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Historic England is the principal Government adviser on the historic environment. Historic England is 
consulted on Local Development Plans under the provisions of the duty to co-operate and provides 
advice to ensure that legislation and national policy in the National Planning Policy Framework are 
reflected in local planning policy and practice. 
 
As a spatial development strategy, the legal duty relating to soundness set out in section 20(5)(b) of 
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 does not apply to the London Plan. However to 
ensure consistency with national policy the tests of soundness to be applied require that London Plan 
should be positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent with national policy. Historic 
England’s representations on the Publication Draft London Plan are made in the context of the 
requirements of the National Planning Policy Framework (“the Framework”) in relation to the historic 
environment as a component of sustainable development. 
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Historic England Hearing Statement 

 

Introduction 

 

1.1  This statement addresses the Inspector’s questions with regards to Matter 94: 

Monitoring (policy M1) of the London Plan which will be discussed in week 11 

of the Hearings Programme (Friday 17th May 2019). This Statement has been 

prepared with reference to the Minor Suggested Changes to the draft London 

Plan (published 13th August 2018).  

 

1.2 This hearing statement should be read alongside Historic England’s 

comments submitted at previous consultation stages of the London Plan. 

 

Representations dated 1st March 2018:  

https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/Historic%20England%20%28621

%29.pdf 

 

Inspectors Questions:   

 

Matter 94: Monitoring 

 

Would the key performance indicators and measures set out in Table 

12.1 ensure that the Plan can be effectively monitored such that the 

Mayor and others can respond effectively if policies are not delivering 

the expected outcomes? 

2.1 Historic England has been strongly supportive of the proposed KPI in relation 

to the impact of development on London’s heritage. The number and type of 

development applications referred to the Mayor are significant in their 

potential for both positive and negative impacts on the historic environment, 

and the proposed KPI represents a much more effective method of tracking 

their effects than the current system of solely recording data in regard to 

heritage assets on the Heritage at Risk register. Historic England is currently 

looking to introduce a similar monitoring measure in relation to our own 

engagement with and recording of planning applications.  

2.2  In principle, we consider that the proposed KPI will develop a highly useful 

data-set that will offer an effective method of tracking the impact of 

development on the historic environment. We would agree that it could enable 

the GLA to respond to areas where the London Plan may not be achieving the 

desired outcomes. Conversely, we would also suggest that it could help to 

reinforce the objectives of the Plan in regard to impacts on the historic 

environment by offering a mechanism to highlight positive outcomes of key 

decisions and Plan policies. It could also offer a mechanism for identifying 

https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/Historic%20England%20%28621%29.pdf
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/Historic%20England%20%28621%29.pdf
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which areas of development (in both the geographic and thematic senses) 

require further attention and support to achieve better outcomes.  

2.3  The key issue will be in ensuring consistency with regard to how data is 

recorded. It will clearly be important that there is clarity as to how the terms 

‘reduction of harm’ and ‘increase in benefits to designated heritage assets’ will 

be defined and interpreted, particularly as this will be the first indicator of this 

type. Historic England can offer advice and guidance in relation to these 

issues and would be pleased to be part of further discussions as to how the 

process can be made most effective. We have been encouraging London 

Boroughs to adopt similar monitoring indicators as part of their local plan 

review process over recent months.  

 

  


