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[Many thanks to A.L. for providing the comments below, an overwhelming majority of which 
are against the planned memorial. The first two objections are the most strongly worded and 
also reveal some interesting research.]

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 17 Jan 2019

GOVERNMENT GENOCIDE MEMORIAL SERVICE - EVIDENCE SUGGESTS THAT THE SERVICE 
APPEARS TO BE DISCRIMINATORY, UNLAWFUL AND RACIST , BECAUSE IT WOULD APPEAR 
THAT MONEY AND ASSETS PER CAPITA ARE BEING GIVEN DISPROPORTIONATELY TO JEW 
MEMORIAL SERVICES. The Government appears to be providing a genocide memorial, learning, endowment
& genocide recorder service to Jews but not providing a similar service to some other religions, ethnics groups 
and nationalities. The Prime Minister's Holocaust Commission Report makes clear that Holocaust was an 
exclusively Jewish event. The definition of the Holocaust given in the Prime Minister's Holocaust Commission 
report: " The Holocaust was the planned, systematic, industrialised murder of 6 million Jewish men, women 
and children during the Second World War. "
Westminster council must find out under its equality duty if the Governments genocide memorial service is 
legal and publish the results.

JEWS ALREADY HAVE A NATIONAL HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL IN HYDE PARK AND A LEARNING 
CENTRE IN THE IMPERIAL WAR MUSEUM 
so why is the Government proposing Funding more - when other races, religions and nationalities do not appear
to have the same range of Facilities or indeed any. Jews only make up 0.5% of the population of the UK and 
one would expect any memorial to Genocide built in Victoria Tower Gardens to reflect that figure. 

ANY MEMORIAL MUST LARGELY REFLECT WHITE BRITISH VICTIMS OF GENOCIDE
Any Genocide memorial and learning centre built in Victoria Gardens should largely (in line with the % of 
White British people in the UK population) commemorate White British victims of Genocide killed in the war 
and the current ongoing what would appear to be genocide of the White British people through mass 
immigration. Westminster council has a legal equality duty to make sure that this happens.

WESTMINSTER COUNCIL - EQUALITY DUTY 
Westminster council has an equality duty to make sure that any genocide memorial and Learning Centre is not 
just for Jews but for all races, nationalities and religions. The plan to build a holocaust memorial next to 
Parliament appears to give a special platform and privileges to Jews that have not been given to other 
races/religious groups/nationalities. The following groups appear to have been unlawfully discriminated 
against:
White British people killed during the war - which was Genocide as defined under the 1948 UN Convention on 
Genocide.
White British people currently being ethnically cleansed in their own Country through mass immigration which
appears to be Genocide as defined under the 1948 UN Convention on Genocide.
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Armenian Christians killed in the Ottoman Empire - which was Genocide as defined under the 1948 UN 
Convention on Genocide.
The 24 Million Russians killed during the war - which was Genocide as defined under the 1948 UN Convention
on Genocide.
Poles killed during the war - which was Genocide as defined under the 1948 UN Convention on Genocide.
Christians in the Middle East & elsewhere in the world including the UK, now and in the past - which was and 
is Genocide as defined under the 1948 UN Convention on Genocide.
Native Indians in America killed by Americans - which was Genocide as defined under the 1948 UN 
Convention on Genocide.
Native Indians in South America killed by South Americans - which was Genocide as defined under the 1948 
UN Convention on Genocide.
Tibetans killed by Chinese or affected by the situation in Tibet - which appears to be Genocide as defined under
the 1948 UN Convention on Genocide.
Westminster council must find out under its equality duty why the Government is planning no memorials for 
these groups in Victoria Gardens and publish the results of its findings.

THE GOVERNMENT IS PROPOSING TO SPEND £50M ON A SERVICE WHICH IS PROVIDED VERY 
LARGELY FOR JEWS - THAT MEANS ON A PER CAPITA BASIS THE GOVERNMENT MUST NOW 
SPEND £8.6 BILLION POUNDS ON MEMORIAL AND LEARNING CENTRES FOR WHITE BRITISH 
VICTIMS OF GENOCIDE.
It would appear at the moment that the Government does not intend to spend any money on anyone else accept 
Jews, if that is the case then it is clearly discriminatory.
Westminster council has a legal equality duty which means that it must request that the Government provide 
£8.6 billion worth of funding for a genocide and memorial centre for white British people in Victoria Gardens. 
Any land to be used for Genocide memorials and learning centres in Victoria Tower Gardens and Hyde Park 
should be allocated to ethnic groups based on an equal per capita basis otherwise unlawful racist discrimination 
will have occurred. The White British Genocide memorial and learning centre will be entitled to 86% of the 
Land available in Victoria Tower Gardens and Jews will be entitled to 0.5% of the land available (based on 
population figures). As the Jews already have a holocaust memorial in Hyde park, Parliament must first build a 
Genocide memorial for White British people in Hyde park which is 172 times bigger than the Holocaust 
memorial in Hyde park to reflect the size of the populations otherwise unlawful racist discrimination will have 
occurred. By allocating land on a population basis each person gets the same amount of land and no 
discrimination will have occurred.

WHY HAVE JEWS BEEN GIVEN WHAT APPEARS TO BE A SPECIAL PLATFORM AND PRIVILEGES 
CONCERNING A GENOCIDE MEMORIAL AND LEARNING CENTRE, AN ENDOWMENT FUND & A 
PROGRAMME TO RECORD THE HOLOCAUST TESTAMENTS OF SURVIVORS & IMPORTANT LAND
IN VICTORIA TOWER GARDENS THAT APPEARS TO HAVE BEEN LARGELY DENIED TO OTHER 
RACES/RELIGIOUS GROUPS/NATIONALITIES.
Westminster council must find out under its equality duty and publish the results.

KING DAVID HOTEL JERUSALEM BOMBING 1946 - MEMORIAL REQUIRED IN VICTORIA 
GARDENS TO HONOUR BRITISH ARMED FORCES & BRITISH CITIZENS KILLED
Westminster council will want to ensure that a memorial to the dead of the King David Hotel bombing is built 
at the same time as any Holocaust Memorial to comply with their equality duty.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I am objecting to the proposal on the grounds that this memorial and learning centre will be counterproductive 
to its intended purpose. Namely that it will encourage Holocaust 'denial' and fuel Anti-Semitism.



Professor Tim Cole, Professor of Social History and Director of Brigstow Institute and research affiliate of the 
USC Shoah Foundation writes that there is; 'an unintended symbiotic relationship' between, the 'Holocaust', and
'Holocaust denial'. 

He states that the Holocaust as it is presented through museums, such as the US Holocaust Memorial Museum. 
is detached from the historical event. It has been mythologised. The 'denial' is a counter to this mythology, 
rather than denying the original event. He continues;

"The result is that building more 'Holocaust' museums is - if anything - likely to feed yet more 'Holocaust 
denial' claims, which is - if anything - likely to result in the building of yet more 'Holocaust museums."

Professor Cole concluded that our contemporary obsession with the Holocaust, "may actually be doing us 
harm."

He published this in 1999. 

The symbiotic relationship Professor Cole cites is vital for the Holocaust. Without the driving narrative of 
opposing denial and anti-Semitism, the Holocaust loses its contemporary relevance and becomes another fading
historical event, like the Cambodian genocide of 1975-79.

Twenty years on from Professor Cole's warning, the symbiotic relationship can no longer be seen as 
'unintended'. 

The industry that promotes the Holocaust for self-aggrandisement continues regardless, leaving ordinary Jews 
to deal with the reality of anti-Semitic incidents, which have been rising in the UK since 2013. 

Telling people how they should think and feel is likely to evoke a negative reaction.

To illustrate my point, and this 'push back', consider that Chelsea Football Club introduced an anti-Semitism 
scheme in January 2018, in response to anti-Semitic chants by some of their supporters at two games in 2017. 
In October 2018 the club publicised that they were considering taking fans guilty of anti-Semitic abuse to 
Auschwitz to educate them. 

UEFA are currently investigating anti-Semitic chanting by a section of Chelsea supporters at their December 
2018 game against MOL Vidi FC in Hungary. Their honest intent, once publicised, backfired. 

I also object to the proposal for Victoria Tower Gardens being transformed from a park into a manufactured 
'dark tourism' attraction. Dark tourism is the practice of visiting sites associated with death, or the 
representation of death. The Nazi Holocaust is the largest provider of dark tourism globally, including a 
plethora of museums in countries where no atrocities took place, for example the US, Canada, Australia, Japan, 
Argentina, South Africa and the UK. And the Holocaust is actively engaged in dark tourism; the US Holocaust 
Memorial Museum sponsored a dark tourism conference in Glasgow in 2017.

Representational sites, such as the one proposed, dilute the impact and importance of those sites where 
atrocities were perpetrated. Manufactured Holocaust sites exhibit a sanitized version suitable for 
schoolchildren. Education is employed to camouflage the exploitation of the dead, whilst the footfall of this 
captive audience is trumpeted to show the site's 'success' and relevance within contemporary society.

If there is to be a new Holocaust memorial there is a far better place for it to be situated; inside Parliament, not 
on the back lawn where politicians can't see it. Government policy has not been attributed to the influence of 
any memorials already in situ in Victoria Tower Gardens, so why would a Holocaust memorial make any 
difference situated there? 

Recent protests and media coverage highlighting Labour's anti-Semitic problems reiterates why any Holocaust 
memorial should be inside Parliament. It is within Parliament where decisions pertaining to the UK's response 



to genocide are taken, not outside. 

The Learning Centre could be set across the river in the IWM, who already have the necessary tourist 
infrastructure in place and wanted to host the project in the first place. They've had no issues with security since
their own Holocaust galleries opened in 2000. 

If some politicians wish to embrace perceived national 'guilt' over the Holocaust, let them do so without 
sacrificing the park on our behalf. 

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 28 Jan 2019

Too many memorials are encroaching upon London Parks, and there is a limited supply of green spaced areas in
London to begin with. I am concern about the green area and that trees currently in the park area may have to 
be killed to make way for a museum. This and that children, dog walkers and the public in general will have not
space to walk or be during the summer/winter months.

Comment submitted date: Sat 26 Jan 2019

Too many memorials are encroaching upon London Parks, and there is a limited supply of green spaced areas in
London to begin with. I am concern about the green area and that trees currently in the park area may have to 
be killed to make way for a museum. This and that children, dog walkers and the public in general will have not
space to walk or be during the summer/winter months.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 28 Jan 2019

Not Available

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 28 Jan 2019

I object to the loss of valuable green space. Every inch of green space in London is valuable but in this area 
especially as there is very limited green space in the area. I do not object to the concept of this memorial but 
this is not the right place. 
The view of parliament from this spot is stunning and even though i have walked this park a thousand times, it 
is a view which can still have a dramatic impact . It is historic view. 

For residents living near by it must be one of the view green spaces they can access and in view of our 
increasingly hot summers , this type of green space with MATURE trees is in short supply. These trees provide 
a cooling effect and for people who live in small cramped flats, they need a cool place to sit out in the 
summmer. 

In addition this area of Westminster has a tremendous tourist footfall already and an added memorial in an area 
with so many sights/memorials does not seem like wise planning . It may cause extra trafffic managment issues 
with school coaches etc



(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 28 Jan 2019

Not Available

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 28 Jan 2019

I use Victoria Tower Gardens regularly for the purpose for which it was designed. To provide an open space in 
the centre of London for rest and relaxation. The loss of this space would greatly diminish this. The proposed 
structure is too large and invasive for this beautiful and peaceful space. The proposed centre would be much 
more appropriate at the originally planned site at IWM London nearby.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 27 Jan 2019

As the grandparent of two small children who together with their parents live in a block of flats a couple of 
streets away from Victoria Tower Gardens, I am distressed by the proposed building of the UK Holocaust 
Memorial at that location. The flats have no outdoor space and the children visit this Royal Park almost on a 
daily basis to go to the playground, run around and play games on the grass, have picnics in the summer, play 
with local friends, ride a scooter and little bike and meet and socialise with other local children. This small park
is used extensively by the local residents and gives them an outdoor community space in which to socialise, do 
things together and get the sense of belonging and wellbeing so vital to healthy lives. The space left if the 
Memorial is built will be totally inadequate for its use as a recreational green space. 
You will be aware that there is very little green space in this particular area of Westminster, and this park is very
precious. It is also the only public green space on this stretch of the Thames which gives access to the river. The
glorious view of the Houses of Parliament from the Victoria Tower Gardens side will also be severely 
compromised by a building that is completely out of character and dominating in this location. 
Other deep concerns are the increased traffic in the area, the increased footfall and the security. 
The City of Westminster has said that air quality is the number one concern for people in Westminster and that 
the air quality agenda is being moved forward through leadership and innovation. This small area of 
Westminster is already an area with many tourist attractions and the pavements and road crossings are often 
difficult to navigate because of the crowds. One million extra people in this tiny area per year will be 
devastating. The security measures necessary in the area are already considerable and these would be an 
intrusive and inappropriate feature for park users.
If this Memorial is built it will be the needs and facilities for tourists, whether from other parts of the UK or 
from abroad that have taken precedence over the needs of locals. This area of Westminster has a substantial 
local population and these locals need the determination and support of Westminster City Council to help them 
to preserve this well used local amenity as it is. 
It is my hope that Westminster City Council will be decisive and say that this particularly congested location is 
not suitable for the Memorial and that a more suitable site must be chosen. 

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 27 Jan 2019

I was born and raised in a flat in London, so parks have always been my lifeline. I have lived near Victoria 
Tower Gardens for 24 years, and brought up my children in the playground and my dog in the green space. My 
mother, a Jewish refugee, used to love nothing more than visiting a park. Victoria Tower Gardens is a park that 
needs to be protected. It cannot be allowed to become a civic space. 

I have put down some thoughts below:



Green space
We have been told that we are losing 26% of green space, but realistically the park is being divided in two with 
a huge hill in the middle which will be impossible for wheel chairs and buggies in all seasons, and dangerous 
for anyone on a rainy day. This is not building under ground, but placing three 9.6 meter high buildings on a 
park and covering them with grass. Before long I would suggest the slope will be considered too dangerous to 
go on and 50% of the green space will have been lost.

Trees
Seeing the trees casting their shadows on the long stretch of grass is beautiful. We have been advised that 
proper investigation of the tree roots has not been carried out and within 10 years the trees will have died. This 
would be tragic.

Blocking views of Parliament and of the river
The tall fins of the memorial will create the mound that will block the view from the children's playground, 
from Lambeth Bridge, and from one side of the park (East to West) to the other.
The river seating is also wrong. Currently the seats are placed next to the river wall so no-one can walk in front 
of you when you're sitting on them. In the proposed scheme, you will have people walking in front of you all 
the time and interrupting your view and privacy. It's a wonderful place to sit quietly and contemplate or for the 
lovers I see there all the time.

Effect on the memorials
All the memorials currently in the park are positive - abolition of slavery, celebration of children, granting of 
the right for women to vote and freeing of Calais. The Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre is all about 
genocide, and genocide is still happening. This is not a cheerful memorial to compliment the rest, this is a 
serious memorial that should be somewhere large with reflective space around. A destination, not an add-on.

Changes to the playground
To have a recently upgraded playground redone again, only this time surrounded by a cafeteria, a queue to get 
into the Holocaust Learning Centre and coaches puffing exhaust fumes right next to it is terrible. Parents with 
small children will be worried about so many adults without children sharing the same space and about the 
fumes from the many coaches polluting the air.

Traffic
A few years ago a man was killed on Millbank crossing the road. The roundabout at the foot of Lambeth Bridge
is also considered highly dangerous. Yet coaches will be parking just in front of this roundabout, making 
visibility difficult, not only for cyclists, but for car drivers too.

As the campaign says, this is the right idea but in the wrong place
Parks are the green lungs of the city. They help with mental health by allowing for fun, for rest, for easy 
breathing, for community.
Westminster has monument saturation zones and I can't believe Victoria Tower Gardens isn't in the middle of 
one of them. Please let us keep our park. 

Other possible venues: Parliament Square Garden, Abingdon Street Gardens (we will have the photographers 
and Henry Moore), Marble Arch - there are so many other places in London that would be better suited. Thank 
you.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 27 Jan 2019

I support the establishment of a National Holocaust memorial. But I disagree that it should be squashed into one
of the few green spaces in Westminster / Victoria.

It would be more appropriate to site the memorial at the Imperial War museum grounds where it would have 
more space and attract schools and visitors in a setting that can accommodate them.



My key objections are:

1. Loss of green public space
- The development will cause the loss of a significant amount of green space. It will change the park to a civic 
space.
- The learning centre will dominate the park and change its atmosphere.
- The slope that covers the learning centre is 10m high, or equivalent to a large three storey house. 
- This proposal goes against the London City Plan and the Westminster City Plan
- Most of the current lawn between the Buxton Memorial and the playground will become an enclosed, hard-
surfaced area, requiring ticketed access. 
- Blocks views of Parliament and this historic area
- Victoria Tower Gardens is a Grade II park falling partly within the UNESCO World Heritage Site. 

2. Changes to the playground
-The proposal claims to maintain the size of the current playground. However, a cafe with outdoor seating will 
now occupy part of the playground space. 
- Large numbers of visitors to the learning centre will walk past or through the playground
- The queue for the learning centre will be next to the playground 
- The shrubbery near the road will be removed, moving the playground closer to traffic fumes. 

3. Safety & security
- The security measures for the memorial will be very intrusive for park users and are likely to get worse in 
future.

4. Traffic
- the project will increase the amount of coach and tourist traffic in Abingdon Street on the projected visitor 
numbers

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I strongly object to the siting in this location. It is absolutely insane to consider siting in an area where children 
play, run around, buy ice creams, play on the swings currently happily and safely. I fear for my 3 children and 
all others who regularly play in this area.

The majority of the terrorists attempts at havoc have been very close to this location. How can any rationale 
person consider siting a high potential terrorist risk site directly next to children's amenity! It is likely to 
become a prime terrorist target. There are many children who live, visit and go to school in the streets around 
this park. In recent years Westminster has encouraged change of use from commercial to residential as a result 
there are many families and children living nearby who regularly enjoy this facility. Also it is enjoyed by 
numerous visitors. 

It should be sited at the War Museum site which has the space and the combination of remembering war and 
peace will be more powerful. Alternatively it could be sited in an area that will encourage investment and 
redevelopment. This part of Westminster does not need economic invigoration. Many areas of London do and 
would benefit substantially from cultural and economic investment.

It will also completely overshadow and dominate the antislavery memorial and what an insensitive message this
conveys. 

Moreover where will visitors and the numerous coaches park/unload. When there are demonstrations around 
Westminster the Police use this area and adjacent streets for parking and the protestors normally use the park 
afterwards to peacefully relax after demonstrations. Further traffic will be very detrimental to the area which 
has some fine 300 year old listed houses in the adjacent streets which are safely walked around by many 



tourists.

I very strongly urge you to reconsider this location. Children playing alongside a substantially higher terrorist 
risk is horrific to contemplate.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I am not a London resident, but I was shocked to hear about this wanton destruction of green space in a very 
built up area.

By all means build a Holocaust Museum, but this is completely the wrong setting for it.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

According to current Planning policy existing public open green spaces should not be built on. Also their 
preservation should be encouraged - unless they are surplus or being replaced.
Victoria Tower Gardens is not surplus.

Also Victoria Tower Gardens is a 'Designated' (i.e. protected) Historic Asset, and is within a Conservation Area.
Therefore it is a highly sensitive site from a planning perspective. The proposal is contrary to a large range of 
planning policies protecting the designated heritage assets from "harm"

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I object to the building of the Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre for the following reasons...

I believe that according to nation-wide planning policies, the policy is green spaces that should not be built on. 
Surely building this museum will contravene this.

Building in Victoria Tower Gardens will massively reduce the open space available for local residents. Already 
there are not enough green spaces in the area. 

The newly built playground will be demolished - and what a waste of money when it is. Already there are not 
enough places for local children to play.

What about the park's heritage listing and listed monuments? They will be overshadowed by this museum. The 
Buxton Memorial will not be the centre of the park at it is now.

The design of the building is not only ugly and brutalist, it is not sympathetic to its surroundings or nearby 
historic buildings. Existing Planning Policy states that new developments must be sympathetic to local 
character and history. This is one the country's most historic areas. 

The building of the museum will alter the character of the park forever and bring in unwanted tour buses and 
traffic. 

Because of the nature of the museum, it will be a target for terrorists thereby requiring massive security. Surely 
the Houses of Parliament next door are enough of a target.

The survival of the historic plane trees cannot be guaranteed when so much deep excavation will be required. 



For this reason alone the park should not be built on. There is a big drive to plant more trees in London - we 
don't need to kill those we already have.

There are bigger and more appropriate sites for this museum such as at the IWM or in Hyde Park. Why are 
these not being considered?

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I strongly object to the imposition of an idea that has not passed public consultation. It will ruin a green space in
a heavily polluted area; it will desecrate an historical site; and it ignores the vastly more suitable site of the 
Imperial War Museum.
This decision has been thrust upon us, and objections ignored in the name of the personal glory of a few 
politicians. Should a Holocaust memorial cause strife, public anger, and outrage? The objection is not to the 
memorial, it is to its proposed location.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I object to the denigration and devaluing of the Buxton Memorial that will result from this proposed 
development. 
I object to the underground destruction of the limited soil and biological reserves necessary for the survival of 
existing flora and fauna which will result from the proposed development.
I object to the dismissal of more appropriate sites for this important memorial.
I object to the identity of the Victoria Tower Garden being changed by the unbalanced proportions of this 
proposed development.
I object to the public green space of Victoria Tower Garden being overbuilt without replacing it (which is not 
possible in this situation). 
I object to the proposed removal of a valued amenity of open, peaceful, green space in Victoria Tower Garden 
where local residents and visitors enjoy the essence of the park as it is.
I object to the proposed removal of part of Victoria Tower Garden, one of the locally deficient public open 
spaces.
I object to the proposed move of the playground which will no longer integrate views of the Houses of 
Parliament, robbing children of formative positive memories.
I object to a historic asset in a conservation area containing listed monuments in a sensitive and unique site 
being violated.
I object to an incongruous addition and the destructive result from the process thereof on the fabric and 
character of the place, topographically, architecturally, atmospherically and functionally changing it forever.
I object to the unsympathetic proposal impose a building above and below ground ignoring existing planning 
policy guidance.
I object to the proposed obstruction of important views resulting from this development.
I object to the siting of the proposed development within a saturated zone of monuments, instead, it deserves to 
be in a site to give it its own unique importance.
I object to the likely congestion resulting from the proposed development on already stretched local 
infrastructure.
I object to the increased risk to public safety and the resulting increased security measures that will destroy the 
peace and calm of the place that would be caused by the proposed development.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 20 Jan 2019

I am absolutely object the application. I will not only destroy the greens that a lot of people used but will 



increase traffic that is already heavy.
Let people enjoy the grass we have so many buildings around, save the greens and let enjoy of what small 
greens we have in the neighbourhood .

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 20 Jan 2019

I object to the application. It will permanently remove precious open green space from riverfront central 
London. VTG currently is a place that is both relaxing and beautiful. Standing at the south end you get a 
stunning view of the Houses of Parliament, and the grandness of the Victoria Tower. It is one of the few 
riverside spots in central London that is so peaceful - just grass and trees and paths and a little playground. 
Everything is in proportion and works just right as a park. It is incredible that something like this exists right in 
the middle of London. It is the perfect park. The memorial looks excellent, but not here. It will block space, 
block views up the park and across to the river, and will intrude into the park in a way that stops it being a park 
anymore, but instead makes it a space to serve the memorial building. VTG, which is meant to be a park, should
not be used as a convenient building site. Instead the Government should buy up land nearby, or use 
Government-occupied land, to develop into the memorial. This could have been done on the site of the old New
Scotland Yard on Victoria Street for example. Or some of the Wellington Barracks land by Buckingham Gate 
could be handed over for the memorial. It would be expensive to build it elsewhere, but it would be worth it, 
and that would increase rather than decrease public open space. The use of precious open space right on the 
river is even more expensive in terms of its loss to the public forever.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 20 Jan 2019

It is clear from this application that it will both impact on local traffic through the increase in parked coaches 
and also severely impact on the availabilty of this local green space for recreational use by local residents, those
visiting Parliament and those working in the area. The case for this facility being located next to Parliament and
not elsewhere, such as at the Imperial War Museum site over the river, is extremely weak and does not justify 
the loss of this important open space and the related facilities already there. For these reasons I object to this 
planning application.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 20 Jan 2019

My paternal grandparents and aunts were murdered in Auschwitz and I passionately believe we should not let 
the world forget or minimise the horrors of the Holocaust. I don't however think that Victoria Tower Park is the 
right place for a Holocaust Memorial.The sheer scale of the proposed building would dwarf everything else 
around it and would obliterate the park, including some of its beautiful and ancient trees and the lovely little 
playground which my grandchildren love. This is supposed to be part of a World Heritage site. It is a very 
precious amenity for local residents and also for people working in this area. Where is all the additional traffic 
going to go, especially in the light of the changes the council is planning to make to the flow of circulation in 
this area? As many other people have suggested, the Imperial War Museum would be a far more suitable place 
for a Memorial.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 27 Jan 2019

I have two children and we use that park all the time - from walking the dog to play. It is a great idea but the 
wrong location. It would be sacrilege to knock down historic trees and beautiful space for more building work. 



The impact on traffic / parking for locals would be detrimental. Please respect those that live in close proximity 
as this would be a huge disaster. With so many options for alternative spaces why would you sacrifice one of 
our beautiful parks. I object strongly. Please consider the locals that live here and the negative impact this will 
have on our environment. Thanks

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Sun 27 Jan 2019

I much welcome the concept of a UK Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre. But as a local resident I object 
to the location proposed at the Victoria Tower Gardens Milbank, on the grounds of loss of amenity of the 
Gardens in their present state and the extensive likely impact on the local area for residents, pedestrians and 
traffic as a result of domestic and international visits to the proposed Centre. I believe that even the projected 
statistics of visitor numbers would cause an unacceptable impact on the area and the the projected statistics may
well be underestimated.

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

Why would you want to place such an important memorial and learning centre in a area which cannot be 
expanded on.
There must be some other suitable location which would benefit such an endeavour.

Or is this a preferred location because of the significant buildings surrounding the area

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I work at the National Institute of Economic and Social Research (NIESR), on Dean Trench Street. Victoria 
Tower Gardens is a short walk away from our offices; and I, along with many other NIESR staff members, 
value the space, views and relative peace that the Gardens provide, in what is otherwise a very busy part of 
central London. 

I understand the reasoning behind the construction of the Learning Centre; but this particular site is not 
appropriate for this purpose. The Centre would be far better located adjacent to the Imperial War Museum, 
where other learning resources would be available for use in conjunction with those to be provided by the new 
Centre. Victoria Tower Gardens is too small to allow for both the construction of this building and to continue 
to provide recreational facilities to the local community. 

The importance of Victoria Tower Gardens in providing a breathing space, in the middle of London, should not 
be underestimated. I ask that this purpose of the park should be supported and continued, and that additional 
building work in the Gardens should be blocked.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

VTG is a not a suitable site for the Holocaust Memorial, which is itself an oversized and intrusive piece of 
public art. The drawings and projections show none of the elegance of Budapest's memorial, none of the soul-
wrenching simplicity of Berlin's memorial, and none of the inspiration to self-reflection that Vienna's memorial 
inspires. 

The proposed memorial is not in keeping with the surrounding architecture, and is not vaguely sympathetic to 
it. The fact that it will require the relocation of current amenities and a memorial that is contemporary to the 
foundation of the park, is indicative of a contempt for the opinions of locals, and of Londoners as a whole. 



Perhaps you believe the Jewish community of London approves of this memorial because the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews approve of it. Far from it. They are not representative of us.

Your plans call for abusing a public park in an attempt to garland Westminster council with laurels of self-
righteous self-praise. The truth may be that you will actually sow seeds of distrust and alienation within the 
Westminster community, by going against what THEY want.

On a personal note, VTG provided a sanctuary for me when my wife lay dying in St Thomas's hospital. I could 
take a short walk across the bridge, and sit down in a quiet park, reflecting on what was happening, and calming
myself before returning to my wife's side. You'll be denying that amenity to many thousands of people per year 
who aren't Westminster residents. A memorial visited by tourists every day of the week will deny that amenity 
to everyone who currently visits the park. It will dominate the park, and alter the basis on which the park is 
used by the Westminster public.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I strongly object to this proposal. 
This is not the correct location to site a Holocaust Memorial or Learning Centre. Victoria Tower Gardens, like 
any other public park, needs to be protected from development. 
The enormity of the project is in total contrast to the modesty of this special place. It seems absurd to build 
underground when there are many other, much larger sites available that would not require this.
This park and the local area also do not need a higher footfall, especially if one of the few public areas is being 
significantly reduced in size. Security and transport infrastructure will have to be heightened, and children will 
lose their local playground. 
There are many other places in London or the UK, which have sites that would be better suited to housing this 
proposal - I think the location needs to be reconsidered immediately.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

Public parks should be kept exactly as that - public parks! NOT have any kind of shrine or monument built on 
them such as the one proposed, not that I disagree with the sentiments. Parks are places doe green space and 
relative peace, and this proposal would endanger that.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

It is incomprehensible why this location was picked for a museum on the Holocaust, because Victoria Tower 
Gardens acts as one of the main public green open spaces for a very large surrounding residential area, mostly 
consisting of flats. The proposed development reduces considerably the useful open space that can be occupied 
by visitors wanting to spend leisure time in the park - and significantly alters the park's existing configuration, 
in such a way as to impede its normal enjoyment. There are alternatives with more space and more relevance 
for example in the park around the Imperial War Museum. 

Existing Planning Policy stipulates that new developments must be sympathetic to local character and history, 
including surrounding built environment and landscape. This development ignores such guidance.

If this "small pocket of green space", as Victoria Tower Gardens is described by Royal Parks itself, is to be the 
home of a number of memorials celebrating freedom, they must be of a compatible size, and they must each 
allow visitors equal access. This will not be the case, should the HMLC go ahead, as it will take over the 
identity of the whole park.



It is anticipated that the new HMLC in VTG will attract up to 1m visitors to the new facility, stretching beyond 
capacity every type of local infrastructure, and generating a large amount of additional pedestrian and vehicular 
congestion.

One of Victoria Tower Gardens' greatest asset is its double row of over 100-yr old plane trees. Having consulted
widely with senior professional arboriculturalists, and with organisations and charities that fight for the 
preservation of parks, we now know that the proponents of this underground scheme have not carried out the 
investigations required to ascertain that the roots of these majestic trees will be sufficiently protected. To the 
contrary, we have been told that as the project stands, there is a strong likelihood that the trees will be severely 
damaged, and possibly killed off within the next ten years. 

We must therefore ask WCC to insist that further excavations are required to establish the location of the 
deepest roots, and that all data relating to these issues should be made public. Damage to these wonderful trees 
would be a disaster for the park, an unforgivable tragedy for London, and contrary to several policies, including
ones contained in Westminster's Emerging Plan.

I could go on but the gist is clear: why here?

Many thanks

Best regards

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

As a local user of this park, I object strongly to building the proposed memorial in Victoria Tower Gardens and 
urge you to refuse planning permission. Having reviewed the proposal carefully, my reasons are:
- I have small children who use the playground and are at school locally. The proposed design spoils the 
playground and the park - a rare and much-loved oasis of greenery and trees in this part of London - and 
increases risks to their, and all our, safety from extra visitor traffic and the associated pollution in an already 
congested area. Your objective should be to decrease, not increase, these risks.
- the park's nature will be changed from a place of quiet refuge to a busy visitor attraction in its own right.
It is important that we remember the Holocaust and its victims; this should be done without putting our own 
children at increased risk or altering the nature of a rare and historic small park on which so many local 
residents depend.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

LONDON ALLREADY HAS A HOLOCAST MEMORIAL IN HYDE PARK AND DOES NOT NEED ONE 
HERE.
WE NEED MORE OPEN AIRED GREENSPACE FOR OUR CHILDREN TO PLAY IN AND GET SOME 
FRESH AIR IN THEIR LUNGS.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

This Planning Application should be refused and the Memorial and Learning Centre 
1. According to every type of current Planning policy, from national to London-wide, to local, existing public 
open green spaces should not be built on, and their loss must be resisted, unless they are surplus or being 
replaced - two conditions that do not apply to VTG.

2. Indeed, Victoria Tower Gardens acts as one of the main public green open spaces for a very large surrounding



residential area, mostly consisting of flats. The proposed development reduces considerably the useful open 
space that can be occupied by visitors wanting to spend leisure time in the park - and significantly alters the 
park's existing configuration, in such a way as to impede its normal enjoyment. 

3. With sections of the surrounding residential neighbourhood already on the register as an area suffering from a
'public open space deficiency', it is clear that building such a large facility in VTG will only make matters much
worse. 

4. It is intended that the recently refurbished playground will be demolished and moved further into the 
Southern corner, totally separating young children and their parents from the current lawn, much-used by all 
ages, and obliterating views of the Houses of Parliament.

5. Victoria Tower Gardens is a 'Designated' (i.e. protected) Historic Asset, a Listed Grade 2 Royal Park, is 
within a Conservation Area, is within the Setting of a World Heritage Site, and in immediate proximity of the 
River Thames. It also contains several highly Listed monuments and is in a Tier 1 Archaeological Priority Area.
It is therefore a highly sensitive site from a planning perspective. The proposal is contrary to a large range of 
planning policies protecting the designated heritage assets from "harm".

6. The proposed building is totally incongruous in this setting, undermining the character of the existing 
surrounding architecture, and particularly that of the Houses of Parliament in the background. This insensitive 
design greatly harms the large number existing historic assets and should not be allowed.

7. The new proposal will alter forever the character of the park on many levels. Topographically, the creation of 
a large mound with fins, 9.4m high, splits the park into two very separate sections; architecturally, the jagged 
entrance, grassed mound and brutalist security Bunker are all very alien to the current serene beauty of the park;
atmospherically, the park will be transformed into an uncomfortable collision of a public place/ sombre mass 
tourist destination with a relaxed, leisure oriented green space enjoyed by thousands of visitors; functionally, 
the park will now be tasked with accommodating queues, ticketing, security, drop offs, refreshments, deliveries,
plant requirements etc , all of which will have a huge impact on its identity and charm.

8. Existing Planning Policy stipulates that new developments must be sympathetic to local character and 
history, including surrounding built environment and landscape. This development ignores such guidance.

9. The massing of this proposal will kill the wonderful views from Lambeth Bridge to the Houses of 
Parliament. It will also appear as a highly visible intrusion from the opposite Lambeth Embankment, and from 
the River. Most importantly, it will alter beyond all recognition the view from Smith Square to the Buxton 
Memorial, which will now be seen in the background behind two narrow glass security balustrades, on the other
side of the busy, enclosed sunken courtyard.

10. The Buxton Memorial is possibly the only monument in the UK that commemorates the Abolition of 
Slavery and the holocaust of tens of millions of slaves who endured atrocities for centuries. It might have been 
reasonable therefore to expect that following the recent Windrush scandal, great care and attention would be 
given to preserving and enhancing this significant, filigree and beautiful Grade 2 * monument. It is therefore 
unacceptable that the Buxton Memorial will be obscured and dwarfed by the design of the new HMLC, 
relegated to be enveloped by the security enclosure and obscured by the landscaping devised to shield the 
sloping access courtyard. 

11. If this "small pocket of green space", as Victoria Tower Gardens is described by Royal Parks itself, is to be 
the home of a number of memorials celebrating freedom, they must be of a compatible size, and they must each
allow visitors equal access. 

12. Victoria Tower Park sits within one of Westminster's Monument Saturation Zones. It is indeed already the 
home to several memorials, and on the edge of one of the world's most congested tourist destinations, the 
Westminster World Heritage site. 

13. It is anticipated that the new HMLC in VTG will attract up to 1m visitors to the new facility, stretching 



beyond capacity every type of local infrastructure, and generating a large amount of additional pedestrian and 
vehicular congestion. 

14. A new Memorial and Learning Centre in VTG, by their very nature, will sadly increase the risk of terrorist 
or other attacks in this area. Having already witnessed several recent violent events, Westminster is very 
focused on deploying extremely high security policing. This is reflected in the requirement for the 'Entrance 
Bunker', and for the high wall that surrounds the proposed sunken courtyard. 

15. A future need to increase security measures to the remaining park would have very deleterious effect on the 
nature of this calm oasis. Another terrorist incident might result in the gates to the park being policed by armed 
guards, subverting forever the carefree spirit in which normal citizens visit urban recreational open areas. As 
mentioned above, I believe that the co-habitation of this memorial with a place of calm, normal enjoyment is an
impossible one. 

16. The HMLC should be built on a site where there is no programmatic conflict, such as at the IWM site 
originally suggested. 

17. On the topic of security, the insertion of the only refreshment facility for 1m annual visitors immediately 
adjacent to a playground area is misguided, and could prove to be very concerning for parents. Furthermore the 
playground should not be separated from the main lawn (where older children will play), and should not be 
immediately adjacent to the Entrance Bunker, where large queues of people might be forming and a lot of un-
supervised activity will be taking place all day long.

18. One of Victoria Tower Gardens' greatest asset is its double row of over 100-yr old plane trees. Having 
consulted widely with senior professional arboriculturalists, and with organisations and charities that fight for 
the preservation of parks, we now know that the proponents of this underground scheme have not carried out 
the investigations required to ascertain that the roots of these majestic trees will be sufficiently protected. To the
contrary, we have been told that as the project stands, there is a strong likelihood that the trees will be severely 
damaged, and possibly killed off within the next ten years. 

19. Should this Planning Application be granted further consideration, which it shouldn't, WCC should insist 
that further excavations are undertaken to establish the location of the deepest roots, and that all data relating to 
these issues should be made public. Damage to these wonderful trees would be a disaster for the park, an 
unforgivable tragedy for London, and contrary to several policies, including ones contained in Westminster's 
Emerging Plan

20. The increase and management of pedestrian and vehicular traffic is another considerable concern in relation 
to the creation of a new, mass tourist destination. Given the current existing overload of local tourist activity, we
are not convinced that the arrangements for drop-off and collection, taxis, coaches etc for the HMLC have been 
thought through in a comprehensive and realistic manner, to protect local residential amenity (also in relation to
noise, air and light pollution), in accordance with Westminster's own emerging Plan.

21. The architectural intent, concept and quality of this proposal also deserve careful scrutiny. Originally chosen
from a shortlist as the winner of a prestigious international competition, I was told that this scheme was selected
largely because of its chosen location within the park - tucked up in the narrow southern third of the site, 
leaving the majority of the green swathe untouched. This arrangement however was short-lived, as it was soon 
proven to be unfeasible due to the proximity of the foundations to the trees. This resulted in a major shift North,
with a significant reduction in floor space imposed by the tree roots. The other major change to the scheme was 
the introduction of the security Bunker, and the unfortunate enclosure of the sunken courtyard, separating the 
visitors to the HMLC from the rest of the park.

22. The scheme has been lambasted by many different architectural critics, and high- profile members of the 
Jewish community, for its inability to connect in any obvious aesthetic or architectural way to the real essence 
of the message that the Memorial would wish to convey. It remains a bombastic, bling, generic monument to 
the architect and its clients, rather than the moving, genuine place of remembrance that was always intended.



23. this 'green pocket' is too small for such an ambitious project; A far better solution would be to join forces 
with the IWM, a world-class institution less than a mile away, and the official UK custodian of all the 
Holocaust artefacts, with huge experience in outreach activities.

24. Why build such a structure in central London - tourists and visitors should be encouraged to visit other areas
of London / UK. Don't destroy what we already have - build elsewhere.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 21 Jan 2019

I object to this proposal for the Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre for the following reasons:-

1) Existing open public green spaces should not be built upon. They are there for the benefit and health of local 
residents, as well as for the wider community. We MUST resist all planning applications for building upon 
public open green spaces, especially those in densely built up urban areas such as that around Victoria Tower 
Gardens.

2) The proposed development would occupy a substantial part of this park, and would directly impinge upon 
the health, fresh air and leisure opportunities of the many local residents of this densely built up urban area.

3) Parts of the surrounding residential area is already listed as suffering from "public space deficiency". This 
proposal would gravely impact this already dire situation.

4) I understand the recently refurbished playground will be relocated to the southern corner, therefore 
distancing children and their parents from the current lawn, and totally obliterating all views of the Houses of 
Parliament.

5) Victoria Tower Gardens is a 'Designated' (i.e. protected) Historic Asset, a Listed Grade 2 Royal Park, is 
within a Conservation Area, is within the Setting of a World Heritage Site, and in immediate proximity of the 
River Thames. It also contains several highly Listed monuments and is in a Tier 1 Archaeological Priority Area.
It is therefore a highly sensitive site from a planning perspective. The proposal is contrary to a large range of 
planning policies protecting the designated heritage assets from "harm".

6) This proposed scheme ignores the existing heritage policies. It is beyond doubt that the proposal is totally 
incongruous in the proposed setting. It will totally undermine the character of the existing surrounding 
architecture, and particularly that of the Houses of Parliament in the background. This insensitive design greatly
harms the large number existing historic assets and should not be allowed.

7) The new proposal will alter forever the character of the park on many levels. Topographically, the creation of
a large mound with fins, 9.4m high, splits the park into two very separate sections; architecturally, the jagged 
entrance, grassed mound and brutalist security Bunker are all very alien to the current serene beauty of the park;
atmospherically, the park will be transformed into an uncomfortable collision of a public place/ sombre mass 
tourist destination with a relaxed, leisure oriented green space enjoyed by thousands of visitors; functionally, 
the park will now be tasked with accommodating queues, ticketing, security, drop offs, refreshments, deliveries,
plant requirements etc , all of which will have a huge impact on its identity and charm.

8) Existing Planning Policy stipulates that new developments must be sympathetic to the local character and 
history of the area, including surrounding built environment and landscape. This development totally ignores 
such guidance, in fact makes a mockery of it. Westminster Council cannot allow this under any circumstances, 
lest it should make a mockery of its own guidelines and judgment.

9) The Buxton Memorial is possibly the only monument in the UK that commemorates the Abolition of Slavery
and the holocaust of tens of millions of slaves who endured atrocities for centuries. It might have been 
reasonable therefore to expect that following the recent Windrush scandal, great care and attention would be 
given to preserving and enhancing this significant, filigree and beautiful Grade II monument. It is therefore 



totally unacceptable that the Buxton Memorial will be obscured and dwarfed by the design of the new HMLC, 
relegated to be enveloped by the security enclosure and obscured by the landscaping devised to shield the 
sloping access courtyard. 

10) If this "small pocket of green space", as Victoria Tower Gardens is described by Royal Parks itself, is to be 
the home of a number of memorials celebrating freedom, they must be of a compatible size, and they must each
allow visitors equal access. This will not be the case, should the HMLC go ahead, as it will take over the 
identity of the whole park.

11) Victoria Tower Park sits within one of Westminster's Monument Saturation Zones. It is indeed already the 
home to several memorials, and on the edge of one of the world's most congested tourist destinations, the 
Westminster World Heritage site. 

12) It is anticipated that the new Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre in Victoria Tower Gdns will attract 
up to 1m visitors, stretching well beyond capacity every type of local infrastructure, and generating a large 
amount of additional pedestrian and vehicular congestion in an area that is already utterly congested, polluted 
and saturated with cars, trade vehicles, as well as tourists and pedestrians. It would greatly impact the well 
being of the local residents, adding stress and confusion to their lives.

13) A new Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre in Victoria Tower Gardens, by their very nature, will sadly
increase the risk of terrorist or other attacks in this area. Having already witnessed several recent violent events,
Westminster is very focused on deploying extremely high security policing. This is reflected in the requirement 
for the 'Entrance Bunker', and for the high wall that surrounds the proposed sunken courtyard. The fact that this 
proposed centre is so close to Parliament will additionally exacerbate the risk.

14) A future need to increase security measures to the remaining park would have very deleterious effect on the 
nature of this calm oasis. Indeed it is conceivable that another terrorist incident might result in the gates to the 
park being policed by armed guards, subverting forever the carefree spirit in which normal citizens visit urban 
recreational open areas. As mentioned above, we believe that the co-habitation of this memorial with a place of 
calm, normal enjoyment is an impossible one. 

15) The Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre should be built not in Victoria Tower Gardens but on a site 
where there is no programmatic conflict, such as College Green or the IWM site originally suggested.

16) On the topic of security, the insertion of the only refreshment facility for 1m annual visitors immediately 
adjacent to a playground area is misguided, and could prove to be very concerning for parents. Furthermore the 
playground should not be separated from the main lawn (where older children will play), and should not be 
immediately adjacent to the Entrance Bunker, where large queues of people might be forming and a lot of un-
supervised activity will be taking place all day long.

17) One of Victoria Tower Gardens' greatest asset is its double row of over 100-yr old plane trees. Having 
consulted widely with senior professional arboriculturalists, and with organisations and charities that fight for 
the preservation of parks, we now know that the proponents of this underground scheme have not carried out 
the investigations required to ascertain that the roots of these majestic trees will be sufficiently protected. To the
contrary, we have been told that as the project stands, there is a strong likelihood that the trees will be severely 
damaged, and possibly killed off within the next ten years. 

18) We must therefore ask WCC to insist that further excavations are required to establish the location of the 
deepest roots, and that all data relating to these issues should be made public. Damage to these wonderful trees 
would be a disaster for the park, an unforgivable tragedy for London, and contrary to several policies, including
ones contained in Westminster's Emerging Plan

19) The increase and management of pedestrian and vehicular traffic is another considerable concern in relation
to the creation of a new, mass tourist destination. Given the current existing overload of local tourist activity, we
are not convinced that the arrangements for drop-off and collection, taxis, coaches etc for the HMLC have been 
thought through in a comprehensive and realistic manner, to protect local residential amenity (also in relation to



noise, air and light pollution), in accordance with Westminster's own emerging Plan.

20) The architectural intent, concept and quality of this proposal also deserve careful scrutiny. Originally 
chosen from a shortlist as the winner of a prestigious international competition, we were told that this scheme 
was selected largely because of its chosen location within the park - tucked up in the narrow southern third of 
the site, leaving the majority of the green swathe untouched. This arrangement however was short-lived, as it 
was soon proven to be unfeasible due to the proximity of the foundations to the trees. This resulted in a major 
shift North, with a significant reduction in floor space imposed by the tree roots. The other major change to the 
scheme was the introduction of the security Bunker, and the unfortunate enclosure of the sunken courtyard, 
separating the visitors to the HMLC from the rest of the park.

21) The scheme has been lambasted by many different architectural critics, and high- profile members of the 
Jewish community, for its inability to connect in any obvious aesthetic or architectural way to the real essence 
of the message that the Memorial would wish to convey. It remains a bombastic, bling, generic monument to 
the architect and its clients, rather than the moving, genuine place of remembrance that was always intended.

22) Ever since the beginning of the Save Victoria Tower Gardens Campaign we have been highlighting the fact 
that this 'green pocket' is too small for such an ambitious project; the realities of the site have forcibly reduced 
the building to a facility that in many ways will be insufficiently generous from the start, not meeting the 
original brief contained in the 2015 document A Promise to Remember.

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

I wish to oppose this planning application for several reasons.

Loss of an important amenity. 

Central London parks and green spaces must be protected. The plan will result in the loss of over a quarter of 
the green public space. 

Huge scale of proposal wholly unsuited to small site of great but fragile charm.

The proposed monument and learning centre will dominate the park and completely change its nature. It will 
overwhelm and devalue the existing important monuments: The Buxton memorial, The Burgers of Calais and 
the statue of Emmeline Pankhurst. In addition, the existing monuments all commemorate noble acts of 
dedication and sacrifice and a huge symbol of "Man's inhumanity to Man" will not sit well with them.

Change of use and atmosphere.

With its unique Thames-side situation, the gardens are used by residents, office workers and visitors to London,
for fresh air and relaxation, with views over the Thames and of the Houses of Parliament. The proposed 
monument will completely change the "feeling" of the park and make such simple enjoyment impossible. 
Important "sight lines" to the Houses of Parliament (a UNESCO World Heritage Site) and over the Thames 
itself, will be severely compromised.

Security implications.

The whole area round Parliament is already a number one target for terrorists, we don't want to add another. The
presentation envisages a simple bag check at the entrance to the Learning Centre with no additional checks at 
the entrance to the park. This will very quickly need to be enhanced with guards placed at the entrance to the 
park and 24 hour guards to the whole site a probability. Three nearby monuments have been vandalised in the 
last week alone.

Huge scale excavation / Trees.

The huge excavation work necessary for the Learning centre, will damage and may well kill the avenues of 
London planes that flank the Thames and the road.



Traffic.

The whole complex will necessarily greatly increase the road traffic along the embankment, which is already at 
capacity.

Conclusion.

There is of course a certain amount of overlap between the above observations. At the heart is the disparity 
between the size of this small park and the huge scale of the monument and excavations, which are simply 
much too large to fit in the space available, to the detraction of both the park and the monument,

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

I do not believe the Victoria Tower Gardens to be an appropriate site for the proposed Holocaust Memorial and 
Learning Centre. We should not be intruding further on this scale onto London's public parks and green space. 
Moreover the Embankment is already heavily trafficked and the additional parking which will inevitably take 
place will increase the traffic flow and congestion. On these grounds I lodge a strong objection to the planning 
application

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

OBJECTIONS TO THE SITING OF THE NATIONAL HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL IN VICTORIA TOWER 
GARDENS.

I'm writing to object very strongly to the plans for a Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre in Victoria 
Tower Gardens. Though the idea for such a memorial is good, Victoria Tower Gardens is not the place for it. 
The proposed design would lead to the loss of a unique, small , Central London, Thames-side park.

Having studied the plans, and recent modifications, it is obvious that the project would still completely 
dominate and alter the character of this small park, and I urge you to turn down this proposal for the following 
reasons.

1. CHANGE IN CHARACTER OF THE PARK
The proposed monument and the learning centre would dwarf the memories of others discreetly remembered 
there: The Buxton Memorial, Emmeline Pankhurst, Rodin's sculpture of the Burghers of Calais, and Sir Thomas
Peirson Frank, who saved London from flooding in WW2. These all mark important events in our history, 
celebrating the best of the human spirit. The Holocaust Memorial designed to be "a striking and prominent new 
National Memorial [...] in remembrance of humanity's darkest hour" (letter from Sir Peter Bazalgette, UKHMF,
14 September 2016), would serve as a constant reminder of the depths to which humanity can sink. 

2. DEGRADATION OF THE ENVIRONMENT
Despite small adjustments made to the architects' drawings, the scale of the development will entail the 
reclassification of public parkland to a civic space. The whole atmosphere of the park would change and it 
would necessarily become an enclosed, hostile, security-patrolled area.
The suggestion that visitors could picnic on the proposed slope clash with the stated objectives of the planners 
to provide "an emotionally powerful and sensitively designed memorial" (p. 3 UKHMF International Design 
Competition). 



3. LOSS OF GREEN SPACE
It has been estimated that if implemented the plans would entail a loss of 26% of the green space. It has also 
been suggested that the plane trees surrounding the park would be at risk from the hollowing out the central part
of the gardens to accommodate the learning centre. The scoping I witnessed did not seem to go to any great 
depth.
In the Section: 'An Environment Fit for a World City' in the 'Westminster City Plan Consolidated with all 
changes since November 2013 November', focusing on 'Westminster's famous green spaces' and the Royal 
Parks, (Victoria Tower Gardens being affiliated to St. James's Park). The Policy on Royal Parks, page 83 states 
that: "their settings, views and tranquility will be protected from inappropriate development and activity. 
Developments will only be allowed where they are essential [...] to maintaining or enhancing the value of the 
park as open space, and that do not harm, among others, the park's open landscape character; heritage value and
tranquility.
However, there is substantial pressure on these open spaces, and their importance in providing a more tranquil 
environment and respite from the activity of other parts of the city, needs to be carefully protected. " 
A development on this scale would contravene Westminster City Council's carefully considered policies.

4. INCREASE IN POLLUTION
Excavation and building on the scale required by these plans would undoubtedly affect air quality during 
construction, with the amount of site traffic needed. There would also, with projected visitor numbers of "a 
million a year" be the long term effect of increased congestion along Millbank and in surrounding streets, 
adding to the degradation of air quality and noise pollution, in an area which isalready highly polluted. And 
such an increase in traffic would go against the pledges made in the City of Westminster 'Air Quality Manifesto,
March 2018'.

5. 'MONUMENT SATURATION'
Victoria Tower Gardens is registered by Historic England under the Historic Buildings and Ancient Monuments 
Act 1953 "for its special historic interest" as a Grade II, listed park, partly within the UNESCO World Heritage 
Site of Westminster. The proposed memorial would significantly alter the balance and character of the park. It 
must be noted that the proposed Holocaust Memorial falls within the Westminster Planning Document 
Saturation Zone of Whitehall and St. James's as defined in: "Statues and Monuments in Westminster", Section: 
1:20 where it states that: "Both the Whitehall and St James's areas and the Royal Parks are considered 
unsuitable for new memorials. " This statement should disqualify the placing of any further memorial in 
Victoria Tower Gardens, still less the proposed Holocaust monument, which would domineer th park.

6. IMPOSITION OF STRICT SECURITY
The plans, concentrating on the overall look and design of the monument and learning centre, do not take 
account of the considerable extra security and the necessity of guarded entrances. The erecting of perimeter 
fencing around the park will not be enough to counter the threat, and in view of the vandalism recently suffered 
by among others: the RAF Bomber Command Memorial, Churchill And Roosevelt Allies Sculpture in New 
Bond Street, and the Royal Marines Memorial on The Mall, it would seem unwise to attract the attention of 
vandals to an area used by visitors seeking escape and relaxation in a public park.
------------------------------------

Concerns have also been expressed about a recent rise in anti-Semitism but surely the imposing of such an out-
of-scale statement monument in this much loved park, dwarfing its existing memorials, would do nothing to 
alleviate this, so I strongly urge you to reject this Planning Application.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

Victoria Tower Gardens is a Grade II park falling partly within the UNESCO World Heritage Site. This 
proposal goes against many recent national and local planning policies which prohibit the loss of green space 
such as the National Planning Policy Framework, the London City Plan and the Westminster City Plan. Surely 
all this should be respected?



There are far more suitable places available with better access and less of the rare, natural feel that this park has
amid a crowded part of London. 
The development will completely change and in my view destroy the aesthetic, current use and enjoyment of 
this charming natural small park, with cause a significant loss of green space in a place where green space is 
rare and cherished. It will change the pretty, delicate, park blessed by nature and delicate ornamental man-made
features into a civic space completely dominated by a huge, ugly, sombre and lumpen memorial and learning 
centre. The misfit of styles is appalling and will destroy the peaceful pleasure and calm among the trees that is 
currently available. The park as a charming air lung will be gone, and I object to the risks posed to the beautiful 
trees there. Paving over grass and removing the road side shrubbery will contribute to a worse local 
environment for those trying to visit and those passing on the pavement. 
The smaller playground will be over shadowed by coach exhaust fumes and I strongly object to anything that 
worsens the poor air quality in central London - especially something so unnecessary. Take it elsewhere amid 
actual space and facilities.
Anything like the forecast rise in park users will make it crowded and basically unavailable to those of us who 
love to relax there and the tourists who already wander through (and enjoy the existing beautiful memorials 
there).
It is a tremendously inconvenient place in which to absorb large numbers of visits, being beside a very busy 
road with highly used pavement and cycle lane. These mix inconveniently and dangerously with coach parking 
and the collection of coachloads of visitors on the pavement - you can experience that already in many parts of 
central London and it is a pest to normal pavement and cycle way users. If you obstruct the cycle lane with 
coaches you will deliver road accidents. 

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

I am writing on behalf of the Alliance for Childhood

A. General comments
The proposed building is too strong an intrusion into Victoria Tower Gardens and is out of place in the context 
of the Gardens. The Gardens are a place of rest and tranquility, an invaluable green space and a rare place for 
children to play. Other sites have been put forward which are more suitable for this design. The building would 
be cramped and the increased level of traffic would be dangerous and cause major disruption in an already 
congested area. It would also endanger the London plane trees along the river edge.

B. Children and Young People
The proposals include destroying a state of the art playground. The original playground has been there since 
1923. It was refurbished by Royal Parks and completed in 2015 at a cost £390,000. The newly designed 
playground was created in consultation with children, parents and carers about the types of facilities they 
wanted to see. This is in accordance with the Royal Parks Play Strategy, which is good practice in creating play 
spaces.

According to the plans put forward for a holocaust memorial and learning centre, the play area will be changed 
to cover a less interesting footprint and will reduce the children's play space. The intended number of people 
coming and going to visit the centre and using the cafe renders the two activities of the children's playground 
and the learning centre building incompatible. If this plan were to go ahead, it is likely the children would 
eventually be pushed out. It is a waste of the £390,000 investment by Royal Parks.

This is not an acceptable situation. Children need to be respected and to be given the space to play. This is not 
just a nice thing for them to do. It is essential for their healthy mental and physical development. The 
playground and the new Parliamentary Education Centre, which hopes to teach about 100,000 school children a
year about parliament, democracy and political history, means that the Gardens serve a real need for children 
and young people. This activity must be protected and the rights of children under the UN Convention on the 
Rights of the Child, in particular the right to leisure and play and the right to be heard in matters which affect 
them be upheld.



C. Monument Saturation
Victoria Tower Gardens itself has a unique protection because not only are the Gardens a Grade II* listed park, 
it is in a Conservation Area, is partly within the UNESCO World Heritage Site of Westminster, and significantly
is designated a zone of Monument Saturation. If the City of Westminster Planning Committee approve this 
application it will breach their own rules on new monuments in this zone and the effect on heritage views of the
Palace of Westminster.

We are not in favour of adding a new memorial and breaching the rules or disturbing Heritage views of the 
Palace of Westminster. 

If the City of Westminster Planning Committee did decide that there is an overwhelming need for a monument 
to the holocaust in the Gardens that they would be prepared to break their rules for, it should be in keeping with 
the nature and scale of the existing monuments. They are memorials to individuals who stood up for freedom 
and democracy and were prepared to sacrifice their lives for others. One example in this spirit might be a 
memorial to Janusz Korczak. He was a Polish educationalist who discovered that through listening to the 
children he taught, he could provide a better education. He was an inspiration to many and his methods 
continue to be followed today worldwide. When given the choice of freedom because of his notoriety or going 
as a Jew to Treblinka with his Jewish school children, he chose to accompany the children and face certain 
death.

Conclusion: The Alliance for Childhood is asking, for the sake of the children and young people who benefit 
from the present amenity of Victoria Tower Gardens now and in the future, that Westminster Council refuse this
application.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

Not Available

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

I object on the grounds that this is a much used and much loved park and the loss of any green space in central 
London in intolerable. With a million visitors anticipated, one can expect a diminishment in air quality and 
presumably, also, trees will be damaged or lost altogether. I have concerns about security too if the Memorial 
and Learning Centre are to be at this site. The existing Education Centre just manages not to obscure the view 
of Parliament from the West but it would be very much damaged by this structure. And I have major concerns 
about traffic management. This is simply the wrong location.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

Victoria Tower Gardens is a park, it's not an appropriate site for a Holocaust education centre. It's the only park 
beside the Thames in central London. It is much used and loved by office workers, local residents and tourists. 

According to the 2017 London draft Environment Strategy - London parkland should be increasing, not 
decreasing. Every green space is a vital lung in our polluted city. The latest Enviromental Audit Comittee's 
report states that "local councils should plant trees and keep green spaces to provide cool air". Westminster City
Council has committed to robustly protect and preserve existing green space. The present tranquil and restful 
atmosphere of Victoria Tower Gardens must be preserved for future generations.



(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

I have lived in the area with my family since 2006. On the whole the area is very urban with few green spaces 
suitable for children. St John's gardens are lovely - but have no space for play and get packed out with office 
workers during the day, the local playgrounds are thoroughly paved and don't have much green space. The new 
memorial would take away a wonderful family space at the time when other children's facilities in the area are 
being scrapped (eg baby support groups at the Marsham Street children's Centre). Please don't take away our 
green space. It's an oasis of calm in an area which is otherwise heavily guarded and full of armed police. It's not
the right place for a new memorial. Please redevelop disused buildings or built up areas, not our park.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Thu 24 Jan 2019

I strongly object to the proposal for the "Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre" (HMLC) to be sited in 
Victoria Tower Gardens (VTG). This is absolutely the wrong thing to do, is contrary to policies and guidelines. 
My reasons for objecting are:
1. My understanding is that for every type of current Planning policy, from national to London-wide, to local, 
existing public open green spaces should not be built on, and their loss must be resisted, unless they are surplus 
or being replaced; I do not believe that these two conditions apply to VTG.
2. VTG is one of the main public green open spaces for a very large surrounding residential area, mostly 
consisting of flats. The proposed development reduces considerably the useful open space that can be used by 
visitors spending leisure time in the park and significantly alters the park's existing configuration, in a way that 
impedes normal enjoyment. I, my wife and neighbours regularly use this park all year. It is a fabulous local 
facility.
3. With sections of the surrounding residential neighbourhood already on the register as an area suffering from a
'public open space deficiency', building such a large facility in VTG will only make matters much worse.
4. I understand that it is intended that the recently refurbished playground will be demolished and moved 
further into the Southern corner, totally separating young children and their parents from the current lawn, 
much-used by all ages. This is a ridiculous situation. You build a good and well used amenity and then within a 
few years destroy it,
5. VTG is a 'Designated' (i.e. protected) Historic Asset, a Listed Grade 2 Royal Park, is within a Conservation 
Area, within the Setting of a World Heritage Site, and next to River Thames. It contains several highly Listed 
monuments and is in a Tier 1 Archaeological Priority Area. It is therefore a highly sensitive site from a planning
perspective. The proposal is contrary to a large range of planning policies protecting the designated heritage 
assets from "harm". Do these planning policies mean nothing?
6. While Historic Building experts will need to present the myriad of existing heritage policies that are being 
ignored with this scheme; the proposed building is totally incongruous in this setting, undermining the character
of the existing surrounding architecture, and particularly that of the Houses of Parliament in the background. I 
also see from the plans that the final construction will obliterate views of the HoP. A huge loss to the many 
tourists who frequent the park.
This insensitive design greatly harms the large number existing historic assets and should not be allowed. Here 
are some reasons:
1. This proposal will alter forever the character of the park. Topographically, the creation of a large mound with 
fins, 9.4m high, splits the park into two very separate sections; architecturally, the jagged entrance, grassed 
mound and brutalist security Bunker are all very alien to the current serene beauty of the park; atmospherically, 
the park will be transformed into an uncomfortable collision of a public place/sombre mass tourist destination 
with a relaxed, leisure oriented green space enjoyed by thousands of visitors; functionally, the park will now be 
tasked with accommodating queues, ticketing, security, drop offs, refreshments, deliveries, plant requirements 
etc., all of which will have a huge impact on its identity and charm.
2. Existing Planning Policy stipulates that 'new developments must be sympathetic to local character and 
history', including surrounding built environment and landscape. This development ignores such guidance.
3. This proposal kills the wonderful views from Lambeth Bridge to the Houses of Parliament. It will also appear
as a highly visible intrusion from the opposite Lambeth Embankment, and from the River. Most importantly, it 



will alter beyond all recognition the view from Smith Square to the Buxton Memorial.
4. The Buxton Memorial is possibly the only monument in the UK that commemorates the Abolition of Slavery
and the holocaust of tens of millions of slaves who endured atrocities for centuries. It might have been 
reasonable therefore to expect that following the recent Windrushscandal, great care and attention would be 
given to preserving and enhancing this significant, filigree and beautiful Grade 2 monument. It is therefore 
unacceptable that the Buxton Memorial will be obscured and dwarfed by the design of the new HMLC, 
relegated to be enveloped by the security enclosure and obscured by the landscaping devised to shield the 
sloping access courtyard. 
5. If this "small pocket of green space", as VTG is described by Royal Parks itself, is to be the home of several 
memorials celebrating freedom, they must be of a compatible size, and they must each allow visitors equal 
access. This will not be the case, should the HMLC go ahead, as it will take over the identity of the whole park. 
there are many tragic holocausts that have occurred over history and in the last century. Not all these have 
memorials (Armenian Genocide to name but one). This memorial is out of scale; we need to remember, but not 
one at the expense of others.
6. One of VTGs greatest asset is its double row of over 100-yr old plane trees. Senior arboriculturalists, and 
organisations and charities that fight for the preservation of parks, have advised that the investigations required 
have not been carried out to ascertain that the roots of these trees will be sufficiently protected. I have been told 
that there is a strong likelihood that the trees will be severely damaged and possibly killed off within the next 
ten years. Further excavations are required to establish the location of the deepest roots. Damage to these 
wonderful trees would be a disaster, an unforgivable tragedy for London, and contrary to several policies, 
including ones contained in Westminster's Emerging Plan.
This ill-thought through proposed development brings a whole set of congestion and security issues. These 
alone should be a reason to find a more suitable place. They are:
7. VTG sits within one of Westminster's Monument Saturation Zones. It is already the home to several 
memorials, and on the edge of one of the world's most congested tourist destinations, the Westminster World 
Heritage site.
8. It is said that the HMLC in VTG will attract up to 1m visitors, stretching beyond capacity the local 
infrastructure, and generating a large amount of additional pedestrian and vehicle congestion. Given the 
existing overload of local tourist activity, I believe the arrangements for drop-off and pick-up have been thought
through in a comprehensive and realistic manner, to protect residents and reduce noise, air and light pollution, 
in accordance with Westminster's own emerging Plan.
9. An HMLC will increase the risk of terrorist or other attacks. Having already had several recent violent 
events, Westminster is very focused on deploying extremely high security policing. This is reflected in the 
requirement for the 'Entrance Bunker', and for the high wall that surrounds the proposed sunken courtyard. 
10. Increased security measures to the remaining park would have very bad effect on the nature of this calm 
oasis. It is conceivable that another incident might result in the park gates being policed by armed guards, 
destroying the carefree spirit in which normal citizens visit urban recreational open areas. The co-location of 
this memorial with a place of calm, normal enjoyment is an impossible one. 
11. The insertion of the only refreshment facility for 1m annual visitors immediately adjacent to a playground 
area is misguided and could prove to be very concerning for parents. Furthermore, the playground should not be
separated from the main lawn (where older children will play), and should not be immediately adjacent to the 
Entrance Bunker, where large queues of people might be forming, and a lot of un-supervised activity will be 
taking place all day long.
Finally, I would like to finish with the following points:
12. The architectural intent, concept and quality of this proposal also deserve careful scrutiny. Originally chosen
from a shortlist as the winner of a prestigious international competition, we were told that this scheme was 
selected largely because of its chosen location within the park; tucked up in the narrow southern third of the 
site, leaving most of the green untouched. This was soon proven unfeasible due to the proximity of the trees. 
The shift north, caused a significant reduction in floor space imposed by the tree roots. The other major change 
was the introduction of the security Bunker, and the unfortunate enclosure of the sunken courtyard, separating 
the visitors to the HMLC from the rest of the park. Given this, I want to know why VTG was chosen as a site 
for the HMLC, what criteria made this site better than others given all its limitations, and how other sites were 
vetted to ensure that the most appropriate one was selected? Why is it that the HMLC is being built on a site 
where there is no conflict, such as College Green or the IWM site originally suggested?
13. The scheme has been lambasted by many architectural critics, and high- profile Jewish community 
members, for "inability to connect in any obvious aesthetic or architectural way to the real essence of the 



message that the Memorial would wish to convey. It remains a bombastic, bling, generic monument to the 
architect and its clients, rather than the moving, genuine place of remembrance that was always intended". 
14. This 'green pocket' is "too small for such an ambitious project"; the realities of the site have forcibly 
reduced the building to a facility that in will be insufficiently generous from the start, "not meeting the original 
brief contained in the 2015 document A Promise to Remember". Why not join forces with the IWM, a world-
class institution, and the official UK custodian of all the Holocaust artefacts, with huge experience 

(Supports)

Comment submitted date: Tue 15 Jan 2019

Not Available

(Supports)

Comment submitted date: Tue 15 Jan 2019

As outlined in the proposed plans, the United Kingdom Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre will rightly 
sit next to London's historic House of Parliament, and within the green and intimate space of the Victoria Tower
Gardens. The Memorial and Centre will be an invaluable resource for reflecting and learning about the tragic 
history of the Holocaust and undoubtedly will attract locals and visitors alike. As a Londoner, I feel a great 
sense of pride at the thought that the United Kingdom Holocaust Memorial will be built in the heart of my city 
and will help and continue to remind us of all that we lost, as human beings, during the Holocaust as well as of 
the bravery and generosity of the people of the United Kingdom and of the lessons, that came at such an 
incommensurable price, that we should never forget.

(Objects)

Comment submitted date: Mon 14 Jan 2019

I object to this application. The good intentions of its promoters cannot be satisfactorily delivered on an 
inappropriate site. 

Preserving London' public parks for the enjoyment of residents and visitors should be an overriding priority for 
planning authorities. That consideration alone should be sufficient to deny this application but, in addition, the 
Victoria Tower Gardens site does not meet the stated requirements of its own promoter. Essentially the site is 
too small and compromised to accommodate the objectives of the proposed Memorial and Learning Centre. 

In January 2015 a Holocaust Memorial and Learning Centre in London was proposed in the document 
"Britain's Promise to Remember - The Prime Minister's Holocaust Commission Report". That document 
identified 3 possible sites - these did not include the Victoria Tower Gardens. In September 2015 the UK 
Holocaust Memorial Foundation, in a document entitled "Search for a Central London Site", set out the specific
site requirements necessary for any potential further sites to be considered. In January 2016 advisors CBRE 
then identified 24 more sites - none of these was the Victoria Tower Gardens. 

It would be appropriate therefore for WCC to review in detail the "Objectives" and "Features and Facilities" 
sections of that latter report (pages 5 and 6) and measure these against what is now being proposed. For 
example, the specification for the Learning Centre was that it will be of "at least 5,000 square metres", whereas 
the proposal for the Victoria Tower Gardens site is a Learning Centre with a gross internal floorspace of 3,380 
square metres. It appears that the selection of Victoria Tower Gardens has not been driven by the specifications 
stipulated, and as a result it would lead to a development that would be detrimental to the historic Westminster 
area without achieving its aims. 

It is suggested that WCC make assessments of the following points and does so independently of the 



observations made by parties engaged by the applicant: 

1. How will the creation of an on-street servicing bay and a coach drop off/pick up bay impact traffic flows on 
Millbank which is already a heavily congested artery? The health and well being effects of the increased 
exhaust pollution on nearby residents and those visiting the area need to be considered. 

2. Why is Victoria Tower Gardens being considered for this development when it is located within a 
"Monument Saturation Zone" as defined in WCC's planning policy and is hence categorised as "unsuitable for 
new memorials"? 

3. How would construction on this cramped site not be in conflict with BS 5837 by impinging on the Root 
Protection Areas of the London plane trees that line the perimeter? The applicant's assurances that its root 
pruning would have little impact require challenge as these are old plane trees that will be susceptible to 
physiological damage from root trauma. To allow the potential loss of any of trees so close to Parliament would
be a remarkable act of delinquency. 

4. How adversely would the street scene be impacted by obscuring the current open views of the river from 
Millbank with the construction of a large mound at one end of the park? 

The application quotes statements made by successive Prime Ministers that "this memorial will be built in 
Victoria Tower Gardens" and that "there is no better place for the Holocaust Memorial". However it is essential 
to the rule of law that WCC makes its decision on this matter, as on all other planning applications, based upon 
consistent planning principles and does not permit pre-determination by other agencies, whatever their 
prominence. 
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