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OUR VISION 
 
 
 
 
The Maritime Greenwich World Heritage Site stands out because of the international 
significance and variety of its architecture, the high degree of authenticity of its buildings and 
landscape and its royal and maritime history. The Maritime Greenwich World Heritage Site 
Steering Group has celebrated the achievements across the Site since its Inscription. We now 
pledge to conserve and maintain the Site to the highest standard for the benefit of future 
generations and adopt the highest quality in new design where appropriate, showing 
sensitivity to the character of its surroundings. We aim to welcome the widest possible range 
of visitors and residents, to inspire people with the landscape and buildings, to interpret their 
significance and excite interest in their history. We also understand the importance of the 
World Heritage Site to the local economy. We will deliver for everyone through this revised 
Management Plan a stimulating, enjoyable, safely accessible and high quality experience so 
that future generations will celebrate these outstanding international treasures and keep 
returning again and again to the Maritime Greenwich World Heritage Site. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Councillor Vicky Morse 
 
Chair of the Maritime Greenwich World Heritage Site Steering Group. 
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Wolfe’s statue forms a key part of the great composition of buildings, by Christopher Wren and others, 
seen from Grand Square and from across the river at Island Gardens.  The Gardens are on land purchased 
by Greenwich Hospital in the 18th century to safeguard this view painted by Canaletto in 1751. 
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INTRODUCTION  

 
Inscription of Maritime Greenwich on the UNESCO World Heritage List took place on 
October 1997. Since 1999 the Site has been administered with the help of the first  
Management Plan containing an extensive action programme. This programme has now been 
largely implemented and all of the major parts of the Site have been subject to substantial 
investment by the public and private sectors. The World Heritage Site has played a 
significant role in the regeneration of the local area. For the next stages of the management of 
the Site a review of the Plan has been prepared. This follows on from the basic aims and 
objectives of the first Plan but new programmes for action are set to build on the 
achievements of the first five years. 
 
A Management Plan is a pre-requisite of Inscription and the first Plan was prepared under the 
direction of a Working Group of national and local bodies with an interest in Maritime 
Greenwich. This group has become the Maritime Greenwich World Heritage Site Steering 
Group and now includes the Greenwich Tourism Partnership. The Management Plan 
represents a statement of commitment to the World Heritage Site by those bodies and 
provides a framework for their activities, and the actions of others, within the World Heritage 
Site and where appropriate, beyond. It plays an important part therefore, in the continuing 
and ongoing management of the World Heritage Site and provides a firm platform for the 
conservation of this exceptionally important cultural landscape. 
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A 1. ACTION PLAN  2004 – 2009 
 
1. 1 GOALS FOR THE NEXT FIVE YEARS 
 
The vision is based on the five main aims of the 1999 Plan recognizing the achievements that 
have taken place and the move from substantial fabric repair towards building a secure and 
sustainable future for the Site and its constituent parts. These aims have been developed into 
goals leading to revised objectives and the Programme for Action in Part 2. 
 
Goal 1. To increase public awareness of and interest in the World Heritage Site and 
promote its educational and cultural value 
 
The level of public and Heritage Lottery funding in the WHS makes it all the more important 
that such investment is justified by reaching out to a wider visitor base, and fostering a greater 
involvement by the local community in the site through education initiatives and a lively public 
events programme. Plans are being formulated to enhance the visitor’s awareness of the history 
of the Site. A new visitor centre and Tourist Information Centre is planned in the Pepys 
Building, replacing the existing arrangements. This will contain more information as well as 
orientation, interpretation and education facilities. These should engage a wider audience with 
the World Heritage Site. The WHS partners will be working together to establish more joint 
initiatives such as the learning and access strategy for Cutty Sark which incorporates not only 
the history of the ship but also its role in the Greenwich townscape. 
 
Goal 2. To set down guidelines for the management of the World Heritage Site and the 
buildings and the land within it, so that their essential character is preserved. 
 
Progress since the Inscription is reviewed in Part 6. Conservation plans have been prepared for 
the Old Royal Naval College buildings and the Greenwich Foundation for the ORNC has 
appointed a Surveyor to the Fabric, with oversight of its conservation and maintenance 
programmes. Other buildings and structures which are listed in the Inventory will be subject to 
similar assessments. 
 
Landscape strategies are being adopted for the major WHS areas, to be part of an overall 
strategy covering all aspects of the site, but particularly the formal composition of the Baroque 
landscape. The Royal Parks Agency has adopted a Management Plan for Greenwich Park 
which contains its own objectives for the maintenance of the area and the restoration of historic 
features. 
 
A strategy for the future of Greenwich Town Centre has been adopted and the Town Centre 
Manager will implement this. 
 
Goal 3. To establish a programme of works and projects that will enhance the World 
Heritage Site and improve the enjoyment of Maritime Greenwich for all who enjoy, work 
or spend leisure time in the area. 
 
Part 6 includes a review of the projects that have been completed within the first five years.  It 
is important that this momentum of investment is maintained to undertake a further 
programme.  The next five years should see significant initiatives including: 
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·  The Time and Space scheme for the Royal Observatory. 
·  The conservation of Cutty Sark and an interpretation strategy of the ship. 
·  The improvement of Cutty Sark Gardens by bringing new life to the waterfront as well as 
providing a more appropriate setting for the ship and better orientation for the visitor. 
·  A scheme for the Old Royal Naval College to restore the quality of the landscape and the 
setting of the buildings, and adapt this sensitively to suit its new public role. 
·  A new visitor centre and Tourist Information Centre in the Pepys Building 
·  Visitor management improvements including the road-train link, initially from the National 
Maritime Museum to Blackheath Gate but potentially to Greenwich Town Centre. 
·  Improved links to Greenwich Peninsula. 
 
Goal 4. To identify how the economic and cultural benefits of the Inscription of the 
World Heritage Site can be used to the advantage of the local community and businesses. 
 
The World Heritage Site needs to remain a sustainable economic and cultural destination of 
international status. This will be assisted by research into destinations and markets. Marketing 
programmes are already being undertaken by Greenwich agencies. The partners will seek to 
add value to these programmes. Promotion will be undertaken in the chosen market segments 
of London leisure, domestic/overseas short-break and day visits, the travel trade, meetings, 
incentives, conference and events markets. Economies of scale for individual organizations 
will be achieved through co-operative marketing. A clear image and identify for Maritime 
Greenwich as a business and leisure destination will be adopted. 
 
The established educational agencies in the area , including the local education authority and 
the National Maritime Museum, have been joined by the major institutions of the University of 
Greenwich and Trinity College of Music. The Greenwich Foundation and the Royal Parks have 
also developed learning strategies. The Fan Museum, Greenwich Theatre and other World 
Heritage Site partners have an educational role. Joint educational initiatives will be developed 
with all these partners on WHS themes. These will be fully inclusive involving local 
communities and beyond, reaching those with special needs as well as enhancing existing 
curricula. A programme of new wide-ranging events will be established. The conservation of 
Cutty Sark will create a number of training opportunities for the local community. 
 
The WHS already provides a background for the performing arts, in particular for film 
production and concerts .The ORNC will add to the existing auditoria provided by St Alfege 
Church and Borough Halls with performances in the Painted Hall and the Chapel. The Stephen 
Lawrence Gallery and the Queen’s House offer further gallery space. 
 
Goal 5. To suggest how a sustainable and environmentally beneficial approach may be 
taken to the management of the World Heritage Site and the key issues affecting it. 
 
The World Heritage Site will benefit over the next five years and beyond from the significant 
changes that have recently taken place. The Maritime Greenwich University Campus will 
continue to provide a fitting use for the four ‘Royal Courts’ and other major buildings. 
Greenwich Park will continue to be managed effectively by the Royal Parks. The Town Centre 
will be sustained by securing an appropriate future endorsed by the various agencies that are 
involved. 
 
The WHS partners are aware of the changing strategic context within which the WHS is 
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located. To the west is the new cultural quarter including the Laban Centre. To the east are the 
developments on Greenwich Peninsula including a new future for the Millennium Dome. There 
are significant opportunities for improvements at this level and the agencies involved will be 
lobbied to improve public transport and reduce vehicular traffic in particular. 
As well as these physical improvements there is a need to develop new audiences and markets 
as well as building on those that exist. 
 
The buildings and landscape will continue to be managed through conservation plans and 
maintenance schedules. 
 
The sustainability of the WHS will depend largely on its role as a visitor destination. The 
World Heritage Site is a key component of the London Borough of Greenwich Tourism 
Strategy which aims to maintain and grow the location as a day and evening visitor attraction. 
Visitor management will be a key issue over the next five years so that visitor numbers through 
the course of the day and also over the year will be considered against wear and tear of the 
historic fabric. Longer stays will demand provision of more hotel bed spaces within or 
associated with the World Heritage Site. 
 
 
 
1. 2 THE CURRENT CONTEXT OF THE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
 
Part 6 covers the progress that has been made in Maritime Greenwich since the Inscription in 
1997. As well as the establishment of Maritime Greenwich University Campus, including the 
University of Greenwich and Trinity College of Music, there have been many other 
improvements all around the site. The result is that some 85% of the work of the 1999 project 
register has been achieved.  
 
Attention has turned for this review away from repair of historic fabric and substantial capital 
investments towards the ongoing and future issues of maintaining and managing the Site. 
There are still schemes that will need to be tackled on a capital project basis, some of which are 
just as challenging as those embarked upon in the last five years. The conservation and 
economic viability of Cutty Sark is major challenge. However, it is very important that the 
WHS focus widens from the achievement of major projects to standard-setting in areas such as 
property maintenance and conservation, interpretation, visitor management, audience 
development and access, so that the full potential of such capital investment is realized.  The 
importance of the WHS administrative structures and the plan itself is that they establish a 
forum for the partners and a framework for delivering the WHS programmes. Standards are set 
and consistency achieved throughout the WHS. This management strategy has been developed 
to deal with this changing emphasis. 
  
Since 1997 the quantity and quality of refurbishment and conversion work achieved on the site 
has been truly impressive.  The principal buildings of the Old Royal Naval College have been 
refurbished and converted to new uses, which has included saving the Dreadnought building 
from near-dereliction.  The Chapel and Painted Hall are now publicly accessible, free of charge 
and generally all day (rather than afternoons only as was the case under the former naval 
regime), and the student community of 9000 have access to the buildings throughout  term 
time.  Free access to the National Maritime Museum was re-introduced in 2001.  The 
completion of its Neptune Court in 1999 effectively created a new museum for the nation and 
the Museum continues to improve and expand its visitor facilities.  The Time and Space 
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scheme to redevelop the South Building at the Royal Observatory and build a new planetarium 
is planned for completion by 2007.Greenwich Council has extended their tourism information 
services with the Tourist Information Centre, now serving 350,000 visitors a year. Other 
challenging projects remain in the World Heritage Site .  There are significant sites awaiting 
development and the future of a major icon, Cutty Sark, is being addressed through 
collaboration of all the WHS partners who collectively recognize that the future of the ship 
must be made secure. The landscape of the ORNC needs refurbishment, and the Greenwich 
Foundation is pursuing a scheme to restore its character. 
 
Since inscription in 1997 the local and London context of Maritime Greenwich has undergone 
significant change. The Greenwich waterfront suffered through the 1970s and 1980s from 
massive loss of employment, leading to the Single Regeneration Budget programmes, which in 
turn have led to substantial investment in the World Heritage Site. Although these programmes 
came to an end in 2003 the processes of change will continue through the West Greenwich 
Development Framework, (Boroughs of Greenwich and Lewisham) and the Greenwich 
Peninsula framework. The latter encompasses the Greenwich Peninsula Partnership area and 
the waterfront sites in East Greenwich as far  west as the Old Royal Naval College. A planning 
application has been approved for the peninsula, which includes 10,000 houses and a 630-bed 
hotel. The Millennium Dome will be the centre of a major new visitor and leisure complex. 
These changes offer a great challenge for the future of the WHS. There will be a new local 
visitor base and opportunities to improve transport and other infrastructure. 
 
The London Plan, published in February 2004, defines Deptford Creek and Greenwich 
Riverside as an Opportunity Area, where the Mayor will work with strategic partners to 
prepare planning frameworks. Maritime Greenwich is included within a ‘zone of change’ as 
part of Thames Gateway, this stretching as far as Lewisham. Canary Wharf, which forms the 
commercial centre for Thames Gateway, has expanded substantially in four years. With the 
arrival of the Docklands Light Railway, Canary Wharf is only eight minutes away. There is a 
developing relationship between the WHS and this vibrant area and this is expected to grow.  
 
Further initiatives such as ‘Crossrail’ and the proposed Greenwich ‘Waterfront Transit’will 
bring Greenwich more closely into the orbit of the resident and tourist populations of London 
and the South-East.  
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A 2. PROGRAMME FOR THE NEXT FIVE YEARS 
 
2. 1 MANAGEMENT OF THE WORLD HERITAGE SITE 
 
2. 1. 1 Background 
 
The administration of the World Heritage Site was first established by the setting-up of a 
Steering Group in 1998 with the following terms of reference: 
 
·  to promote Maritime Greenwich as a World Heritage Site 
·  to oversee the management of the Maritime Greenwich World Heritage Site, in particular 
by establishing administrative arrangements, an annual plan of action and working groups as 
required, to further the aims and objectives of the Management Plan. 
·  to meet regularly to monitor progress towards achieving the objectives of the Management 
Plan and, where necessary, revise and update them in the light of changing management 
requirements 
·  to review and alter the Management Plan periodically, in line with the Management 
Guidelines for World Cultural Heritage Sites, to ensure its continued relevance. 
 
The World Heritage Site Steering Group continues to be the representative body, which meets 
quarterly. Since 2001 the membership has been expanded to include members of the 
Greenwich Tourism Partnership.  A full list of members is included in Appendix 3. 
(list updated 2007) 
Since 2001 the Steering Group has been supported by an Executive Group consisting of : 
London Borough of Greenwich 
Greenwich Hospital 
Greenwich Foundation for the Old Royal Naval College 
The National Maritime Museum 
The University of Greenwich 
Cutty Sark Trust 
Royal Parks 
( Trinity College of Music since 2006) 
 
The terms of reference of the Executive are as follows: 
 
·  to advise and respond to the WHS Steering Group  
·  to identify opportunities for effective joint action on WHS issues 
·  to review periodically the WHS Management Plan Objectives and Action programme. 
·  to develop joint operational budgets, action plans, monitor progress and initiate joint 
funding bids where appropriate 
·  to give terms of reference to and monitor task groups and working groups 
·  to take action individually to pick up mutually agreed priorities. 
 
Meetings of the Executive are held on a six-week cycle, with the chair elected on a bi- annual 
basis. 
The Executive is supported by groups working on particular aspects of the WHS. These groups 
deal with Marketing, Learning and Visitor Management. Task groups dealing with single 
issues are set up according to need.  
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The management of the World Heritage Site is facilitated by a locally based co-ordinator, 
answerable to the Executive.  The agreed arrangement is that the co-ordinator is employed by 
the London Borough of Greenwich, which has the widest remit of the organizations currently 
involved, the statutory powers to fulfill the function and the essential democratic local base.  
The post is situated in a local office.  Funding is provided jointly by several members of the 
Steering Group, emphasizing the co-operative basis of the management of the World Heritage 
Site. 
 
2. 1. 2 Management issues 
 
It is essential that the administration of the World Heritage Site reflects the management issues 
involved and the aspirations of the partners. To date the administration has been kept informal. 
However, there are a number of issues that indicate a more structured management approach 
might be beneficial in future to deliver significant improvements. These are: 
 
·  strengthening the status of the Management Plan 
·  assessing new mechanisms for managing the public realm and seeking grant assistance for 

building restoration. 
·  transparency and accessibility in accounting. 
·  promotion and marketing. 
·  learning 
·  interpretation of the Site 
·  visitor management. 
·  possible financial advantages in seeking inward investment, major grant aid and tax relief. 
·  securing sustainability and maintenance of the whole Site through a single agency. 
·  staffing efficiencies. 
 
In the light of these issues the WHS partners intend to evaluate the options available. 
 
2. 1. 3 Objectives 
 
1, 2, 3, 4 
 
2.1.4 Management of the World Heritage Site programme for action 
 
Project Funding Agencies WHS 

Action 
Date 

Implementing the WHS 
management plan 

Steering Group 
Members 

WHS Steering 
Group members 

Primary & 
Lobbying 

Quarterly review 

WHS Co-ordinator post Executive Group 
Members  

WHS Executive 
Group and other 
agencies 

Primary Role Ongoing 
Executive 
monthly meeting 

Pursuing a 
communications strategy 

Executive Group 
Members  

WHS Executive 
Group 

Primary Role Annual 
programme 

Establishing an annual 
marketing plan 

Executive Group, DLR, 
private sector 

WHS Marketing 
Group and others 

Primary Role Annual plan  

Establishing a learning 
programme 

Executive Group WHS Learning 
Group 

Primary Role Annual plan  

Establishing a visitor 
management programme 

Executive Group, others WHS Visitor 
Management Group 

Primary Role Annual plan  

Examining alternative 
management structures 

Executive Group Executive Group Primary Role Review by 2005 
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2. 2 ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT 
 
2. 2. 1 Background 
 
Traffic and Movement 
 
One of the major issues for Maritime Greenwich is the impact of large volumes of traffic 
passing through. Traffic detracts from the character, appearance and setting of the entire town 
centre area and it creates a barrier to movement between the Park, Town Centre and the 
riverside. This scale and nature of impact is not appropriate to a site of such international 
importance and a major challenge is to introduce a comprehensive portfolio of initiatives to 
deal with the problem. 
 
The traffic problems arise mainly due to the Town Centre lying astride a major radial route to 
central London, the A206. Only a fraction of this traffic flow serves the local area. 
 
Noise, fumes, vehicle vibration and the sheer dominance of traffic are a major intrusion into 
the quality of the historic environment. Many residents and visitors would walk or cycle more 
often around the Site but their freedom and safety of movement, and their ability to enjoy the 
amenities and attractions of Greenwich, are significantly diminished by the volumes and 
impact of traffic. The consequences of these traffic conditions include an uninviting 
environment and difficulty of movement experienced by pedestrians, cyclists and, especially, 
people with a disability. There is now a community of 10,000 who are staff and students at the 
Maritime Greenwich Campus, the majority of whom arrive on foot, by cycle or on public 
transport. 
 
In recent years initiatives have been introduced in Greenwich in an attempt to ameliorate the 
problem of traffic. These include a lorry ban; rationalization of street furniture and streetscape 
improvements; improved pedestrian crossings and other amenities; cycle route and cycle parks 
and traffic-calming measures. Improvements have also been made to public transport to 
promote reduced use of the car and give a viable and attractive alternative. These are most 
notably the Docklands Light Rail (DLR) extension from north of the river, new bus 
services/bus priority measures and mainline station improvements. 
 
Further improvements to traffic conditions are operating at two levels and on different 
timescales. Long-term strategic interventions would include road traffic reduction initiatives at 
a sub-regional level by major infrastructure initiatives, particularly in public transport.  
Pedestrianization of at least part of the town centre remains a long-term objective. 
 
In the mid- and shorter term other initiatives can be envisaged, many of them at a local level of 
intervention. These can progressively and cumulatively continue to ameliorate traffic impact. 
Examples include further traffic calming; cycle and pedestrian network development; road 
safety initiatives and streetscape improvements. Any such initiatives will have to pay regard to 
the design and streetscape ‘palette’ now adopted for Maritime Greenwich as well as the 
legitimate interests of (major) local stakeholders. Such initiatives must also be mutually 
compatible one to ensure a comprehensive and co-ordinated approach to improvements in 
Greenwich. 
 
 



   
  -  - 

15 

 
Public Transport 
 
Maritime Greenwich benefits from a comprehensive and extensive public transport network. 
This includes overland rail (North Kent Line); Docklands Light Railway (DLR); buses; and 
‘leisure’ river transport. Good public transport is a sustainable way to access Greenwich for all 
– both residents and visitors alike. It is the essential corollary to managing the impact of traffic 
on the area. 
 
There have been many improvements in recent years - notably the arrival of the DLR linking 
Greenwich to Docklands and the tube network at Canary Wharf; and giving excellent 
interchange with the North Kent Line at Greenwich Station. Further afield the Jubilee Line 
gives excellent access to the Dome and Greenwich Peninsula. 
 
Unfortunately some schemes have not yet come to fruition, notably river passenger facility 
improvements at Greenwich Pier.  
 
However, further improvements are planned. The success of the DLR has led to proposals to 
upgrade capacity by increasing the length of trains to three cars. This will entail platform 
lengthening at some stations.  
 
Facilities at some North Kent Line stations have been improved. The line is also a ‘pilot’ for a 
metro style ‘turn up and go’ system which will be ultimately extended to all rail lines in 
south/south east London. This scheme includes better marketing and branding of services; and 
further improvements to stations are envisaged. 
 
Environmental and access improvements to the Greenwich Station forecourt have been 
considered with Transport for London and other parties but remain to be delivered.    
 
Bus services continue to be improved with bus priority measures introduced to improve service 
reliability. 
 
A major initiative in hand is the Greenwich Waterfront Transit (GWT). This is one of four 
transit systems in London supported by the Mayor. A bus-based system is planned at present 
but to be built with upgrade capability to tram operation (Greenwich Council's preferred 
technology option). GWT will be characterized by a high degree of segregated off-street 
running to ensure reliability and good trip speed. Quality stops will be introduced. The first 
phase to be introduced will run from Abbey Wood to North Greenwich Station (Dome), 
possibly opening by 2008. From there to Greenwich Town Centre will be a second phase and a 
purpose-built interchange is planned behind at Greenwich Station where the service is 
currently planned to terminate. 
 
The termination of GWT will include the construction of a quality purpose-built interchange 
using land safeguarded as part of the redevelopment of the Haddo Estate. An issue to be 
considered is the use of this in the shorter/medium term for bus services. This would not only 
allow better interchange with rail/DLR services and further promote public transport use, but 
could also be coupled with removing standing buses from Greenwich centre, with consequent 
improvements to the environment there. 
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The route and vehicle type of GWT will have major implications for the World Heritage Site. 
The system must be capable of being integrated in a satisfactory manner with no unacceptable 
compromise to the character and historic fabric of Greenwich. 
 
A particular issue for Greenwich is coach access by visitors. This can be intrusive and pose 
road safety issues. There is also an issue of where coaches wait/stop over during the visit. 
These matters still need  to be fully addressed but any proposals must pay full regard to the 
important role coach access plays in Greenwich as a major visitor destination. 
 
2. 2. 2 Transport and Environment issues. 
 
Key issues relating to traffic and its impact include: 
 
·  further traffic calming and road safety measures 
·  streetscape improvements 
·  improvements for pedestrians and cyclists 
·  improvements for people with a disability 
·  road traffic reduction 
·  air quality improvements 
·  (part) pedestrianisation (in the longer term) 
 
Key issues relating to public transport improvements include: 
 
·  DLR three-car upgrade 
·  bringing forward the introduction of Greenwich Waterfront Transit 
·  a metro-style service on the North Kent Line with a comprehensive programme of station 

improvements 
·  interchange improvements at Greenwich Station, at the forecourt and on lands reserved 

from the Haddo Estate redevelopment 
·  bus service development and further priority measures 
·  a coach routing, drop-off and parking strategy 
·  river service improvements with new passenger ‘landward’ facilities 
·  accessibility improvements for the benefit of all users - people with a disability especially 
·  marketing and branding 
 
There is a need for more cycle parking, which should encourage further cyclists by the 
construction of secure and attractive parks. There is already a healthy demand led by the 
Greenwich Cycling Campaign. 
 
2. 2. 3 Objectives 
 
1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 9, 12, 17, 18, 20, 21 
 
2. 2. 4 Transport and Environment programme 
 
PROJECT FUNDING AGENCIES WHS 

ACTION 
DATE 

Traffic/highways      
1. Environmental/street- TfL - LBG lobbying 2004 start 
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scape/road safety/ 
cycle/pedestrian/bus 
measures - all main 
approaches to town 
centre starting with 
Creek Road.  

through 
BSP/RSP; 
s106.    

consultee on 
proposals. 

2. Environmental/traffic 
calming measures - 
residential ‘cells’. 

TfL - 
through 
BSP; s106. 

LBG Lobbying 
consultee on 
proposals. 

Ongoing. 

3. Implement cycle 
routes in accordance 
with agreed strategic and 
local networks.  

TfL - 
through 
BSP; 
Sustrans; 
s106. 

LBG; 
Sustrans. 

Lobbying 
consultee on 
proposals. 

Ongoing. 

4. Cycle parking at key 
locations. 

TfL - 
through 
BSP; 
Sustrans; 
s106. 

LBG; 
Sustrans. 

consultee on 
proposals with 
direct action 
within the Site. 

Ongoing 

5. Improved pedestrian 
facilities/routes; 
including provision for 
people with a disability.  

TfL - 
through 
BSP; s106. 

LBG Consultee on 
proposals with 
direct action in 
the Site. 

Ongoing 

6. Agree/implement road 
traffic reduction strategy 
with (part) 
pedestrianisation of 
Greenwich town centre.  

TfL LBG;LB 
Lewisham; 
sub-regional 
transport 
partnership 
(Seltrans). 

Lobbying Long-
term 

Public transport     
7. New bus routes; bus 
priority measures; 
improved bus stops; 
improved information. 

TfL TfL; LBG; 
Seltrans. 

Lobbying Ongoing 

8.Metro service and 
improved stations on 
North Kent Line. 

SRA; 
South- East 
Trains. 

TfL; SRA; 
South-East 
Trains; LBG; 
Seltrans. 

Lobbying Ongoing 

9.Improve Greenwich 
station forecourt.  

TfL; SRA; 
South-East 
Trains; 
DLR; 
Seltrans. 

TfL; SRA; 
South-East 
Trains; DLR; 
Seltrans. 

Lobbying 2006 

10.Use of safeguarded 
Haddo Estate site as 
bus/rail 
interchange/relocate 
standing buses from 
town centre.  

TfL; SRA; 
South-East 
Trains; 
DLR. 

TfL; SRA; 
South-East 
Trains; DLR. 

Lobbying 2006 

11. Build/introduce TfL TfL; LBG Lobbying Long 
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Greenwich Waterfront 
Transit  - North 
Greenwich Station to 
Greenwich. 

particularly on 
route and 
detailing. 

term 

12. DLR capacity 
upgrade/three car 
operation. 

TfL; DLR TfL; DLR; 
LBG; LB 
Lewisham. 

Lobbying Long 
term 

13. Improve Greenwich 
Pier passenger facilities. 

TfL; boat 
operators; 
private 
developer. 

TfL; LBG, 
PLA, 
Greenwich 
Hospital 

Lobbying Long 
term 

14. Determine/ 
implement coach 
routing; stopping; lay- 
over strategy.  

TfL - 
through 
BSP; LBG; 
possible 
charge to 
coach 
operators; 
private 
developer 
of any 
facilities. 

TfL; LBG Lobbying 2006 

15. Determine 
marketing/branding 
strategy for transport 
services/publish/dissemi
nate materials. 

TfL;all 
transport 
operators; 
LBG; 
advertising/
sponsorship 

TfL; LBG; 
transport 
operators. 

Lobbying 2006 
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Romney Road was introduced in the 18th century and has been carrying heavy traffic since the 20th  
century and has proved to be a disruptive element in the historic landscape.  Restrictions on its use by 
heavy vehicles since 1999 has helped to ameliorate the situation. 
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2. 3 CONSERVATION OF BUILDING FABRIC 
 
2. 3. 1 Background 
 
This section deals principally with the Old Royal Naval College, the National Maritime 
Museum and Cutty Sark.  Conservation of the buildings in Greenwich Town Centre is dealt 
with under 2.4. 
 
The Greenwich Foundation for the Old Royal Naval College and the National Maritime 
Museum are, respectively, responsible for the ORNC and the Museum buildings (including the 
Queen’s House and Royal Observatory).  Each organization has its own management regime 
but the buildings are part of the ensemble that has been described as the most outstanding 
complex of Baroque buildings in Britain.  The relationship between the ‘Royal Courts’ of the 
College and the Queen’s House around the ‘Grand Axis’ is particularly important. 
 
Old Royal Naval College 
 
This group of buildings includes work by the major architects of the English Baroque including 
Wren, Hawksmoor and Vanbrugh.  As Grade I listed buildings, scheduled monuments and an 
integral element of the historic landscape, their preservation and maintenance in good repair 
has been a priority, particularly since their future use was in doubt only a few years ago. 
 
Major changes in occupation and use of the site began in 1996 when the head lease was 
transferred from the Ministry of Defence to the Greenwich Foundation for the Old Royal Naval 
College, and as the Royal Navy vacated the buildings. This led to the establishment of the 
Maritime Greenwich University Campus. The University of Greenwich has become a 
significant presence in the Old Royal Naval College, bringing the activity and liveliness of an 
educational campus. The University has taken leases from the Foundation on the Queen Anne 
building and the major parts of the Queen Mary and King William buildings. They also occupy 
the former Dreadnought Hospital and parts of the former Devonport House nurses hostel. The 
remaining Royal Court, the King Charles building, has been leased from the Foundation by 
Trinity College of Music (TCM) following their move from Westminster. TCM has brought a 
special new life to Greenwich particularly in respect of live music performances at venues 
throughout the World Heritage Site and beyond. 
 
Major repair programmes have been carried out to all of the Royal Courts since 1997 by the 
Foundation, the University and TCM. Finance for these programmes of work has come 
principally from central government departments and the Heritage Lottery Fund. However 
there remain substantial items of work to be carried out, including the final phase of the initial 
repair programme to the King Charles and Queen Anne Courts and repair of the river wall and 
Royal steps. The Foundation has now prepared a long-term maintenance plan for all the 
buildings, which will be supervised by its Surveyor to the Fabric, a conservation architect.  
 
The Greenwich Foundation for the ORNC is charged with responsibility for the key visitor 
spaces, the Painted Hall and Chapel. Public access to the estate has been enormously increased, 
adding to the enjoyment of Maritime Greenwich for both visitors and local people. 
Since access to the Chapel and the Painted Hall was made free of charge in 2002, visitor 
numbers have more than doubled. The character and quality of the Admiral’s House in the 
King Charles Court is also being restored. Its significance as an interior is enhanced by the loan 
of appropriate naval pictures by the National Maritime Museum, a number from the Greenwich  
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The Dreadnought Seamans’ Hospital was restored from a poor state and converted in 1999 to 
become the University library and computer centre.  This view, from the masts of Cutty Sark, shows 
the topography of Greenwich Park and the prominent position of the Royal Observatory. 
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Hospital collection. Plans are being formulated to restore the Hawksmoor room off the upper 
Painted Hall by 2005.This was where Nelson’s body was held prior to lying in state in the Hall 
itself.  
 
National Maritime Museum, Queen’s House and Royal Observatory, Greenwich 
 
The Queen’s House stands as the centrepiece of a complex of buildings occupied by the 
National Maritime Museum, which with the Park and the Old Royal Naval College form the 
outstanding Baroque ensemble.  The importance of the landscape to the character of the World 
Heritage Site cannot be overstated and its protection is of paramount concern.  For this reason, 
a conservation management plan will be drawn up for the continued preservation of the 
Museum’s buildings and estate. 
 
The relocation of the Museum’s main entrance to the Romney Road frontage has helped to 
draw visitors away from the congested routes of the Town Centre to the Park and enliven a 
relatively quiet part of the World Heritage Site.  The Neptune Court scheme (1996–99) 
involved removal of a Victorian gymnasium and roofing over  the main courtyard in which it 
had been placed, restoring the earlier elevations (1807-62), creating fourteen new galleries, and 
–in effect – virtually a new museum. The Trustees of the National Maritime Museum aim to 
improve further the visitor facilities. Visitor numbers continue to rise and there is a pressing 
problem of managing the numbers at the Royal Observatory, especially at summer peak times. 
This puts the fabric under strain and spoils the quality of the experience. The Museum is 
therefore proposing to undertake works to bring more of the site into public use construct a 
new building and complete a comprehensive scheme for the ROG. This scheme, known as the 
Time and Space initiative may be seen as directly pursuing  stated aim no 1 of the Management 
Plan and  includes: 
 

·  the redevelopment of the South Building (1899) including the removal of the central 
‘plug’, new exhibition space for historic instruments and new related educational space 

·  a new-build planetarium seating 120 
·  landscaping works improving the setting of the buildings and their relationship to 

Greenwich Park 
·  refurbishment of existing galleries in Flamsteed House and access improvements to 

them to cater for those with physical disabilities 
 
The educational and environmental facilities, primarily directed to ‘the public understanding of 
science’ will therefore be improved. The new planetarium building is in the form of a truncated 
cone, tilted on the axis of the Pole Star.  It has been designed to be ‘invisible’ from the west. 
 
The Museum also aims to give up two of its off-site stores containing collection material and 
create an enhanced facility for research on the main museum site. The central feature will be a 
modern archive, in which the substantial collections of logbooks, charts and other ‘flat’ 
documentary material will be held. Funding will be found partly from the disposal of the 
surplus sites.   
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Cutty Sark 
 
The Cutty Sark is a unique survivor of the clipper-ship type.  It is of international significance, 
a major tourist attraction and, to many, one of the most potent symbols of Britain’s maritime 
pre-eminence in the nineteenth century.  It makes an individual contribution to the character of 
Maritime Greenwich as the maritime centre of the capital.  As a major national icon, it is the 
physical embodiment of the naval and maritime virtues, which lie enshrined in the 
neighbouring Old Royal Naval College and National Maritime Museum. The ship’s location 
between Greenwich Pier and the Town Centre gives it an important role in the overall town 
functions. There are complimentary retail and marketing issues.  However the setting does not 
do the ship justice and much can be done to enhance the surroundings and aspect, particularly 
by reinforcing the dockside character of the immediate environment. 
 
The Cutty Sark’s condition has deteriorated as a result of corrosion of the iron hull structure, 
from water ingress through timber planking and decking. Conservation needs to be undertaken 
in a structured way over a three-year period, following a rigorous examination of treatment 
options.   
 
The ship has been the responsibility of the Cutty Sark Trust since 2000.  The aim of the Trust 
is to carry out its restoration and maintenance, and to interpret and promote access for formal 
and informal learning opportunities.  The Trust’s vision is to: 
 

·  reinforce Cutty Sark’s national and international position as the most famous and iconic 
of merchant sailing ships 

·  inspire learning and promote opportunities which support diversity, to widen audience 
participation 

·  work towards overcoming barriers to access 
·  ensure that the ship, its collection and services and their historical and cultural 

relevance are accessible to people regardless of ability, gender, age and social, ethnic 
and religious background 

·  use the ship as a vehicle for training and skills development among the local workforce 
·  embed Cutty Sark within the local community as part of its history and culture 
·  achieve audience growth 
·  ensure that the ship makes its full contribution to the Maritime Greenwich World 

Heritage Site key stakeholders and partners, and that her position as Greenwich’s 
‘Statue of Liberty’, a symbol of Maritime Greenwich, the Thames and London’s 
Docklands, is maintained 

·  champion the ship, sailing ships , 19th-century trade and the ship’s construction, 
especially through creative interpretation 

·  set the 21st- century standard for the presentation of historic vessels. 
 
The Cutty Sark Trust will achieve the vision by: 
 

·  developing a sustainable business plan 
·  revising the existing Conservation Plan and using it to inform all decisions on 

conservation and interpretation 
·  selecting and applying conservation treatments that will preserve the significance of the 

vessel for 50 years without further major works 
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Cutty Sark has been an icon for Maritime Greenwich since arriving in 1954.  A scheme for restoring 
the ship and forming a 21st century visitor attraction are in place.  There are also moves to improve 
the setting of the ship by bringing new life to Cutty Sark Gardens. 
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·  embark on a major fundraising strategy, including an application to the Heritage 
Lottery Fund 

·  developing learning opportunities for new and existing audiences 
·  improving access and the interpretation of the ship 
·  developing the ‘social’ use of the ship, particularly for local and minority communities 
·  keeping the ship open as far as possible during the conservation phase 
·  working with the World Heritage Site partners to improve the setting of the ship. 

 
A Working Group comprising of Cutty Sark and National Maritime Museum personnel, as well 
as the other WHS partners, has been established which assists the Cutty Sark Trust in four 
areas of work: 

·  supporting the Trust’s bids for funding including technical experience 
·  establishing on-and –off ship requirements for the longer term 
·  identifying how the ship and its setting will function over the period of the refit 
·  seeking to develop parts of Cutty Sark Gardens to provide a more appropriate context 

for the ship. 
 
2. 3. 2 Conservation of Building Fabric issues 
 
The Royal Courts (Anne, Charles, Mary and William) 
·  Continued maintenance and repair according to an agreed conservation plan. 
·  Restoration and reinstatement of river wall and steps. 
·  Restoration of architectural features within the ORNC site. 
 
Pepys Building 
·  Agreeing a scheme which develops the building to house a range of uses for WHS visitor 
information, interpretation, education as well as the Tourist Information Centre.  
 
Dreadnought Seaman’s Hospital (now Dreadnought Library) 
·  Improved visitor facilities. 
·  Continued maintenance and repair. 
 
National Maritime Museum the Queen’s House and the Royal Observatory Greenwich 
·  Conservation of the buildings and estate. 
·  Implementation of visitor management proposals. 
·  Access and display improvements at the ROG (Flamsteed House). 
·  Redevelopment of the South Building, provision of new planetarium, related ROG visitor 

facilities and grounds improvements. 
·  Provision of archive storage and access facilities on main Museum site. 
 
Cutty Sark 
·  Establishing a programme of conservation and maintenance, which will form a visitor 

attraction in their own right. 
·  Transforming the Cutty Sark into a 21st-century attraction and establishing a sustainable 

future for the ship. 
·  Using the ship as an educational resource with improved interpretative facilities for 

visitors. 
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·  Integrating the Cutty Sark with its World Heritage Site location. 
·  Developing an improved setting in Cutty Sark Gardens. 
·  Inspiring learning and promoting opportunities which support diversity to widen audience 

participation 
 
Other buildings 
The inventory of buildings of architectural and historic importance gives a list of those that 
contribute greatly to the World Heritage Site.  All these are subject to statutory protection. 
 
In addition there are a number of further buildings within the site, or adjacent, that contribute 
to its character.  Many of these are not protected by historic buildings status but are within 
conservation areas. 
 
2. 3. 3 Objectives  
 
2, 3, 8, 11, 12 
 
2. 3. 4 Conservation of Building Fabric: programme for action 
 
Project Funding Agencies WHS. 

Action 
Date 

Review conservation 
management plan for ORNC 
and completion of backlog of 
repairs 

GFORNC, with 
continued support 
from government/ 
HLF 

GFORNC with  
UOG, TCM 

Primary 
Function 

2004 with 
annual 
maintenance 
programme 

Prepare conservation 
management plan for 
National Maritime Museum 

NMM NMM Primary 
Function 

End 2004 

Prepare conservation 
management plans for: 
Park barrow group 
Conduit House 
St Mary’s Lodge 
Wolfe Statue 
Bandstand 

RP RP Primary 
Function 

2004/2005 

Prepare condition statements 
for: 
Vanbrugh Castle 
47-49 Maze Hill 
Park Vista Houses 
Crooms Hill houses 
15,17,19,21 Greenwich 
Church Street  
St Alfege Passage 
Nelson Road 
Trafalgar Tavern 

Private 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Private Liaise with 
owners 

2004/5 

Trafalgar quarters Greenwich Hospital Greenwich Hospital Primary Role 2004 
St Alfege Church Church of England 

and others 
Church of England Support 

scheme 
2004 

Our Lady Star of the Sea RC Diocese of 
Southwark and 
others 

RC Diocese of 
Southwark 

Support 
scheme 

2004 

Ranger’s House English Heritage English Heritage Support 
scheme 

2004 

Foot Tunnel entrance LBG LBG Support 2004 
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scheme 
Prepare conservation and 
interpretation proposals and 
establish management plan 
for Cutty Sark  

CST CST Primary Role 2004 

Develop ‘Time and Space’ at 
ROG including works to 
Flamsteed House and South 
Building, new planetarium 
and new visitor facilities. 

NMM, HLF NMM Primary 
Function 

2007 

Prepare inventory of all 
buildings of architectural, 
townscape or historic 
interest. 

Executive Group 
members 

LBG Primary 
Function with 
LBG, EH 

2005 

 
 
2. 4 MANAGEMENT OF GREENWICH TOWN CENTRE  
 
2. 4. 1 Background 
 
The town centre encompasses the area bounded by Cutty Sark Gardens in the north; Nevada 
Street in the south; King William Walk to the east, Greenwich Church Street and Stockwell 
Street. The environment of the town centre is made up of a number of interrelated elements 
which collectively form a townscape. The design, installation and maintenance of these 
elements affect the quality of the townscape and the experience of its users .  Strong, clear 
design policies and guidelines are necessary to reinstate and reinforce the special and unique 
character of Maritime Greenwich and encourage the appropriate repair of the fabric of the area.   
 
The London Borough of Greenwich has a ‘one-stop shop’ dealing with street environmental 
issues on a neighbourhood basis. These cover cleaning, maintenance and repairs. This has been 
very effective, working in partnership with the Greenwich Society, who provide a local 
community workforce to tackle graffiti. 
 
In Maritime Greenwich the spaces between the buildings are as important as the built fabric in 
creating the sense of place.  They are also the focus of public and civic activity.  The streets in 
the town centre are blighted by traffic.  
 
New development should complement the prevailing character of the area.  In particular, new 
buildings should reflect the scale, form, massing and proportions of the existing development 
and should be integrated with the street pattern and grain of the area.  Conservation Area 
character appraisals are a significant step towards achieving this. Undeveloped sites should be 
the subjects of design briefs, and possibly competitions, to encourage the best development 
solutions appropriate to their contexts. Uses should be appropriate to the function and 
character, and assist in creating lively streets and interesting street frontages.  
 
While supremely important as a historic site and a cultural asset, Greenwich town centre is also 
a living and working environment, providing essential services for local residents and 
businesses.  The conservation of the town complements and underpins its regeneration by 
creating its own opportunities for employment and business, training and education, and leisure 
and entertainment development. 
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The arrival of the Docklands Light Railway station at Cutty Sark in 1999 has greatly increased 
access to Maritime Greenwich by public transport and opened up the World Heritage Site to a wider 
range of visitors. 



   
  -  - 

29 

The context of the Town Centre has changed markedly over the last few years and there are 
new opportunities for the future. Maritime Greenwich is within the Thames Gateway ‘zone of 
change’ to Lewisham. Canary Wharf, across the water from Greenwich Town Centre, is the 
centre of what will become a new city over the next 20 years. Greenwich Peninsula with its 
new leisure and commercial functions is close by. The residential population of the area will 
rise accordingly. 
 
Public transport has improved so that the Town Centre is accessible by two rail systems, bus 
and boat. 
 
2. 4. 2 Issues 
 
Viability issues 
 

·  The retail offer is currently focused on day-trippers (some 90% of all visitors): the 
range and quality needs to be increased to meet the needs of a wider range of visitors 
from the local community to international travellers.  

·  The existing visitor base should be strengthened by seeking to attract higher yield 
visitors. 

·  The season needs to be extended throughout the year, broadening visitor peaks. 
·  Additional hotel accommodation to cater for overnight leisure and business visitors is 

needed. The evening economy needs to be developed 
·  The operating area should be recognized as extending to Deptford Creek 
·  Office-based functions related to Canary Wharf need to be developed 
·  Much of the charm of Greenwich Town Centre comes from the markets and small 

shops dealing with specialist goods. Many of these shops have been lost in recent years 
with the arrival of bigger concerns including chain stores. 

 
Visitor management issues 
 

·  There are limited opportunities to stay overnight in and around the Site. 
·  Gateways and main access routes are neither welcoming nor pleasant. 
·  Signage for pedestrians is not sufficiently managed and needs to be updated. 
·  Opportunities exist for more sophisticated visitor management systems. 
·  Town Centre visitors should be encouraged to visit the other parts of the World 

Heritage Site, and beyond to other destinations in the Borough. 
 
Environmental issues 
 

·  Although at the heart of the World Heritage Site, the central environment can be 
unpleasant due to heavy vehicle traffic. 

·  Reduction of traffic leading to removal of through traffic from the Town Centre and 
Romney Road is desirable. 

·  At peak periods, especially at weekends, visitor numbers can reach capacity for the 
streets.  

·  The state of the streets and public spaces causes concern. 
·  The waterfront sites including Greenwich Reach East, Cutty Sark Gardens waterfront 

and Greenwich Pier remain undeveloped. 
·  Some of the building fabric, including historic buildings, still needs renovation 
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·  There are opportunities for more responsibility by the private sector to be taken in the 
management of the local street environment. 

 
 
Management issues 
 

·  An effective multi-agency champion is needed. This role could be filled by the Town 
Centre Manager, who works to the Greenwich Town Centre Agency (GTCA). 

·  The Town Centre Manager needs to be closely associated with the World Heritage Site 
community, particularly representing businesses and residents. 

·  Day-to-day management of the public realm needs to be improved and basic standards 
raised. 

·  Reasons to visit the Town Centre should be promoted to include the World Heritage 
Site as a seat of learning, an arts and cultural resource, an employment centre and a 
place to do business. 

·  Greenwich Town Centre serves the local populations in West and East Greenwich as 
well as its visitors. 

 
2. 4. 3 Objectives 
 
2, 5, 7, 11, 12, 16 
 
2. 4. 4 Management of Greenwich Town Centre: programme for action  
 
Project Funding Agencies WHS 

Action 
Date 

Greenwich Town Centre 
Strategy 

LBG, WHS, Steering 
Group, local 
businesses, GTCTA 

LBG, GH, WHS, 
Steering Group, 
GTCA, GTCTA, 
GSM 

Implement 
strategy 

2003 

Develop a single body 
responsible for the long term 
implementation of the 
strategy. 

LBG, local 
businesses, GTCTA 

To be established Support new 
agency 

2003 

Improve pedestrian 
movement, signage and 
streetscape. 
Establish visitor management 
strategy. 
Extend streetscape design 
guide to include building 
issues. 

Seltrans, GTCTA LBG, WHS 
Executive 

Primary Role 2004  
 
 
2006 
                     

Enhance key gateways to the 
Town Centre (Greenwich 
Station, Cutty Sark Station, 
Maze Hill Station, Creek 
Road, Romney 
Road/Trafalgar Road 
Greenwich High Road, 
Greenwich South Street, 
Greenwich Pier and 
Blackheath Gateway) 

LBG, Seltrans,DLR LBG, Connex SE, 
DLR, Network Rail, 
PLA, RPA 

Lobbying 2005 

Improve the environment 
through effective traffic 

Seltrans, LBG LBG, TFL Lobbying Long term 
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management. 
Traffic reduction in the Town 
Centre and Romney Road. 
Promotion of car-free days 
and eventual 
.pedestrianisation. 
 
Provide support/advice and 
help for retailers to identify 
target markets and to 
increase business. 

LBG, LDA, DTI, 
Business Link for 
London 

LBG, LDA, DTI Primary Role 
 

2004 

Undertake a strategic review 
of Greenwich Market to 
promote its diversification 

LBG, GSM, GTCTA LBG, GSM, GTCTA Support with 
other WHS 
marketing 
initiatives 

2004 

Review the use and design of 
key public open spaces. 
Carry out conservation area 
appraisals. 

LBG LBG Support  2004 
 
2005 

Promote the diversification 
and intensification of the 
Town Centre economy by 
influencing planning, 
transport and service 
providers. 

LBG LBG, GTCTA,LDA Support 
through 
marketing 
group 

2004 

Develop a co-ordinated 
marketing framework. 

LBG, WHS 
Executive, LDA 

LBG, WHS 
Executive, LDA 

Support 
through 
marketing 
group 

2004 

Development of local 
marketing criteria including 
use of UNESCO logo. 

Executive Group 
members 

All agencies Primary Role 2005 

 
 
See also 2.2 Environment and Transport , 2.6 Visitor Management and Interpretation, 2.7 Marketing. 
 
2. 5 CONSERVATION OF LANDSCAPE 
 
2. 5. 1 Background 
 
A description of the World Heritage Site forms part 3 of this Management Plan. 
 
The World Heritage Site comprises of a number of landscaped areas, although the Grand Axis 
forms the unifying feature linking much of the site.  As well as the qualities of these areas seen 
within the site there are a number of important visual links to the surrounding areas too. 
 
River and significant views 
 
The Site is significant seen from the riverside footpath upstream of Cutty Sark Gardens and 
downstream to Greenwich Peninsula.  The more distant views are also important: to and from 
the top of the Greenwich Park ridge, from Island Gardens and from the foreshore, Deptford. 
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The river walk provides a fine sequence of views which it is particularly important to 
safeguard. The key landmark is of course the Old Royal Naval College. The domes and 
pavilion ends of the King Charles and Queen Mary blocks act as the focus of many of the most 
important views. Other distinctive buildings that play a wider role are the Royal Observatory, 
the towers of St Alfege’s Church and old Greenwich Town Hall, and the masts of the Cutty 
Sark.  It is important that any development should not interfere with the views of these 
landmarks or, generally, protrude above the skyline.  The vista from Island Gardens of the Old 
Royal Naval College, the Queen’s House and the Royal Observatory along the Grand Axis is 
internationally famous and comprises one of the country’s most important Baroque set pieces. 
There are fine views from the ridges of Greenwich Park, particularly from the Wolfe statue 
along the Grand Axis although the next landmark of this view, the tower of St Anne at 
Limehouse has been obscured by the Canary Wharf development. From Wolfe there can be 
seen a panorama of the great sweep of the River around the Isle of Dogs. The particular view 
of St. Paul’s Cathedral from Greenwich Park has been protected for many years.  
 
As part of the London Plan the Mayor designates strategically important views which are to be 
protected. The list includes the panoramas from Greenwich Park and also Blackheath Point to 
central London. The townscape view from Island Gardens to the Old Royal Naval College is 
also to be protected. 

 
Old Royal Naval College and National Maritime Museum 
 
The site is an architectural set piece but it represents the culmination of several phases of 
development from the 17th century to the present. 
 
The many studies by Wren, Hawksmoor and Vanbrugh for potential buildings on the site 
underline the special order and relationship of landscape to buildings.  None show any 
piecemeal intentions; the landscape where indicated is careful, controlled and part of the 
overall structure. However during the 18th century much of the composition was spoiled by 
piecemeal development around the edges of the principal buildings. It was only in the mid-19th 
century that rationalization of the service spaces allowed Philip Hardwick ( Surveyor of 
Greenwich Hospital) to deliver his complementary version of baroque landscape to envelope 
the site, and it was for others later to add the pattern of trees. It is this conception of baroque 
architecture and landscape which should be borne in mind in consideration of the appraisal of 
the landscape as it stands today. 
  
At present the site is split into two sections with severely compromised visual connections 
between the two sides. The barrier effect of Romney Road is most notably intrusive to the west 
of the Grand Axis and against the south facade of the King William Court. 
 
One of the most significant developments to have occurred in recent years has been the 
opening up of the grounds of the ORNC to the public creating, in effect, a new park. The 
removal of the perimeter hedge, a screening device from the Ministry of Defence era, has 
linked the ORNC visually to its surrounding local areas. The planned improvements to 
management of the trees will further open up the vistas and return the landscape to a better-
managed baroque character. 
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The magnificent view from Wolfe statue is recognised in the London Plan.  In the foreground is the 
complex of the National Maritime Museum.  The Queen’s House by Inigo Jones is of great 
significance architecturally as the first Palladian building in England and now forms the main 
gallery space of the Museum.  The glass roof to the left covers Neptune Court, which was completed 
in 1999. 
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Greenwich Park 
 
Greenwich Park is part of this most important baroque landscape, integral to the development 
of the adjoining former Royal Palace and (now) ORNC complex, but also a major public space 
since the later 18th century.  The underlying historic layout is still apparent and the restoration 
of the principal elements of the Grand Axis is being pursued.  The Park is the responsibility of 
the Royal Parks Agency, which manages it on behalf of the Crown. Flamsteed House, the 
original Royal Observatory building (1675–76), was an early and picturesquely asymmetrical 
addition to the Park landscape, followed in the 18th and 19th centuries by other observatory 
additions that add interest to the Park without compromising its design.  The Observatory is 
now part of the National Maritime Museum and is a major visitor draw by virtue of being the 
home of the Prime Meridian and through its historic associations with time and astronomy. The 
Wolfe statue (1930) at the top of the slope and the north end of Blackheath Avenue is well 
sited, but the detailing of the viewing platform around its base is unsatisfactory and unworthy 
of the location. The two attractions together lead to uncomfortable congestion at peak times of 
the year.  
 
Greenwich Town Centre and Cutty Sark Gardens 
 
The history and evolution of Greenwich Town Centre followed a very different path from that 
of the baroque buildings and landscape of the ORNC. From medieval beginnings the town and 
its waterfront developed to a peak in the 19th century, when Joseph Kay radically re-planned 
much of the centre in the form that is familiar today with its white-stuccoed terraces. The loss 
of Greenwich’s fishing fleet, a declining waterfront and bombing in the Second World War 
took their toll on the fabric and created by default some of the open areas that now exist. The 
most significant of these is Cutty Sark Gardens which provides the setting for a major national 
icon, the Cutty Sark. It also serves a valuable function as a meeting and waiting area, an 
entrance to Maritime Greenwich from the river and a strategic gateway for visitors arriving by 
rail. Cutty Sark Gardens provides a link between the riverside walk, the Pier, the town centre 
and the great architectural set pieces.  From the town centre there is a clear linear relationship 
between the Gardens and the line of the old streets, from King William Walk in the south-east 
corner and Greenwich Church Street in the south-west.  This relationship needs to be re-
established to reintegrate the open space into the town centre from which it has grown.  As the 
opportunities arise, greater linkages can be made with adjoining sites.  The Pepys Building has 
become the main reception point for visitors to Maritime Greenwich, housing the visitor centre 
and TIC and drawing people from Cutty Sark Gardens.  The adjacent Monument Gardens have 
become a complementary open space. Although the DLR station has become the major point of 
arrival the Pier will also remain a major point of entry and egress, and both could be better 
integrated into plans for the Gardens. 
 
A redesign of Cutty Sark Gardens was carried out in 1999 but a more comprehensive scheme is 
now due, partly to make better use of the space and partly to provide a more appropriate 
context for the Cutty Sark herself. 
 
There are also some smaller open spaces throughout the Town Centre which show a range of 
characters. St Alfege Churchyard forms a quiet refuge away from the bustling markets, which 
themselves are notable open areas. The redevelopment of the Stockwell Street site may include 
new spaces reflecting this character. Bellot Gardens and the Five Foot Walk have significant 
histories of their own and contribute to the character of the ORNC. 
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The statue of James Wolfe from 1935 forms a focal point for much of the World Heritage Site.  Here 
it heralds the scarp in Greenwich Park at the end of Blackheath Avenue. 
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This view of Greenwich Town Centre is taken from a mast of Cutty Sark.  The 17th century 
frontages in Greenwich Church Street can be seen, together with St Alfege Church by Nicholas 
Hawksmoor and the Regency Joseph Kay frontages in College Approach.  The 20th century 
redevelopments look somewhat out of place in this historic context. 
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Blackheath 
 
Blackheath is a major public open space supporting the Inscribed area as part of the Buffer 
Zone.The church of All Saints, located to the south next to Blackheath village, forms an 
extension of the Grand Axis. Blackheath lies partly within the London Borough of Greenwich 
and partly within Lewisham. 
 
The Blackheath Gate of Greenwich Park emerged as a major arrival point for visitors to the 
World Heritage Site following the relocation of coach parking from Cutty Sark Gardens in 
1999.  Coach parking now takes place in Charlton Way. 
 
The area also contains the Heathkeeper’s Lodge, a toilet block, Folly Pond and a donkey ride.  
For many years the area has suffered from some neglect and the two buildings have been 
unoccupied.  However during 2003 the Greenwich Development Agency funded a renovation 
scheme for the repair of the Lodge and some environmental works to the pond.  The role of 
Heathkeeper has been restored by Greenwich Council. 
 
In 2002 a draft landscape strategy was prepared for Blackheath by consultants. The purpose is 
to develop a co-ordinated vision and management approach for the Heath’s future, recognizing 
its strategic importance both to London and to local people. This includes proposals for 
extending the WHS buffer zone to buildings fronting the Heath. Following public consultations 
and consideration by Greenwich and Lewisham Councils, the strategy for the Heath will be 
finalized and implemented in the short, medium and long term.  
 
 
2. 5. 2 Issues 
 

·  Views around the Site, views from the Site and views of the Site are important and all 
require protection. New proposals for very tall and or massive commercial/ residential 
buildings on both banks of the Thames close to the boundary of the WHS and its buffer 
zone present a potentially major threat to its setting. 

 
·  The important elements of a view need definition. To lend a greater degree of 

objectivity in this process the WHS Steering Group will undertake a detailed analysis. 
This work will be published in 2005. 

 
·   The Site has evolved over many centuries and is active on many fronts so there is no 

frozen date or clear form for ‘restoration’ to follow. For the ORNC  the Hardwick 
layout of 1850 expresses the design intent of the earlier schemes and offers a goal for 
restoration work.  

 
·  Tree planting was not a major element in the earlier designs for the ORNC buildings 

although Greenwich Park contains some of the oldest trees in Europe. Trees dating 
from the 19th century are, however, now part of the familiar scene and play a role in the 
contemporary landscape. Some mature trees are damaging the historic building fabric 
and others reaching the end of their natural span. Royal Parks have an on-going 
restoration programme for re-instating the 17th century avenues in Greenwich Park 

 
·  The axial relationship of the major baroque buildings and the Le Notre layout of 

Greenwich Park is the primary consideration. 
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·  As well as forming a key local landmark Cutty Sark’s masts are visible from many 

places including up and down river. 
 

·  The insertion of Romney Road (1697-99) spoiled the baroque composition and causes 
traffic nuisance today. 

·  The river wall in front of the ORNC is one of the oldest sections of 18th century river 
wall in London 

·  As well as the baroque landscape there are other open spaces in the Town Centre that 
play important roles  

 
Structures such as Bellot memorial play a significant part in the overall landscape. Some 
monuments such as the Rysbrack statue in Grand Square are in need of restoration. A long- 
term policy for repainting the 19th-century railings around the ORNC and the National 
maritime Museum in a more authentic colour should be considered. 
 
Landscaping can assist visitor movement and interpretation of the Site 
 
The baroque landscape is managed principally by three agencies, Greenwich Foundation for 
the ORNC, the National Maritime Museum and the Royal Parks Agency. Cutty Sark Gardens 
and Bellot are managed by LB Greenwich. Conservation and Landscape plans for the various 
areas are at different stages of adoption. There is an opportunity for greater co-ordination of 
individual projects as part of an overall scheme. 
 
The ecological value of the areas and their relationship needs to be assessed. 
 
Archaeology from all periods exists throughout the Site and this offers a further resource for 
interpretation. 
 
Possibilities exist for further co-ordination and enhancement of architectural lighting of 
buildings and landscape around the Site including by floodlighting. 
 
The World Heritage Site will need to adapt to some changing circumstances related to the 
positioning of the Site in its local and London context. The use of the open spaces for 
appropriate special events, for example if the Olympics come to London, is a possibility. Site 
management needs also to be alive to special circumstances and needs, such as catering for 
Waterfront Transit, which would have to traverse from east to west. 
 
Future work to the open areas should reflect ‘agenda 21’ principles including the management 
and promotion of biodiversity. 
 
2. 5. 3 Objectives 
 
2, 5, 7, 11, 13, 18, 19, 20 
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2.5.4 Conservation of Landscape action plan 
 
Project  Funding Agencies W.H.S 

Action 
Date 

Prepare landscape restoration 
and management plan for 
ORNC/NMM 

GFORNC, 
LBG,NMM 

GFORNC, NMM, 
EH, LBG 

Support co-
ordination of 
plans 

2003 

Review landscape restoration 
and management plan for 
Greenwich Park 

RP RP, EH Support co-
ordination with 
other plans 

2004 

Improvements to Wolfe 
Statue area 

 RP, NMM RP, EH, NMM Support 
scheme 

2004 

Prepare Blackheath strategy LBG, LBL, TFL EH, LBL, LBG, TFL Support joint 
working group 

2004 

Cutty Sark Gardens phase 2 
improvements 

LBG, HLF, CST, 
NMM, PLA,DLR 

LBG, GH, NMM, 
PLA, CST,DLR 

Support, lobby 
for funding 

2004 

Prepare planning brief for St 
Alfege recreation ground 
Church/Bardsley Lane 

HLF, LBG, Church 
of England 

LBG, Church of 
England 

Support 
agencies, lobby 
for funding 

2004 

Carry out an audit of all 
major planting including 
assessment of actual and 
potential damage to 
buildings 

GFRNC, LBG GFRNC, NMM, RP, 
LBG 

Support 
consultant 
study 

2004 

Assessment of views into 
and out of Site, panoramas, 
local views (also link to 
townscape assessment) 

GLA GLA, LBG, LBTH Lobby GLA. 
Support 
consultant 
study 

2004 

Develop policies for tree 
planting and management 
associated with historical 
planting framework and 
existing site views 

GFRNC, NMM, RP GFRNC, NMM, RP, 
EH 

Support 
consultant 
study 

2005 

Develop a policy for 
archaeological excavation 
throughout the Site 

EH, LBG GFRNC, NMM, RP, 
EH, LBG 

Support 
consultant 
study 

2006 

Carry out an audit of wildlife 
and habitats in Site and 
buffer zones with a view to 
maintaining and developing 
a support system. 
Implement programmes of 
ecological enhancement in 
key open spaces 

RP, GLA RP, GLA,LBG,LBL Support 
consultant 
study 

2006 

Establish firm management 
regimes for the whole Site 
and buffer zones including 
Blackheath 

LBG LBL LBG, LBL Support joint 
working party 

2004 

Develop policies for 
landscape furniture including 
railing design and colour 

GFRNC, NMM GFRNC, NMM, 
LBG 

Support  2004 

Develop a policy for 
architectural lighting of 
elements of the WHS  

GFRNC ,LBG GFRNC, LBG Support 
agencies 

2005 

Seek further environmental 
improvements to the 
Blackheath Gate area 

LBG, RP LBG, RP Support 
agencies 

2005 

Review buffer zone on 
Blackheath 

LBG LBL LBG, 
LBL,EH,DCMS 

Primary Role 2004 
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2. 6 VISITOR MANAGEMENT AND INTERPRETATION 
 
2. 6. 1 Background 
 
Maritime Greenwich has no doubt been a visitor destination since pre-history when early 
mankind climbed the scarp to look over the ox-bow of the River Thames and its sweeping 
panorama. During the years of the Royal Palace and the enclosure of Greenwich Park for 
hunting much of the area would have had restricted access. By the time the Royal Park was 
more widely opened to the public in the 18th century Greenwich had became an established 
visitor attraction with riverboat services and, from 1836, the railway bringing people from far 
and wide. The markets and public houses added to the strong mix of attractions that in essence 
forms the character of Greenwich Town Centre today. The Painted Hall and the former Naval 
Gallery and Greenwich Hospital/ later the Royal Naval College made it a forerunner of the 
National Maritime Museum (1824 – 1936) but the more recent history of the Royal Naval 
College saw more restricted public access to the site on grounds of operational convenience 
and security. 
 
Maritime Greenwich was boosted in 1937 with the opening of the National Maritime Museum 
and again in 1957 with that of Cutty Sark. The combination of a major institution and a world-
famous ship put Greenwich firmly on the international map for visitors. 
 
The World Heritage Site was made fully accessible for visitors only in 1999 when the 
Greenwich Foundation for the ORNC introduced unrestricted public access to the grounds of 
the College, at the same time as the arrival of some 7000 students on the new campus of the 
University of Greenwich. Student numbers grew further with the arrival of Trinity College of 
Music in 2001. Since then the potential of the World Heritage Site as a visitor attraction has 
been realized and despite setbacks on the world stage numbers have steadily increased. 
 
It has been an objective for some time to encourage the established day visitor to stay longer 
and later by the provision of better hotel and catering facilities. Visitors and their spend play an 
important part in sustaining the fabric of the Site. Also their bustling presence in the Town 
Centre is now part of the character of the area. 
 
The changes in the Site have meant that there are now different categories of visitor. The 
University Campus includes a conference facility and delegates look for a range of services 
including night-time attractions. The role of the World Heritage Site as an educational resource 
at many levels is growing and there are concomitant requirements for visitor support systems. 
 
The history of the World Heritage Site is long and complex. Despite featuring some of the 
most significant baroque buildings in Europe, many of the main historical events that took 
place in Greenwich have left no visible physical legacy. There is no surviving Tudor fabric 
above ground so the birth of Henry VIII and Elizabeth I at Greenwich needs commemoration 
through interpretative techniques. There is considerable scope, however, to bring alive all of 
the significant periods and events. Indeed it is an established part of the modern visitor 
experience to be guided by interactive modern technology as well as by traditional methods. 
 
As is the case with many historic sites, increasing visitor numbers increases access and can 
help to generate more income, but this is at the price of wear and tear of the building fabric and 
the landscape. The traffic problem, which has bedevilled Greenwich Town Centre for decades, 
is compounded by visitors’ cars. With the arrival of the DLR (now carrying some 30% of 
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visitors) and improvements to other forms of public transport the general picture is better. 
However, there is still a long way to go before the Town Centre could even be closed in part to 
vehicles on a regular basis. 
 
The WHS Management plan has supported the use of public transport and visitor movements 
have been assessed on the basis of the arrival points for these, as follows:  
 
DLR: Greenwich and Cutty Sark 
Overground rail: Greenwich and Maze Hill 
TFL: buses in Greenwich Town Centre 
River boat services: Greenwich Pier 
Coaches: Charlton Way, Park Row and setdown/pickup in Stockwell Street 
 
Limited car parks are to be found at Cutty Sark Gardens, Burney Street and Park Row. 
 
Movement about the Site for pedestrians and particularly for those with impaired mobility is 
difficult because of the steep natural terrain. A privately-operated shuttle coach linked Cutty 
Sark Gardens to the Royal Observatory for many years but is now suspended awaiting a new 
franchise.  The National Maritime Museum has established a road train that runs from the 
Museum to the Observatory, with potential to extend to Blackheath Gate and Ranger’s House. 
However, there is still a case for a system that links all of the main arrival points with the key 
attractions. This might be more than just a transport system and could include guidance with 
interactive facilities. 
 
The WHS Visitor Centre and the Tourist Information Centre in Pepys House will play a greater 
role in visitor management in the future. 
 
It is essential that the infrastructure for visitors works well at all levels.  On a basic level the 
arrival points need to be clean and welcoming. Signage needs to be clear and adequate without 
leading to clutter. More sophisticated visitor systems including guided walks need to be readily 
accessible. 
 
The establishment of the WHS Marketing Group and the WHS website have seen big strides 
taken to improve communications.  This work should help to achieve an improved offer on all 
fronts including retail and catering. 
 
2. 6. 2 Issues 
 
·  Visitor management needs to strike a balance between greater public use of the Site and the 

deleterious effects that greatly increased numbers can have. 
·  Entry points to Greenwich require a greater provision of orientation and information.  A 

closer marriage of the services of the present TIC and Visitor Centre, which currently share 
the ground floor of Pepys Building, is required.  Facilities need to be improved at northern 
and southern arrival points; i.e. Cutty Sark Gardens and Blackheath Gate, the two largest 
entry points.  Secondary interpretation needs to be at the DLR stations and the Greenwich 
and Maze Hill rail stations and the Pier. 

·  All arrival points need to be attractive and provide information and services as appropriate. 
Visitor arrival points need to be connected by appropriate transport systems. There are 
opportunities to introduce new attractions in doing this, for example the use of heritage 
trams. 
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·  The movement of visitors within the Site needs to be assessed, difficulties overcome and 
opportunities for new types of visitor experience pursued. 

·  Interpretation needs to place Greenwich in its historical and geographical context within  
the surrounding Boroughs, London and the UK as a whole. 

·  Information services need to be of conventional TIC-style for visitors and local residents. 
The TIC in Greenwich serves the wider Borough as well as providing a link to London and 
the UK tourist economy. 

·  Signage should include orientation panels placed at strategic points around the site.. 
·  Visitor routes could be more specific.  They could be assisted through the provision of 

walking maps and relay information on events, road/building works etc. 
·  Guided walking tours could be promoted more. 
·  Street guides (meeters and greeters) should be a permanent service as ambassadors for the 

Site at least during the spring and summer, and perhaps autumn. They would help to 
manage crowds at peak times.   

·  There is scope for a greatly enhanced visitor experience with the help of interactive IT. 
·  New attractions including the NMM Time and Space scheme at the ROG will add greatly 

to the visitor’s appreciation of the WHS. 
·  There is a lack of suitable visitor accommodation for some sectors. 
 
2. 6. 3 Objectives  
 
3, 13, 14, 15, 16 
 
2. 6. 4 Visitor Management and Interpretation Action Plan 
 
Project Funding Agencies WHS. 

Action 
Date 

Preparation of visitor 
management plan 

WHS Executive WHS Visitor 
Management Group 

Primary Role 2004 

Improvements to visitor 
arrival points (Pier,rail, 
Coach & Bus arrivals) 

To be agreed LBG, DLR, PLA,  
Network Rail, SE 
Trains,    Coach 
organizations 

Lobby 
agencies 

2005 

Improvements to pedestrian 
signage 

To be agreed LBG, GFORNC, RP, 
NMM 

Support 
agencies 

2005 

Establishing design guidance 
for public realm 

To be agreed LBG (extension of 
Townscape Design 
Guide) 

Support 
agencies 

2005 

Establish a WHS website Executive Group WHS Website Group 
(see also 
marketing/learning 

Support group, 
monitor and 
review 

2004 

Establishing intra-WHS 
transport 
1. Road Train 
2. Tram 

DLR, NMM, LBG DLR, LBG, NMM Support 
agencies 

1. 2004 
2. 2008 
 

Improvements to WHS 
Visitor Centre 

To be agreed GFORNC, LBG 
WHS Executive 

Support 
agencies 

2004 

Improvements to TIC 
services 

LBG LBG Support  2004 

Preparation of interpretation 
material 

WHS Executive WHS Visitor 
Management Group 

Support  2004 

Improved visitor guidance WHS Executive LBG visitor guides, 
NMM, GFORNC, 
RP 

Support  2004 
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See also 2. 4 Management of Greenwich Town Centre and 2. 7 Marketing 
  
 
2. 7 MARKETING 
 
2. 7. 1 Background  
 
A marketing strategy is needed for the following reasons: 
·  to ensure that the World Heritage Site remains a sustainable economic and cultural 

destination of international status 
·  to seek to add value to the marketing programmes already being undertaken by Greenwich 

agencies 
·  to establish promotion priorities in the chosen market segments 
·  to generate economies of scale for individual organizations through co-operative marketing 
·  to create and sustain a clear image and identity for Maritime Greenwich as a business and 

leisure destination 
·  to adopt a strategic, targeted approach to media planning and buying. 
 
 
2. 7. 2 Issues 
 
Key issues are: 
·  The need to: 
 - increase visitor numbers outside peak times of year and across the day and evening 
 - increase tourism employment 
 - increase overnight stay visitors 
 - increase visitor spend 
 - increase the number of accommodation bed spaces 
 - identify occupancy levels/utilization of visitor attractions 
 - establish management systems. 
·  The visitor product is predominately free with the notable exception of Cutty Sark. 
·  The market is predominately for day visitors (90%). 
·  There are capacity issues at peak times (during the day, across the Site and over the year). 
·  Visitor numbers are influenced by international events. 
·  The perception of Maritime Greenwich is of an isolated destination, not part of London. 
·  Accessibility is perceived as poor. 
·  Website information is limited. 
·  Accommodation for longer stays is limited. 
·  The range of attractions is perceived as limited. 
·  There is an opportunity for the World Heritage Site to serve meetings, incentives, 

conferences and events. 
·  The local student population has increased since 1999 to a community of 9000. 
·  The World Heritage Site is well-positioned to work with the LDA on the Mayor’s strategy 

for Tourism in London and help to implement the Tourism Action Plan. 
 
2. 7. 3 Objectives  
 
3, 13, 14, 15, 16 
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2. 7. 4 Marketing Action Plan 
 
Project Funding Agencies W.H.S. 

Action 
Date 

Preparation of marketing 
plan 

WHS Executive WHS Marketing 
Group 

Primary 
Function 

Annual 

Research: develop economic 
modelling for forecasting, 
benchmarking and mapping 

LBG, WHS 
Executive 

WHS Marketing 
Group 
WHS Learning 
Group 

Primary 
Function 

2004 

Market Segmentation: focus 
promotional activities on key 
target markets (consumers, 
domestic, overseas and 
London leisure, trade and 
MICE) 

WHS Executive,  WHS Marketing 
Group WHS 
Learning Group 

Primary 
Function 

Annual 

Create/grow new markets: 
extend the product to new 
audiences 

WHS Executive, 
LDA 

WHS Marketing 
Group WHS 
Learning Group 

Primary 
Function 

Annual 

Provide good quality 
information: communicate 
best messages accurately 
around the product 

WHS Executive, 
LBG,LDA 

WHS Marketing 
Group WHS 
Learning Group 

Support Annual 

Promote existing offer and 
new aspects of it, targeting 
resources effectively 

WHS Executive WHS Marketing 
Group WHS 
Learning Group 

Support Annual 

Achieving investment in new 
products/services by 
disseminating accurate 
economic modelling 
information to investors 

WHS Executive, 
LBG 

WHS Marketing 
Group 

Support Annual 

Develop range of 
accommodation:  

LBG, site owners 
accommodation 
providers 

WHS Marketing 
Group 

Support Annual 

Quality accommodation 
initiatives: develop fitness 
for purpose practices or 
similar 

LBG,LDA WHS Marketing 
Group 

Support Annual 

Trade associations: develop 
sector specific groups (e.g. 
coach operators) 

GTCTA, LBG WHS Executive 
Group 

Support Annual 

Involving business support 
systems to offer support 
schemes and advice 

LBG WHS Executive 
Group 

Support Annual 

 
See also 2. 4 Management of Greenwich Town Centre, 2. 6 Visitor Management and 
Interpretation, 2. 8 Learning. 
 
2. 7 LEARNING 
 
2. 7. 1 Background 
 
Maritime Greenwich has many stories to tell, stories of people’s lives, of innovative design, 
creative thinking and scientific discovery in an historical context. The Site demonstrates issues 
about sustainable development, how it works, how it is managed now and in the future. As an 
urban environment the Site is uniquely positioned to enable people to explore its interleaved  
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The World Heritage Site Visitor Map is produced through the Marketing Group which has 
successfully pursued its mission statement since 2002: “To promote Greenwich as a world-
class leisure and business destination to generate the highest level of income for 
stakeholders with the appropriate number of visitors to Maritime Greenwich.” 
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physical, thematic and chronological stories, the issues associated with maritime heritage and 
its position as a popular visitor destination. 
 
A Learning Strategy has been developed to provide a coherent approach by the agencies 
operating in the Site, including those responsible for the physical fabric and those with an 
educational perspective, to maximize the learning opportunities across the Site. Learning, both 
lifelong and formal, is currently high on the national agenda. While central government values 
wider educational achievement in its own right, it also sees education as the key to combating 
social exclusion, securing urban regeneration and sustaining the local economy. The first 
national museum education strategy is in development and the historic environment is a major 
resource. 
 
Locally, Maritime Greenwich faces the challenge of creating a balance between being a major 
visitor destination and a place to live, work and learn. The Borough has a social inclusion and 
justice strategy that targets crime, poverty and discrimination, aims to raise educational, health 
and living standards and improve access to services. The Borough is seeking to maximize the 
benefit to local people of being a cultural destination, to ensure that they are able to make the 
most of local employment opportunities. There is an emphasis on post-16 skills-based and 
vocational training to build expertise in this growth industry. 
 
The Maritime Greenwich World Heritage Site is thus well placed to connect to both the 
national and local agendas. 
 
2.7.1 Issues  
 

·  The Site offers learning opportunities that encourage users to learn from and care for it. 
·  The Site offers learning experiences that challenge and inspire and that develop skills or 

touch emotions as much as they involve knowledge gain. 
·  The Site offers extended learning ,allowing people to build and transfer knowledge and 

skills between the Site and other areas of learning. 
·  Interpretation of the Site can be undertaken at a range of levels. The range of 

information available includes historical, geographical and  ecological issues. 
·  There are many Greenwich agencies operating under educational objectives not just 

those within the World Heritage Site. 
·  The Site offers material for all ages and levels of learning. 
·  There is little evidence that the WHS is incorporated into existing curricula. 
·  There are opportunities for joint working and for special themes such as music and 

architecture. 
·  There are opportunities for outreach programmes involving the local community. 
·  Opportunities exist to target formal learning audiences at low visitor periods so as to 

spread the impact of Site users 
  

·  There is a demand for an indoor area for shared educational use for a range of activities. 
 
2. 8. 3 Objectives  
 
1, 3, 9, 13, 14, 15, 19 
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2. 8. 4 Learning Action Programme 
 
Project Funding Agencies W.H.S. 

Action 
Date 

To establish the education 
policies of the participating 
organizations to promote 
shared objectives 

 WHS Learning 
Group 

Primary 
Function 

2003 

To carry out an audit of 
existing programmes which 
individual organizations are 
already undertaking in the 
WHS  

 WHS Learning 
Group 

Primary 
Function 

2003 

To identify common 
educational themes and gaps 
where new WHS educational 
initiatives may be pursued 

  
WHS Learning 
Group? 

Primary 
Function 

2004 

To co-ordinate educational 
and interpretative provision in 
the WHS 

WHS Executive WHS Executive Primary 
Function 

2004 

To produce a Learning 
strategy 

 WHS Learning 
Group 

Primary 
Function 

2004 

To organize events and other 
partnership projects with 
existing and future partners 

WHS Executive WHS Learning 
Group 

Primary 
Function 

Annual 

To establish WHS educational 
programmes  

Existing programmes 
WHS Executive 

WHS Learning 
Group 

Primary 
Function 

Annual 
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The World Heritage Site offers great scope for learning at all levels and all ages.  Here the area 
outside the Royal Observatory has been used for an art display by local schools.  This exhibition was 
part of London Green Lifestyles Show and the artworks are views of the World Heritage Site made 
from waste materials.  The area adjacent forms part of the National Maritime Museum’s “Time and 
Space” project due to provide an exciting new visitor attraction in 2007. 
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B 3. BACKGROUND TO INSCRIPTION  
 
Note: the following sections (renumbered) substantially repeat Parts 1 and 2 of the first edition 
of the Maritime Greenwich WHS Management Plan of October 1999, including amendment 
where appropriate as to matters of factual or editorial amendment, and update in relation to 
passage of time. 
 
Part 3 of the Management Plan is concerned with describing the World Heritage Site in a 
number of respects.  Firstly, its geographical location is established so that it may be seen in a 
national and international context.  Secondly, pertinent cultural information is set out, so that 
its position within the development of archaeological, historical, architectural and scientific 
knowledge can be understood.  A short description of environmental matters follows with land 
use, ownership and economic interests affecting the World Heritage Site. 
 
3. 1 LOCATION INFORMATION  
 
Country   
 
England, within the United Kingdom. 
 
City    
 
London (London Borough of Greenwich). 
 
Name of World Heritage Site   
 
Maritime Greenwich  
 
Geographical Coordinates  
 
Greenwich Park  TQ 3977 
Royal Naval College  TQ 385778 
National Maritime Museum TQ 386776 
Greenwich town centre TQ 383777 
 
 3. 1. 1 Boundaries    
 
The World Heritage Site encompasses the Old Royal Naval College, the National Maritime 
Museum, the Royal Park and Greenwich town centre bordered by the eastern and southern 
boundaries of Greenwich Park, including Vanbrugh Castle; General Wolfe Road to the Manor 
House; the western boundary of the Manor House; the boundaries of properties on the west 
side of Crooms Hill to 6 Crooms Hill; Stockwell Street; Roan Street to the western boundary of 
St Alfege Churchyard; the southern boundary of St Alfege Churchyard to include 6 to 11 St 
Alfege passage; the boundaries of the properties on the west side of Greenwich Church Street; 
the western boundary of Cutty Sark Gardens; the High Water Mark on the Thames foreshore to 
the eastern boundary of the Trafalgar Tavern public house; the boundary of the properties on 
the eastern side of Park Row to Old Woolwich Road; Park Row to the bridge over the railway; 
the boundaries of the properties on the eastern side of Park Row; the boundaries of the 
properties on the northern side of Park Vista (see Map A, Appendix A). 
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The boundary has been carefully drawn to concentrate on the core of Maritime Greenwich, 
which alone is considered to meet the criteria for being of outstanding universal value.  Much 
of the surrounding area is also of significant architectural and historical importance and is 
protected from development by its status as a conservation area or public open space.  There 
have been some suggestions that the immediately surrounding areas, or parts of them, should 
also be included in the World Heritage Site.  It is considered, however, that it should 
encompass only the immediate environment of the town, Park and Palace complex, with the 
surrounding areas comprising the buffer zone. 
 
3. 1. 2  Buffer Zones 
 
The setting of the World Heritage Site is defined by buffer zones around its periphery. The 
current buffer zones are the public park to the north of the World Heritage Site, known as 
Island Gardens, from where the classic view of the World Heritage Site, epitomised by 
Canaletto in the 18th century, can still be seen; the conservation areas to the west and east of 
the World Heritage Site incorporating the wider 18th and 19th century development of 
Greenwich; and the public open space of Blackheath, the ancient common land which provides 
an open setting to the south of the World Heritage Site (see Map A, Appendix A).  
 
The opportunity has been taken to redefine the Buffer Zone boundaries. This follows the 
preparation of the Blackheath study which put forward the inclusion of the open areas around 
the edge of Blackheath, defining the Buffer Zone by building frontages. The TfL power station 
and jetty are included as important buildings with a prominent role and a significant location in 
respect of the inscribed area. Also included is that part of St Alfege churchyard previously 
excluded so that the whole of the church curtilege is now within the Buffer Zone. The 
churchyard has been linked to the redevelopment of the site between Bardsley Lane and Creek 
Road and this site is also included as new buildings here would have a significant affect on the 
World Heritage Site. 
 
3. 1. 3 Maps 
 
A Map of the World Heritage Site is included as Appendix A 
 
3. 2 CULTURAL INFORMATION  
 
3. 2. 1 Archaeology 
 
3. 2. 2 The name Greenwich is Anglo-Saxon meaning ‘green port’ or ‘trading place’.  The 
‘wich’ ending is extremely significant in South-East England, only Greenwich and Woolwich 
on the Thames have these endings, indicating areas where dry soils (gravel at Greenwich, sand 
at Woolwich) meet the river.  The ending is also found in two former Kentish ports, Sandwich 
and Fordwich.  Human settlement here long predates this name, however.  
 
3. 2. 3 The historic development of Maritime Greenwich has created an archaeological and cultural 
heritage notable for its diversity, which includes the following characteristics:   
 
• Many prehistoric artefacts, including Mesolithic and Neolithic stone tools  and Bronze Age 
metalwork, have been found in the Thames at Greenwich. These may represent acts of deliberate 
deposition, indicating ritual perceptions of the river 
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• Prehistoric and early Anglo-Saxon burials occupy the escarpment overlooking the Thames, 
exploiting the distinctive local topography to create a visual memorial to early communities 
 
• a small Romano-British building, dating from the 1st-4th centuries AD, surmounts the 
escarpment, and appears to be a shrine sited at the head of a small combe, north of a Roman road 
crossing Shooters Hill. Archaeological work since 1999 has suggested this may have been be 
connected with a Roman military encampment 
 
• the Benedictines of St Peter's and St Paul's of Ghent pursued monastic orders at Greenwich from 
c. 918 until 1414, establishing an alien priory on land which had previously been royal riverside 
estate  
 
• The martyrdom of St Alfege, Archbishop of Canterbury by Viking forces encamped at Greenwich 
in 1012, is commemorated in the foundation of the medieval parish church which carries his name 
 
• a position at the entrance to the historic port of London ensured maritime trade was a prominent 
aspect of the local secular economy throughout the medieval and post-medieval period. During this 
period ships from Greenwich contributed to naval fleets periodically organized by the Crown. The 
Doomsday entry refers to a port, and remains of Saxo-Norman and later village settlement might 
include dock facilities and wharfage in the area east of the alien priory, perhaps in the vicinity of 
Billingsgate. Further 11th-century records suggest Greenwich held a riverside market, trading in 
both local and overseas products. An early medieval date for the village is also suggested by the 
pre-1830 plan form, shown in maps of the town which pre-date Joseph Kay’s remodelling. Limited 
survival of early street alignments is probably restricted to Crooms Hill and Greenwich Church 
Street  
 
 • the area of foreshore in front of the Old Royal Naval College has surviving archaeological 
features of two baseplates with twelve associated posts.  These have been interpreted as a jetty 
structure of Tudor date.  There are also up to one hundred other posts associated with the use of the 
foreshore and river.  Dates for these are as yet uncertain but they are clearly associated with the 
various building phases of the site 
   
• in 1427 Humphrey, Duke of Gloucester built a substantial riverside manor house on the site of the 
alien priory. The estate passed to the Crown in 1447, becoming a favoured royal palace, known as 
Placentia – ‘the pleasant place’ - remains of which survive from the waterfront, under the Old 
Royal Naval College, and south of the Queen’s House.  About 1500 Henry VII re-built the manor 
house, creating a far more substantial palace, which was subject to further extensive alterations and 
additions under Henry VIII, including the construction of a Royal Armoury 
 
• Greenwich Park was enclosed by Humphrey in 1433 and a crenellated watch tower constructed 
on the escapement. It is possible that remains of this tower may survive beneath the Royal 
Observatory buildings.  The Park, originally intended as a deer park, was walled by James I in 
1619, confirming the tripartite division of Greenwich into a closely grouped arrangement of  
Palace, Park and village   
 
• the fact that the Park was set aside, initially for royal use and subsequently for public, means that 
it has escaped the process of urbanization and agricultural intensification which has destroyed or 
concealed archaeology elsewhere.  Elements of the complex history of the area, including 
successive boundary and garden features, are preserved both on and beneath the ground surface 
producing a landscape of enormous archaeological value.  Greenwich Park has some outstanding 
archaeological monuments and preserves elements of all phases in the area’s history including the 
site of a Roman temple, the cemetery of Anglo-Saxons, and patterns of mediaeval land use, the 
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gardens of Charles II, and earthworks and air-raid shelters relating to the Second World War A 
system of tunnels and conduits, designed to bring water from Blackheath to the buildings of the 
Royal Hospital for Seamen, provides an interesting dimension to the underground landscape 
 
• the Observant Friars, also known as the Greyfriars, established an order on land adjoining the 
Royal Palace, through a grant confirmed by Henry VII in 1485. The friar’s church was used for 
royal baptisms and marriages until their expulsion in 1559 
 
• a number of substantial buildings were constructed for aristocratic residents attending the Court, 
especially following the expansion of the Royal Palace by Henry VIII. These properties, which 
included Swanne House, Copt Hall and Compton House, were demolished to make way for the 
19th-century planned town or during industrial riverside development east of the Royal Palace 
   
3. 2. 4 Royal, maritime and scientific associations 
 
3. 2. 5 Greenwich has had long and close associations with royalty.  In the 10th century it was 
owned by King Edgar who granted the manor to the Abbey of Ghent in 964.  In the 15th 
century, it passed to Duke Humphrey, the uncle of Henry VI, and it was first developed as a 
royal residence when Henry and Margaret of Anjou built the Palace of Placentia here, 
subsequently redeveloped by Henry VII as the Palace of Greenwich.  Henry VIII was born at 
Placentia, Mary I and Elizabeth I in Henry VII’s palace, and it was there that Henry VIII 
signed Anne Boleyn’s death warrant and his daughter, Elizabeth I, signed that of Mary, Queen 
of Scots. 
 
3. 2. 6 James I of England and VI of Scotland settled the Palace on his wife, Anne of Denmark, 
who in 1616 commissioned the Queen’s House - arguably Britain’s first true Renaissance 
building - from Inigo Jones, confirming Greenwich’s status as a favoured residence.  While 
neighbouring Woolwich and Deptford were developing as industrial centres, Greenwich itself 
became more aristocratic, as a number of courtiers built houses there. 
 
3. 2. 7 During the Interregnum, Parliament used the Tudor palace as a biscuit factory, and kept 
Dutch prisoners here in 1652–53.  By the time of the Restoration (1660) it was in a sorry state.  
Charles II commissioned Le Nôtre to lay out the Park with formal planting, and commissioned 
a new palace from John Webb.  Part of the Tudor palace was demolished to make way for one 
wing of the new palace, begun in 1664.   
 
3. 2. 8 The accession of William and Mary in 1689 brought further momentous change to 
Greenwich.  William’s asthmatic constitution did not allow him to reside here and Greenwich’s 
days as a royal residence ended.  In 1692, Queen Mary ordered that Charles II’s work should 
be continued as a hospital for retired seamen.  Christopher Wren devised the master plan for 
the site and was assisted by Nicholas Hawksmoor.  Subsequent architects during the long 
building period include Colen Campbell, Thomas Ripley, James ‘Athenian’ Stuart and John 
Yenn.  In 1806 the Queen’s House became a school for the children of seamen, with the 
addition of long colonnades and wings (added 1807- c.1811) by Daniel Asher Alexander, the 
basis of the present National Maritime Museum buildings. 
 
3. 2. 9 Greenwich had also been developing in another direction, claiming a major position in 
the history of science as well as in royal, naval and architectural history.  In the 17th century 
the role of astronomy in navigation was being developed.  In 1675 Wren and Robert Hooke 
designed the picturesque turreted Royal Observatory on the bluff overlooking the old palace 
for John Flamsteed, the first Astronomer Royal.  It was here that the pre-eminence of 
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Greenwich in maritime and scientific traditions became established, culminating in 1884 with 
the adoption of the Greenwich Meridian and Greenwich Mean Time as the world standards for 
the measurement of space and time. 
 
3. 2.10 Throughout the 18th century, villas were built by aristocrats and merchants in 
Greenwich, a number of which survive.  Ranger’s House is the most important but Vanbrugh 
Castle is the most unusual.  With the departure of the court and the rise of the dockyard-related 
industries, Greenwich lost its status as a fashionable suburb.  The town remained prosperous 
however, favoured as a residential area by sea-captains, naval officers, and merchants.  Until 
the 17th century, the little town had comprised timber-framed houses.  From the Restoration 
onwards these were gradually re-fronted or replaced by two- and three-storey brick terraced 
houses, like those on Crooms Hill.  In the 1830s, Joseph Kay’s building of the market-place 
and the grand stuccoed terraces around it replaced several of the narrow alleys of the old 
medieval village. 
 
3. 2. 11 Architectural History 
 
3. 2.12 Maritime Greenwich has an outstanding heritage of historic buildings, monuments and 
public spaces of international importance.  Within the town are set-pieces by some of Europe’s 
most gifted architects: Inigo Jones’s Queen’s House, one of the first Palladian buildings in 
England; the spectacular Royal Naval Hospital by Sir Christopher Wren, John Webb and 
Nicholas Hawksmoor, a remarkable baroque composition of immense architectural 
significance; and the Church of St Alfege, by Nicholas Hawksmoor and completed by John 
James.  Beyond, Greenwich Park comprises the leading expression of English baroque 
landscape planning in the capital, crowned by the old Royal Observatory, a symbol of Britain’s 
scientific and maritime pre-eminence, later given very tangible form with the universal 
adoption of the Greenwich Meridian in 1884. 
 
3. 2. 13 Alongside this unparalleled complex of buildings and spaces the town centre as a 
whole represents an evocative survival of Georgian and Victorian London.  Eighteenth-century 
sea-captains’ houses bear witness to Britain's internationally important maritime tradition, 
reinforced by the presence of the Cutty Sark.  One of the finest surviving sailing ships in the 
world, her spars and rigging are visible over the town centre as a potent reminder of the naval 
and maritime character of the entire area, and the long association between Greenwich, the 
River Thames and the sea. 
 
3. 2.14 Today, Maritime Greenwich stands as a visible survival of this rich and complex 
history, demonstrating in built and landscape form a key element of Britain's contribution to 
the cultural, architectural and scientific development of Europe over five centuries. 
 
3. 3 ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION  
 
3. 3. 1 Geology and topography 
 
3.3.2  Maritime Greenwich is located close to the south bank of the River Thames, 
approximately six miles south-east of central London. The underlying geology consists of  
river terrace deposits, primarily sands and gravels.  The highest points of the World Heritage 
Site lie on a level plateau of coarse pebbles and sands, which stretches south to Blackheath.  
The northern edge of this shelf or terrace is marked by a steep unstable escarpment, which 
drops some 30 metres, or nearly 100 feet, across an outcrop of sands and loams interlaced with 
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seams of clay.  The seeping of water through the permeable Blackheath beds produced springs 
at the junction with the clay and led to the appearance over time of distinctive valleys.  The 
foot of the slope covers a narrow outcrop of Thanet sands, which are mostly masked by sand 
and gravel Ice-Age deposits.  
 
3. 3. 3 Ecology and wildlife 
 
3. 3. 4 At the time of the Park’s enclosure (1433) the underlying sands, gravels and pebble beds 
of the river terraces were covered by a rough heath, pasture and furze.  Despite centuries of use 
as a public park fragments of the original acid grassland, a habitat rare in London, can still be 
found and cover the whole swathe of undulating land on the plateau on the western side of the 
Park.  On the steeper slopes the fine grasses have been allowed to grow and flower and provide 
cover for wildlife as well as a welcome contrast to the more intensively maintained lawns.  
These ‘rougher’ areas also give a clue to the Park’s former character as open heath land and 
mediaeval Hunting Park.  
 
3. 3. 5 the landscape of mediaeval hunting park was transformed during the 17th century by the 
implementation of the ‘Grand Plan’ to create a formal designed landscape including tree- lined 
avenues and walks.  A large number of impressive veteran oak and sweet chestnut trees remain 
from this period and are more than 400 years old.  The trees are a magnificent sight with their 
huge girth and twisted, gnarled bark.  The Park has been recognized as supporting a large 
population of stag beetle, whose presence has been attributed to these ancient trees.  It is likely 
that the trees support an important range of flora and fauna. 
  
3. 3. 6 In the south-east corner of the Park is the ‘Wilderness’, or deer park, where red deer and 
fallow deer graze in an enclosure with semi-improved acid grassland and scattered mature 
parkland trees. (Deer were introduced to the Park by Henry VIII in 1515, and ran free there 
until the 1920s). A number of woodland sanctuaries surround the deer enclosure and consist of 
patches of woodland fenced off from deer and public.  These contain a mix of native and 
ornamental species and a dense shrub under storey.  The woodlands are a haven for wildlife 
and support a diverse range of woodland birds including, among others, nuthatch, tree creeper, 
goldfinches and greenfinch, tawny owl, green woodpecker, great spotted woodpecker and 
lesser-spotted woodpecker.  A large population of foxes have found a refuge in the area and 
badgers have been sighted.   
  
3. 3. 7 An old orchard lies in a thin strip of land concealed behind brick walls at the north-east 
end of the Park.  Apart from a very old mulberry tree, a line of young apple trees, a number of 
rose bushes, bramble and rough grass, the orchard is dominated by horse chestnuts and 
sycamores.  The seclusion of the area, combined with an abundance of fruit and seeds, has 
created a haven for birds and a family of foxes.  
 
3. 3. 8 The reservoir within the Park, owned by Thames Water, has developed a plant 
community of unique richness within Maritime Greenwich. The site is about 0.75 hectares with 
a grass-covered dome surrounded by numerous trees and shrubs. Public access is banned.  
Combined with its particular structure, soil, climate and a greatly reduced mowing regime, the 
natural world has been allowed to flourish undisturbed for about 150 years.  A survey in 
August 1994 revealed thirty species of herbs and grasses, some four or five times greater than 
on comparable sites elsewhere in the Park, which could attract a greater variety of invertebrates 
than other parts of the Park. 
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3. 3. 9 A management plan being prepared for Greenwich Park by the Royal Parks Agency is 
identifying opportunities to conserve and enhance biodiversity within the Park.  The plan will 
also establish the Park’s role within forthcoming biodiversity strategies being prepared for 
London and the Borough of Greenwich. 
 
3. 3.10 The Park as a whole is a Site of Metropolitan Importance for Nature Conservation.  
Such sites contain the best examples of London’s habitats, sites which contain rare species, 
rare assemblages of species, or are of particular significance within large areas of otherwise 
heavily built up London.  
 
3. 3. 11 The River Thames and its foreshore is also a Site of Metropolitan Importance for 
Nature Conservation.  The foreshore is very important for feeding waders and proposals which 
encroach on this area require careful consideration.  Although opening up of the riverside for 
public access is to be generally welcomed, this can lead to disturbance to birds unless some 
screening is retained and there may be opportunities to create new or enhanced habitat during 
works to the river walls and adjoining land.     
 
3. 4 INTERESTS 
 
3. 4. 1 Land uses 
 
3. 4. 2 All of the buildings within the World Heritage Site are in use, or are under active 
consideration for re-use.  All are visible from the street.  Many are also accessible to the public 
because of the special interest of their interiors (such as museums), or their use (such as 
churches).  Those buildings specifically open to the public are identified in the building 
inventory (Appendix B). 
 
3. 4. 3 Ownerships 
 
3. 4. 4 There are over 100 private and public owners but with the great majority of public 
monuments and the Royal Park owned directly by the Crown.  In the case of the Royal Naval 
College, the freehold is owned on behalf of the Crown by the Greenwich Hospital; the Hospital 
also owns a considerable number of town centre properties. The National Maritime Museum, 
encompassing the Queen’s House and Royal Observatory, and the Royal Parks Agency are 
significant land holdings. There are numerous individual property ownerships.   
 
3.4.5 Legal and administrative arrangements  
 
3. 4. 6 The World Heritage Site is located wholly within conservation areas where protection is 
exercised by the London Borough of Greenwich and monitored by English Heritage.  All of the 
public monuments and the majority of the town centre and residential properties are also 
included on the List of Buildings of Special Architectural or Historic Interest compiled by the 
Secretary of State, which affords them additional protection in respect of alterations to interiors 
and exteriors and demolition.  These controls are exercised by the London Borough of 
Greenwich, English Heritage and the Government.  The Royal Park is registered by English 
Heritage at grade I, and its management is overseen by Royal Parks on behalf of the 
Government.  The many outstanding archaeological remains within the World Heritage Site are 
to be scheduled as Ancient Monuments and protected from removal or alterations by controls 
exercised by the Government advised by English Heritage.  The view from the Park over the 
World Heritage Site to St Paul’s Cathedral is protected as a Strategic View designated in the 
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Government’s RPG 3A: Strategic Planning Guidance for London. The draft London Plan 
prepared by the Greater London Authority includes managed panoramas from Wolfe Statue to 
Canary Wharf as from Blackheath. The townscape view from Island Gardens to the Old Royal 
Naval College is also protected.  
 
3. 4. 7 Conservation area designation is the main instrument available to local planning 
authorities to give effect to conservation policies for a particular area.  Designation introduces 
a general control over the demolition of unlisted buildings and provides the basis for policies 
designed to preserve or enhance all the aspects of character or appearance that define an area's 
special interest.  Government planning guidance in PPG 15 Planning and the Historic 
Environment stresses that the importance of a World Heritage Site and its setting are key 
material considerations to be taken into account by local planning authorities when they 
determine planning applications. 
 
3. 4. 8 The responsible administration of the World Heritage Site is a function of a number of 
statutory bodies and agencies: Government - the Department for Culture, Media and Sport  and 
the Department for the Environment, Transport and the Regions; English Heritage; Royal 
Parks;  the London Borough of Greenwich; the Greenwich Hospital; the Greenwich 
Foundation for the Old Royal Naval College; and the National Maritime Museum. 
 
3. 4. 9 The Government has a duty to identify those buildings or archaeological remains which 
merit listing or scheduling because of their special architectural or historic interest; and has 
direct responsibility for the care and maintenance of the Old Royal Naval College. Many of the 
buildings forming the ORNC are listed grade 1 as is Cutty Sark. 
 
3. 4.10 English Heritage gives advice to, and monitors the effectiveness of, the London 
Borough of Greenwich in its exercise of conservation area and listed building controls. It 
advises Government in its exercise of powers to control alterations to Scheduled Ancient 
Monuments; monitors the implementation of PPG 16: Planning and Archaeology, and has 
direct responsibility for the management of Ranger’s House and its presentation to the public. 
 
3. 4. 11 The Greater London Authority is the strategic authority with the responsibility for 
preparing the Spatial Development Strategy for London as part of the London Plan. The 
London Plan refers to the need to prepare management plans for World Heritage Sites to 
protect their historical significance and safeguard, and where appropriate, enhance their 
settings.  
 
3. 4. 12 Royal Parks has responsibility for the management and care of Greenwich Park.   
 
3. 4. 13 The London Borough of Greenwich, in addition to its powers to control changes to 
buildings within the World Heritage Site, has responsibility for local planning, transport and 
highway matters, housing and education, and economic and tourism development.   
 
3. 4. 14 The Greenwich Partnership, which is the Local Strategic Partnership, brings together 
community, business, local and central Government interests to spearhead economic, social 
and environmental programmes to stimulate the revitalization of the area.   
 
3. 4.15 The Greenwich Hospital is a Crown Charity established in 1694.  The Hospital owns, 
on behalf of the Crown, the freeholds for the Old Royal Naval College, the Dreadnought 
Seamen’s Hospital, the former Devonport Nurses Home (now a student residence and 
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conference hotel) and many properties in the town. The responsibility for management of the 
Old Royal Naval College had been transferred on long lease to the Greenwich Foundation. 
 
3. 4. 16   Economic interests 
 
3. 4. 17 The historic sites of Maritime Greenwich including the Old Royal Naval College, the 
Cutty Sark, the National Maritime Museum (including the Queen’s House and Royal 
Observatory) and Greenwich Park, as well as the vibrant market in the town centre, together 
help to bring some seven million visitors to the Site annually.  
 
3. 4.18 The National Maritime Museum complex, including the Queen’s House and  
Observatory, is a major visitor attraction in its own right but there are a number of other 
attractions (the Cutty Sark, Fan Museum and Ranger’s House included) which support a large 
tourism economy.   
 
3. 4. 19 The town centre is a dynamic and thriving shopping centre for the local residential 
population and provides economic opportunities for shopkeepers and traders. There are also a 
number of successful weekend markets, which are popular with visitors, and numerous 
specialist craft and antique shops.  Much of the town centre property is owned by the 
Greenwich Hospital, which ties it in economically with the major historic sites. A significant 
stimulus to the local economy is the annual Greenwich and Docklands International Festival. 
This brings large numbers of people to the local entertainment and cultural sites, which include 
pubs, bars, restaurants, a cinema, theatres and art galleries. There are other events including 
London Open House, Car-Free Day and the London Marathon, which have emerged as special 
occasions throughout the year. 
 
B 4. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE 
 WORLD HERITAGE SITE  
 
This Part of the Management Plan sets out the significance of the World Heritage Site. In 
particular it assesses the cultural assets that make Maritime Greenwich such a unique and 
outstanding part of the national heritage. 
 
 
4. 1 CONSERVATION STATUS OF THE WORLD HERITAGE SITE  
 
4. 1. 1 Historic Status 
 
4. 1. 2 The very special quality and value of the buildings and spaces which make up Maritime 
Greenwich have long been recognized, and this has certainly contributed to their good state of 
preservation today.  The major public buildings and the Park were developed for and have 
remained in the ownership of the Crown through the agency of the Greenwich Hospital and 
Greenwich Foundation for the Old Royal Naval College, the National Maritime Museum and 
the Royal Parks Agency, who continue to maintain them in good order.  The enactment of 
Listed Buildings and Conservation Area legislation since 1967 has ensured that all proposals to 
demolish, alter and extend historic buildings, as well as proposals for new buildings within 
Maritime Greenwich are publicly advertised and subject to rigorous scrutiny by the local 
planning authority, English Heritage, and if necessary the Secretary of State for the 
Environment, Transport and the Regions.  
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The whole of the World Heritage Site is therefore protected from damaging developments by 
policies within the local development plan (UDP) as well as by national legislation.  
 
4.1.3 Responsible agents 
 
4. 1. 4 The principal local agency with responsibility for controlling change is the London 
Borough of Greenwich.  In addition to its duties and responsibilities in relation to the buildings 
themselves, the Council is committed to seeking improvements to the historic environment of 
Maritime Greenwich wherever possible.  Traffic is recognized as the single greatest problem 
affecting the town and as a result the London Borough of Greenwich has secured a heavy 
goods vehicle ban to limit the number of lorry journeys through Maritime Greenwich.  English 
Heritage supports and monitors the London Borough of Greenwich in the exercise of its 
powers in relation to historic buildings and conservation areas, as well as providing advice to 
the Secretaries of State at the Departments for Culture, Media and Sport and Environment, 
Transport and the Regions.  The Royal Parks has responsibility for all matters in connection 
with Greenwich Park.  The Greenwich Hospital, a royal charity, is the owner of the Old Royal 
Naval College, the former Dreadnought Seamen’s Hospital and former Devonport Nurses’ 
Home (both now directly leased to the University of Greenwich and the latter in part managed 
by a private partner).  The Greenwich Foundation has management responsibility for the Old 
Royal Naval College. The National Maritime Museum holds the Royal Observatory and the 
Queen’s House, as well as the Museum itself, ultimately on behalf of the Crown though 
Greenwich Hospital has a reversionary right to the Queen’s House and related estate should 
they cease to be used by the Museum. 
 
 
4. 1. 5 Measures for Preservation and Enhancement 
 
4.1.6 Preservation and enhancement is secured not only by national legislation and local 
development plans but also by specific conservation and management plans for the elements of 
the heritage which make up Maritime Greenwich.  The relevant legislation and development 
plans are: 
 
• Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990  
 
• Historic Buildings and Ancient Monuments Act 1953 
 
• Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended by the National 

Heritage Act 1983) 
 
• The London Borough of Greenwich Unitary Development Plan Second Deposit Draft 

2004 2006 
 
• The Greater London Authority London Plan 2004 
 
4. 1. 7 Resources for conservation of the World Heritage Site 
 
4. 1. 8 It is helpful to consider the issue of resources on both a capital and revenue basis. The 
first five years of Inscription has seen a capital investment of at least £100 million in the Site 
from the public and private sectors. This is described in more detail in part 6.The result of this 
capital has been to secure the future of the Old Royal Naval College and the National Maritime 
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Museum in association with the Maritime Greenwich University Campus. The Docklands 
Light Railway station at Cutty Sark and its associated development has invested in the 
transport links vital to sustain the role of the area in the future. There is, however, still a need 
for capital investment in some of the building fabric including Cutty Sark, the open spaces 
around the Site which play an important part in the setting of the buildings and visitor 
orientation. Development sites including Stockwell Street remain undeveloped. Following an 
initial redesign of Cutty Sark Gardens a further phase envisages the investment in some new 
activities in this area. 
 
4 .1. 9 The future use of the buildings and spaces is the key to their enduring conservation. The 
establishment of the Maritime Greenwich Campus, which contains the University of 
Greenwich , Trinity College of Music and Greenwich Community College have provided a 
secure base and bring income streams to provide resources for maintenance and future repair.  
GFORNC has direct responsibility for parts of the Courts, in particular the Painted Hall and the 
Chapel, and the Admiral’s House in King Charles. It also partly occupies and leases out parts 
of the Pepys Building. 
 
4 .1. 10 The National Maritime Museum was established in 1934 and opened in 1937. The 
scope and operation of the NMM has expanded over its life .The core of the Museum in the 
World Heritage Site consists of the former Royal Hospital School buildings, which include the 
Queen’s House. The NMM also holds and manages the buildings forming the Royal 
Observatory, Greenwich. Considerable capital investment was secured to form Neptune Court 
in 1999, essentially reconstructing the core of the Museum galleries. The NMM is in the 
process of raising funds for the Time and Space redevelopment at the ROG. This scheme will 
complete the restoration and redevelopment of the historic buildings on the site and also 
provide a major new visitor attraction for Maritime Greenwich. The Museum receives grant-in-
aid from central government. Admission to the main Museum was made free (again) in 2001 
although special exhibitions are charged for. Visitor numbers increased to reach the one 
million mark in 2003 and around 1.5 million in 2004. 
 
4. 1. 11 Greenwich Park is managed by the Royal Parks and receives grant-in-aid for any 
capital schemes as well as maintenance and repair. Unlike the other main agencies in the 
World Heritage Site the Park does not benefit directly from increased visitor numbers. Indeed 
more visitors means more wear and tear. It is therefore essential that the World Heritage Site 
partners are mutually supportive to help the Site work as a whole. The Royal Parks wishes to 
undertake a number of capital projects in the future including the restoration of the tree- 
planting framework. 
 
4. 1. 12 Cutty Sark is managed by the Cutty Sark Trust, which has adopted plans to undertake 
urgently needed conservation and interpretation work. A substantial capital sum is needed and 
help is being sought from appropriate funding sources. Once the ship has been made into a 
more successful visitor attraction it is envisaged that the revenue generated by greater visitor 
numbers will match the subsequent (and decreased) costs of maintenance in future. 
 
4. 1. 13 The Town Centre is the most complex of the main components of the World Heritage 
Site. Much of the land and buildings are in the ownership of Greenwich Hospital, which leases 
shops to private concerns. Although Greenwich Town Centre is special in many ways it needs 
trade to sustain it like any other centre. The survival and continued maintenance of the historic 
fabric depends on visitors as well as shoppers and seeking visitors from new areas. While 
much of the Town Centre fabric is in good repair there are cases where capital investment is 
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due. It is, however, most important to establish a situation where continual periodic simple 
maintenance is undertaken. This can only be assured where the overall economic health of the 
Centre is satisfactory. 
 
4. 1. 14 Bomb damage in the Second World War created areas of derelict land. The decline of 
the Port of London and the consequent lack of waterfront activity left Greenwich with 
development sites along the river. Within the World Heritage Site, Stockwell Street stands as 
the biggest candidate for development. This area has been the subject of a Local Authority 
planning brief and an urban design study. The proposed scheme for commercial uses and 
housing depends on substantial capital investment but should add significantly to the retail 
offer of the Town Centre once built. Cutty Sark Gardens offers an opportunity for limited 
development, which would bring life to the waterfront, improve user facilities and provide a 
better setting for the historic ship. Such a scheme would again be dependent on securing 
sufficient capital funding to establish a sustainable future underpinned by an adequate revenue 
stream. This would in turn support the marketing and maintenance of Cutty Sark. 
 
4. 1. 15 The public realm, including streetscape and public open spaces, is managed by the 
London Borough of Greenwich. Considerable improvements have been made to lighting and 
paving representing a substantial capital investment. The increased use of the public realm by 
more visitors and the student population has resulted in greater pressures for cleansing and 
maintenance. The ‘Cleansweep, initiative that has been started by the Borough is an integrated 
approach to street maintenance which augers well for the future. This expenditure may be 
augmented by the adoption of Greenwich Town Centre as a Business Improvement District. 
 
4. 1. 16 The World Heritage Site is indebted to the Heritage Lottery Fund for substantial grant 
assistance towards the repair of the ORNC buildings. English Heritage has also provided 
funding for a range of repair works to both privately owned buildings and the public realm. 
Further help will be sought from these organizations for the implementation of the programmes 
for action. It is important in future bids for grant assistance that schemes are presented in their 
World Heritage Site context. The Single Regeneration Budget programme administered by the 
former Greenwich Development Agency proved to be of considerable assistance in 
regenerating the local area including the World Heritage Site. This programme is now 
completed. The WHS is within a ‘Zone of Change’ in the Thames Gateway area and further 
assistance will be sought where needed from the London Development Agency . 
 
4. 1. 17 The public and private organizations and institutions, large and small that make up the 
users of the World Heritage Site have their own individual funding arrangements. These 
arrangements often include expenditure on issues that are directly related to the aims and 
objectives of the World Heritage Site Management Plan. There are economies of scale where, 
for example in the case of marketing, it is beneficial to share expenditure. It has been possible 
to build up a programme of joint working, undertaken through the WHS framework. Such 
shared working avoids the need for special central funding but it can only be achieved through 
established accountability. The WHS Marketing Group has been very successful in adopting 
(and adapting) this use of existing budgets to run a £150,000 per annum programme. As well 
as its financial advantages, such partnership working does much to reinforce the shared vision 
for the WHS and keeps to the forefront the established aims and objectives. 
 
4.  1. 18 The World Heritage Site contains a number of individual houses in private ownership. 
The overall rise in property values in the last few years has assisted the investment in these 
houses. Indeed their location in a WHS has no doubt helped maximise their value and secured 
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their status as sound investments. There is no reason to doubt the continued stability of this 
situation. 
 
4.2 EVALUATION OF THE WORLD HERITAGE SITE 
 
4. 2. 1 Maritime Greenwich has an integrity and coherence derived from its historical 
development as a centre for royal, maritime, architectural and scientific progress and 
innovation.  This unique combination of factors is reflected in the World Heritage Site’s 
character and appearance today.   
 
4. 2. 2 Assessment of the values of the cultural assets 
 
4. 2. 3 The Old Royal Naval College  
 
4. 2. 4 Naval combat in the age of sail led to ghastly carnage.  Chelsea Hospital had been 
established by Charles II in 1682 to house wounded ex-soldiers, inspired by Louis XIV’s 
institution of Les Invalides in Paris in 1670.  Queen Mary, moved to pity by the plight of the 
wounded after the battle of La Hogue in 1692, resolved to found a similar hospital for sailors.  
This was duly established in 1694.  The result, essentially completed in 1751, has been 
described as ‘probably the most distinguished group of buildings in England’. 
 
4. 2. 5 The site chosen was that of the Tudor Palace of Greenwich.  John Webb (1611–72) had 
commenced work on a new palace for the newly restored Charles II, and a single block, King 
Charles’s , was built before funds were diverted to other palace projects.  Sir Christopher Wren 
(1632 –1723) was commissioned to prepare plans for the Hospital and in 1699 produced the 
scheme to be built over the next thirty years.   
 
4. 2. 6 Webb’s 1660s block set the tone for Wren’s scheme.  Its monumental Portland stone 
facade dominated by the giant order is echoed across the Grand Square, which is crowned by 
the two massive domes which frame the Queen’s House and announce the two principal rooms 
of the Hospital:  the Painted Hall in the King William Court to the west, and the Chapel in the 
Queen Mary Court to the east.  Nicholas Hawksmoor designed the remaining buildings behind 
the colonnade of King William, 1699-1708, and also the east range of the Queen Anne Court, 
while Thomas Ripley completed the exterior of the Queen Mary Court,  1735-42.  
Hawksmoor’s work is less French-classical in style than the rest:  its mannered detailing and 
sculptural enrichment, together with its massive scale, make it one of England’s quintessential 
baroque buildings.   
 
4. 2. 7 This quality is equally evident within the Painted Hall.  Sir James Thornhill covered the 
walls and ceilings with awesome representations of Britannic naval power in two phases, 1708-
12 and 1718-28.  It is the most extensive Baroque painted interior to survive in Britain.  Lord 
Nelson lay in state here prior to his funeral at St Paul’s Cathedral in 1806. 
 
4. 2. 8 The other major interior is that of the Chapel.  Ripley’s Chapel, completed in 1752, was 
burnt out in 1779.  James ‘Athenian’ Stuart (1713–88), together with William Newton, rebuilt 
it between 1780 and 1788 as a superlatively crisp neo-classical hall, replete with an altarpiece 
by Sir Benjamin West, and a fine Grecian pulpit of mahogany.  It also contains an important 
organ by the renowned organ builder, Samuel Green, which retains most of its original 
pipework.  Stuart was also responsible for building the Hospital’s Infirmary in 1763–64, later 
the Dreadnought Seamen’s Hospital. 
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4. 2. 9 The use of the Hospital as a residential infirmary declined during the 19th century, and 
it closed in 1869, in which year the neighbouring Woolwich and Deptford naval dockyards 
were also closed.   In 1873 the Royal Naval College moved here from Portsmouth.  In February 
1996, the Government announced that the Royal Naval College would move from its 
Greenwich site.  However, the Government has made it clear that it would ensure that any new 
use of the buildings would be compatible with their international architectural and historic 
importance, while at the same time facilitating public access to them. To achieve this, an 
advisory group comprising eminent heritage experts was set up to advise the Government on 
the future management arrangements for the College and the suitability of potential occupiers. 
The advisory group’s report concluded that the most appropriate main occupant would be the 
University of Greenwich and that while Greenwich Hospital would remain the freeholder, the 
head lease should be transferred from the Ministry of Defence to the newly formed Greenwich 
Foundation for the Old Royal Naval College, which was charged with managing the 
preservation of the buildings and improving public access.  In this way, the future integrity of 
the buildings was guaranteed.  The University occupies the King William, Queen Anne and 
Queen Mary Courts (excluding the Painted Hall and Chapel and their undercrofts) on leases 
from the Foundation. Trinity College of Music similarly occupy the King Charles Court, 
excluding the Admiral’s House, retained by the Foundation. 
 
4. 2.10 The Queen’s House 
 
4. 2. 11 The Queen’s House, designed by Inigo Jones, is a great landmark in the nation’s 
architectural history.  It is one of the first true Renaissance buildings in Britain.  In 1659, 
recollecting when it was still new, Phillipot wrote in Villare Cantianum that it was ‘so finished 
and furnished, that it surpassed all others of that kind in England’. 
 
4.  2. 13 In 1614 Greenwich Park, including the old Tudor palace, was assigned to Anne of 
Denmark during her lifetime by her husband, James I.  Inigo Jones was appointed as Surveyor 
of the King’s Works, following his return from an intensive survey of Roman and Renaissance 
architecture in Italy, and in 1616 the Queen gave him his first major commission.  This was to 
design a building which would bridge the Deptford-Woolwich road, thus providing access 
from the busy riverside area and Palace garden to the Park to the south.  Unfortunately, the 
project was suspended soon after commencing due to the Queen’s failing health.  She died in 
1619, when Jones’s building had progressed no further than the basement (perhaps intended as 
a grotto) and ground storey.  Jones took inspiration for the planning of his building from the H-
plan seen at the Medici villa at Poggio a Caiano. 
 
4. 2. 14 Jones resumed the project for Charles I’s queen, Henrietta Maria, around 1630.  By 
1635 – the date on the tablet on the north front – the Venetian ambassador reported that the 
Queen had gone to Greenwich ‘to see the completion of a special building of hers, which is 
already far advanced’.  Work continued, though mainly concentrated on the north side of the 
house, until the crises which followed the calling of Parliament in 1640.  On the eve of the 
Civil War, Rubens and Jordaens were being commissioned to contribute further pictures to the 
house. 
 
4. 2. 15 At the conclusion of the English Civil War, the victorious Puritans sold off the works 
of art which Charles and Henrietta Maria had scarcely had time to enjoy in situ.  There was an 
abortive attempt to sell the house and it was then, as Evelyn wrote, ‘given by the rebels to 
Bulstrode Whitelocke, one of their unhappy counsellors and Keeper of their pretended 
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liberties’.  After the Restoration, two further bridging rooms over the road were added, on 
either side of Jones’s original central span.  These were to provide more accommodation for 
Charles II and Catherine of Braganza but it was the dowager Queen Henrietta Maria who 
returned there briefly the 1660s. 
 
4. 2.16. After use as what became the Royal Hospital School from 1806 to 1933, the House 
underwent its main structural restoration to form the heart of the new National Maritime 
Museum, opened in 1937.  In 1990–91 a programme of further restoration included the 
reconstruction of furnished interiors on the basis of inventories of the rooms taken in the 1660s 
at the time of Henrietta Maria’s death. In 1999 the NMM installed new facilities to make the 
house fully accessible. The furnishings were then removed and the rooms redecorated and relit 
in a sympathetic but not authentic historical style to re-form the House as principal showcase 
for the NMM art collection, and related events. 
 
4. 2. 17 The National Maritime Museum 
 
4. 2.18 The Queen’s House stands as the centrepiece of the wider complex of buildings now 
occupied by the National Maritime Museum.  The handsome east and west wings, together 
with the linking colonnades, were erected in two phases between 1807 and 1816 to the designs 
of Daniel Asher Alexander to accommodate the children (including girls until 1841) and staff 
of the Royal Naval Asylum. This naval orphanage school moved from Paddington and 
expanded at Greenwich, combining with the separate Greenwich Hospital School in the 1820s, 
the whole being renamed ‘Royal Hospital School’ in 1892.  Alexander’s wings –originally 
short and balanced, but extended greatly to the north by 1816 – accentuate the axial symmetry 
of the whole composition and reinforce the setting of the Queen’s House as the focal point for 
the designed landscape of the Park.   
 
4. 2.19 The L-shaped outer west wing was added in 1862 to the designs of Philip Hardwick, 
and eleven years later the courtyard created between the inner and outer west wings was filled 
by a gymnasium, later called the Neptune Hall, designed by Sir Andrew Clark RE.  The south-
west wing, built as the new school dining room, with an upper dormitory, was completed by 
Colonel Charles Pasley RE in 1876.  When the buildings were taken over for use by the 
National Maritime Museum in 1934, they were remodelled extensively for museum use, 
including an elliptical library vestibule designed by Lutyens. Many ancillary service buildings, 
especially between the east wing and Park Row were also demolished. 
 
4. 2. 20 Today the Museum and its collections act as a focus for the historical maritime 
traditions of the country, demonstrating Britain's widespread international influence in naval 
and scientific matters, including in modern maritime issues. 
 
4. 2. 21 The Royal Observatory Greenwich 
 
4. 2. 22 Though sited away from the main core of the town and Palace on the brow of 
Greenwich Hill, this is one of Maritime Greenwich’s set-piece buildings which dominates 
views of the Park from the north.  Its most conspicuous and celebrated element is Flamsteed 
House, built as the home of the first Astronomer Royal to designs by Wren and Robert Hooke 
in 1675–76.  To its south is the Meridian Building (a modern name), built by extensions 
eastward at various dates from 1720 onwards.  
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4. 2. 23 The Observatory is of exceptional historical and architectural significance.  It was 
initiated by royal command at the instigation of Sir Jonas Moore, Surveyor General to the 
Ordnance, with some interventions from the Royal Society.  Wren and Hooke, who were 
distinguished astronomers before they were architects, were deeply involved.  Conceptually, 
the model was Perrault’s Observatoire in Paris, which had been planned but not yet built when 
Wren was there in the 1660s.  Flamsteed’s brief was to chart the positions of the stars so that 
longitude at sea could be accurately determined, thus giving Britain great maritime advantages, 
and this was in due course successfully accomplished.  Such was the reputation of succeeding 
Astronomers Royal and their observations, and so widespread the use of British Admiralty 
charts based on their ‘Greenwich Meridian’, that this was adopted as universal Prime Meridian 
in preference to all international rivals at a conference in Washington D.C. in 1884. 
 
4. 2. 24 Flamsteed House was built as a multi-functional building with rooms for the Flamsteed 
family beneath an elevated octagonal apartment.  The upper room was as much ceremonial as 
practical, and may originally have been intended for the Royal Society to meet and dine in.  
The building stands on the foundations of an earlier ‘fortlet’ in Greenwich Park.  This helps to 
explain its quaint, romantic quasi-Jacobean character, notably the frontispiece with its turrets 
and blind windows of wood simulating stone facing the hill.   
 
4. 2. 25 There are five brick sides behind the frontispiece.  Internally the octagon is a stately 
room, equipped with old telescopes and timepieces.  The basement was extended south and 
west from 1790 onwards. 
 
4. 2. 26 The present Meridian Building grew from an original hut and wall to the south of 
Flamsteed House.  Here the first major observations were made, using Flamsteed’s mural arc.  
It was extended eastwards by stages from 1720 until it came to rest on the line of Airy’s 
Transit Circle, completed in 1851, where a pedimented gable is bisected along the meridian 
line.  The roof opens to allow the great instrument free observational play.  At this end of the 
building is a telescope tower built in the 1850s, now bearing a dome covering the 28-inch 
Great Equatorial Refracting Telescope of 1894 (still the world’s eighth largest). The present 
dome is a 1973-75 fibreglass replica of the original Victorian one, removed after bomb damage 
in the Second World War. 
 
4. 2. 27 Some distance to the south of the Meridian Building is the handsome South Building, 
built in stages between 1890 and 1899 as the New Physical Observatory.  It is cruciform in 
plan with a dome, built of brick with terracotta, and displays the names of eminent 
astronomers. Until recently used as a planetarium and office and workshop accommodation, it 
is now the main focus of the NMM Time and Space redevelopment. The Altazimuth Pavilion 
of 1899 located  the South and Meridian Buildings is in the same decorated style as the former, 
though its south gable was more simply repaired after war damage. There are also two pleasant 
garden areas within the Observatory curtiledge and a delightful larger one (part of the Park 
estate) tucked into the western slope of the hill 
 
4. 2.28 Greenwich Park 
 
4. 2. 29 The most important area of open space at Maritime Greenwich is of course the River 
Thames and the most familiar views of the Royal Naval Hospital and the Park are those from 
the River and Island Gardens on the north bank.  The Park itself provides an important setting 
for both the Old Royal Naval College and the Queen's House and museum buildings, as well as 
a backdrop to the town centre. 
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4. 2. 30 On plan, the Park is formal and arranged symmetrically on either side of the principal 
north-south axis aligned on the Queen’s House, but because of the land form and the abrupt 
and irregular changes in level, this symmetry is not always apparent on the ground.  For a 
visitor entering from the gate nearest the town (St Mary’s Gate) the Park has at first glance 
perhaps much more of the character of a later 18th- or 19th-century English landscape park 
than of a major baroque park attached to a royal palace. 
 
4. 2. 31 When the manor passed to Duke Humphrey, uncle of Henry VI, in 1433 he enclosed 
200 acres of heath land, woodland and pasture with a wooden fence to form a park around the 
fortified tower he built on the site of what is now Flamsteed House. Between 1619 and 1625, 
on the orders of James I, the fence was replaced by a brick wall approximately two miles in 
length and twelve feet high, at a cost of about £2000. Duke Humphrey’s tower, later known as 
Greenwich Castle, was remodelled for residential use under both Henry VIII and James I. It 
decayed after being garrisoned by Parliament during the English Civil War and was cleared to 
build the Observatory on its foundations.  
 
4. 2. 32 During the period of the Commonwealth, Parliament decided to sell the greater part of 
the royal estate at Greenwich, including the Park and its deer, but the sale was subsequently 
cancelled and the estate was reserved for the Protector Cromwell.  Following the restoration of 
the monarchy in 1660, work started on remodelling the Park in the French baroque style for 
Charles II. 
 
4. 2. 33 A plan of about 1662 annotated by the great French garden designer, Andre Le Nôtre, 
shows several features of the Park’s design that were carried out and which survive, but there 
remains some uncertainty about the extent to which Le Nôtre advised on the design.  The 
terraces around the flat grassed area to the south of the Queen’s House can be attributed to him 
but the general layout of radiating avenues may be due to Sir William Boreman, and was 
largely completed between 1661 and 1664. 
 
4. 2. 34 The principal elements of the Park created for Charles II were the long north-south axis 
extending from the River through the centre of the Queen’s House across the Park to what is 
now the Blackheath Gate; the flat area of grass south of the Queen’s House flanked by raised 
grass terraces planted with avenues; the Giant Steps joining the upper and lower parts of the 
Park, and the axial, diagonal and cross avenues.  At the south end of the Park, the major and 
minor avenues radiated from a hemicycle of trees flanked by regularly planted wildernesses.  
The Great Wilderness survives in a much more modified form as the deer enclosure. 
 
4. 2. 35 The original planting of the Park largely comprised sweet chestnuts and elms, and 
many old sweet chestnuts still survive on the high land to the south.  The elms fell victim to 
disease and have been replaced by other species including limes and planes, but the lines of the 
avenues have been maintained.   
 
4. 2. 36 Greenwich Park is included as a Grade I landscape in the English Heritage Register of 
Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest.  The Park is also significant on account of the 
archaeological remains in it and because of its flora and fauna.  Additions to the Park in the 
19th and 20th centuries included ornamental trees and shrubs and the formation of flower 
gardens.  In general these have not conflicted with the earlier character of the landscape. 
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4. 2. 37 Set around the Park are some of the best surviving examples in London of affluent 
private houses of the 17th to 19th centuries.  Those of special note include the Ranger’s House, 
built from the early 18th century to become in 1815 the residence of the Park Rangers, and 
now open to the public, managed by English Heritage.  The Manor House (c. 1695) built for 
Sir Robert Robinson, is an excellent example of the late-17th century domestic architecture.  
On the eastern side of the Park stands Vanbrugh Castle, built 1718–26 by Sir John Vanbrugh as 
his own house and now the only survivor of a group for his relatives. It is notable for its 
conscious evocation of the architecture of the middle Ages.  Details of other significant 
buildings are included in the Inventory (Appendix B). 
 
4. 2. 38 Greenwich Town 
 
4. 2. 39 The core of Greenwich town centre comprises a formally planned grid of streets 
surrounding Greenwich Market, built in 1829–31 for Greenwich Hospital to designs by the 
architect Joseph Kay (1775 –1847), a pupil of S. P. Cockerell.  However, these streets still 
incorporate rare survivals of the medieval, Tudor and 17th-century development of the town in 
the form of building plots, some street plans and a number of houses on Greenwich Church 
Street. 
 
4. 2. 40 In 1700 a Royal Charter permitting a twice-weekly market was granted to Henry, Earl 
of Romney, and then assigned to the Hospital but it was only in 1733 that the Hospital’s 
Directors decided to harness this potential asset, eventually opening a market in September 
1737.  This was situated on open land roughly where the Dreadnought Hospital now is. 
However, in 1808 new building on part of the site caused the market to be pushed into the 
surrounding streets where it became difficult to control.  The present site of the market, set 
within the regular grid of King William Walk, Greenwich Church Street, Nelson Road and 
College Approach, is the master plan of Edward Hawke Locker.  Locker became Secretary to 
the Hospital in 1819. 
 
4. 2. 41 When in 1824 the Trustees of the turnpike road to Woolwich, the present Romney 
Road sought to alter their route through Greenwich (it then looped south via modern King 
William Walk and Nevada Street to enter the town), Locker saw the opportunity to revitalise 
the Hospital’s Greenwich estate.  The whole area west of the Hospital was replanned by Kay to 
give it a more fitting setting, carried out in a highly decorative style resplendent with fine 
ironwork, especially on the new ‘Nelson Road’ extension of Romney Road to St Alfege’s.  
Extra land was acquired by compulsory purchase under the Greenwich Hospital Improvement 
Act of 1831, the year the new market opened.  The colonnaded entrance from College 
Approach bears the date and also the apt inscription ‘A False Balance is Abomination to the 
Lord but a Just Weight His Delight’. 
 
4. 2. 42 As built, there were separate covers for the three principal sections of the market 
dealing in meat, fish and vegetables.  In 1908 these were replaced by a single great roof of steel 
and glass, and the old slaughterhouses in Durnford Street were demolished so that the vehicular 
entrance could be widened.  In 1958 the little shops facing into the market were rebuilt as 
warehouses with offices above, though all have been reconverted to shops since the 1980s. 
 
4. 2. 43 Joseph Kay was also the architect, in 1837, of the splendid Trafalgar Tavern, erected 
on Hospital land which was previously the site of the George Tavern, for one of his relations.  
Today, although only the exterior shell and fenestration are significantly original, it is one of 
London’s most evocative riverside haunts. 
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4. 2. 44 St Alfege’s Church 
 
4. 2. 45 Greenwich’s parish was of medieval origin, commemorating Archbishop Alfege of 
Canterbury who was kidnapped and murdered by Danish raiders in 1012 - reputedly on the 
spot, which became his shrine.  By the later 17th century the old church was badly decayed, 
and in 1710 the roof collapsed in a November gale.  The vestry and parishioners petitioned 
Parliament for funds from the Coal Tax, levied since the Great Fire of London in 1666 to pay 
for the rebuilding of St Paul’s Cathedral and the fifty City churches, which had been destroyed.  
By 1710 these were largely completed, and the future of the tax therefore in some doubt. 
 
4.2.45 A new government had just come to power.  It was High Anglican in outlook and 
concerned by the weakness of the established church in the fast-growing London suburbs.  
Greenwich’s request prompted a re-examination of the whole issue.  As a result a new Act was 
passed in 1711, continuing the Coal Tax and setting up a Commission to build fifty new 
churches in outer London.  In the event only a dozen of these were ever built before the 
Commission was wound up in 1733. Nonetheless, they are among the greatest achievements of 
the English baroque and St Alfege’s was the first to be started in 1712, to designs by Nicholas 
Hawksmoor.  The body of the church was finished in 1718. 
 
4. 2. 46 Hawksmoor designed six of the new London churches; all have the massive Roman 
quality which one sees here, similar to Hawksmoor’s work at the Royal Hospital.  The facades 
are articulated by massive Doric pilasters and high arched windows in his highly personal 
style, perhaps owing something to Michelangelo’s architecture, but above all original.  At the 
east end, he had to cope with the great width of the facade, so there is a portico in antis with an 
arch breaking into the tympanum, possibly derived from engravings of ancient Baalbek.  
Hawksmoor produced a severe and dramatic design for a tower to stand at the west end, a little 
like the one he built at St George in the East (Tower Hamlets), but this was never carried out.  
Instead, in 1730, the medieval tower was recased and a little steeple added by his Clerk of 
Works, John James, in a comparatively subdued style. 
 
4. 2. 47 The church’s interior and furnishings, including woodwork by Grinling Gibbons, were 
largely destroyed by incendiary bombs in 1941.  A sensitive restoration by Professor Sir Albert 
Richardson was completed in 1953.  Sir James Thornhill’s painted architectural decorations in 
the apse were carefully restored by Glyn Jones, and the fine wrought-iron altar rail is also 
original.  The church has memorial windows to General Gordon of Khartoum, the composer 
Thomas Tallis (buried in the old church) and General James Wolfe of Quebec whose body 
rests in the family vault beneath and whose statue by Robert Tait McKenzie crowns the hill in 
Greenwich Park. The founder of the National Gallery, John Julius Angerstein, is also buried in 
St Alfege’s. 
 
4. 2. 48 The Cutty Sark 
 
4.2.49 Victorian London was the world’s greatest and busiest port, and for generations 
Greenwich looked out over a constant procession of ships of all sizes.   
 
4. 2. 50 The Cutty Sark built by Messrs. Scott & Linton of Dumbarton to the designs of 
Hercules Linton.  She is a three-masted, full-rigged ship of composite construction, having an 
iron-framed hull planked with teak.  She was designed specifically for the China tea trade but 
was launched in November 1869, the year in which the opening of the Suez Canal made the 
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China trade uneconomic for sailing vessels. After only a few years on the China run she gained 
her enduring reputation for speed in the Australian wool trade. 
 
4. 2. 51 She was sold to Portuguese owners in 1895 and after surviving the First World War 
was acquired by Captain Wilfred Dowman, who brought her back to England where he 
restored her to something like her former state at Falmouth.  After his death she was used as 
training ship, in association with HMS Worcester at Greenhithe on the Thames,  until 
eventually brought to her present landlocked dry-dock close to Greenwich Pier in 1954 for 
restoration, completed in 1957. Since then she has been one of the capital’s most popular 
tourist attractions. 
 
4. 2. 52 Cutty Sark is significant because: 
 

·  She is the world’s sole surviving extreme clipper, a type of vessel that was the highest 
development of the fast commercial sailing ship, with the majority of her hull surviving 
from her original construction. As a tea clipper she is provides a link to the tea trade 
and life in the 19th century. 

·  she is renowned internationally for her beauty and is one of the most famous ships in 
the world with 20-year-plus exposure as a TV landmark of the annual London 
Marathon) 

·  The location of the ship makes her a gateway to the World Heritage Site. 
 
4. 2. 53 Archaeological assets  
 
4. 2. 54 Recent archaeological investigations have demonstrated the variable quality of surviving 
archaeological remains. These remains include buried structures and deposits, extant earthworks 
and the fabric of historic buildings and structures. Many important aspects of the cultural 
development of the Greenwich Maritime World Heritage site are not accessible without reference 
to the archaeological record, which is especially informative on the time, depth, sequence and 
character of cultural events culminating in the present historic landscape. Archaeology is integral to 
the fabric of this unique environment and reflects the aristocratic and maritime traditions 
synonymous with Greenwich. In addition it highlights issues which have contemporary relevance 
concerning national and international cultural identity, diversity and change, values and beliefs, and 
landscape aesthetics. For example: 
 
• An apparent association between the natural environment and the spiritual aspect of local cultural 
tradition. This is explicit in the monuments representing pre-Christian and Christian beliefs, but is 
also expressed in the creative and aesthetic qualities inherent in the design of successive royal 
palace buildings, culminating in the surviving Renaissance and baroque architecture 
 
• Various medieval European cultural issues, in particular the connection with early medieval 
monastic institutions in the Low Countries 
 
• the changing character of state institutions throughout the medieval period. The close proximity 
of monastic house and royal palace provides an opportunity to explore the relationship between 
Crown and Church in the period leading up to the Dissolution.  
 
4.2.55 Justification for inscription on the World Heritage List 
 
4. 2. 56 General 
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4. 2. 57 Maritime Greenwich has been included in the World Heritage List because it it meets 
several of the criteria for ‘outstanding universal value’.  The Renaissance and baroque 
compositions of the Queen’s House and the Old Royal Naval College represent masterpieces of 
human creative genius; the buildings and the park landscape had a seminal impact on 
developments in architecture and landscape design in Britain, and the cultural, architectural, 
maritime and scientific developments embodied in these buildings together form an ensemble 
of outstanding universal significance.  The whole World Heritage Site is in a good state of 
preservation, having suffered little from demolition, rebuilding or reconstruction.  Its 
authenticity in design, material, workmanship and setting is well documented.  There are firm 
legislative and policy controls in place to ensure that its fabric and character and setting will be 
preserved in the future. 
 
4. 2. 58 Criteria 
 
4. 2. 59 Attaining World Heritage status depends on a site meeting one or more of the six 
criteria established by UNESCO as a measure of outstanding universal value and set out in the 
Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention. UNESCO’s 
World Heritage Committee has accepted that Maritime Greenwich fulfils three of the criteria, 
as set in the following paragraphs. Additionally, a site should meet a test of authenticity, 
which, in the case of Maritime Greenwich, is demonstrated below.  
 
4. 2. 60 Criterion i: The Queen's House by Inigo Jones and the Old Royal Naval College 
plans and key buildings by Sir Christopher Wren as masterpieces of creative genius 
 
4. 2. 61 Criterion iv: be an outstanding example of a type of building or architectural 
ensemble or landscape which illustrates (a) significant stage(s) in human history.  
  
4. 2. 62 Criterion vi:  be directly or tangibly associated with events or living traditions, 
with ideas or with beliefs, with artistic or literary works of outstanding universal 
significance  
 
4. 2. 63 Authenticity 
 
4. 2. 64 Taken as an ensemble, the buildings, landscape and town of Maritime Greenwich 
represent a unique survival.  Because the area has been well documented a considerable 
amount is known, both in general and specific terms, about the changes it has undergone.  This 
information is included in the histories set out above. It is possible therefore to be certain about 
the authenticity of the landscape, buildings and town proposed here for World Heritage Site 
inscription.  The response of the foremost architects and craftsmen of the time to the unique 
topography of Maritime Greenwich are embodied in the fine quality stone-, timber- and 
plaster-work of the architectural set pieces.  The evolution of the town at the gates of the 
Palace, from the humble dwellings in Greenwich Church Street to the great houses of the Park 
Ranger and Vanbrugh Castle, can still be read today.  An effective and well-established range 
of mechanisms is in place to ensure that the character and appearance of the area will be well 
protected in the future. 
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B 5. OBJECTIVES FOR OVERALL SITE 
MANAGEMENT  
 
Having described and evaluated the World Heritage Site and its importance, this section 
identifies the objectives, which were deemed necessary for the effective management of the 
World Heritage Site as a whole. These are highlighted in bold script in the text and are 
supported by subsidiary text expanding on and explaining the reasons for the objectives. 
 
The objectives are feasible proposals reflecting the aspirations of the partners in the 
management of the World Heritage Site. The effective management of the World Heritage Site 
relies, above all, on the commitment of the organizations involved in the Steering Group, site 
owners, businesses, residents, and local groups to its objectives. 
 
The section first looks at the overall management objectives; i.e. those that give force to the 
primary aims of the Management Plan to conserve and interpret the cultural heritage of 
Maritime Greenwich. 
 
The objectives are fundamentally as adopted on the 1999 Management Plan but reviewed and 
updated.   
 
5. 1. 1 Objective 1 - The Management Plan should be the framework document for 
achieving the conservation of the cultural heritage assets of the World Heritage Site, and 
should derive its legitimacy from the collective agreement of those bodies that constitute 
the World Heritage Site Steering Group. 
 
5. 1. 2 Objective 2 - The primary aims of the Management Plan should be the 
conservation and regeneration of the World Heritage Site as a whole, and the constituent 
parts of it, by setting out the objectives, and by establishing an ongoing programme of 
actions, which will protect, maintain and improve its cultural heritage assets. 
 
5. 1. 3 The preceding section establishes the importance of Maritime Greenwich as a World 
Heritage Site by evaluating the cultural heritage assets and setting out the significance of the 
archaeological, architectural, cultural landscape, maritime and scientific heritage.  The 
Management Plan is required to establish a framework for conserving these assets by setting 
out objectives for those involved in managing them. While not supplanting existing plans or 
policies, nor conflicting with regeneration of the area, it is intended that those with 
responsibilities for these activities should, as far as possible, operate within the framework of 
the Plan and adhere to its objectives. 
 
5. 1. 4 The Management Plan is predicated on the principle of consensus.  It is expected that 
those organizations forming the Steering Group collectively will continue to endorse its 
content and agree to be bound by it in their operations and activities. For the many others with 
an interest in Maritime Greenwich, whether residents, business operators or visitors, it is hoped 
that the Management Plan will provide a vision and identity for the area which they can 
support. 
 
5. 1. 5 Objective 3 - The importance of Maritime Greenwich should be presented to the 
widest audience and its assets used as resources for the education and cultural 
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enrichment of those living in and visiting the World Heritage Site, particularly the young 
and those with limited access to such cultural experiences.   
 
5. 1. 6 The World Heritage Site represents an outstanding cultural resource, with important 
national institutions within its area. Maritime Greenwich’s unique position in royal and 
maritime history, its archaeology, architecture and landscape, and its scientific associations are 
especially rich sources of study and learning for schools and other educational bodies.  There is 
potential in all of these to foster and reinforce local and national identity, and to interpret for 
residents and visitors of the major achievements represented by the buildings, landscapes, 
institutions and collections in the area.     
 
5. 1. 7 The promotional aspects of the management of the World Heritage Site, covered below, 
do much in this area, and the educational role and potential of  the World Heritage Site is 
enhanced by the location of the Maritime Greenwich University Campus and the establishment 
of a Maritime Research Institute alongside the archives of  the National Maritime Museum.  
Potential exists to use the World Heritage Site as an educational resource for those attending 
local colleges, particularly in the areas of environmental education, the arts, business skills 
development and tourism management. 
 
5. 2 ADMINISTRATIVE ARRANGEMENTS  
 
5. 2. 1 Objective 4 - The administrative arrangements for the ongoing management of the 
World Heritage Site were agreed following the Inscription and the necessary resources 
for appointing a locally based co-ordinator identified.  The arrangements should be 
monitored and reviewed periodically.  
 
5. 2. 2 When the importance of Maritime Greenwich had been fully recognized and the 
nomination for World Heritage Site status was forwarded to UNESCO, the decision was taken 
to convene a Working Group of key organisations and bodies with a stake in the administration 
of different aspects of the   World Heritage Site.  This ad hoc body was charged with preparing 
a Management Plan to support the nomination. This Group continued in a revised form as a 
Steering Group and was expanded in 2001 to include the Borough’s Tourism Partnership. The 
Steering Group has an Executive with Working Groups set up to tackle key issues.      
 
5. 2. 3 A locally-based coordinator was put in place in 1998 to help to implement the 
Management Plan and in particular to monitor, review and update it. It is envisaged that this 
post will continue. 
 
5. 3 THE STATUTORY AND POLICY CONTEXT  
 
5. 3. 1 Objective 5 - The opportunity should be taken in the review of the Unitary 
Development Plan (UDP) by the Council to reflect the inscription of Maritime Greenwich 
on the World Heritage List. Policies should be included in the revised UDP which support 
the conservation of the World Heritage Site and its setting. In particular, reference 
should be made in policies relating to the heritage of the borough to the importance of the 
designation as a key material consideration to be taken into account in determining 
planning and listed building consent applications. 
 
5. 3. 2 The area covered by the Maritime Greenwich World Heritage Site, and much of the 
buffer zone which provides setting, is already subject to a number of statutory protection 
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designations which are operated primarily through the land-use planning system.  Within this 
system, control is exercised by the local planning authority, the London Borough of Greenwich 
Council, with additional regulatory functions reserved for the Office of the Deputy Prime 
Minister. The Greater London Authority and the Mayor of London represent the strategic 
planning authority. Some national agencies, notably English Heritage, have statutory functions 
in respect of the historic environment, which involves them in the consideration of some types 
of development applications.  The Department for Culture, Media and Sport has a key role as 
the national body responsible for setting policy in relation to the historic built environment and 
also for overseeing the implementation of the UNESCO Convention Concerning the Protection 
of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage in the United Kingdom.  
 
5. 3. 3 The national context for the protection of the built heritage and archaeological sites is 
established in the relevant legislation and in guidance issued by the appropriate Secretaries of 
State.  The Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 places a duty on the 
local planning authority to preserve or enhance the historic buildings and sites within its area.  
The Town and Country Planning Act 1990 establishes the character and setting of such 
buildings and sites as material factors in the consideration of development proposals.  The 
guidance issued in support of the primary legislation reinforces and expands upon the 
intentions of these statutes by encouraging the adoption of appropriate policies and procedures.  
In particular, PPG15: Planning and the Historic Environment advises that specific policies 
should be adopted in respect of World Heritage Sites and that they are to be treated as key 
material factors in the exercise of planning unctions. Archaeological resources are protected by 
scheduling under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979, in which case 
the consent of the Secretary of State is required for works affecting ancient monuments within 
the World Heritage Site.  Other archaeologically sensitive areas may be included in the local 
plan, in which case they are subject to the procedures for their protection established in 
PPG16: Planning and Archaeology. 
 
5. 3. 4 The main instrument of land-use planning policy are the Unitary Development Plan 
(UDP) prepared by the Council, which sets out the general and specific policies and proposals 
for the development of land and buildings in Maritime Greenwich and the London Plan 
prepared by the Greater London Authority. The UDP second Deposit Draft contains a specific 
reference to protect and enhance the unique character of the Site and this is in addition to a 
number of references to the World Heritage Site as in the previous Plan. Under the Planning 
and Compulsory Purchase Bill UDP’s will be replaced by Local Development Frameworks. 
The Council will continue to translate policies into the new framework. The London Plan sets 
out a new spatial strategy for the capital.  
 
5. 3. 5 Objective 6 - Designations should be kept under review by the appropriate 
authorities to ensure that the highest levels of statutory and planning protection are in 
place to ensure the preservation of the cultural heritage assets of the World Heritage Site. 
 
5. 3. 6 Statutory designations for the protection of the heritage currently in force within the 
World Heritage Site include Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas 
(see Map B, Appendix A).  Other designations arising from national and strategic guidance and 
included in the UDP, and which reinforce planning controls on inappropriate development, 
have the potential to underpin the protection of the World Heritage Site; examples are Areas of 
Metropolitan Importance and Strategic Views.  The inclusion of Greenwich Park on the 
Register of Historic Parks and Gardens compiled by English Heritage is also to be noted in this 
respect.  As national and local policy develops in these areas, the existing designations should 
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be reviewed and the need for additional protection assessed, e.g. in the operation of Article 4 
Directions. There is now a Direction in place to control the painting of commercial buildings in 
the Town Centre. The London Plan Spatial Development Strategy includes a view protection 
framework based on London Panoramas, River Prospects and Townscape Views. All of these 
have significance for the categorization of the many aspects and prospects of Maritime 
Greenwich. London Borough of Greenwich is a member of the Local Authority World 
Heritage Site Forum and the Council will work with LAWHF to strengthen statutory protection 
and increase resources. 
 
5. 3. 7 Objective 7 - Positive measures for the enhancement and regeneration of the 
World Heritage Site, and the buffer areas, should be identified. These should benefit its 
character, appearance and setting, its economic viability and the social well-being of its 
residents reflecting the cultural distinctiveness of Maritime Greenwich and its special 
sense of identity. 
 
5. 3. 8 There are a number of proactive measures available to the local authority and other 
bodies, to promote the preservation and enhancement of the World Heritage Site.  Local area or 
site-specific studies, aimed at encouraging positive action by relevant agencies are one form of 
this; the Greenwich Town Centre Strategy falls into this category.  Grants schemes, such as the 
Conservation Area Partnership operated jointly by the Council and English Heritage and grants 
from the Heritage Lottery Fund, are another approach.  
 
5. 3. 9 Funding for schemes of enhancement within and around the World Heritage Site may 
come from other public sources, in particular the London Development Agency as many of the 
objectives accord with the Mayor’s strategies. The regeneration of Greenwich Town Centre, 
the Waterfront area and indeed adjoining areas such as Deptford Creekside, is a major element 
in retaining the essential vitality and prosperity of the World Heritage Site and in generating 
local community involvement in and ownership of Maritime Greenwich.  A buoyant local 
economy and active community, having a stake in the future of the area, will do much to 
ensure that its unique and special character is protected and improved.   
 
5. 3. 10 Objective 8 - Owners are encouraged to ensure that the maintenance, repair and 
restoration of their properties are carried out sympathetically and to a high standard; 
development and changes of use should be appropriate to the location within an 
outstanding historic site.  Owners of major sites are encouraged to prepare management 
plans, with the advice of appropriate professionals and specialists, to ensure that their 
property is maintained adequately and changes are sympathetic in character and 
appearance. 
 
5. 3. 11 Ownership plays a significant part in the appearance and character of the World 
Heritage Site.  The pattern of ownership is complex and ranges from the extensive, such as the 
Royal Park, to the multiple site owner (e.g. Greenwich Hospital), to the individual property 
owner, as with many houses on Crooms Hill. The property market is fluid with ownership even 
of some of the larger sites changing over time, with concomitant variations in development 
pressures, many of which will have repercussions for the character of the World Heritage Site. 
 
5. 4 KEY ISSUES 
 
5. 4. 1 There are a large number of issues that have a real or potential impact on the character 
or appearance of the World Heritage Site. In many respects these issues overlap but in terms of 
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managing their effects on the World Heritage Site it is convenient to group them together as 
key issues, based upon the types of effects they have and the actions required to deal with 
them. The key issues have been identified as: environmental concerns, visitor management, 
and traffic and transport.   
 
5. 4. 2 Environment 
 
5. 4. 3 Objective 9 - Policies, proposals, decisions and actions relating to the World 
Heritage Site should be based on the principles of sustainability, in particular 
environmental sustainability and the cultural heritage assets of Maritime Greenwich.  
 
5. 4. 4 The elements that make up the environment are disparate. They include all the following 
factors: the age, size and materials of buildings; the townscape, that is the disposition of 
buildings with open areas, boundaries, roads, and so on; open spaces and greenery; visual 
characteristics, such as tidiness and condition; air quality; climate; landscape and wildlife.  The 
environment is an extremely complex issue and elements of it are beyond the scope of this 
Management Plan (e.g. climate).  Others are intricately bound up with other issues, for instance 
air quality with pollution from traffic as outlined below.  Some elements have a direct bearing 
on the conservation of the World Heritage Site and these are the subject of the following 
objectives.  
 
5. 4. 5 A major concern of current environmental thinking, reflected in national planning 
guidance, is the future sustainability of the environment; that is, the ability to maintain its 
current condition and preserve it from deterioration, while improving its quality by positive 
actions and passing it on to future generations in as good or better condition. This parallels the 
concern of this Management Plan to conserve the cultural heritage assets of the World Heritage 
Site; i.e. to protect them from harmful activities and enhance their positive qualities and 
characteristics. Therefore, the principle of environmental sustainability should inform all 
activities within the World Heritage Site. 
 
5. 4. 6 Objective 10 - Owners and agencies responsible for buildings and sites in poor 
condition should endeavour to secure their restoration to an appropriate use and state of 
repair as soon as possible. Once buildings are in an appropriate use and a good state of 
repair their maintenance becomes a key issue. Maintenance schedules are an important 
tool to ensure a secure future.  
 
5. 4.7 A major component of Maritime Greenwich’s environment is its buildings. Their age, 
architectural styles, composition, materials, and historical associations to a very large extent 
define the importance of the place and, collectively and with the spaces around and between 
them, create a unique townscape. What is required is a framework for conserving them in their 
present or improved condition as outstanding cultural heritage assets.  This requires a 
commitment from all those responsible to their conservation to the highest standards of 
protection and care, as recommended in Objective 8. 
 
5. 4. 8 A number of buildings and sites detract from the visual quality of the World Heritage 
Site because of their poor condition, often resulting from vacancy or neglect. Uses and repair 
programmes are actively being pursued for dealing with these problems, as was formerly the 
case with the Dreadnought Seamen’s Hospital and Devonport Nurses’ Home. But in other 
cases more needs to be done to overcome vacancy and under use of such buildings and sites, 
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either by the statutory agencies with powers to enforce action, or the owners or occupiers 
responsible for their upkeep. 
 
5. 4. 9 Objective 11 - In promoting and implementing projects and programmes of 
townscape and landscape works, the relevant agencies should seek to reflect and reinforce 
the local historic pattern of development which has created the unique multi-faceted 
character of the World Heritage Site.  
 
5. 4. 10 The townscapes and landscapes of Maritime Greenwich are varied, a quality that adds 
much to the enjoyment of the place.  They span the dense network of streets of the town centre 
(a synthesis of mediaeval and Georgian layouts), to the grand, symmetrical ensembles of the 
Old Royal Naval College and National Maritime Museum, to the open framework of the Royal 
Park.  In between and around are other incidents of townscape of a different nature – the long 
snaking terraces of Crooms Hill for example – but all have a relevance in defining the 
historical development of the World Heritage Site.  
 
5. 4.11 Of course, the different townscape and landscape types require different treatments.  
Thus, policies and proposals should reflect the particular local scene as well as the bigger 
picture and restoration has to be balanced with modern requirements.  For instance, while it 
was entirely appropriate to specify York stone slabs for paving footpaths in Nelson Road or 
College Approach, where it was historically correct to do so, it would not be for laying or 
surfacing paths in the Royal Park.   
 
5. 4.12 Opportunities will arise to restore and enhance the townscape and landscape of parts of 
the area in connection with a number of projects listed in the Project Register. Much of the 
paving in the Town Centre has been re-laid in York stone. Plans are being developed for the 
landscaping of the Old Royal Naval College. This project will restore one of the outstanding 
cultural features of Maritime Greenwich and improve visitor movement through to the Park 
and the wider area. Other agencies responsible for such works should aim to achieve the same 
dual purpose of authentic restoration and sympathetic enhancement in their townscape and 
landscape projects. 
 
 
5. 4. 13 Objective 12 - The responsible authorities should seek to improve their 
maintenance programmes and promote greater environmental awareness amongst those 
living, working and visiting the area. 
 
5. 4. 14 The visual characteristics of an area are probably evident to more people than any of 
the other elements of its environment.  Some parts of the area are evidently well cared for. But 
the litter, graffiti and the results of vandalism, and unauthorised signs and advertisements that 
occur in some locations, are evidence of the need to encourage environmental awareness.  The 
Council and local agencies have been addressing this issue by a number of measures, including 
more frequent street cleansing and litter collection, and enforcement of the advertisement 
regulations.  However, more can be done to improve the appearance of the streets and open 
spaces and to encourage responsible behaviour by users of them. All bodies responsible for 
public sites should review their management and maintenance policies and practices, to ensure 
that they are kept in good order.   
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Visitor management  
 
5. 4. 15 Objective 13 - Relevant bodies should identify the appropriate means by which 
Maritime Greenwich can be interpreted and promoted as an entity, and its constituent 
parts integrated to enhance the visitor experience and aid movement and circulation. 
 
5. 4. 16 There are opportunities for organizations in the World Heritage Site to share expertise, 
including that which has been developed in the visitor attractions as well as the practical and 
academic strength of the University of Greenwich Business School, which has specialisms in 
tourism and heritage management.  
 
5. 4. 17 Objective 14 - Measures should be adopted to encourage the greater dispersal of 
visitors throughout the World Heritage Site, and to even out the concentrations of 
numbers at particular times and locations, for example by encouraging new attractions 
and extending existing ones. 
 
5. 4. 18 An estimated 6.8 million visitors (source STEAM) come to the London Borough of 
Greenwich annually with a large percentage of these coming to Maritime Greenwich. The 
trend is upwards overall. 
 
5. 4. 19 This number of people concentrated into a relatively small area, and distributed 
unevenly within it, can cause problems which are exacerbated by the seasonal nature of 
tourism. There are some checks and balances. The student community reduces in summer 
when visitor numbers are at their height but increases in the winter when visitor numbers are at 
their lowest. The student community offers a business opportunity in itself as well as bolstering 
attractions out of season. In order to sustain the numbers of visitors and ameliorate potential 
conflicts with residents, businesses and road users, it is essential that methods of control and 
direction are identified to help dissipate the numbers and concentrations of visitors.  
 
5. 4. 20 Objective 15 - The options for increasing the type and variety of attractions, 
operating times and the amount of visitor accommodation, both within and near the  
World Heritage Site should be investigated, as a means of encouraging longer stays and 
higher spending in Maritime Greenwich. 
 
5. 4. 21 Most visitors spend no more than a few hours (just over three hours on average) in 
Maritime Greenwich and rarely have the opportunity to visit more than a small part of the 
whole World Heritage Site.  No doubt many return but for a significant proportion it is their 
only visit and there are limited options for those wishing to stay longer in the area. It is 
desirable to extend the average length of visit and provide the options for longer stays.  
 
5. 4. 22 Objective 16 - The economic benefits that would arise from more, longer and 
higher-spending visits should be harnessed for the advantage of local residents and  
businesses.  Opportunities for job creation and training in the tourism and related sectors 
should be investigated by the appropriate agencies, and a strategy drawn up with the 
primary aim of helping residents and businesses to take advantage of them. 
 
5. 4. 23 As well as the intention of increasing spending by tourists in Maritime Greenwich, by 
encouraging longer visits, the other economic benefits of the tourism industry should be 
identified and the means by which they can be used to the benefit of local communities and 
businesses should be established. The London Borough of Greenwich has a key role as a 
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facilitator in this respect.   An increase in job opportunities is one potential result of additional 
visitor numbers and spending, and a strategy should be devised to match the skills and 
employment needs of the local community to those opportunities.  Existing businesses, traders 
and service providers would gain also from this trend and could benefit from better marketing 
and promotional skills. There are opportunities for new and established businesses to help 
themselves develop by working with the University Business School, its centre for 
entrepreneurship and other academics through the Office of Research, Enterprise and Regional 
Affairs. New business operations could follow in the wake of increased visitor time and 
purchasing ability and should be supported where the possibilities are recognised. 
 
Learning 
 
5. 4. 24 Objective 17 - A Learning Strategy has been developed and will be maintained by 
the World Heritage Site Steering Group to provide a coherent approach to learning 
opportunities across the Site. The Steering Group wishes to broaden the profile of the 
users and learn more about existing user groups, to meet their needs better and to 
encourage greater involvement in the development and use of its resources, in particular 
as a source of scientific knowledge.  
 
5. 4. 25 Within this commitment is a recognition that further targeting is necessary to ensure 
maximum impact and priority target audiences have therefore been selected. The following are 
under-represented and therefore a priority for development work: 
 

·  14 – 25 year olds in formal school or college groups 
·  14 – 25 year olds as life-long learners 
·  families 
·  adults 50+ 

 
 
5. 4. 26 The Learning Strategy is intended to: 
 

·  build a learning group of partner organizations 
·  understand and value the WHS concept 
·  increase access to the WHS and its resources for a broader profile of users 
·  enable users and non-users to value and understand the WHS and to develop a holistic 

sense of Maritime Greenwich 
·  enable local people to engage with, explore, respond to and contribute to the heritage 

around them 
·  promote learning about urban environments whether historical, natural or 

contemporary, through the World Heritage Site 
·  engage more effectively with formal learners  

 
5. 4. 27 Traffic and transport  
 
5. 4. 28 Objective 18 - The options for reducing the impact of traffic in and around the 
town centre and surrounding areas should be kept under review by the appropriate 
authorities with a view to establishing a programme of measures, in the short and longer 
terms. 
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5. 4. 29 Greenwich town centre suffers from chronic traffic problems which detracts greatly 
from its environmental quality and attractiveness.  Traffic movement and density acts as a 
barrier to the free movement of pedestrians throughout the area, particularly between the 
riverside, town centre and the Park and Museums. It intrudes on the enjoyment of buildings 
and townscape, for instance by making difficult the taking of photographs. Pollution levels are 
high as a consequence of the numbers and slow movement of vehicles and potentially affect 
people’s health and comfort, as well as posing a threat to the fabric of many historic buildings 
by its corrosive effect.   
 
5. 4. 30 Counterpoising this negative effect is the inherent attractiveness of the World Heritage 
Site, many high quality spaces and attractions and a good public transport framework. 
Opportunities exist for more incremental improvements in the short term to many aspects of 
the townscape and transport infrastructure, which would overcome many of the current 
deficiencies.  In the longer term, major investment is needed in both infrastructure and the 
environment to enhance the World Heritage Site and, thereby, support its long-term 
conservation.   
 
5. 4. 31 There is a broad consensus that something should be done to tackle the traffic 
problems and to reduce the impact of vehicles on the environment and people. To this end a 
number of studies and reports have been commissioned by various bodies to look at the options 
for improving the situation, and some limited measures have been taken as a result. However, 
the more far-reaching possibilities have proved impracticable or too costly and it has not to 
date been possible to pursue the more radical solutions. 
 
5. 4. 32 One measure operating with some success in improving traffic conditions is the lorry 
ban, which has diverted most of the heavy vehicles away from the town centre.  Though 
beneficial in itself, it is a piecemeal measure affecting only one element of the problem.  In the 
absence of the resources to pursue more radical solutions it will be necessary to assess other 
options for improving the current traffic situation.  Some of these may involve alterations to 
traffic flow to divert vehicles from black spots; additional safety and calming measures to 
reduce speed of vehicles, more and better pedestrian crossing facilities to aid movement 
through the area. Temporary measures such as car-free days have also already proved 
successful.   
 
5. 4. 33 Objective 19 - The measures necessary to improve pedestrian comfort and safety, 
ease congestion and disperse numbers should be assessed by the relevant agencies and 
where practical implemented at the earliest opportunity.   
 
5. 4. 34 Pedestrian flows are high in the town centre and close to the major attractions within 
the World Heritage Site. This is a reflection of the number of visitors to the area, but 
pedestrians will also include many residents, business users and workers.  Some key areas 
currently suffer under the weight of numbers, either in terms of congestion (e.g. near the 
entrance to the covered market) or wear and tear (e.g. by St Mary’s Gate in the Park). As 
pointed out above, conflict occurs with road-users particularly where large numbers of people 
on foot attempt to cross busy carriageways, especially where crossings are not on the desirable 
lines of movement (e.g. at the junction of Nelson Road with King William Walk).  Part of the 
problem is that pedestrians are concentrated along certain routes, some of which are narrow 
and inadequate for the numbers using them. Greenwich Park suffers wear and tear at peak 
periods. As a result pedestrian comfort and safety are compromised to the detriment of the 
character and ambience of the World Heritage Site. 
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5. 4. 35 As pedestrian numbers are likely to increase, the measures available to improve the 
flow, convenience and safety of people on foot should be kept under review.  Wholesale 
pedestrianisation may be impractical in the absence of major traffic diversion, but is a 
possibility in the long-term. Localised pedestrianisation (to accompany traffic measures), 
pavement widening, more and better-located crossings are more realistic options in the short 
term.  More improvements to signage and information could encourage people to follow less 
congested routes and the opening up of new attractions or restricted sites would help disperse 
the concentrations along existing paths. Measures may be taken to extend the visitor season 
and to spread visitor peaks so as to even-out visitor numbers.  
 
5. 4. 36 Objective 19 - New and improved accessibility, services and facilities for people 
with disabilities should be included in all schemes for enhancement of the World Heritage 
Site. 
 
5. 4. 37 Maritime Greenwich can be a challenge to the disabled. In particular their ability to 
move about easily is limited not only by the general difficulties associated with traffic and 
pedestrians highlighted above, but also by the deficiencies in the street and built environment. 
The climb to the Royal Observatory is also demanding. The refurbishment of the Old Royal 
Naval College as part of Maritime Greenwich Campus has resulted in major improvements in 
accessibility for disabled people. Facilities for the disabled will need to be incorporated in all 
new projects being carried out in the World Heritage Site. The Greenwich Foundation has a 
programme to install such facilities at the principal visitor attractions in the Old Royal Naval 
College. In 2004 The National Maritime Museum solved a longstanding lack of direct disabled 
access through its ‘step-up’ grounds between Romney Road and Park level by installing a 
facilities in the angle of its west colonnade and west wing. Disabled access is integral to the 
Time and Space improvements at the Observatory for completion by 2007. 
 
5. 4. 38 Objective 20 - The options for enhancing cycling opportunities and reducing 
conflicts with road and footpath users should be investigated and incorporated, where 
possible, within schemes for traffic and pedestrian improvements.         
    
5.4.39 Cycling is limited to the carriageways, where there is danger from vehicles, and the 
Avenue through the Park. In practice, some cyclists use pavements and paths reserved for 
pedestrians, which results in danger and annoyance to many of the latter.  The London 
Borough of Greenwich is giving consideration to incorporating cycle routes into the riverside 
paths. However more could be done to increase provision for cyclists elsewhere in the World 
Heritage Site and surrounding areas, especially in tandem with traffic and pedestrian 
improvements. 
 
5. 4. 40 Objective 21 - Encouragement should be given to the implementation of new and 
improved mass public transportation services and facilities, which do not compromise the 
historic quality, and character of the World Heritage Site. 
 
5. 4. 41 Maritime Greenwich benefits from good public transport provision. The arrival of the 
Docklands Light Rail has created connections to the underground system (via the Jubilee Line 
at Canary Wharf) and directly to the City and Lewisham. Movement between the Town Centre 
and Greenwich Peninsula is currently limited but measures are being investigated, such as 
Waterfront Transit and river services, to link the two better.  
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5. 4. 42 There is also room for improvement to the existing services. The main line rail 
services, particularly to central London, can be improved with better station facilities and a 
commitment from the operators to more frequent services. Buses provide an essential service 
by connecting the town centre to many adjoining areas but suffer from the congestion on the 
roads and a lack of priority measures, which would aid frequency and speed of services.  Such 
measures could be introduced as part of a wider improvement package, as recommended in the 
Draft London Plan and the UDP. The river-based services bring a significant proportion of 
visitors to Maritime Greenwich but it is generally recognized that the Thames is under-used for 
mass transportation.  A scheduled river bus service, as well as improvements to existing tourist 
boat services and the facilities at piers, such as those being promoted by the Cross-River 
Partnership and others, would help to tap the potential of this transit resource.  
 
5. 4. 43 Collectively, such improvements, alongside those suggested for traffic and pedestrian 
movement, would be a major benefit to the World Heritage Site in reducing road congestion 
and enhancing movement to and through the area. Where new development or service 
installations are necessary pre-requisites of these improvements, every effort should be made to 
accommodate these without detracting from the historic character of Maritime Greenwich. 
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B 6. PROGRAMME AND ACHIEVEMENTS,  
1997 –2003 
 
6. 1  CHANGES SINCE INSCRIPTION 
 
Maritime Greenwich has seen substantial changes since the Inscription on the World Heritage 
list by UNESCO in December 1997. Following the establishment of Greenwich Foundation for 
the Old Royal Naval College the former Ministry of Defence site has been opened up to the 
general public, effectively having been substantially inaccessible for some 400 years. The 
Royal Courts and their associated buildings have become the Maritime Greenwich University 
Campus containing the University of Greenwich and Trinity College of Music. The Town 
Centre has seen a number of developments of both buildings and sites. The public realm 
received a great deal of attention through the build-up to Millennium year of 2000. New 
transport links including the Docklands Light Railway have opened up the World Heritage Site 
to a much greater public with a zone 2 station giving easy access to central London. Greenwich 
Park has received similar attention and continues to play a key role as the third fundamental 
component of the Site. 
 
As well as these changes to the fabric of the World Heritage Site the administration has 
evolved in a concomitant way. The WHS Steering Group has been enlarged and is supported 
by an Executive Group with working groups on particular issues. 

 
The Project Register of the original WHS Management Plan (1999) has been substantially 
completed. Some £100 million pounds of inward investment has seen much of the fabric of the 
Site brought to a good state of repair. Work over the next five years will be of a different 
nature, being more orientated to the consolidation of this work, promoting and marketing, and 
pursuing the educational objectives. 
The following is a summary of the work that has been carried out throughout the Site 
principally derived from the Project Register of the previous Management Plan.  
 
6. 2 ADMINISTRATION 
Progress:  
Action Date 
Establishment of World Heritage Site Steering Group, meeting 
quarterly 

September1998 

Joint funding of World Heritage Site Co-ordinator October 1998 
Enlargement of Steering Group to include Greenwich Tourism 
Partnership 

April 2001 

Enlargement of administration to include an Executive Group 
meeting monthly to which reports Working Groups on  
Marketing, Education, Town Centre Issues and Local 
Transportation. Task Groups also report on specific projects 

April 2001 

The Civic Trust gave an Award to the World Heritage Site 
Steering Group for the regeneration of the Site through 
partnership working 

September 2002 
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6. 3 STATUTORY AND POLICY CONTEXT  
Progress:  
Action Date 
Inclusion of World Heritage Site policies in First Deposit Draft 
of Reviewed Unitary Development Plan 

February 2002 

Inclusion of the World Heritage Site in the Draft Greenwich 
Cultural Strategy 

March 2002 

Inclusion of the World Heritage Site in the Economic 
Development Strategy for Greenwich 

April 2002 

Inclusion of the WHS Management Plan in the Greenwich 
Strategy 

May 2002 

Review of West and East Conservation Area boundaries May 2002 
Publication of the Town Centre Guidance on Colour Schemes 
as part of an Article 4 Direction 

August 2002 

Comments made to the Greater London Authority on the 
Mayor’s Draft London Plan 

September 2002 

Launch of the Greenwich Town Centre Strategy October 2002 
Review of Buffer Zone boundaries January 2003 

 
6. 4 ENVIRONMENT  
Progress: 
Action Date 
English Heritage Guidance on sustaining the historic 
environment 

1998 

Preparation of Conservation Plan for the Old Royal Naval 
College 

1999 

Publication of First Deposit Draft of Revised Unitary 
Development Plan 

February 2002 

 
6. 5 TRAFFIC AND MOVEMENT 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Ban on heavy goods vehicles using the Town Centre October 1998 
Relocation of coaches from Cutty Sark Gardens May 1999 
Improvements to Town Centre footpaths including disabled 
facilities at crossings 

June 1999 

Car-free day with closure of King William Walk and College 
Approach. Totally London Tour Weekend and festival 
including car-free day (TFL Travel Plan Event of the Year) 

September 2001 
September 2003 

 
6. 6 PUBLIC TRANSPORT 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Opening of Jubilee line extension to North Greenwich  February 1999 
Opening of Cutty Sark Station as part of the Docklands Light 
Railway Lewisham Extension 

September 1999 

Millennium Transit bus installed running between Greenwich 
Town Centre and the Dome 

2000 (now 
discontinued) 

Greenwich Connex SE station improved 2001 
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LB Greenwich Waterfront Transit proposals prepared 2002 
Joint ticketing adopted for DLR and City Cruises 2002 

 
6. 7 VISITOR MANAGEMENT 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Relocation and expansion of the Greenwich Tourist 
Information Centre in Pepys building. (Awarded best TIC in 
London and silver award for UK1998 and 2000 by the English 
Tourism Council)  
Opening of the pedestrian link from Greenwich Pier through 
the Old Royal Naval College over a new pedestrian crossing on 
Romney Road to the National Maritime Museum and 
Greenwich Park. 

December 1999 
 
 
 
September 1999 

Implementation of the Town Centre Signage scheme September 1999 
with additions 2003 

Installation of Millennium Trail bronze discs on key visitor 
routes, these combined with information leaflets 

May 2000 

Opening of St Alfege Visitor Centre May 2000 
Opening of Greenwich Gateway Visitor Centre in Pepys 
Building 

June 2000 

Establishment of Promotion and Marketing Group with joint 
annual plan and budget 

April 2001 

Promotion and Marketing Group programme including events 
schedule 

April 2002 

 
6. 8 TOWN CENTRE 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Repaving of Nelson Road, Turnpin Road, Greenwich Church 
Street, Creek Road, College Approach in York stone by the 
Conservation Area Partnership Scheme 

May 1999 to 
February 2000 

New and renovated shopfronts implemented through the CAPS 
scheme 

May 1999 to 
December 2002 

Publication of the Town Centre Streetscape manual 1999 
Implementation of the Town Centre Signage scheme September 1999 

with additions 2003 
Opening of Docklands Light Railway station at Cutty Sark 
(zone 2) 

December 1999 

Publication of the revised Stockwell Street Planning Brief November 2000 
Establishment of the Town Centre Issues Group April 2001 
Launch of the Town Centre Strategy October 2002 

 
6. 9 THE RIVERSIDE AND RIVER VIEWS 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Protected views included in First Deposit Draft of UDP February 2002 
Response to Mayor’s Draft London Plan on references to 
strategic and local view protection 

September 2002 
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6. 10 CUTTY SARK GARDENS 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Relocation of coaches from the Gardens to Charlton Way February 1999 
Completion of landscape enhancement redesign (given a Civic 
Trust Award 2000) 

May 1999 

Removal of perimeter hedging and opening up of Old Royal 
Naval College grounds to the public 

August 1999 

Relocation of the Tourist Information Centre into Pepys House December 1999 
Opening of Greenwich Gateway Visitor Centre in Pepys House June 2000 

 
6. 11 CUTTY SARK 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Repair of mizzen mast and other items August 1999 
Setting up of the Cutty Sark Trust (replacing the Maritime 
Trust)  

August 2000 

Establishment of revised management arrangements May 2002 
Setting up of Cutty Sark Working Group December 2002 
Preparation of project plan, also to be used for fundraising  January 2003 

 
6. 12 GREENWICH PIER 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Removal of hoardings from railings along footpath and 
repainting of some Pier buildings 

August 2002 

 
6. 13 PEPYS BUILDING 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Opening of New Millennium Experience exhibition November 1997 
Removal of perimeter hedging and opening up of Old Royal 
Naval College to the general public 

June 1999 

Opening of Greenwich Gateway Visitor Centre June 2000 
Completion of path system in Monument Gardens August 2000 
Installation of ‘Lewin Gate’ opposite Greenwich Pier April 2001 
Relocation of Sir Walter Raleigh statue from Whitehall to 
Monument Gardens  

April 2002 

 
6. 14 DREADNOUGHT SEAMAN’S HOSPITAL 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Transfer of lease to the University of Greenwich April 1998 
Start of renovation works April 1998 
Opening of site to public access June 1999 
Completion of restoration and conversion as University library 
and computer centre 

August 1999 

Formal opening of Greenwich University by the University September 1999 
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Chancellor at Dreadnought South entrance 
Completion of renovation and reconstruction of Dreadnought 
west wing to be used as lecture rooms 

May 2001 

Naming of this building as the Stephen Lawrence Wing April 2002 
 
6. 15 DEVONPORT NURSES’ HOME AND PATHOLOGICAL LABORAT ORY 
Progress: 
Action Date 

Lease transferred to University of Greenwich April 1998 
Renovation of Pathology Laboratory ( now the Cooper 
Building) as students’ union  

September 2000 

Completion of phase 1 of Devonport complex including infill 
block for student accommodation  

September 2000 

Completion of Devonport conference and residential complex January 2003 
 
6. 16 OLD ROYAL NAVAL COLLEGE 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Relocation of Ministry of Defence occupants  1997 
Head lease assigned to Greenwich Foundation for the Royal 
Naval College 

 1998 

Preparation of Conservation Plan December 1998 
Work begins on renovation and conversion 1998  
Opening of site to public access June 1999 
Opening of Queen Anne Court and Dreadnought building as the 
first part of the Maritime Greenwich University Campus 

September 1999 

Opening of Queen Mary Court 
Opening of Stephen Lawrence Gallery 

September 2000 
May          2001 

Arrival of Trinity College of Music to King Charles Court September 2001 
 
6. 17 NATIONAL MARITIME MUSEUM AND QUEEN’S HOUSE 
Progress: 
Action Date 
Neptune Court redevelopment opened by HM The Queen May 1999 
Renovation of Queen’s House including access for the disabled June 2001 

 
6. 18 GREENWICH PARK 
Progress: 
Establishment of working group to look at proposals to improve 
Wolfe Statue area. 

 1999 

Prince of Wales programme for tree planting as part of 
restoration of avenues  

 2000-2002 

Progress: 
Action Date 
Construction of Jubilee Walk from National Maritime Museum 
to Royal Observatory 

 1999 

Preparation of Management Plan for Greenwich Park  1999 
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APPENDIX 2                               
INVENTORY OF BUILDINGS OF SPECIAL ARCHITECTURAL OR HISTORIC 
INTEREST 
 
THE INVENTORY 
 

THE ROYAL NAVAL COLLEGE  

 

The outstanding complex of Baroque buildings in Britain, designed by Sir Christopher Wren, with works by 
Wren, John Webb, Nicholas Hawksmoor, Colen Campbell, Thomas Ripley and Sir James Thornhill. The 
Royal Naval College, the Queen's House and the Maritime Museum together symbolise over four centuries of 
Britain's maritime and scientific pre-eminence in Europe.  

Use:  Naval College 

Owner: Greenwich Hospital 

Public access: to the Painted Hall and the Chapel; the rest by appointment only 

Listing grade: I 

 

THE KING CHARLES BUILDING  

1664-1814, John Webb, Christopher Wren, Nicholas Hawksmoor, James Stuart & John Yenn. 

 

Begun in 1664 by John Webb as the first range of a projected royal palace for King Charles II, it was left 
unfinished and boarded-up until the granting of the site for the creation of the Royal Naval Hospital in 1694.  
Webb's block is of two main storeys with three storey end pavilions.  The sculpture in the east and north 
pediments, for which Joshua Marshall submitted a bill in 1668, comprises respectively the royal Stuart arms 
supported by the reclining figures of Fortitude and Dominion of the Sea, and the arms supported by Mars and 
Fame.  A narrower base block to the west was built by Christopher Wren, 1696-1700, the base block pavilions 
being altered later to match Webb's originals in two campaigns - 1712-18 and 1769.  The base block was 
rebuilt in its current form by John Yenn in 1811-14. 

 

Use: Naval College 

Owner: Greenwich Hospital 

Public access: by appointment only 

Listing grade: I 

 

THE QUEEN ANNE BUILDING  

1698-1742, Christopher Wren, Nicholas Hawksmoor & Thomas Ripley 

 

Begun in 1698 by Christopher Wren to mirror Webb's King Charles Building, it did not achieve its final form 
until Thomas Ripley completed the pavilions in 1742.  Architecturally, the three storey, three bay arcaded 
centrepiece of the east front of the base block, designed by Nicholas Hawksmoor and built 1701-05 is the 
most striking feature. Internally, in the basement, the early Stuart undercroft of the former Royal Palace 
survives. 

 

Use: Naval College 

Owner: Greenwich Hospital 

Public access: by appointment only 

Listing grade: I 
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THE KING WILLIAM BUILDING  

1698-1717, Christopher Wren & Nicholas Hawksmoor 

 

Begun in 1698 to the design of Wren and completed under the direction of Hawksmoor in 1717, this building, 
in the Painted Hall, houses the finest piece of baroque decorative painting by an English artist.  Sir James 
Thornhill's ceiling of 1708-12 depicts William and Mary attended by the Virtues, with Concord and Peace in 
attendance, and the cap of Liberty being handed to Europe above the crouching figure of Louis XIV.  British 
naval glory is celebrated further in the pediment of the colonnade where Benjamin West's Coade stone 
sculpture of 1810-12 commemorates the battles of Nelson. Architecturally, it is Hawksmoor's brilliantly 
idiosyncratic west dormitory range of 1701-08, with dramatically over-scale features, which fires the 
imagination.  

 

Use:  Naval College 

Owner: Greenwich Hospital 

Public access: to the Painted Hall; the rest by appointment only 

Listing grade: I 

 

THE QUEEN MARY BUILDING  

1735-50, Thomas Ripley 

 

The last of the four Royal Naval Hospital buildings to be completed, following Christopher Wren's layout but 
designed and built by Thomas Ripley. The Chapel is a neo-classical masterpiece by William Newton and 
James Stuart.  Completed in 1789, it replaced Ripley's Chapel which was destroyed by fire in 1779. 

 

Use:  Naval College 

Owner: Greenwich Hospital 

Public access: to the Chapel; the rest by appointment only 

Listing grade: I 

 

TRAFALGAR QUARTERS  

1813, John Yenn 

 

This handsome brick building, colonnaded and arcaded to the ground floor, was constructed in 1813 as 
lodgings for the officers of the Royal Hospital. The pediment is raised over the central bays for a finely carved 
coat of arms. It is flanked by lodges of contemporary date, although the distinctive oriel window to the north 
lodge was added c. 1900.   

Use: Accommodation 

Owners: Greenwich Hospital 

Public access: By appointment only 

Listing grade: II 
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THE QUEEN'S HOUSE, NATIONAL MARITIME MUSEUM AND THE  OLD ROYAL 
OBSERVATORY 

 

THE QUEEN'S HOUSE 

1616-35, Inigo Jones 

 

Now the centrepiece of the National Maritime Museum, this Italianate temple of delight is one of the 
masterpieces of Inigo Jones.  Begun in 1616 for Queen Anne of Denmark and completed for Queen Henrietta 
Maria in 1635, it was acknowledged in its day as a 'curious device'.  Built to span the Deptford to Woolwich 
road, it provided a bridge between the Tudor Palace of Placentia and the enclosed Royal Park to the south.  
Although the extraordinarily rich collection of paintings does not survive in situ, the cubic, galleried hall, the 
dramatic Tulip Staircase, the mid-seventeenth century plasterwork of the Bridge rooms, and the loggia 
looking out onto the Park, give a flavour of palatial splendour within the form of a Palladian villa transplanted 
from the Veneto. 

 

Use: Museum 

Owner: National Maritime Museum 

Public access: as for the Museum 

Listing grade: I 

  

NATIONAL MARITIME MUSEUM   

1807-16, Daniel Asher Alexander; extended 1862-76, various architects 

 

The Queen's House was adapted for use by what became the Royal Hospital School from 1807 through the 
large but architecturally tactful addition of Tuscan colonnades leading to distant Palladian wings. Later 
westward extensions include the Neptune Hall of 1873-4, formerly a gymnasium, with a powerfully 
articulated Doric frontispiece to the south. A highpoint of the 1934-7 conversion of the buildings to form the 
National Maritime Museum was the insertion into Alexander's west wing of a top-lit vestibule or rotunda to 
designs by Sir Edwin Lutyens. 

 

Use: Museum 

Owner: National Maritime Museum 

Public access: normal opening hours 

Listing grade: I 

 

FLAMSTEED HOUSE, ROYAL OBSERVATORY  

1675-6 - Sir Christopher Wren for the Royal Ordnance 

 

Flamsteed House is the earliest standing building on the Observatory site. Wren said that its architectural 
features were `a little for pompe'. A plaque beneath an east window commemorates the founding of the 
Observatory by Charles II in 1676. The world-renowned time-ball located above the Octagon Room indicates 
Greenwich Mean Time daily to all within view by dropping at 1 p.m. precisely. 

 

Use: Observatory Museum (National Maritime Museum) 

Owner: National Maritime Museum 

Public Access: normal opening hours 

Listed Grade I 
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THE ROYAL PARK  

 

BARROW GROUP, Greenwich Park 

Bronze Age 

 

A cluster of 19 remain some standing to 2 feet, the original number is thought to be much higher; c. 1714 
several were opened by the park keeper, and Hasted tells us that approximately 50 were opened in 1784. 
Associated finds include human hair, cloth, glass beads and flint. 

 

Use: parkland 

Owner: The Crown (managed by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport)  

Access: during Park opening 

Under consideration for Scheduling   

 

CONDUIT HOUSE, Greenwich Park 

c. 1700, Office of Works 

 

This small red-brick building on the Park's lower slopes near Croom's Hill has plaques on its south facade that 
read `Greenwich Hospital' and `Standard Reservoir'. Marking the end of a long water conduit it appears to 
have been erected around 1700 in connection with the building of Greenwich Hospital, probably under the 
direction of Nicholas Hawksmoor, as part of the modernisation of the water supply system that had served the 
Tudor Palace. It is distinguished by the fine brickwork in the broad apsidal niche that forms the central feature 
of its screening south facade. 

Use: None 

Owner: The Crown  (managed by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport) 

Public access: none 

Listing grade: none 

 

ST MARY'S LODGE , Greenwich Park 

c. 1823, architect unknown 

 

This small stuccoed cottage stands in the north-west corner of the Park, near St Mary's Gate. The lodge and 
the gate were erected with the long-since demolished St Mary's Church, designed by George Basevi, which 
stood just to the north-east. Restrainedly ornamental with a two-storey canted centrepiece and single-storey 
wings, all with deep eaves, the cottage is a typical but attractive example of an early nineteenth-century gate 
lodge. 

 

Use: Park information centre 

Owner: The Crown  (managed by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport) 

Public access: during Park opening 

Listing grade: II 
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STATUE OF GENERAL WOLFE , to east of Royal Observatory 

1930, Dr R Tait McKenzie 

 

Bronze figure holding telescope on high stone plinth.  General James Wolfe (1727-59) was a resident of 
Greenwich and commanded the British Forces at Quebec, where he lost his life.  The inscription reads, `This 
monument, the gift of the Canadian people, was unveiled on the 5th June 1930 by Le Marquis de Montcalm.'  

 

Use: monument 

Owner: The Crown  (managed by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport) 

Access: during Park opening 

Listing grade: II 

 

STATUE OF WILLIAM IV , to North east of St Mary's Gate 

1844, Samuel Nixon 

 

Granite statue of the King wearing the uniform of a high admiral.  Known as the `Sailor King', having begun a 
career in the Royal Navy at the age of thirteen, his statue is appropriately located close to the Maritime 
Museum. 

 

Use: monument 

Owner: The Crown  (managed by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport) 

Access: during Park opening 

Listing grade: II 

 

BANDSTAND, Greenwich Park 

c. 1880, The Coalbrookdale Company 

 

Octagonal bandstand with cast iron columns with decorative spandrels which support a low, conical copper 
roof.  Cast iron railings rest on a plinth of multi-coloured stock brick, partly rendered. 

 

Use: bandstand 

Owner: The Crown  (managed by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport) 

Access: during Park opening 

Listing grade: II 

 



   
  -  - 

92 

CHURCHES 

 

ST ALFEGE'S CHURCH , Greenwich Church Street 

1711-14, Nicholas Hawksmoor 

Built to replace the medieval parish church commemorating the martyred Archbishop Alfege of Canterbury 
when the roof of the old church collapsed in 1710.  Portland stone ashlar, cruciform church with west tower. 
Steeple, 1730 by John James, encases the old tower.  Facades are articulated by massive Doric pilasters and 
high arched windows.  Pedimented east end with urn finials at either side has an arch breaking the tympanum.  
Interior was sensitively restored in 1953 by Professor Sir Albert Richardson after bomb damage during the 
second World War. 

Use: Church 

Owner: Church of England 

Access: at all normal times 

Listing grade: I 

 

ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH OF OUR LADY STAR OF THE SEA  

Crooms Hill, 1851 by W.W.  Wardell 

In the style of c.1300 with a fine east tower surmounted by a polygonal turret. Nave, aisles and chancel with 
modern organ gallery to west end and baptistry with wrought iron gates in north-west bay. Much internal 
enrichment and decoration including the chancel and chapel of St Joseph by A W.W.  Pugin; the Lady Chapel 
by E W.W.  Pugin.   

Use: church 

Owner: RC Diocese of Southwark 

Access: for services, and by appointment  

Listing grade: II 

 

 

NOTABLE HOUSES 

 

RANGERS HOUSE, Chesterfield Walk 

1700-1720 for Admiral Hosier 

 

Seven bays, fronted in red brick with a tripartite frontispiece, doorway with Ionic columns and Venetian 
window above; south wing gallery added in 1749-50 by Isaac Ware; similar north wing with bay after 1783.  
In 1815 the house became the `grace and favour' residence of the Ranger of Greenwich Park. An LCC plaque 
commemorates the residence of both Chesterfield and Lord Wolseley. 

 

Use: museum & gallery 

Owner: English Heritage 

Access: daily 9-5 April to October 

Listing grade:  I 
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VANBRUGH CASTLE , Maze Hill 

1718,  Sir John Vanbrugh 

Sir John's own residence, built while he was Surveyor at the Royal Hospital and known as the Bastille, this is 
believed to be the first example of a private house consciously designed to emulate the middle ages. The 
original phase has three storeys and basement with two battlemented angle towers and a central round tower 
projecting from the main west front. The garden has crenellated walls with turrets.  The whole has been 
described as both a `flight of fancy' and `heroic'. 

 

Use: private maisonettes 

Owner: Various 

Access: at all times from the outside only 

Listing grade: I 

 

47-49 MAZE HILL  

Eighteenth century  

Early eighteenth century pair of three storeys and six bays in all, with the centre four projecting.  High pitched 
hipped tiled roof with end chimneys.  Brown brick with red brick dressings, brick quoins and angle pilasters.  
Two entrances contained within a Doric porch.  Interior has unusual plan with staircases between front and 
back rooms.  Good panelled interior. 

 

Use: residential 

Owner: private 

Access: at all times from outside 

Listing grade: II*  

 

PARK VISTA    

The houses of Park Vista are largely on the north side of the street, overlooking the Park. Perhaps the finest 
group is Hamilton House and Park Place (Nos 15, 16, 17 and 18) which date from the late eighteenth century. 
Nos. 1-12 also form a handsome terrace of the early nineteenth century.  

 

Use: residential 

Ownership: privately owned  

Public Access: view from street only 

Listed Grade II 

 

MANOR HOUSE, 13 Park Vista 

Eighteenth Century 

 

Early-mid eighteenth century five-bay two storey house of soft red brick with brighter red brick dressings, 1st 
floor band, window jambs and gauged flat arches.  Moulded and modillioned eaves cornice.  The hipped, tiled 
roof is broken in the centre to hold a renewed weather-boarded gazebo with pyramidal, tiled roof. 

 

Use: residential 

Owner: private 

Access: at all times from the outside 

Listing grade: II 
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ST ALFEGE VICARAGE , 33 Park Vista 

Eighteenth Century 

St Alfege Vicarage, on the south side of Park Vista has a stuccoed rusticated elevation. Much of this building 
dates from c. 1800, but the building incorporates part of Henry VIII's Palace of Placentia 

 

Use: residential 

Ownership: Church of England 

Public Access: view from street only 

Listed Grade II 

 

CROOMS HILL   

Crooms Hill runs along the western boundary of Greenwich Park, from the urban terraces at the bottom of the 
hill, near the town centre, to the detached mansions at the top of the hill near Blackheath. It is described by 
Pevsner as “the pride of domestic architecture in Greenwich”. The oldest buildings in the street appear to date 
from the mid-seventeenth century, although some may be more ancient behind the facades. 6-12 form a 
terrace of 1721, listed grade II*. 

 

THE FAN MUSEUM , 12 Crooms Hill  

1721 

 

 Use: museum 

 Ownership: private 

 Public Access: 11-5, Wed-Sat; 2-5, Tues and Sun 

 Listed Grade II* 

 

THE GRANGE, 52 Crooms Hill 

Mid Seventeenth and Eighteenth Century 

 

Hidden behind garden walls, house of mainly mid seventeenth century appearance with eighteenth century 
alterations concealing a much older core.  House was mentioned in a schedule of Ghent Abbey (to which the 
manor of Greenwich then belonged) in 1281.  Edmund Chapman, chief joiner to Queen Elizabeth leased it 
from 1561-1568.  In 1665, it was bought by Sir William Hooker, Sheriff and later Lord Mayor of London who 
had the garden gazebo of brick with pyramidal roof built.  Main block of house is stuccoed with rusticated 
quoins.  Circular window in pediment.  Right first floor window under gable in oriel bow.  Stuccoed mid-late 
eighteenth century west wing projecting in front and running on behind main block. 

 

Use: residential 

Owner: private 

Access: at all times from outside 

Listing grade: II 
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GAZEBO, 52 Crooms Hill 

1672, Robert Hooke 

 

A square garden building, brick, with a pyramidal roof and a scrolled open pediment. Moulded wood eaves 
cornice with carved modillions. Built for Sir William Hooker, later Lord Mayor of London. The building sits 
on a seventeenth century red brick wall. 

Use: Garden building 

Ownership: private 

Public Access: view from street only 

Listed Grade II  

 

MAYS COURT, 54-60 (even) Crooms Hill 

c.1770, architect unknown 

 

A handsome terrace of c. 1770, four storeys of multicoloured brick. Columned and pedimented door cases. 

 

Use: Residential 

Ownership: private 

Public Access: view from street only 

Listed Grade II 

 

HEATHGATE HOUSE , 66 Crooms Hill 

c. 1630, architect unknown 

 

A distinctive red brick building in an Artisan Mannerist style. The brickwork is articulated and washed with 
Venetian red. The first floor has a pattern of windows and blind panels, separated by pilasters, which is 
echoed on the second floor between the two large gabled dormers with their finely-rubbed brickwork. 
Formerly known as the Presbytery. Now part of St Ursula's Convent School. 

Use: school 

Ownership: St Ursula's Convent School 

Public Access: view from street only 

Listed Grade II* 
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PARK HALL  

1723, John James 

 

This impressive four-storey red-brick building was built in the early eighteenth century. The red-brick 
elevation to Crooms Hill has a heavy mid-nineteenth century stucco cornice above the second floor. 
The house is said to have been the home of Sir James Thornhill, painter of the Painted Hall at the Royal 
Naval College. 

 

Use: residential 

Ownership: private 

Public Access: view from street only 

Listed Grade II 

 

14 CROOMS HILL  

Eighteenth century 

 

Early eighteenth century five-bay two-storey house, set back.  Brown brick with red brick dressings 
and stuccoed basement.  Gauged, flat brick arches to sash windows.  Door of 6 flat panels, with 
patterned semi-circular fanlight, in wood door case with attached Doric columns, entablature and open 
pediment.  Projecting wing on north side of three storeys.  Eighteenth century low stone-coped brick 
wall supports wrought iron railings.  Simple wrought iron gate has overthrow with lampholder. 

 

Use: residential 

Owner: private 

Access: at all times from outside 

Listing grade: II 

 

THE TOWN AND THE  ‘CUTTY SARK’  

 

15, 17, 19 and 21 GREENWICH CHURCH STREET 

Architect(s) unknown 

 

A rare group of modest late seventeenth- and early eighteenth-century houses.  Nos 15 and 17 are late 
seventeenth century, of three storeys with attics and steeply pitched roofs.  Nos 19 and 21 are early 
eighteenth century and were originally one house but are now two dwellings, each of three storeys and 
attic with gentle mansard roof.  All of the houses in the group have a single box dormer; Nos 17, 19 
and 21 are of painted brick while No 15 has a stuccoed front. 

Use: dwellings and shops 

Owners: various private owners 

Access: at all times from the outside only 

Listing grade: II 
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NELSON ROAD 

1829, Joseph Kay 

 

A unified composition by Joseph Kay, Clerk of Works to Greenwich Hospital, who designed many 
buildings for the hospital. This was the first street in Joseph Kay's improvement scheme. Its design 
compares favourably with contemporary schemes such as the West Strand Improvements in London. 
The street has two formal stuccoed terraces facing each other. In the middle of the north side is an 
arched gateway to Greenwich Market. The decoration is Ionic. 

Use: commercial and residential 

Ownership: Greenwich Hospital 

Public Access: access to shops during opening hours, otherwise view from street only 

Listed Grade II 

 

TRAFALGAR TAVERN  

1837, Joseph Kay 

 

This riverside inn of 1837 was designed by Joseph Kay in an elegant Regency style. The stuccoed 
building has charming cast-iron balconies, canopied bow-windows and a recessed loggia to its riverside 
elevation. After suffering war damage the building was in alternative use for 50 years until extensively 
restored in a late 18th century manner and reopened as an inn in 1968.   

 

Use: Public House 

Owners: Greenwich Hospital 

Public access: during opening hours 

Listing grade: II 

 

THE ‘CUTTY SARK’ , Cutty Sark Gardens 

 

Tea-clipper built by Messrs Scott and Linton of Dumbarton, designed specifically for the China Tea 
trade but launched in November 1869, the year in which the opening of the Suez Canal made the China 
Trade uneconomical for sailing vessels.  After 1877, she was transferred to the Australian wool run.  
Fastest ship of her time.  In 1954, she was brought to her present berth in a special dry dock where she 
has been restored and is now maintained as a museum. 

 

Use: museum 

Owner: The Maritime Trust 

Access: normal opening times 

Listing grade: I 
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FOOT TUNNEL ENTRANCE , Cutty Sark Gardens 

1902 by the London County Council 

 

Circular red brick panelling with domed glass roof, double entrance with moulded architraves and 
plaque above. Plain tile interior and mahogany panelled lift. 

 

Use: entrance to pedestrian tunnel  

Owner: London Borough Greenwich 

Access: at all times 

Listing grade: II 

 

ST ALFEGE PASSAGE  

St Alfege Passage is a fine Georgian-style terrace built 1844-51. 

 

Use: residential 

Owner: privately owned  

Public Access: view from street only 

Listed Grade II 
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APPENDIX 3  
 
MARITIME GREENWICH WORLD HERITAGE SITE STEERING GROUP  
MEMBERSHIP DECEMBER 2004 
 
DEPARTMENT OF CULTURE MEDIA AND SPORT 
ENGLISH HERITAGE 
GREATER LONDON AUTHORITY 
LONDON DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION 
LONDON BOROUGH OF GREENWICH 
GREENWICH FOUNDATION FOR THE OLD ROYAL NAVAL COLLEGE 
GREENWICH HOSPITAL 
VISIT LONDON 
S.E. TRAINS 
DOCKLANDS LIGHT RAILWAY 
GREENWICH TOWN CENTRE AGENCY 
GREENWICH TRADERS ASSOCIATION 
GREENWICH SPACE MANAGEMENT 
ICOMOS UK 
GOVERNMENT OFFICE FOR LONDON 
CUTTY SARK TRUST 
NATIONAL MARITIME MUSEUM 
ROYAL PARKS 
ST ALFEGE CHURCH MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
UNIVERSITY OF GREENWICH 
GREENWICH COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
THE GREENWICH PARTNERSHIP 
GREENWICH COMMUNITY FORUM 
HERITAGE LOTTERY FUND 
 
Chair : Councillor Vicky Morse LB Greenwich  
           (from 2006: Councillor Chris Roberts, Leader LB Greenwich) 
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APPENDIX 4 GLOSSARY OF TERMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 
 
 
WHS World Heritage Site 
DLR Docklands Light Railway 
TFL Transport for London 
LBG London Borough of Greenwich 
LBL London Borough of Lewisham 
SRA Strategic Rail Authority 
PLA Port of London Authority 
ORNC Old Royal Naval College 
GFORNC Greenwich Foundation for the Old Royal Naval College 
TCM Trinity College of Music 
UOG University of Greenwich 
NMM National Maritime Museum 
RP Royal Parks 
HLF Heritage Lottery Fund 
CST Cutty Sark Trust 
EH English Heritage 
GTCA Greenwich Town Centre Agency 
GTCTA Greenwich Town Centre Tenants Association 
GSM   Greenwich Space Management 
SELTRANS South East London Transport 
LDA London Development Association 
UNESCO United Nations Environment Social and Cultural Organisation 
DTI Department of Trade and Industry 
GWT Greenwich Waterfront Transit 
ICOMOS International Council for Monuments and Sites 
 
 


