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UDG Committee 
Please enter dates into your diaries now. 

EVENING MEETINGS (at 6pm, PCL, Marylebone Road): 
Tuesday 
20 September 1983 NEW TOWN DESIGN by Alan Stones 

and Paul Murrain 

President: 
Roy Worskett (Institutions and Press Liaison) 

Tuesday 
18 October 1983 

Tuesday 
22 Nbvenber 1983 

Tuesday 
17 January 1984 
Tuesday 21 February 1984 
Tuesday 
20 March 1984 
Tuesday 
15 May 1984 

DEFENSIBLE SPACE AND SOCIAL 
MALAISE by Dr Alice Coleman and 
others 

DESIGN AND MDNEY by Alexi 
Marmot and Dr Martin Symes 

EXPORT URBAN DESIGN 

THE AESTHETIC CONTROL DEBATE 

PEOPLE AND TRAFFIC 

AGM AND KEYNOTE TALK 

CONFERENCES AND VISITS: 
Saturday and Sunday 
07 & 08 April 1984 1984 WEEKEND CONFERENCE (away 

frcm London) 
Early May 1984 

Tuesday 
12 June 1984 

UDG Eastern Region OVERSEAS 
STUDY TOUR 

UDG ONE DAY SUMMER CONFERENCE 

USA Liaison 
The current issue of The American Planning 
Association's publication "UD Review" (Volume 6, 
Nuntoer 1, Winter 1983) carries a welcome reference to 
the Urban Design Group. After outlining our origins, 
and aims and listing key personnel and contacts the 
report refers to the Quarterly and its coverage of 
some of the "major events in academic and 
professional arenas in regard to urban design". We 
strongly reciprocate the concluding sentiments : "APA 
Urban Design Division would ccmend the Group and is 
hoping to establish a strong co-operative 
relationship between the two organisations". Mentoers 
interested in subscribing to our American counterpart 
should contact UD Review, Division Processing, 
American Planning Association, 1313 East 60th Street, 
Chicago, Illinois 60637, USA. Further news about 
liaison between the APA Urban Design Division and the 
UDG will be published as appropriate in future issues 
of the Quarterly. 

Chairman: 
Francis Tibbalds (Editorial and Liaison) 
Honorary Treasurer and Mentoership Secretary: 
Jchn Peverley 

Caimittee Secretary: 
Arnold Linden (Editorial Group) 

Jchn Billingham 
Philip Cave 
Richard Ellis 
Jchn Evans 

Alexi Marmot 

Alan Rowley 

Ivor Sanuels 
Peter Studdert 

(Regional Affairs) 
(Conference Organiser) 

(Publicity) 
(Assistant Ccnmittee Sec, 

Editorial Group and 
Conference Organiser) 
(International Affairs 

and Publicity) 
(Assistant Treasurer and 

Programme Organiser) 

(Education) 
(Programme Organiser 

and Sponsorship) 

Roy 
Worskett 

UDG FIRST 
PRESIDENT 

Distinguished architect and town planner Roy Worskett 
was unanimously confirmed as the Group's first 
President, for the period 1983-85, at the AGM held on 
May 10, 1983 (reported elsewhere in this issue). 
Roy's nomination is very welcome as an appropriate 
strengthening of the Urban Design Group at this stage 
in its development and during his two year period of 
office he will be particularly active in promoting 
the Group to the outside world - to the relevant 
professional Institutes, the press. Government and 
other bodies. 

CORRESPONDENCE AND MATERIAL FOR REVIEW AND/OR 
PUBLICATION SHOULD BE ADDRESSED TO: 

The Editors 
URBAN DESIGN QUARTERLY 
c/o Tibbalds Partnership Limited 
39 Charing Cross Road 
London 
W22H QAW 
Tel : 01-734 3935 
Telex : 267678 AIRC0N G 

ALL MEMBERSHIP AND SUBSCRIPTION EN3UIRIES TO: 
Jchn Peverley 
Hon Treasurer and Mentoership Secretary 
31 Onslow Gardens 
London 
mo 

Printed by the Polytechnic of Central London 
Set and typed by Jackie Childs, Tibbalds Partnership 
Published by the Urban Design Group 1983 
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KEVIN LYNCH 
APPROACH TO DESIGN AND PLANNING 
A talk organised by the Urban Design Group at the 
Polytechnic of Centred London on June 08, 1983. 

A large audience were lucky enough to hear an 
iirprcrrptu talk by one of the Group's distinguished 
overseas msnbers - Kevin Lynch - whilst he was over 
in the United Kingdom an a walking holiday. He set 
out to give us an insight into his approach to urban 
design and environmental planning by reference to 
specific projects undertaken by the environmental 
design firm in vfriich he is a partner. Principally, 
the firm is concerned with the design of public space 
- not only physical design but its connection with 
social, economic and political issues. 

Two projects were used to explain his approach. The 
first was a pedestrianisation scheme in Burlington, 
Vermont - a town of about 100,000 population, with 
bleak, cold winters. Threat of an out of town 
shopping centre development had prompted the desire 
to re-vitalise the old centre by converting the riain 
shopping street - four complete blocks - to a 
pedestrian nail. In line with Kevin Lynch's normal 
approach, consultation was an integral part of the 
design process - in this case an interview with each 
shop-keeper before the design process began. 
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The main design elements ware arcade structures 
immediately adjacent to the shop fronts. These 
arcades were discontinuous to respond to the desires 
of the shop-keepers. In addition to the normal 
pedestrian-scale paving materials, street trees were 
planted, but clustered in response to the utilities 
below. A controversial element was the use of large 
glacial boulders that were common in the surrounding 
countryside. These were liked by the shop-keepers 
and most citizens but disliked by the local designers 
who thought that the prestige of Burlington was being 
played down. 

One fear of the shop-keepers was that if customers 
could not park outside, business would be lost. 
Lynch referred to another similar project where they 
had used time-lapse movies that showed the shop-
keepers running out to feed the meters every half an 
hour or sol The overall timescale for the Burlington 
project was eight years (including five years1 prior 
history of debate and discussion). On carpletion the 
scheme has proved popular and business has inproved. 

The other project in Phoenix, Arizona, contrasted 
greatly in scale. Here the proposal was for a 
regional park, along the Salt River Valley that 
stretched 22 miles by 1 or 2 miles across. The term 
'river* was a bit of misnomer because it was now dry 
with the water taken off upstream for irrigation. 
There were also problems with a lowering water table 
(by as much as 100 feet) caused by excessive fossil 
water being extracted from wells. The area has very 
hot dry sunmers (100-120 F) and the urban area was 
typified by characterless streets and a 'dead' 
dewntown district. By turning the dry river bed into 
a regional park - no easy task - it was proposed to 
upgrade a depressed part of the city, create an 
internal development frontier and provide a major 
recreational resource. 

The idea was initially carried along by successive 
school projects and eventually taken up by a 
citizens' group that brought in local bankers and 
political leaders. Out of an analysis of physical, 
political, economic and social issues, an anbitious 
series of interconnected half mile long lakes was 
proposed, with water supplied from sewage treatment 
plants and from contaminated ground water. One 
important practical aspect was the measures to reduce 
the force of infrequent floods. Bermuda grass and 
Tamerix sp. are to be used extensively - Tarrerix 
because it will slew the force of water and 
regenerate quickly afterwards. As well as being 
ornamental and for recreation, some of the lakes were 
proposed for aquifer re-charge. 
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His audience was clearly impressed by the airtoitious 
scale of the project - seme 70-80 square miles - and 
the process of achieving implementation in a context 
without a metropolitan strategic plan and the whole 
machinery of planning with which UK practitioners are 
familiar. 

In discussion, he was asked about the influence of 
his bock 'The Image of the City" and said that it had 
an effect an research but relatively little on 
practice. When the bock came cut, everyone was using 
' nodes', ' landmarks', and ' edges' but only in a 
superficial way. In response to a charge that he did 
not write much about the aesthetics of buildings and 
their relationship to each other, he said he was 
concerned with hew people see their environment. The 
important ingredients were trees, paths, other 
people, etc. With regard to buildings, the important 
aspects were such things as hew the doorways lock and 
whether or not the windows open on to the street. 

Philip Cave 

1983 CONFERENCE 
The Urban Design Group's 1983 one day Conference in 
early June opened vigorously with readings frcm the 
Scarman Report - by Chairman Leslie Ginsburg - and 
Spike Milligan's memorable first line "I raised the 
dustbin lid and locked out" - quoted by keynote 
speaker Jim McCluskey. The pithy title of the 
Conference was borrowed from Joe Holyoak's exhibition 
of the same name - and both were in attendance at the 
workshop style meeting arranged by PCL's Short Course 
Unit and supported by the RTPI, RIBA, RICS and LI. 
Delegates were drawn from public and private practice 
and the academic world and included architects, town 
planners, landscape architects, surveyors and 
journalists. 

The main theme of the Conference was the contribution 
that Urban Design can make to the repair or 'mending' 
of environmental damage to inner city areas. The 
'damage' may have been caused by wear ajid tear or 
neglect - eg decaying fabric, obsolete 
infrastructure; or by new works - eg the insensitive 
construction of a road, utility system or major 
structure/building; or by strategic decisions - eg 
the relocation of a primary land use, the closure of 
a long established facility etc. McCluskey's broadly 
based keynote paper gave an overview of the problem 
and suggested that the malaise in the cities runs 
deeper than the 'softly, softly' approach errtoodied in 
successive government programmes and legislation. He 
asserted that the metropolis was economically sick 
and that what was needed was planned intervention for 
economic regeneration together with iiiprovements to 
housing and the environment generally. A diversity 
of approach was required entoracing central and local 
government programnes, pablic and private initiatives 
and individual and ccrmunity action; and he 
developed this argument against the background that 
now is not the time to seek 'the solution to the 
problems of urban design' or for 'planning the new 
metropolitan Utopia". 

He also advocate! the need for adaptability to our 
necessarily uncertain future - planning for future 
space needs, legitimising the 'black economy, 
anticipating "the electronic cottage industry"; and 
flexibility - not always trying to halt the process 
of change. The achievement of quality in the urban 
environment involved changing the image of the city 
frcm one of violence to one of peace, and when people 
tock second place to uncontrolled traffic, this was 
the greatest evil. The principles of 'greening the 
city' and good tcwnscape, including colour and smell 
were touched on, with a strong side-swipe at 'mirror 
glass' as confusing to the eye and the antithesis of 
urban design. McCluskey concluded by reminding 

delegates of the confusing tines in which they lived 
- "The bento promises us instant Armageddon. The 
'chip' premises us a future without work. Hell or 
Heaven depending on which button is pressed". 
Dr. Doug Hart of Reading University, outlining a role 
for private sector initiatives, amusingly destroyed 
six myths: "the Santa Claus syndrome"; "that the 
unfettered working of market forces will lead to 
urban recovery"; "that Big is Beautiful"; "the 
Robin Hood complex"; and, "that 'mending the city' 
is a short-term problem". Instead he advocated 
self-help, small-scale initiatives, local unit trusts 
and the local recycling of financial resources. 
Economic confidence would not be created by planting 
saplings in the dust (a point made by many speakers). 
Pragmatism was required, matched by stubborn 
persistence. Dr. Hart's points were admirably 
illustrated by Mike Primarolo, General Secretary of 
the National Federation of City Farms. His 
enthusiastically presented case study of the Windmill 
Hill Farm, Bristol, underlined his belief that the 
pecple and process were more important than the 
product and "the system" is there to be beaten 
scmehow. We all thoroughly enjoyed itl 

Other case studies were also presented - Blackness 
Improvement Area, Scotland, by Jake Stafford, and 
Carol Wright; and, adaptive re-use of buildings in 
Islington and at the Chieftain Bakery, Clydebank 
Enterprise Zone, Glasgcw by Jchn Worthington. Peter 
Hill raised everyone's spirits with an account of his 
firm's sensitive and attractive work in the 
Nottingham Lace Market. 

Leslie Ginsburg conducted a lively concluding 
discussion, in which Kevin Lynch drew parallels with 
the US and regretted that not much had been said 
about "the sensuous quality of the environment". If 
there was a concensus among speakers and delegates, 
about the way forward, it revolved around self-help, 
local initiatives, pragmatism, persistence, 
canriitment, and the need for funding agencies to put 
10% of their investment into 'wobblies' - Jcihn 
Worthington' s word for marginal prospects 1 And, lest 
any lingering doubts remain amongst those who didn't 
come, everyone agreed that urban design is not about 
mere 'cosmetics'. 

The proceedings of the Conference will be published 
in due course. Copies may be reserved on application 
to John Peverley, Honorary Treasurer, Urban Design 
Group, 31 Onslow Gardens, London N10 

Mending the City 
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by Jchn Roberts 

This year's best kept, hand-made, hcme-brewed, free-
range pedestrian precinct has yet to be announced. 
If you want the winner for 1981, you'll have to look 
intently at the book that launched a thousand steps, 
reached the parts that developers fear to tread, 
earned as nuch in exports as one infant's bicycle, 
and shewed that Britain was no more than third in 
international achievement.* 

The Canpaign for Real Anbulatory Precincts naturally 
had its acronymic detractors in the heady days of the 
late Seventies, so I accepted the self-imposed 
challenge to list, classify, surround in slunbering 
statistics, and otherwise alliterate the precincts of 
Britain. One problem was lack of money. Another was 
lack of time. The third was lack of data. Problem 
solving therefore became the dominant discipline. 

Money was partly solved through a generous grant from 
the Rees Jeffreys Road Fund. Printing cost £2,500, 
and staff time, bank charges, xeroxing, travel, 
photography at least £7,500. I have sold 400 copies: 
right new, the deficit is around £4,500, but it keeps 
sinking. I have found no way of expanding time: all 
one can do is to contract other things by more 
intensive thinking and leap into the space created. 

As for data, that was the least difficult problem -
TEST had circularised all chief planning offices in 
UK to obtain material for our study for London 
Transport 'Buses and Pedestrian Areas', and LT kirrily 
let us use the surplus material for the new 
collection. We also extensively referred to the 
large collection of works on the pedestrian in TEST's 
library. 

The upshot was a list of 1,304 pedestrian 'units', 
unit being defined as a single converted street, or a 
single covered arcade, or a single enclosed shopping 
centre. Link two or more of these together and you 
have a network. 91% post Second World War, and 88% 
pre-war of all these units are in England. 4% and 8% 
respectively are in Wales, vshile the remainder are in 
Scotland, Northern Ireland or the Channel Islands. 
Fewer responses frcm Scotland than elsewhere rather 
distort these proportions. We estimated that there 
may have been, in 1980, 1,450 units in the UK. I 
imagine there has been a tailing off since then 
(environment and leisure are of little significance 
in a recession, so governments would have us 
believe). 

It took one year to gather the data, analyse it, 
search the literature, write and rewrite in any 
available moments. Decisions had to be made about 
structure, what to put in the text and what to 
consign to an appendix, how to display the material 
so it could be viewed ccnprehensively as well as 
ccnparatively. The eventually-decided format had 
nine chapters on shopping in safety, location and 
type of precinct, environment, access, accidents, 
attitude surveys, economic aspects, futures and 
conclusions. A 50-page tabulation listed the 
essentials of all 1,304 units. A 180 item 
bibliography followed that. All the really tedious 
material that one imagined few people would want to 
see went into a statistical supplement. A 50-copy 
print sold out very quickly. 

OK, where are the favoured precincts? How are they 
to be judged - as totalities? As places easily 
reached by all modes of transport? As a cross 
between town park and the Design Centre? And, what 
size scheme? Much prejudice informs my choice, but I 
shall at least be cpen about it: I am more 
interested in networks than cne-off streets; I abhor 
the private car so schemes that emphasize good public 
transport access are more likely to please me; I 
require much more than shops - historic buildings, 
linked cpen space, entertainments, pubs arrf 
restaurants - so a centre's attractiveness can spread 
beyond shopping hours. Under these criteria, Exeter 

and Durham probably share top billing. Norwich, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Leeds, Chichester, York, 
Swindon, Watford, Bath, Lancaster, Wakefield, Cardiff 
- a random collection of known and liked places, all 
meeting my prejudices. There are probably many more, 
if only I had seen them, in Greater Manchester, 
Merseyside, South Yorkshire, Clwyd, Tayside, 
Guernsey. Less liked are most new towns particularly 
Milton Keynes; Bristol, Coventry and Nottingham are 
either brash post-war or overwhelmed by developers' 
concepts of pedestrianisation. Birmingham is in 
that context, but its older pedestrianised street 
network outweighs the disadvantages. London 
bewilders me: there are bits here and there, 
practically nothing that could be called a network, 
lost opportunities by the score, and virtually all 
the most important shopping streets defoliated by a 
maelstrom of mechanised traffic. 

And what was that snide bit about lying third? Well, 
if you assess a nation's progress in 
pedestrianisation by when it first started converting 
all traffic streets into ones with rather fewer 
canned people and rather more fresh people than 
normal then West Germany wins hands (feet?) 
dewn. Their first conversion was in Essen in 1929. 
USA's first was in Kalamazoo in 1959. Probably the 
first in the UK was London Street, Norwich in 1967. 
If you assess progress in terms of quantity, West 
Germany is a walkover. UK would come second and USA 
a long way behind, out of these three nations. On 
urban design quality, my subjective view is that 
again Germany would be first, UK second and USA third 
- third because their malls are often overly 
flarttoqyant. Germany would certainly clinch its 
primacy when playing chain reactions - inserting 
linkages that turned a couple of separate streets 
into a network, then adding others to increase the 
size of the network .... UK would probably win on 
bureaucracy and indecisiveness, and USA on enclosed 
centres. 

Mind you, the concept of full pedestrianisation nviy 
be dying out in several nations. Holland pioneered 
the woonerf and wirikelerf (' living realm' and 
'shopping realm' respectively) where all traffic is 
permitted, but all adopts the lowest ccrrmon 
denominator speed - that of the pedestrian. Germany 
have something similar, called Verkehrsberuhigung, or 
'traffic calming'. The United States has Auto 
Restricted Zones. It will probably be about ten 
years before Britain catches up. 

Hcwever, if the new traditional precinct is what 
attracts you, go and walka streeta day. I can 
recommend a guide bock. 

* Jchn Roberts (1981) PEDESTRIAN PRECINCTS IN 
BRITAIN 
TEST, 177 Arlington Road, London, NW1 7EY 
£6.75 + postage 
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1983 ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 
The fourth Annual General Meeting of the Urban Design 
Group was held at 18.00 hours on Tuesday May 10, 1983 
at the Polytechnic of Central London. The following 
business was conducted: 
1. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

Apologies were received from Michael Galloway, Keith 
Ingham, Arnold Linden, Agit Singh and Roy Worskett. 

2. CHAIRMAN'S REPORT 
Francis Tibbalds reported another generally 
encouraging year for the Group. There had been a 
gradual increase in mentoership and the first 
Directory of Mentoers - published with the February 
Quarterly - seemed to have been well received. 
During the past year London-based meetings had been 
addressed by Roy WOrskett, Jeff Bishop, Brian Goodey, 
John Parker, Walter Bor, Professor Henry Sanoff, John 
Elliott and John Roberts and had been very well 
attended. 

In June 1982 the Group promoted, with the RIBA London 
Environment Group, its first full day Conference -
"Thamesside London" - which had been opened by the Rt 
Hon Michael Heseltine MP and attended by over 200 
delegates. Jbhn Billingham, the Group's Regional 
Affairs Organiser, was congratulated on the second 
post-Easter week-end Conference, held at the 
University of York on the topic of "Crisis in Urban 
Design : Education and Practice". Alan Stones, East 
Anglian Regional Convenor, had arranged two highly 
successful events - a one-day Seminar on "The Design 
of Infill in Historic Cities" in March and a four-day 
Study Tour of Paris New Towns in May. It was to be 
hoped that other regions would be as enterprising in 
1983-84. 

The Quarterly had been published at more or less 
three-monthly intervals and remained apparently 
popular with the Group's mentoership. Two editions 
had been handled by guest editors by way of an 
experiment - Reading University and Oxford 
Polytechnic respectively - and it was hoped that this 
might continue for alternate editions to foster 
variety of style and content. Insertion of 
appropriate advertising and publicity material had 
helped to defray postage costs. More contributions 
and reaction from mentoers were, however, still sought. 

The Group had a healthy representation on the Council 
of The Royal Town Planning Institute - John Anderson, 
Walter Bor, John Collins, Anne Goring, Terry 
O'Rourke, David Pike and Francis Tibbalds - but 
similar headway still needed to be made with the RIBA 
and other Institutes. PTRC had recently joined the 
Urban Design Group and had invited Francis Tibbalds 
to chair a new programme committee, which included 
several other UDG mentoers, to organise a two-day 
seminar stream on "Design and Development" for the 
PTRC 1983 Annual Summer Meeting at the University of 
Sussex, July 04-07. 

Notice was given of the Group's last two events in 
the 1982-83 session - the one day Conference "Mending 
the City" on June 07 and a special evening meeting to 
be addressed by Kevin Lynch on June 08. A warm 
tribute was paid to Jcihn Peverley, Honorary Treasurer 
and Mentoership Secretary, for his painstaking work in 
efficiently organising the Group's records into a 
computerised/word processor format. 

The Ccrmittee had been very busy and acrtive in the 
past year to the benefit of the Group, which was now 
stronger in nuntoers and organisation than hitherto. 
It was not, however, complacent. Much more need to 
be done, including the promotion of more regional 
activities, higher visibility for the Group in the 
professional and lay press and more liaison with 
Institutes, Government, schools and other bodies. It 

was hoped that the election of the Group's first 
President would help significantly in meeting seme of 
these aims and needs. 

The Chairman concluded with warm thanks to mentoers, 
to guest speakers, to the Polytechnic of Central 
London (for the use of its accommodation and for 
printing the Quarterly and other material), to guest 
editors, to the press for advertising the Group's 
events and to the outgoing Committee for its 
patience, stamina and unpaid hard work. 

3. REPORT BY THE HONORARY TREASURER 
John Peverley reported a continued and steady growth 
of new mentoers in 1982-83. Seventy-two new mentoers 
had joined bringing the total to 272. More mentoers 
were still sought to enable the Group to reach a 
wider audience and to continue to increase the scope 
arri range of its activities. All mentoers were 
invited to help in promoting the Group. A mailing of 
all local authorities last Autumi had produced a 
disappointingly lew response. 
The Accounts (Receipts and Payments) for the period 
21 April 1982 to 10 May 1983, and a Forecast Budget 
for 1983-84 were circulated (see below) together with 
comparable figures for 1982-83. 

RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS ACCOUNTS 
21 August 1982 to 10 May 1983 

Opening Balance 
at 21 April 1982 290.12 

RECEIPTS 

Subscriptions 
to 01 May 1983 718.74 
Donations: 
Woodscape 50.00 
Hutchinson 50.00 
PTRC 50.00 150.00 
Sales of Quarterly 2.50 
Sundries 1.48 
York Forum - Fees 580.30 
Eastern Region 
- Trip to Paris 
New Towns 2941.50 

Total Receipts £4394.52 

Closing Balance 
at 10 May 1983 £299.09 

PAYMENTS 

Printing 
- Quarterly 
- Posters 
- Menbership 
Information 509.12 

Postage and 
Envelopes 294.93 
Address Lists 
and Labels 102.18 
Refund of 
Standing Order 12.00 
Bank Charges 8.78 
York Forum - Costs 517.54 
Eastern Region 
- Trip to Paris 
New Towns 2941.50 

Total Payments 4386.05 
Credit for 
the Period 8.97 

£4394.52 
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FORECAST OF BUDGET FOR 1983-84 

Forecast on income with Mentoership fee 
at £4.00 per annum: 245 x £4.00 

Donations say 

Total Forecast Income 

Forecast of Expenditure 
- Printing (4 Quarterlies, plus events 
sheets, posters, letters, etc) 

- Postage and Envelopes (6 mailings) 
- Address Lists and Labels 
- Bank Charges 
- Contingencies 

Total Forecast Expenditure 

980.00 

100.00 

£1080.00 

500.00 
350.00 
80.00 

10.00 
100.00 

£1040.00 

period 1983-85. This was seconded and unanimously 
carried by the meeting. Mr Worskett was 
congratulated and welcomed in his absence. 

5. ELECTION OF OONMITTEE FOR 1983-84 
The 1982-83 Committee formally retired. Four mentoers 
were not seeking re-election - Tony Meats, Tony 
Tugnutt, Keith Ingham and Robert Meadows - and in 
reluctantly accepting their retirement warm thanks 
were recorded for their support and good work over a 
nuntoer of years. John Billingham, Philip Cave, 
Richard Ellis, John Evans, Arnold Linden, Alexi 
Marmot, John Peverley, Alan Rowley, Peter Studdert 
and Francis Tibbalds offered themselves for re-
election, together with the additional nomination of 
Ivor Samuels, to form a slightly smaller Ccrmittee of 
11 people. This was accepted. Uncontested proposals 
hed been received that John Peverley and Francis 
Tibbalds continue as Treasurer/Mentoership Secretary 
arrl Chairman respectively, that Arnold Linden be 
appointed Secretary to the Committee and that Alan 
Rowley be appointed Assistant Treasurer/Mentoership 
Secretary to the Committee. This was agreed by the 
Meeting which also authorised the new Committee to 
agree other roles amongst themselves at the first 
Meeting. 

Although some £4,400 had passed through the Group's 
bank account, about £3,500 was directly related to 
the York Forum and Paris Trip. The York Forum 
produced a small surplus, but the Paris New Towns 
Trip figures reflected no more than a banking service 
to the organiser. The total main income of £910 
comprised just over £700 from mentoers' subscriptions, 
£150 from advertisers and the York surplus of £60. 
The main payments were about £510 for printing and 
about £400 for postage and stationery. The opening 
balance at 01 June 1982 was £290 and the closing 
balance at 10 May 1983 was £299, giving a credit for 
the period of £8.97. 

If the Group's present level of Mentoership was to be 
maintained at an annual fee of £4, allowing for a 
proportion of new mentoers and non-renewals, its 
income would be about £1,000. To maintain the 
present level of activities during 1983-84 would 
require expenditure of about £1,200. To meet this 
shortfall the Treasurer and Committee recommended a 
subscription increase from £4 to £5 per annum. Mr 
Alex Cudzoe felt this to be an insufficient increase 
and proposed an amendment raising the subscription to 
£6 per annum. This was seconded by Mr Vance Allen 
and overwhelmingly carried by a vote of those 
present. (Renewal reminders reflecting this decision 
were sent to all mentoers following the AGM). 

4. ELECTION OF PRESIDENT 

The Chairman explained that the Group's Constitution, 
which had been approved by the Charity Commissioners 
in June 1982, enpowered it to elect a President for a 
two year term of office. The Committee felt the 
Urban Design Group had now reached the stage in its 
development when such a person would be an enormous 
asset, particularly in promoting the Group to the 
outside world. A person who would play an active 
role was preferred to just "a famous 
name/figurehead". He or she could be a practitioner, 
theorist, academic or lay person chosen for 
personality, breadth of intellect and the respect in 
which he or she is already held. From six or so 
potential candidates, Roy Worskett was the 
Committee's preferred first nominee. He was well 
known for his work in Bath, firstly as City Architect 
and Planning Officer, then as consultant, and was 
currently in private practice in Horsham with the 
Architectural and Planning Partnership. He had 
agreed to stand and had shewn welcome enthusiasm 
about taking cn the task in an active and positive 
way. Mr John Billingham formally proposed that Roy 
Worskett be elected as President of the Group for the 

6. OTHER BUSINESS 

The Chairman responded to a question from the floor 
about relationships with the RTPI and RIBA and 
reminded those present that one of the Group's 
founding objectives was to promote interprofessional 
respect and collaboration. 

The Chairman thanked mentoers for their patience and 
support in carrying through the formal proceedings of 
the AGM. There being no other business, the Meeting 
was concluded shortly after 18.30 hours and the chair 
was passed to David Cadman to introduce the speakers 
on the topic "Financing Quality in Urban Design". 

News 
MEMBERSHIP LIST 

It is proposed to circulate a list of UDG members' 
names and addresses with the next issue of the 
Quarterly in Novenber. 

Any mentoers who do not wish to have their names 
printed and circulated, are kindly requested to write 
or telephone the Chairman by the end of Septentoer. 

EVIDENCE TO INQUIRIES 
The Group is submitting evidence to two current 
inquiries: 

(i) The RIBA/RTPI Joint Committee, chaired by 
Terry O'Rourke, investigating how development 
control disputes can be avoided and how 
relationships between the architectural and 
planning professions can be improved. 

(ii) The Nuffield Foundation Inquiry into the Town 
and Country Planning System, chaired by Lord 
Flowers. 

We hope to publish this in a future issue of the 
Quarterly, but if mentoers have particular points 
which they would like to be included, please write to 
us as soon as possible. 
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YORK FORUM 
CRISIS IN UR3AN DESIGN : EDUCATION AND PRACTICE 

URBAN DESIGN GROUP FORUM 
at York University 
Saturday April 16 and Sunday April 17 

Introduction 

This second residential Conference of the Urban 
Design Group was organised and chaired by John 
Billingham and attended by 34 delegates from England 
and Scotland. Slightly over half were frcm the 
academic institutions teaching urban design. The 
remainder were practising urban designers frcm the 
public and private sector. 

The Role of Urban Design in Existing Courses 
Ivor Samuels and Barrie Greenbie sought to define the 
subject and its relationship to architecture, 
planning and other courses. Samuels, describing the 
situation at the Oxford Polytechnic Joint Centre, 
asserted that Urban Design should ideally be at the 
focus of Architecture, Town Planning and Estate 
Management. It was, however, vulnerable and regarded 
as peripheral to Architecture and Planning. 
Architects need to be taught about 'process' and 
planners about 'products'. Urban Design teaching 
should, as a minimum, have this 'remedial role' of 
making up for deficiencies in earlier education. 
Ideally it should have a more positive role concerned 
with fundamental aspects and quality. The Urban 
Design Group could help prcmote this. 

Greenbie, visiting lecturer at Sheffield University, 
spoke of the similar 'crisis' in the United States 
where Urban Design was not a major academic 
specialism (outside Kevin Lynch, MIT/Harvard). He 
found the UK situation more surprising in view of our 
acknowledged heritage of city-building. He defined 
Urban Design as 'context' - camnenting that too many 
designers do not take account of anything beyond the 
edges of their drawing boards. Greenbie referred to 
the work and ideas of Jane Jacobs and Kevin Lynch and 
deplored the current tendency to design projects in 
isolation. Urban Design required quality and depth 
of thought and interdisciplinary collaboration should 
be focussed upon problem solving. 

Is Urban Design a Separate Specialism? 
Ben Prince (Leeds Polytechnic) reminded delegates of 
Trystram Edwards' ccnplaint in 1924 that the 'Art of 
Civic Design' had been killed by the 'Science of Town 
Planning'. He suggested that the proper tests for 
the success of a town or city as a totality were: 
Does the Urban Environment work? Is it beautiful? 
Does it have a proper respect for history? In the 
mid-1960s post-graduate planning education attracted 
a broad intake and there was little need for Urban 
Design to be taught as a separate descipline. In 
early 1980 the RTPI recognised Urban Design as part 
of its switch to a more 'specialist' (rather than 
'generalist') approach to planning and Prince felt it 
inevitable that Urban Design should be developed as a 
joint specialism tetween Schools of Architecture and 
Planning. This had ultimately prove] impossible to 
implement sensibly at Leeds, and the School was 
attenpting to run an 'urban design theme' through 
each year of its existing course. Prince emphasised 
that all architects don't necessarily make good urban 
designers since they don't always find it easy to 
shift from the scale of a building to that of a town 
or city. 

Arnold Linden of the Polytechnic of Central London 
gave some of the most cogent answers to the question 

raised, strongly defending his contention that Urban 
Design is a specialism in which we sill need to 
participate. He defined six aspects of 
'separateness'. The various definitions of Urban 
Design (SSRC, PCL, CNAA, etc) indicated academic 
study at postgraduate level. The separate related 
disciplines were not concerned with Urban Design per 
se. The student intake is not an undergraduate one, 
but derives fran those in practice, currently working 
in the field but without training. The area of study 
is greater than in the related disciplines. It is 
studied in an essentially multi-disciplinary way -
mature qualified people working and learning 
together. There is also a market for the product -
"urban designers". 

These first four contributions provoked considerable 
discussion. Jack Penrose felt urban design should 
not be separately taught, while Keith Ingham, to 
Arnold Linden's vocal dismay, wanted urban design to 
be taught as a camon first degree. Krys Bucznski 
tock the view that it didn't matter when, how or 
where urban designers were educated so long as they 
could actually do it at the end of the dayI Several 
speakers Garmented on the inadequacy of the 
definitions of Urban Design cited - particularly for 
ignoring the 'time element' and the 'multi-headed' 
nature of urban design clients. If a concensus did 
emerge it was that Urban Design education should 
ideally be separate and post graduate, but that the 
integrated approach could be made to work and there 
should be some input to existing undergraduate 
courses. 

Is Urban Design Mainly for Export? 

In the context of educational cuts, grant reductions 
and the general inpact of the recession on Higher 
Education, attention turned to the merits or 
otherwise of tailoring urban design courses to 
overseas students. 

Robert Smart described how the Heriot Watt University 
course had become almost exclusively geared to 
overseas students. He didn't regard this as a 
problem, unlike Ivor Samuels who had earlier 
indicated that anything beyond a 50/50 mix would be 
problematic. Student quality varied but the range of 
experience arrongst entrants was helpful. Non-
architects tended to listen and leam better: 
architects were too involved in being "totally 
creative". Overseas students were not treated 
particularly differently frcm UK ones except perhaps 
to stress conservation aspects to those frcm 
countries vfriich do not enjoy a British-style planning 
system. Smart believed that the good urban designer 
needed to be swift on his feet and good at dealing 
with problems creatively. It was also vital that 
activities be related to the resources available. 

John Minette of Oxford Polytechnic felt that the 
greatest value of overseas students joining UK 
ccurses was through "the transfer of knowlege by 
ccnparison". There are dangers if the transfer is 
made thoughtlessly. To be useful, education for 
overseas students needs to focus on our view of their 
problems. Since 1945 UK cities have been re-
building: most other countries are still building. 
We can, therefore, usefully discuss how we coped 
historically with problems now current in their 
countries. 

Peter Dovell retold the sad story of the closure of 
the Manchester Course because it did not wish to 
survive on the basis of giving Masters Degrees to 
very low calibre overseas students. As the cnly 
Professor of Urban Design in the country he had hoped 
to forge strong links between the Professors of 
Architecture and Town Planning while maintaining his 
own independence. He delighted delegates with a 
cartoon description of the urban designer as a little 
dog out in the rain and on a long lead held by the 
architect as a child sheltering under the grown—up 
planner's uirhrella. This image was in sad contrast 
to the ideal of urban design as ' joined hands'. 
Dovell warned delegates about being too inward-
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locking: "There is more light outside than inside!". 

In subsequent discussion, Flavio Matta - an overseas 
student - referred to the value of research in 
providing continuity and feedback to overseas 
students. Peter Dovell brought the first day's 
proceedings to an amusing close by referring to 
Groucho Marx - "Who'd want to be in a club that'd 
have me as a meirtoerl". 

Links between Urban Design Teaching and Practice 

Drew Mackie, of Percy Johnson-Marshall Mackie and 
Hare, opening the second day, did not believe there 
was a "Crisis', but recognised that there was a 
severe problem with the way that funding bodies 
recognised urban design courses. He defined 
architects as having 'specific clients and specific 
products'; planners as having 'non-specific clients 
and non-specific products'; and urban designers as 
having the worst of both worlds in a ' non specific 
clients, but specific products'. Mackie felt the 
severe lack of suitable simulation and other 
techniques with which to test design hypotheses. 

The third Oxford Polytechnic contribution was from 
Ian Bentley who felt that whilst everybody might 
agree that urban design was a practical enterprise, 
concerned to improve the environment, not just to 
study it, urban design practice needei to be more 
theory-driven than it was. He suggested various ways 
of bringing academics and practitioners in closer 
contact with one another including job exchanges, 
short-courses and joint project work. 

Bob Jarvis (Tyne and Wear County Council) proclaimed 
that he had never taught and treated delegates to a 
humorous monologue about 'ideas', 'fantasies' and 
'realities'. He defined 'reality' as the "moment of 
use" and believed that 'fantasy' lay deep at the 
heart of Urban Design Practice. He talked about 
"inventing the everyday", defined Urban Design as 
"building the unfinished" and rebutted an earlier 
point by asserting that to many people Urban Design 
is about kitchen extentions. He disliked hidden 
assumptions and too roach being taken for granted. 

Joe Holyoak, in discussion, suggested that practice 
and theory should be connected by built projects. 
Models of 'good practice' needed to be publicised. 
Jack Penrose tock issue with Bentley's claim that 
practitioners were unaware of teaching and research. 

New Initiatives 

David Lock (Conran Roche), describing himself as a 
generalist in a firm of specialists - "the mortar 
between the bricks" - made two optimistic assertions 
about Urban Design. Firstly, it was a valuable 
"language" for conveying ideas from one person to 
another. Secondly, it added 'value' to development. 
Using his firm's work en Greenland Dock, Southwark, 
as a case study he outlined the very real problem 
that the urban designer has in conveying a design 
idea without being so specific or deterministic as to 
inhibit those who follow with detailed work. 

Conclusions 

Francis Tibbalds, in closing remarks, felt more 
optimistic than pessimistic about the proceedings of 
the two day Conference. The Chairman had posed meaty 
questions. They hadn't all been fully answered and 
inevitably fresh cries arose. 
Delegates had questioned the Conference title. Was 
there a "crisis"? What was it - in education, in 
urban design, in cities or in personal survival? The 
Urban Design Group obviously believed there was a 
crisis when it was founded 4 years ago - the RIBA and 
RTPI were bickering; Schools of Architecture and Tcwn 
Planning were remote frcm each other; and the public 
didn't like what it saw around it. Things are a 
little better. The Group has grewn in strength as a 

forum and lobby and we can collectively address these 
issues. The focus on education had been useful 
because in many respects it is in the segregated 
training of architects, planners and related 
disciplines that the rot sets in. 
Much common ground emerged - not surprisingly, from a 
group of pecple all basically "on the same side". To 
the main questions - should Urban Design be taught at 
undergraduate or postgraduate level? Is Urban Design 
about product or process? Should education be for UK 
or overseas students? It is about teaching and 
research, or practice? Do we want theory or reality? 
- the answer seemed to be in each case 'both' . 
However, the jargon emerging ('process', 'product', 
'quality', 'hard', 'real', 'coal-face', 'getting it 
together', etc) needed curbing, before it got in the 
way of what we were trying to say. 

The gauntlet had been thrown dewn by Ian Rent ley who 
proclaimed "the Urban Designer is in brutal 
ccnpetition to get city building done better" -
better than by the other competing profess ions who 
have made a mess of it. 

Tibbalds gave his personal hope that Urban Designers 
should avoid getting too precious, too inward-
locking, too factionalised - overconcerned with our 
problems as opposed to the problems outside. .Seme 
danger signs had been apparent during the Conference. 
The Urban Design Group had been particularly 
delighted to listen to so many suggestions for 
activities and initiatives it might promote - an 
Educational Trust, a philosophy of urban design, 
exchanges, short courses, joint project work, 
publication of good practice, a catalyst for 
innovation and so on. The shopping list was an 
ambitious one, but nonetheless very helpful to the 
Group in planning its programme and developing its 
organisational structure. 

A warm vote of thanks was proposed to all of the 
speakers and to John Billingham for his capable 
Chairmanship and extremely smooth and efficient 
organisation of the two-day event. 

The last word went to John Collins, a former 
President of the Royal Town Planning Institute, 
before delegates went off to lunch ami a guided tour 
of York. He told them not to forget the wording of 
the car sticker slogan: 

"City Planners do it with their eyes shutl" - That is 
really what the 'crisis' is! 

News 
URBAN DESIGN AT PTRC 

For the first time this year's PTRC Annual Meeting -
held on July 04-07 at the University of Sussex -
included a major seminar stream on urban design. The 
Programme Committee included several UDG meirbers and 
was chaired by Francis Tibbalds. Delegates at this 
major international planning and transportation 
Conference had presented to than fourteen papers on 
wide ranging UD issues and case studies. These have 
been published by PTRC under the title "Design and 
Development" and copies may be purchased at £7.00, on 
application to Sally Scarlet, Programme Secretary, 
PTRC Education and Research Services Limited, 110 
Strand, London, WC2. 

PCL MASTERS 

The School of the Environment, Polytechnic of Central 
London, has drafted a proposal to the C1SAA for the 
Degree of Master of Arts in Urban Design to replace 
its present post graduate Diploma in Urban Design. 
Progress will be reported in future issues. 
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Financing Quality in 
MacCormac and Jamieson's proposals for the 
redevelopment of the Old Town Hall site in Kensington 
High Street provided the focus for a lively exchange 
of ideas following the Group's AGM in May. 

The aim of the session was to explore something of 
the relationship between design intentions and the 
realities of funding new development; in particular, 
the influence of the assumptions and working 
practices commonly adopted by valuers advising the 
financial institutions. 

The issues involved can be viewed from at least two 
distinct perspectives. David Cadman, co-author of 
the bock "Property Development" who chaired the 
session, appropriately took an overview of the world 
of property and the problems of development finance. 
In his introduction he posed two questions concerning 
the relationship between architecture and finance. 
The first concerned the behaviour of the financial 
institutions and the extent to which they influence 
what can and cannot happen. He quoted from Henryk 
Skolimcwski' s bock "Eco-Philosophy" saying "the 
deficiencies of present architecture and its ability 
to shelter us adequately and provide spaces that are 
life enhancing is not so much the fault of architects 
but the fault of those larger conceptions upon which 
architecture and our culture is based". Was this 
true, Cadman asked. "Has the soul of architecture 
been so eroded by the age of finance that it is now 
bereft of inspiration?" Who calls the tune - pipier, 
paymaster or professional appraiser? 

The second issue was a technical one and concerned 
the language used by professionals in preparing their 
development appraisals. This, Cadman argued, was not 
a particularly complex language but it was one which 
many designers did not seem to want to come to terms 
with. And yet, if designers are to be in a position 
of influencing either the paymasters or their 
advisers, they at least need to understand the 
language that financiers and appraisers are using. 

It was against this background that first Richard 
MacCormac as an architect and then John Ratcliffe, a 
chartered surveyor who advised MacCormac and Jamieson 
on their Kensington submission, set about the task of 
identifying some of the essential ingredients of 
urban environmental quality and the problems of 
financing it. In contrast to David Cadman, they 
adopted the other, more pragmatic, perspective of how 
to make things happen on a particular site at any 
particular moment in time. 

Before focussing on the Kensington case, Richard 
MacCormac gave a rehearsal of his ideas concerning 
the deficiencies of much conterrpory urban design and 
development and of some possible remedies. Drawing 
on his practice' s work with Ove Arup in divising a 
hypothetical scheme of mixed use development in 
Spitalfields (ref. Architects Journal, 09 May 1980), 
on historical exanples of urban form, and the more 
recent development of his ideas (since published in 
the Architects Journal, 15 June 1983), MacCormac 
stressed, amongst other aspects: 

- the importance of achieving a mixture of uses in 
redevelopment, this being a vital, and often 
neglected ingredient in urban design. But uses 
should not be classified in the simplistic manner 
of traditional land use planning; rather in terms 
of their "transactional" qualities, this being a 
measure of the extent to which activities 
generation depend on human presence and 
involvement. At one extreme, there is the street 
market whilst, at the other end of the continuum , 
one would find car parking, which MacCormac argued, 
had little or no significance to passersby. 
Environmental quality then depends as much on the 
content and appropriateness of activities as on 
visual considerations though both are closely 
related. 

10 

Urban Design 
- the recognition that, as with housing densities, 
higher plot ratios do not necessarily require high 
buildings. Indeed such solutions are generally 
inappropriate if the character and grain of towns 
is to be respected. Moreover buildings should not 
be viewed as solid undifferentiated masses of 
accommodation but rather as conprising a range of 
public, semi-public and private spaces around which 
a mix of uses and accomodation is disposed and 
ordered. 

The significance of such ideas lies not so rruch in 
their novelty - some members will, for exanple, see 
clear parallels with many of Christopher Alexander's 
"patterns" - but rather when one confronts the 
obstacles to their realisation in practice. How can 
commercial developments which are major investments 
and which are required to provide security to the 
pension funds who finance them, be reconciled with 
the interests of the city itself, with the ccnnunity 
and with more traditional design issues such as 
scale, and relationship to the street? 

MacCormac clearly saw his Kensington Old Town Hall 
proposals as "successfully" confronting this 
challenge - the mixture of uses, the layout and 
disposition of accommodation; the density, scale and 
form of development. The scheme proposed a street 
level escalator entrance with a glazed courtyard 
around which are set shops and offices. Not just 
another commercial office slab but a commercially 
viable building, highly responsive to its 
surroundings. 

At this point in the session, John Ratcliffe took the 
floor and his view of professional appraisals and 
their techniques was both satirical and constructive. 
An inherently cautious and conservative breed; their 
great touchstone is "the market" ie. what everyone 
else is doing, operating a battery of sophisticated 
techniques including the "wet finger in the wind", 
the "Freemasons" and "armchair" valuation methods. 
In a more serious vein, Ratcliffe highlighted five 
basic variables in any development appraisal; rent, 
yield, costs of construction, the funding rate and 
the development period. The central problem was that 
a slight change in any one variable, dramatically 
alters the final valuation vdiether in terms of land 
values (as was the case in Kensington) or development 
profit. 
The dilemma facing the designer, concerned with 
achieving environmental quality in the terms 
described by Richard MacCormac, is simply that when 
one ccmes to funding a scheme, one needs to prepare a 
conventional appraisal with a "conventional sum of 
money cn the bottom line". To achieve this the 
designer must avoid his scheme being penalised .... 
and it will be if it deviates frcm the norm in a 
number of respects. The building must, for example, 
achieve a shape, layout and design which is roughly 
acceptable to the funding institution - that is to 
say, it must be ordinary; the layout must not be odd, 
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quirky, over-fashionable or innovative. More 
cynically, it must not respond too rruch to "user 
needs", "the environment" or "society's 
requirements". Buildings must also need minimal 
management and mixed uses are an immediate and 
obvious drawback. 
John Ratcliffe circulated copies of a "hypothetical 
development appraisal, of a hypothetical town hall in 
a hypothetical Royal London Borough which has been 
hypothetically demolished", as a basis for 
highlighting aspects of Richard MacCormac's scheme 
which were probably penalised by the Council's cwn 
Consultants and also for showing how sensitive the 
final result was to minor adjustments. As an exanple 
an increase of 0.25% in the funding rate - well 
within the margin of variation between different 
institutions - resulted in a £700,000 difference in 
residual site value. 

The upshot of the calculation was an estimated 
residual site value of £4 million, vhich Ratcliffe 
argued might easily have been £5 million in practice 
had he adopted less cautious assumptions and yet the 
same scheme, when valued by the Council's own 
advisers achieved above £2.8 million. 
Indeed, the ultimate irony was what Ratcliffe 
described as his "inverse principle of valuation". 
Of the various schemes submitted to the Council, the 
financial return was in strict inverse proportion to 
the amount of accommodation provided on the site. 
Were such a trend to be taken to its logical 
conclusion, he argued, "whole areas could be laid 
waste at vast financial return". Sadly not so very 
far from the truth since in many inner city areas it 
currently makes more sense to keep cleared sites as 
public car parks (that least "transactive" of uses) 
than to undertake any redevelopment. "Small, then, 
is not only beautiful, but is also highly 
profitable1" 
The evening was peppered with such witty but also 
poignant asides, making a stimulating end to the 
year's progranme of evening talks. 

Alan Rowley 

Historic Infill 
THE DESIGN OF INFILL IN HISTORIC AREAS - TOYTOWN OR 
THE BOLD STATEMENT? 

Alan Stones 
The Eastern Region of UDG jointly with the Chelmer 
Essex Institute of Higher Education staged a one-day 
seminar to explore this subject on March 02 at 
Chelmsford. Due to popular demand the event was 
repeated on June 15. Despite attempts to attract a 
wide spectrum of professionals, unfortunately the 
audience was almost entirely local authority 
planners. Nevertheless a lively discussion took 
place. 

Speakers were David Luckhurst of Feilden and Mawson, 
Roy Worskett, Dave Stenning of Essex County Council, 
Stephen Games the architectural critic and Mike 
Shepherd of Colchester Borough Council. David 
Luckhurst talked exclusively of the contribution the 
sensitive architect could make in the infill 
situation, and cited a whole variety of possible 
responses from direct pastiche of irrmediate 
neighbours through to striking contrast, all of which 
could be done well or badly. The important thing 
seemed to be to employ a good architect. 

Roy WOrskett stressed the need for the other 
participants in the development process to be equally 
good. local authorities had to proceed from a sound 
basis of study and analysis of each context area 
through 'gentle' guidance to effective negotiation of 

each scheme. Even in a city centre the size of Bath 
he had found more than half-a-dozen basically 
different kinds of approach necessary according to 
which type of 'urban grain' was prevalent in a given 
situation. 'Toytown' was, of course, the facile 
approach obviating the need to produce a sensitive, 
truthful solution to the design problem, but 
devaluing the genuine historic buildings in the 
street scene. 

Dave Stenning found this notion insufficient. 
Enphasising the inportance of the Townscape 
philosophy as the starting-point, he found 
doctrinaire use of modern materials and means of 
construction inadequate to produce buildings of the 
right bulk, form, and surface richness to take their 
place in the historic townscape. The tenuous balance 
of variety and unity was broken when too many 
variables were changed or simplified out by a new 
development. Where the developer was not up to it, 
the local authority planner had to take a strong 
lead, possibly even introducing design idiosyncracies 
if necessary. 

Stephen Games surprised by not arguing for the 
uncompromisingly modern approach, but having a great 
deal of sympathy for the local authority point of 
view. We should use the powers we have to promote or 
invite the sort of schemes we think would fit in, 
rather than wait for developers to present us with 
intractable design problems. 

Mike Shepherd, though he would have liked to consign 
the more intractable schemes to the less sensitive 
locations, recognised that economic and political 
pressure often put big space users in the small-
scale, fine-grained core areas of towns. His answer 
was to eschew the 'clip-on' fake mansard and 
subdivided facade treatment of bulky buildings in 
favour of using the right building technology for the 
scale of the place, ie. conventionally-roofable plan 
forms consistent with the rhythm of historic plot 
divisions, into which the modern uses are then shoe-
horned. 

Participants then split into a nuntoer of workshop 
sessions on design approach, financial and technical 
constraints, development control practice and 
inplications for education of the professional. 

Forty-five minutes' discussion produce! the following 
conclusions: 

The idea of a constantly evolving tcwnscape, enriched 
by each successive age, is invalidated by the pace 
and scale of present-day change and the centralised 
nature of development and trading organisations. 
Local authorities, to safeguard the historic 
tcwnscape, must therefore take strong measures and 
prepare their ground well in advance. Local plans 
must have a strong urban design input informal by an 
analysis of the existing tcwnscape. 'Hard' and 
'soft' areas rrust be identified and the more 
problematic users zoned out where possible into the 
less sensitive backland sites. Whilst it is 
inpossible to produce a design brief for every 
developable site, small-area policies should be 
devised within which the need for strong or recessive 
street architecture at different locations can be 
defined. There should be a hierarchy of levels of 
control, sensitively applied, and a conviction in the 
use of the powers that we have. The aim should be a 
controlled variety within the unity established by 
the prevailing urban grain. 

This modus operandi requires a transformation of the 
current conflict politics promoted by financially-
motivated councillors, demoralised planning officers, 
unqualified designers and rigid developers. Design 
by committee is a recipe for disaster. The local 
authority should act with consistency, officers 
having the confidence of mentoers. Without a good 
architect, planner and developer, the cards are 
stacked against a good result, and there is therefore 
a need for urban design training of architects and 
planners so that they can speak the same language, 
that of urban space. 
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News 
WALTER BOR APPEALS FDR GREATER ATTENTION TO THE BUILT 
ENVIRONMENT 

For readers who missed Walter Bor's "Reflections of a 
Past President" in the Royal Town Planning 
Institute's "Planner News", April 1983, we are very 
pleased to reproduce an extract which is central to 
the concerns of the Urban Design Group. Walter is a 
valued and distinguished member of UDG and was, of 
course, RTPI President for 1970/71. 

"I was and remain very critical of the poor quality 
of the built environment we have been achieving. 
There was, I thought, an increasing need to bring 
together the collection of parts into unified spatial 
designs, by more well-trained, imaginative and 
experienced urban designers. With this in mind, I 
tried to re-establish, on behalf of the Institute, 
our links with the RIBA which, with Peter Shepheard 
as President, was most responsive at that time. We 
discussed the possibility of a joint RIBA/RTPI 
sponsored urban design course but, in the event, the 
RTPI lost a major opportunity to promote jointly with 
the RIBA better urban design and the education of a 
new generation of urban designers. 

"This dire lack of good and experienced urban 
designers has new come home to roost as the enphasis 
has moved away frcm long-term structure planning to 
local action planning where the skills of the urban 
designer are urgently needed. I would like to take 
this opportunity to appeal once again for the 
Institute to get together with the RIBA to promote 
more and better urban designers and to place a 
greater enphasis on the guality of the built 
environment." 

EDUCATION CONCERNS 
UDG has, infact, recently written to Lord Esher, 
Chairman of the Joint NAB/UGC Architecture Working 
Group, and Jack Whittle, Chairman of the RIBA Urban 
Design Diploma Review Group, expressing grave 
concerns about the current state of urban design 
education in the United Kingdom. Responses will be 
reported in future issues. 

Help! 
HELP REQUIRED : URBAN DESIGN PRACTICE ABROAD 
Are you currently engaged in designing projects 
outside Britain? Do you know of interesting examples 
of new urban design in other countries? 

The editors of the Urban Design Quarterly would 
welccme brief illustrated articles describing 
recently completed projects or work in progress. We 
are looking for articles of about 500 - 2000 words 
plus illustrations. If you have suitable material, 
please send it to: 

The Editors 
Urban Design Quarterly 
c/o Tibbalds Partnership Limited 
39 Charing Cross Road 
London 
WC2H QAW 

in this Guide. Each design comes conplete with a 
brief history where appropriate, a concise 
description of the design concepts, and sometimes a 
photograph. In order to locate them, there is an 
address and a reference nunfoer relating to a plan of 
London. 

The well known parks are of course included, but it 
is useful to have a potted history ready to hand. 
There are some lesser-knewn exanples of contemporary 
designs such as New River Walk by Marquis Road, St 
Duns tan's in the East, as well as developments on the 
South Bank and in Surrey Docks. If you think any 
have been missed out, the authors will be pleased to 
hear frcm you. It is hoped that this Guide will 
eventually be incorporated in a larger publication 
covering the United Kingdom. 

It will appeal to professionals concerned with the 
design of public spaces as well as tourists and lay 
people interested in landscape. Without doubt it 
would have benefited frcm some simple plans, and the 
reproduction of the photographs isn't good, but at 
£1.00 (£1.30 by post from The School of Architecture 
and Landscape, Thames Polytechnic, Deptford) it is 
difficult to ccnplain. 

PUBLICATIONS RECEIVED 

Where appropriate full reviews will be carried in 
future issues of Urban Design Quarterly. 

RESEARCH FOR URBAN DESIGN 
Edited by Brian Goodey and published by the Joint 
Centre for Urban Design, Oxford Polytechnic, March 
1983; 74 pages; unpriced. 

Report on a Seminar supported by the Social Science 
Research Council, organised by the Joint Centre for 
Urban Design, Oxford Polytechnic and attended by many 
UDG members. A limited number of copies are 
available frcm Brian Goodey at the Joint Centre. 

PLANNING FOR ENTERPRISE 
Published by Swansea City Council, March 1983; 156 
pages including 34 pages of colour illustrations; 
£3.95 plus £1.05 postage from the Director of 
Planning, Swansea City Council, the Guildhall, 
Swansea, SA1 4NL or frcm bookshops. 

Report of the International Seminar held in Swansea 
during September 1982 as part of the Council of 
Europe Urban Policy Programme. Technological change 
and urban policies is the theme of the Council of 
Europe seminar to be held in Swansea, 03-05 Ndvenfoer 
1983, partly as a consequence of "Planning for 
Enterprise". 

THE DESIGN OF SUBURBIA 
By Arthur M Edwards MA FRTPI and published by the 
Penbridge Press, London, 1981; 281 pages, hardback; 
photographs by Graham and Miranda Jaggers and 
drawings by T Affleck Greeves; £16.50. 

A critical study - the first in the field - of the 
history of suburban planning and design in England. 

BOOK REVIEW Philip Cave 

LONDON LANDSCAPE GUIDE 

Edited by Tan Turner and Simon Rendel. 
Published by The Landscape Institute, South East 
Chapter. 
Any historical or contemporary landscape designs in 
London, that are good and interesting, can be found 

SPACES : DIMENSIONS OF THE HUMAN LANDSCAPE 
Text and photographs by Barrie B Greeribie, published 
by Yale University Press, New Haven and London 1981; 
321 pages; £45 clothbound, £14.95 paperback. 

A richly illustrated account of the ways in which the 
man-made environment either constrains or facilitates 
social interaction. Barrie Greeribie is Professor of 
Landscape Architecture and Regional Planning at the 
University of Massachusetts. 


