
      

Begbroke and Yarnton Green Belt Campaign (BYG) 

 

Deadline 5, BYG Comment on Responses to Examining Authority’s 

ExQ2 re: ICOMOS`s August 2025 Technical Review of BWSF and its 

wider setting.  

 

BYG welcomes the submission of the ICOMOS technical review ((REP4-052) 

and fully supports its conclusions. The Review provides necessary technical 

consideration of the importance of the wider setting to the OUV of the WHS.  

Our comment is on the Review`s reference to the lack of a buffer zone and the 

resulting need for additional safeguards to be considered. 

1.  It was the Blenheim Trustees who themselves argued against the need for a 

buffer zone in their Blenheim Palace WHS Management Plan 2017. Their 

arguments, set out in the attached letter dated 9 May 2016, were accepted. The 

Trustees believed strongly in the existing protection, as shown in this extract 

from page 3 of that letter. 

`The concept of a Buffer Zone and setting will be part of the WHS 

management plan review and the Estate will not pre-empt the 

recommendations and conclusions of that review. However, given the 

strong statutory and local plan protections for heritage assets, the Oxford 

Green Belt and natural environment features such as the Cotswold AONB 

coupled with the fact that the local authorities have recently produced, or 

are in the process of producing, new core strategies as part of the Local 

Development Framework, it would be our very firm view that Blenheim 

Palace and Park WHS is already provided with a very high degree of 

protection for the WHS Outstanding Universal Value and thus an additional 

level of designated protection is unnecessary.`   

2.  However, the Blenheim Trustees now appear to be taking advantage of the 

planning process for NSIPs which can favour applications which might not 

otherwise succeed by circumventing purely local strategies such as those 

referred to in the letter. This is despite the Trustees clearly recognising at the 

time a) that the wider setting was of importance to the OUV of the WHS; and b) 

that their own Management Plan was an important source of guidance regarding 

the WHS`s wider setting. 

3.  The current Trustees are quite clearly ignoring the guidance given by 

Appendix 3 of their own Management Plan. They are also going back on their 

previous arguments to justify the omission of a buffer zone. The Trustees at the 



time gave particular importance to the protection provided to the WHS by the 

Green Belt. No buffer zone for the WHS was imposed, largely because of the 

protection assumed from the extent of Green Belt land surrounding the palace. 

4.  We believe that considerable weight in the examination should be given to 

this assumption, and to the ongoing relevance and importance of Green Belt 

land for the protection of the World Heritage Site`s Outstanding Universal Value. 

 

*** 
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