commercial 
competitors to fill their space in preference to other, possibly more appropriate, land uses such as homes and jobs and 
other night-time economy functions which could better benefit the community. 

There is no equivalent protection for other public-facing leisure/catering establishments such as restaurants or coffee 
shops. It may well be appropriate for the policy approach to be applied as in Part A of the Policy but without the 
restrictive Parts B and C. The way people live, work and play is changing and the places we occupy for all of these 
pursuits are also changing. Increasingly we are seeing flexible and multiple uses in the same space - cafes becoming 
bars in the evening and work places becoming cafes or club venues.   

POLICY AMENDMENT: 

The draft policy should therefore be reworded as following, including the deletion of Parts B and C: 

Policy HC7 Protecting public houses 

A. Boroughs should: 

1) protect public houses where they have a particular heritage, economic, social or cultural value to local 

communities, or where they contribute to wider policy objectives for town centres, night-time economy 

areas, Cultural Quarters and Creative Enterprise Zones. 
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2) support proposals for new public houses where they would to stimulate town centres, Cultural Quarters, 

the night-time economy and mixed-use development, taking into account potential negative impacts. 

B. Applications that propose the loss of public houses with heritage, cultural, economic or social value should be 

refused unless there is authoritative marketing evidence that demonstrates that there is no realistic prospect of the 

building being used as a pub in the foreseeable future. 

C. Development proposals for redevelopment of associated accommodation, facilities or development within the 

curtilage of the public house that would compromise the operation or viability of the public house use should be 

resisted. 
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