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City of London Projected Employment Growth

B GLA 2016 Employment Projection
B GLA 2017 Employment Projection
M Business Register Employment Survey

HIH

'000 workers

City of London Employment Growth projections




CITY OF LONDON
EASTERN CLUSTER
POLICY AREA =

Station

\ Electriclty
7/ Substation

Fenchurch St.

Eastern Cluster Area

Tall buildings over 100 metres.
(Existing and Permitted)

Compieted Streets & Walkways projects
Principal Shopping Centre

Proposed Open Space

Open Space

Pedestrian route

City of London boundary
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Modelling of Constraints to identify opportunities



The London Plan 2016

MAYOR OF LONDON

POLICY 7.10 WORLD HERITAGE SITES

Strategic

A Development in World Heritage Sites and their settings, including any

buffer zones, should conserve, promote, make sustainable use of and
enhance their authenticity, integrity and significance and Qutstanding
Universal Value. The Mavor has published Supplementary Planning

Guidance on London's World Heritage Sites -~ Guidance on Settings Lo

help relevant stakeholders define the setting of World Heritage Sites

Planning decisions

8 Development should not cause adverse impacts on World Heritage
sites or their settings (including any buffer zone). In particular, it
should not compromise a viewer's ability to appreciate its Qutstanding
Universal Value, integrity, authenticity or significance. In considering
planning applications, appropriate weight should be given to
implementing the provisions of the World Heritage Site Management

Plans

LDF preparation
C LDFs should contain policies to

protect, promote, interpret, and conserve, the historic significance
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THE LONDON PLAN
D salfequard and, where appropriate, enhance both them and their

THE SPATIAL DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY FOR LONDON settings
CONSOLIDATED WITH ALTERATIONS SINCE 2011 D Where avallable, World Heritage Site Management Plans should be used

to inform the plan making process

of Worid Heritage Sites and their Quts i sal Value

MARCH 2016




The London Plan 2016
The World Heritage Sites at Maritime Greenwich, Royal Botanic Gardens Kew,
Palace of Westminster and Westminster Abbev including St Margaret's Church
and Tower of London are embedded in the constantly evolving urban fabric of
London. The surrounding built environment must be carefully managed to find a
balance between protecting the elements of the World Heritage Sites that make
them of Outstanding Universal Value and allowing the surrounding land to continue
to change and evolve as it has for centuries. To help this process, the Mayor will
encourage the development and implementation of World Heritage Management
Plans.




The City of London Local Plan

CITY OF LONDON

LOCAL PLAN

January 2015

Core Strategic Policy CS12: Historic Environment

To conserve or enhance the significance of the City's heritage assets and their
settings, and provide an attractive environment for the City's communities and
visitors, by:

5. Preserving and, where appropriate, seeking to enhance the Outstanding
Universal Value, architectural and historic significance, authenticity and integrity
of the Tower of London World Heritage Site and its local setting.



London Views Management Framework

LONDON VIEW
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK

SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING GUIDANCE

LONDON PLAN 2011
IMPLEMENTATION FRAMEWORK

MAYOR OF LONDON @ I | I

Map 1: Protected vistas




London Views Management Framework




Viewing Location 10A
Tower Bridge: upstream

Friririss o

N.B for key to symbols refer to image 1

0"
Panorama from Assessment Point 10A.1 Tower Bridge: upstream — the North Bastion




View from Assessment
Point 10A.1 Tower
Bridge: upstream — the
North Bastion (Outside
information centre).
533665.0E 180311.4N.

Camera height 14.82m AOD.

Aiming at The Monument to
the Creat Fire (Central Axis
i.e. passing through centre
of flaming um; viewing
gallery). Bearing 300.0°,
distance 0.9km.

Visual Management Guidance
The Tower of London should not be dominated by new development close to it.

Development proposals likely to affect the World Heritage Site should pay
regard to the guidance set out in the Tower of London World Heritage Site
Management Plan published by Historic Royal Palaces (HRP). HRP manages
the Tower of London. It is recommended that HRP and English Heritage are
consulted on all relevant proposals at an early stage.

Foreground and Middle Ground

»» Landmarks which enable an appreciation of the scale and geography of
London should not be obscured by inappropriate development in the
foreground. This applies to the Monument, in particular, which is closely
associated with Tower Bridge in the view, owing to their proximity and
visibility. This relationship should be maintained.




packground

2e Views from this place include the relationship between the Tower

of London and the City in the background. It is important that the
background of the landmark in these views is managed sensitively and
should not compromise a viewer’s ability to appreciate the Outstanding

Universal Value of the World Heritage Site. Development should

not breach the skyline of the four towers of the White Tower or its
castellations. Some visual separation should be retained between the
upper parts of the White Tower and the emerging cluster of tall buildings
in the background.

;7 It is anticipated that the cluster of tall buildings in the City of London and
the cluster of tall buildings at London Bridge Station will be consolidated
over time such as the new development of the Shard, and will add
considerably to the character and stature of the view. Any proposed
building which would add to the skyline, must take account of the way it
relates to existing skyline features.
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August 2010

Prepared by
Land Use Consultants & Colin Buchanan
on behalf of
the Tower of London World Heritage Site Consultative Committee




100 Leadenhall Street

Heritage Impact Assessment of the Tower of London World Heritage Site
() ) Apri 2018

Frontier Dragon Ltd

e CITYSCAPE DIGITAL




Statement of
Outstanding
Universal Value

Tower of London UK
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SILHOUETTE

The Mansell Street Estate is located in the historic centre of Lon-
don, and any new development of the site needs to be assessed to
ensure its compliance with guidance in the Mayor’s London View
Management Framework (LVMF) Supplementary Planning Guid-
ance (2012).

Of particular relevance is the effect of the scheme on views of the
Tower of London, which lies within 2 World Heritage Site. The view
from The Queen’s Walk near City Hall includes three Assessment
Points (25A.1, 25A.2 and 25A3). A Protected Vista is included
from Assessment Point 25A.1 and 2 Protected Silhouette is applied
to the White Tower between Assessment Points 25A.2 and 25A.3.
The entire site falls within the Background Wider Setting Consul-
tation Arca (BWSCA) of the Protected Vista and development on
the site has the potential to fall within the Protected Silhouette. The
scheme also has the potential to feature in views of the Tower of
London from the protected LVMF view from Tower Bridge (LVMF
10A.1): Tower Bradge: upstream — the North Bastion.

The Townscape, Visual Impact and Buile Heritage Assessment car-
ricd out by Peter Stewart Consultancy (Volume I of the Environ-
mental Assessment) considers the effect of the scheme on the fol-
lowing LVMF views:

10 A.1: from Tower Bridge: upstream - the North Bastion.

25 A.L: the Queen’s Walk at City Hall at the foot of pathway from
Potter’s Fields.

25 A.2: the Queen'’s Walk at City Hall in front of the public terraces.
25 A.3 : the Queen'’s Walk at City Hall, close to Tower Bridge.

procecied

It

Ausexment Poin

Auscimens Point 25 4.3
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Viewing Gallery
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