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In t he nex t f e w w e e k s , r e a d e r s s h o u l d b e 

m a k i n g c h o i c e s a b o u t w h o is to g o v e r n t h e 

coun t r y . It is un l i ke ly tha t u r b a n d e s i g n a s 

s u c h wi l l h a v e a h i g h pr io r i ty in t he h u s t i n g s ; 

f e w c a n d i d a t e s wi l l b e a s k e d thei r o p i n i o n s 

o n t he d e s i g n s of a t o w n , of a p u b l i c s p a c e 

or of a r oad . T h e " P i c t u r e s q u e Par ty " (PP) 

a g a i n s t t he " N e w U r b a n i s m Par ty " ( N U P ) 

w o u l d b e i n te res t i ng b u t it is not to be , no t 

th is t i m e a n y w a y . A n d ye t u r b a n d e s i g n 

a f f ec t s m a n y of t he i s s u e s tha t po l i t i c i ans 

m a y v e r y we l l b e d e b a t i n g : e n v i r o n m e n t a l 

sus ta inab i l i t y , ava i lab i l i t y a n d d i s t r i bu t i on of 

r e s o u r c e s , access ib i l i t y , mobi l i ty , e v e n 

e m p l o y m e n t , c o n s u m e r c h o i c e or h o u s i n g . 

A g o v e r n m e n t is not c h o s e n o n t h e b a s i s of 

its pos i t i on o n u r b a n d e s i g n i ssues , bu t 

p l a c i n g t h e s e o n t he a g e n d a c a n e x p o s e 

the v i e w s of c a n d i d a t e s on m a n y o the r 

i s sues in a m o r e i n f o rma t i ve w a y t h a n 

s l o g a n s a n d s o u n d b i t e s . 

Still on t h e s u b j e c t of c h o i c e , m e m b e r s of 

U D G a n d r e a d e r s are w e l c o m e to e x p r e s s 

the i r v i e w s o n t h e quar te r l y . A l t h o u g h m o s t 

of t h e ma te r i a l in t he m a g a z i n e o r i g i n a t e s 

f r o m m e m b e r s , t he re is l itt le f e e d b a c k f r o m 

t h e m o r e g e n e r a l r e a d e r s h i p . A s t h e n e w 

co -ed i to r , I w o u l d l ike to k n o w you r o p i n i o n s 

of t h e m a g a z i n e itself a s we l l as o n g e n e r a l 

i s sues of c o n c e r n to u r b a n d e s i g n e r s . 

Le t te rs , a r t i c les , v i e w p o i n t s c a n all b e 

c o n s i d e r e d for p u b l i c a t i o n . In th is w a y w e 

c a n e n s u r e tha t t h e q u a r t e r l y c o n t i n u e s to 

b e s t i m u l a t i n g a n d i nnova t i ve . 

S e b a s t i a n L o e w 

Urban Design Game 

A small but responsive 

audience of a dozen or so 

came to Drew Mackie's 

demonstrat ion of his basic 

Urban Design Game at 

Cowcross Street, last 

December. 

Those that came were 
rewarded with a fascinating 
introduction to how role play 
can elevate our understanding 
of the development process. 
Drew Mackie has been using 
gaming simulation in education 
and practice for more than 
twenty-five years, starting with 
its introduction on the early 
urban design courses in 
Aberdeen and Edinburgh, and 
including work for Tibbalds 
Monro and Oxford Brookes 
University and at Berkeley, 
California where he was a 
visiting professor. 

The technique has a long 
history of use in complex 
situations and is particularly 
useful where strategies need to 
be tried out before they are put 
into practice. Its use is 
common in military and 
business strategy-making, for 
example, and has obvious 
advantages in the exploration 
of planning policy. Mackie 
described the use of gaming to 
investigate the DoE's Inner City 
Partnership policy in the 
eighties. Here the technique 
accurately predicted the failure 
of the policies, even where 
those involved in the role play 
were people who were 
unfamiliar with the processes 
involved. 

According to Mackie, this 
approach has a proven record 
of accuracy, better than many 
more 'scientific' types of 
prediction. Its highly interactive 
character makes it the ideal 
laboratory for identifying and 
trying out urban design and 
planning ideas and involving 
communities in the urban 
regeneration process. 

Any notion that Mackie was 
hyping claims for the gaming 

approach was dispelled by the 
participatory exercise that 
followed. Mackie described the 
Basic Urban Design Game as a 
'simplex' game. In game theory 
terms, it has simple rules but 
complex outcomes. The 
implications of gaming, 
reflecting the political realities 
of a great diversity of 
situations, are, perhaps, that 
the psychological rules 
governing conflict and co-
operation are pretty much the 
same wherever they operate. 

In this instance, following 
suggestions drawn from the 
audience and a vote, gaming 
was used to explore the likely 
future development of the South 
Bank complex. Members of the 
audience nominated 
themselves to represent one or 
other of the 'stakeholding' 
interests in the development 
process - commercial, 
residential, cultural and artistic, 
design, and so on. They were 
asked to draw up a list of overt 
and covert aims and to see, in 
the short space of time 
available, how far they would 
get in turning those aims into 
reality. Participants set about 
this with gusto using threats 
and strategic alliances, 
exaggerated charm, cold 
reason and incredible 
promises. Role play 
undoubtedly appeals to the 
actor lurking in all of us, and re-
creates something of the 
exhilaration of playing big-time 
finance and politics. 

By the end of the evening, as 
each of the players reported 
back on their progress, the 
exercise did not bode well for 
the grand Millennium-funded 
plans for the future of the south 
bank, despite an almost 
unanimous desire to see it go 
ahead. The signs were that 
Richard Rogers' scheme 
seems destined to be 
torpedoed by the realities of 
development economics and 
sink in a quagmire of local and 
national politics. Time alone will 
tell whether life imitates the 
simulation or not. # 

Tony Lloyd-Jones 



The Light Fantastic 

Two hundred delegates 

gathered at the Fairfield 

Halls, Croydon on January 

30th for this conference, 

jointly sponsored by the 

Croydon Planning and 

Development Department 

and Nestle. 

The Light Fantastic lived up to 
its promise; it brought together 
the lighting industry, the 
practitioners, the regulators, the 
British Parliamentary Lighting 
Group, the British Astronomical 
Society, London First, even the 
Mayor of Sydney called in to 
look for ways of presenting his 
city in the best possible light 
when it hosts the Olympic 
Games. 

The highlight of the day was the 
demonstration of proposals for 
Croydon's 2.1 million 
Millennium project 'Croydon 
Skyline'. Five buildings were lit 
to show how the kind of lighting 
techniques we had seen 
illustrated during the 
conference could be used to 
transform an area as grey as 
soulless as the 1960s high rise 
blocks that dominate central 
Croydon. Techniques from 
theatre rock concerts and son 
et lumi&re will be used to give a 
glamour and buzz to the area, 
and, it is hoped, enhance the 
new night time economy. 
Conference delegates watched 
as colour washes changed and 
faded, highlighting the finer 
details of older buildings, and 
magically transforming the 
faceless 1960s blocks. Twenty 
meter high images projected 
onto a low rise building gave 
an idea of the potential for 
public celebration and 
performance, as well as a more 
exciting way of conveying 
information about local 
activities. The possibility of 
coordinating music, lighting 
and projection to provide a 
town centre extravaganza is 
evident, and it is the borough's 
intention that local groups be 
encouraged to propose and 
organize material to celebrate 

local, regional and national 
events. 

The idea came from the 
Croydon Council/Architecture 
Foundation exhibition of 1993, 
where schemes for improving 
lighting in the central area 
received an enthusiastic 
response from the public and 
local business. 

Croydon is fortunate in having 
large national and international 
interests which became 
participants in the scheme and 
provided the necessary match 
funding for the Millennium bid. 
Nestl6, whose 60s block was 
one of the examples featured in 
the demonstration, and other 
private sector interest have 
now joined with the Council to 
form the Skyline Trust which will 
manage and maintain the 
scheme permanently. The first 
phase of the project looks at 
innovative approaches to the 
lighting of twelve buildings in 
the city centre, although the 
final scheme may include as 
many as thirty nine. 

However as both conference 
speakers and delegates 
emphasized, such lighting 
spectaculars need to be part of 
an overall good lighting 
strategy for an area. The British 
Astronomical Association and 
CPRE are calling for planning 
powers to reduce sky glow and 
light spill. The Royal Fine Arts 
Commission is calling for 
coordinated guidance on the 
design and installation of 
lighting to improve all aspects 
of the night-time environment 
and to increase the aesthetic 
appeal of lighting projects. 
Croydon has a strategic 
approach to its lighting policy, 
emphasizing the best practice 
in new urban lighting design; 
Croydon Skyline is 
complemented by Croydon 
Light After Dark, concentrating 
on the use of improved street 
lighting to increase the 
perception of safety and 
security, ensure the most 
efficient use of lighting 
resources and eliminate the 
effects of light pollution. 

The designers, David Gibbons 
of Croydon's Urban Design 
team and Mark Major of Speirs 
and Major Lighting Architects 
both emphasized the need for 

a holistic approach echoing the 
themes of the day's 
proceedings. 

The conference speakers were 
divided almost equally into 
those who spoke with 
enthusiasm about the 
possibilities and opportunities 
offered by lighting to celebrate 
the night-time city, and those 
who were concerned that the 
present lack of coordination 
and control could lead to 
serious problems in the wider 
environment. 

Paul Finch, in the keynote 
address, raised many 
questions. Is lighting just about 
health and safety and security? 
Where does deLIGHT enter the 
picture? Today we know a lot 
about how to use light, but 
must beware that we know why 
we are using it and ensure that 
it does not just become 'urban 
make-up'. How can we ensure 
that the lighting of private 
buildings contributes to the 
public realm? Is less more, or 
Patrick Moore? We need to be 
less indiscriminate and more 
discriminating in the use of 
lighting. The first of the 
practitioners, Jonathan Speirs, 
showed lyrical slides illustrating 
how good lighting schemes, 
such as the Toyo Ito tower, 
reflect the colour, pattern and 
control of nature. How, by 
contrast, projection can create 
an artificial and ever-changing 
fagade on the frosted glass of a 
"smart box" building such as 
the Grimshaw proposal and the 
V&A extension, or tell the 
history of the building as at the 
Palace of Caserta. 

Steve Simons of Events 
(specialists in lighting for 
celebration and entertainment) 
emphasized the potential for 
using multi media and special 
effects in conjunction with 
lighting, and of providing an 
"electronic town crier" to 
publicize local activities. 

Alex Ritchie of Imagination 
described their exciting 
schemes for a "bridge of light" 
from Bankside to St Paul's and 
their proposals for Greenwich's 
Meridian Point. 

Dr Mason of IAU explained 
"how lighting can be a 
problem". The wrong quality of 

light, in the wrong place at the 
wrong time results in glare, sky 
glow, light trespass or simply 
waste of energy. Some of the 
worst offenders were ill thought 
out security lighting schemes. 
Dr Mason made a plea to 
lighting engineers to remember 
that buildings are designed to 
be lit from the sky above, not 
from floodlights beneath. He 
was also concerned about the 
effects of lighting on the wider 
environment. There is evidence 
of widespread change in the 
breeding cycles of fish and 
mammals and the migratory 
patterns of birds; even trees in 
overlit urban areas are holding 
their leaves much longer than 
their rural counterparts. 

Mike Simpson, past President 
of the Institute of Lighting 
Engineers, was concerned 
about the lack of planning 
controls related to lighting. 
There are policies on 
floodlighting to sports pitches, 
but they relate only to the 
structure. There are restrictions 
on lighting listed buildings, but 
these simply forbid 
attachments to the fabric. 

David Peters of London First 
Lighting felt that the emphasis 
should not be on the problems 
but on the opportunities offered 
by good lighting design. Paul 
Hopper, Director of the London 
Tourist Board, explained that a 
recent study had showed that 
London is now well respected 
for its theatre, restaurants (36 
Michelin commended chefs, 50 
distinctive cuisines) and for its 
"general buzz"; Americans 
report that "London is wild" and 
if, as he suggested, the London 
Tourist Board is to market 
"buzz" rather than the red 
buses, it looks as if Croydon 
Skyline will be securely on the 
tourist map. # 

Elizabeth Young 
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Max Lock 1 9 0 9 - 1 9 8 8 -
People and Planning 
An Exhibition of his life and 
work - University of 
Westminster 

By the time UDQ lands on 
readers' desks, this exhibition 
dedicated to Max Lock's work 
will have closed. Fortunately 
the papers of this multi-faceted 
pioneer are now housed at the 
University of Westminster's 
Max Lock Centre. The visit to 
the exhibition was both 
exhilarating and nostalgic: 
exhilarating because it proved 
that once upon a time at least, 
planning professionals had 
specific skills, combining social 
and spatial analyses and 
turning these into physical 
proposals for real people in real 
places. Nostalgic because the 
sort of work that was being 
shown seemed to be part of a 
remote past (20 years!). How 
many young graduates today 
would understand the 
usefulness of the sketches, 
maps and surveys on display, 
let alone be able to undertake 
any of them? 

Lock's work was wide ranging: 
geographically it covered 
England from North to South, 
Nigeria and the Middle East. 
He was responsible for the 
Master Plan for the city of 
Kaduna. At the other end of the 
spectrum, he recommended 
the 'gentlest of city surgery' to 
remedy the problems of 
Salisbury's city centre. He 
worked with local community 
groups as well as with major 
authorities, but in all cases his 
plans took into consideration 
the public's view. He integrated 
town and country in his studies. 
Lock's work, with its references 
to public participation and 
small scale development, 
appears ahead of its time and 
very contemporary. A typical 
Renaissance man, interested in 
music as much as in 
architecture, he - according to 
the exhinition's leaflet -
"benefited from never having 
been formally taught town 
planning". Max Lock was a role 
model at a time when some 
people believed that a better 
society could be achieved and 
that town planning could 
contribute to achieve it. # 

Sebastian Loew 

Living Bridges Exhibition 

Bridges have recently been 

in the news. Every week or 

so lately, it seems, there 

has been a proposal, an 

exhibition, a competition or 

a commission for a new 

bridge somewhere in 

Britain. 

As evidence of the current 
'Pontomania', in London alone, 
there has been the Millennium 
Bridge competition, the 
Hungerford Bridge competition, 
the Living Bridges Exhibition at 
the Royal Academy and the 
exhibition of the Poole Harbour 
Crossing competition schemes 
at the RIBA. Additionally 
several fine pedestrian bridges 
have actually been built in 
London Docklands. 

The Living Bridges Exhibition 
was to run from the end of 
September to mid December 
but had to be extended to early 
January due to popular 
demand. It was the most visited 
exhibition ever held at the 
Royal Academy with over 
100,000 visitors-a rather 
amazing statistic considering 
the quality of the RA's normal 
exhibitions - showing perhaps, 
that bridges have a romantic 
appeal, but surely, also 
indicating a strong public 
interest in architectural and 
urban design issues. 

Living Bridges was focused on 
multi-functional bridges, i.e. 
inhabited bridges and looked 
(loosely) at their history and 
their potential for future use in 
cities, particularly London. 
Curated by Peter Murray and 
designed by Nigel Coates, the 
exhibition was brilliantly 
conceived and built as a 
miniature river snaking its way 
through the Academy's 
galleries with twenty-one 
bridge models straddling it and 
many more, often superb, 
drawings as backdrops. The 
exhibition had a fascination that 
any other way of displaying the 
material would have lacked. 

Most of the models and 
drawings shown were destined 
never to be more than 
proposals. The 13th-18th 
Centuries Galleries in fact 
contained the only built living 
bridges: the Old London 
Bridge constructed between 
1176 and 1209, the Ponte 
Vecchio of 1345, the Pont 
Notre-Dame of 1500, the Rialto 
of 1591 and Robert Adam's 
Pulteney Bridge in Bath, one of 
the last inhabited bridges to be 
constructed. The rest were 
unbuilt visions (a triumphal 
bridge by Sir John Soane, an 
art gallery over Waterloo Bridge 
by Thomas Mosley and many 
more bridges housing 
everything from galleries to 
housing for 50,000 people to 
office space). Fascinating as 
they were, one couldn't help 
feeling grateful that many of 
them had not been built. In the 
19th-20th and late 20th 
Centuries Galleries, the 1960s 
megastructure proposals for 
inhabited bridges made it 
perfectly clear that maintaining 
open spaces and river views 
was far more important on a 
river such as the Thames than 
creating more urban fabric. 
None of the rapturous reviews 
of the exhibition seemed to 
pick on this point. 

Despite its captivating design 
and wonderful exhibits Living 
Bridges was somewhat 
confusing due to its several 
agendas. Not only was it 
looking at the history and future 
of inhabitable bridges, it also 
served as a showcase for a 
Thames Water Habitable 
Bridges competition organised 
by the Royal Academy. Seven 
well-known architects were 
invited to prepare ideas for a 
bridge linking Temple Gardens 
to the South Bank. Zaha Hadid 
and Antoine Grumbach and 
Associates were judged the 
joint winners by the jury and the 
public were also invited to vote 
on their favourite proposal. 

This is where the confusion 
arose. Many people wanted to 
vote for bridges by Terry 
Farrell, Richard Horden or 
others, but although they were 
shown on the same stretch of 
river as the competition 
entrants, and frustratingly, they 
were not part of the 
competition. Richard Horden's 

sleek, light bridge would 
certainly have got my vote. 

Grumbach's scheme, which 
had a bridge suspended from 
two 130 metre high tower 
buildings situated on the edge 
of the North Bank, couldn't 
have been more different from 
Hadid's dynamic, 
deconstructivist structure which 
zoomed disjointedly across the 
river, and won the popular 
competition. Zaha Hadid's 
scheme was placed fourth. 
Grumbach's had the advantage 
of at least not obstructing views 
too badly but whether the 
public preferred it for that 
reason or because they found it 
more conventional and 
understandable than many of 
the others is another matter. No 
one was asked whether or not 
they thought habitable bridges 
are suitable structures for 
London's great waterway. The 
prospect of commercial 
interests obtaining rights to 
build over the Thames can 
conjure up some horrible 
images and is not something 
that I think urban designers 
should be backing. # 

Francesca Morrison 

The Promotion of 
Architecture: some 
lessons from France 

There will be a round table 
discussion on the above 
subject at the French Institute 
on Thursday 5 June at 18.00. 
The event coincides with the 
publication of a booklet by 
Sebastian Loew, sponsored by 
the Arts Council of England. # 



new environments, is growing. Urban 
design encompasses many issues relating 
to the built and unbuilt environment. Some of 
the issues are factual but many are 
concerned with aesthetic judgements to 
ensure that the individual buildings respond 
to the underlying character of their 
surroundings. Our experience means that 
from the earliest stages of a project these 
subjective, but vital, issues can be 
explored. We can thus enter discussions 
with clients, planning authorities and the 
public with a clear representation of the 
three-dimensional implications. 

RMJM has been involved in masterplanning 
since the original development plans for 
York University in the 1960s. Since then we 
have designed masterplans ranging from 
groups of buildings to cities and regions. 
The masterplan must be based on a 
thorough analysis of the site and its 
surroundings, anticipate a phased 
programme of development and the need 
for adaptability, and provide a permissive 
framework within which development takes 
place. 

Our development planning services aim to 
ensure the most effective use of land 
resources and to achieve the highest 
standards of environmental quality. We 
provide a wide range of services including 
environmental assessment and 
geographical information systems (GIS). 



Top: 
Antoine Grumbach's 

"Garden Bridge", 

competition winning 

scheme. 

Above: 
Park Lane, the 

concept design by 

Urban Initiatives. 

historical role of Grosvenor 
Gate as an entrance to the park 
and the impact of the 1960s 
dualling of the road when 
Decimus Burton's lodges were 
destroyed. The Marble Arch 
competition held in 1994 
indicated the potential to 
underground all or part of Park 
Lane but the Highway Authority 
considered too many traffic 
engineering issues remained 
unresolved. Grosvenor Estates 
however realised that some of 
the principles contained in the 
winning scheme could benefit 
their ownership to the East of 
the park. Schemes in Paris, 
Munich and Barcelona 
indicated ways in which 
undergrounding could be 
carried out successfully. 

The proposals provide a dual 
carriageway in a tunnel which 
is designed to accommodate 
current traffic flows and is 
located on the line of the 
existing northbound 
carriageway. The existing 
southbound carriageway would 
be used largely for public 
transport use with a bus only 
section preventing through 
traffic using it. There would be 

transport provision. Questions 
arose about the problems of 
queuing in the tunnel and the 
resulting fumes but the overall 
gains in creating connections 
between the park and the 
adjacent urban fabric and the 
opportunities for an improved 
public realm seemed to me to 
justify such expediencies. # 

John Billingham 
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Designing for Democracy 
-The Public Space 
Cardiff 
3rd December 1996 

David Mackay's lecture was 
part of a series entitled 
'Securing Quality in 
Development' organised and 
sponsored by Cardiff Bay 
Development Corporation. 

Initially David Mackay proffered 
his observations on Urban 
Design in general: "Architects 
are too busy designing cities 
and forgetting about the 
spaces"... "The way we 
appreciate the public space 
and we value the street defines 
the sort of society we are", and 
"The freedom to associate with 
other people, freedom of the 
casual encounter and getting to 
know your neighbour, that is 
how you get to know the world -
a casual encounter in the street 
and the accidental encounter, 
that is what public space is all 
about." 

Within a historical context, he 
next referred to the 
reconstruction of the European 
city, noting "that the form of the 
city was becoming nobody's 
business and the public space 
had been converted into left-
over land after private and 
even public endeavours." 

and changes of scale that 
make this route, which the 
Cardiff Docklands 
Regeneration Strategy calls "a 
Champs-Elys6es-style link". 
The avenue has two distinctive 
features: the specially 
designed street lighting, which 
accommodates the 
infrastructure for the Light 
Rapid Transit system, and the 
Herculean scale sculpture, 
which provides a dramatic 
focal element by the waterfront. 

As the talk referred specifically 
to democracy, it was inevitable 
that a question should be 
asked about public 
participation. David Mackay 
seemed less than enthusiastic. 

On the 1 st of December, it was 
announced that there had been 
four submissions for the 
implementation of the 
boulevard under one of the first 
Private funding Initiatives. 
Contrary to expectation, there 
was no reference to the ways in 
which this system is likely to 
affect David Mackay's 
proposals; perhaps it is not 
possible to give an answer at 
this stage. # 

Sam Romaya 

Reverting to the theme of the 
talk, David Mackay observed 
that architects had failed to 
build a proper stage for 
democracy, and should be 
more aware of what was 
happening on the streets. "In 
recent decades, a key reason 
for the decay in the quality of 
the public space and the street 
to extinguish conflicts ... If you 
eliminate conflict you are living 
in a museum ... eg shopping 
centres are generally uniform, 
whereas the High Street allows 
the unusual and the 
unexpected." 

A slide presentation of views of 
Barcelona with pertinent 
comments preceded the 
section on Cardiff. David 
Mackay was commissioned to 
design the one and a half 
kilometre link road between the 
city centre and the waterfront, 
designated Bute Avenue. His 
talk described the succession 
of spaces, features, landmarks 

Above: Bute Avenue 
from the City Centre 
towards the Inner 
Harbour 
Below. Sections 
across Bute Avenue 



RUDI Project News 
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Server use statistics indicate 
that since the end of January, 
use of Urban Design Quarterly 
on RUDI represents 35% of 
total use, making it the site's 
single most popular resource. 
Second was the Quality in Town 
& Country/Urban Design 
Campaign collection at 17%. 

UDQ readers may be 
interested to know that the the 
21 schemes in the Urban 
Design Campaign exhibition 
featured in Issue 61 can now 
be viewed in colour on RUDI. 
The electronic version includes 
more images than the DoE's 
printed catalogue, and RUDI is 
currently being supplied with 
even greater detail of some 
schemes. Soon to be 
expanded are Longton West 
and Worcester. RUDI wrote to 
all schemes after the exhibition 
to ask for electronic materials 
which could be quickly added 
to the WWW resource, and the 
response was mixed, but 
project staff would still be glad 
to hear from any of the others 
who can supply more data, 
preferably in machine-readable 
format. 

The Urban Design Sourcebook 
has been added to RUDI, and 
UDG events are now included 
in the Diary, which is linked 
where appropriate to other Web 
sites, or by e-mail to 
organisers. A new electronic 
series 'Rudiments' has been 
launched for working papers or 
essays, and contributions are 
welcome from UDQ readers. 
There is also a Discussion 
page, and RUDI users can 
contact project staff by e-
mailing rudi@brookes.ac.uk. 
To be regularly informed of 
developments, join the RUDI 
mailing list by sending the 
following message 
subscribe rudimail to 
majordomo@brookes. ac. uk. 

The beta test survey was 
carried out in December/ 
January, and initial results 
indicate that RUDI has been 
well received by users, who 
also made many constructive 
suggestions. The resource is 
being developed for use by 
you, so tell us what you would 
like to see. # 

Wanted - Participation 
Know-How 

The Urban Design Group's 
Public Participation Programme 
is setting up a register of 
expertise, information sources 
and services relating to 
community involvement in 
urban design. 

The aim is both to assist the 
Programme's mission of 
producing good practice 
guidance and to promote 
members' services in this area. 
The Programme is receiving an 
increasing number of requests 
for assistance and would like to 
be able to put people in touch 
with appropriate local contacts. 
A Register Form with more 
details is included with this 
issue of UDQ or can be 
obtained from the UDG office. 

The Programme's core funding 
from the DoE for the second 
year has now been confirmed 
and matching sponsorship is 
being sought. Projects to be 
assisted and evaluated over 
the coming year include 
regeneration strategies for 
Farnham Town Centre, the Ore 
Valley in East Sussex and a mill 
complex in Wakefield. The 
Programme is keen to hear 
about innovative public 
participation processes 
planned, underway or 
completed; particularly those 
involving new techniques such 
as use of computers and 
information technology. 

The programme is also 
collaborating with other 
organisations in organising a 
think tank comparing 
participation processes 
(Northamptonshire 25 & 26 
April), two Community Design 
Forums (London 1 May and 5 
June) and a conference on 
processes for achieving local 
sustainability (Dorchester 17 
May). A conference 
provisionally entitled 'Involving 
People in Urban Design: 
Promoting Good Practice' is 
being planned for the summer. 

Members wishing to be 
involved in these events or 
wanting further information 
should contact Susie Turnbull 
at the UDG office or the Project 
Manager Nick Wates on 01424 
813970. # 

Student Exhibition 

Following the first exhibition of 
student work in October 1995, 
the UDG has decided to build 
on its success and lay the 
foundation of what it is hoped, 
will become a regular event. It 
will promote urban design, both 
in specialised, postgradute 
courses and as an essential 
part of courses in architecture, 
planning and landscape 
design. 

The 1997 exhibition is to be 
held from April 16th to April 
22nd at the Regent Street 
Polytechnic building, University 
of Westminster in Central 
London. It then moves to 
Oxford Brookes University to 
coincide with the joint Oxford 
Brookes/UDG conference on 
the future of urban design 
education - "Bridging the Gaps" 
on April 26th. It will run in 
Oxford until 3rd May. # 

Editorial Board 

John Billingham has edited the 
Quarterly for the last nine years 
and Sebastian Loew has now 
joined him as editor. Each will 
be responsible for separate 
issues and this issue is the first 
to be edited by Sebastian. 

Kelvin Campbell has made an 
important contribution to the 
development of the Quarterly 
as a member of the Editorial 
Board but the demands of his 
practice, Urban Initiatives, has 
resulted in his giving up 
membership of the Board. 

Any member interested in 
making an executive 
contribution to the work of the 
Board should initially contact 
Susie Turnbull. # 

The Edge 

The latest debate, held in 
February, in a series arranged 
by the RIBAand ICE 
concerned ways in which the 
projected increase in 
households could be 
accommodated. 

Ted Cullinan, the first of three 
speakers, appeared to support 
the expansion of existing 
settlements and Jack Zunz 
queried whether the projected 
figures were a sustainable 
proposition, arguing that interim 
measures were needed to 
achieve minimum damage, 
quoting renewable energy 
policies, public transport and 
the quality of design. 

Peter Hall saw the opportunity 
to create new clusters of 
communities along existing rail 
lines running to the north, lines 
into East Anglia and new routes 
into Thames Gateway and 
beyond, which could be seen 
as Howard's Social City 
applied to the year 2000. 
London Transport plans already 
envisaged better links across 
the metropolis and high speed 
TGV lines could provide a 
better transport system serving 
these new communities. He 
argued for "imaginative 
thinking, not grudging releases 
of land where the latter would 
impact on poorer parts of the 
community. The obverse would 
be chaotic, reluctant land 
releases provided in too small 
packets". 

The response to the ideas was 
concern that new communities 
were not the right solution for 
the vast majority of the 
increases in single person and 
small households, the 
untapped potential of additional 
building plots in existing 
council estates, the desperate 
need for higher energy 
standards and the appropriate 
densities for new development. 
No answers but plenty of food 
for thought for the next 
government. # 

John Billingham 

http://rudi.herts
mailto:rudi@brookes.ac.uk


In September of last year Sir Norman 

Foster took London by storm with an 

application to build an 'icon mega-

tower' 400m high on the site of the 

Baltic Exchange in the City. Storming 

Norman's tower would be over twice 

the height of NatWest (180m), 

significantly higher than Canary Wharf 

(244m) and even higher than the 

Empire State Building, N.Y. (381m). 

The application has already been 
considered by the London Planning 
Advisory Committee (LPAC), the Royal Fine 
Art Commission and English Heritage and 
is awaiting a decision from the City 
Corporation. LPAC's recommendation was 
that, if the City Corporation was minded to 
approve the application, then the Secretary 
of State for the Environment should call it in 
and hold a local planning inquiry. At the 
time of going to press it was still not 
confirmed whether a call-in would occur. 

There has been much press coverage of 
this proposal. Headlines have included: 'a 
new Tower of London', 'a tall order', 'the 
height of folly', 'Foster's phallus' and 'a 
skyscraper that leaves Europe in the 
shadow'. However, none of the press 
coverage has fully understood how this 
proposal has come about; there is talk of 
celebrating the Millennium or re-
establishing the supremacy of the City over 
Docklands, indeed the whole of Europe. 
But it seems to me that the real trigger 
behind this application has been an event 
that went unnoticed in the press back in 
1994, unnoticed because it was not exactly 
headline news: 'The City abandons plot 
ratio controls'. 

Plot ratio of 20:1 

The man in the street is not likely to be 
familiar with plot ratio controls any more 
than he would have been familiar with the 
London Building Acts of 1954 which 
declared that the height of habitable 
floorspace need to longer be dictated by 
the length of a fireman's ladder. I should 
imagine this legislation must also have 
passed unnoticed and that no-one reacted 
to it until the Shell Centre emerged like a 
colossal gravestone on the South Bank. 

The abandonment of plot ratio controls was 
not unexpected since they had been 
abused so much in recent years. There 
was a time when plot ratio standards 

ranged across the City from 5:1 at the Bank 
to 2.5:1 on the periphery. In the 1980s the 
City adopted a blanket plot ration of 5:1. 
Problems emerged when sites containing 
listed buildings became the subject of 
trade-offs with the non-listed parts being 
redeveloped at higher plot ratios to 
compensate for the lower plot ratios on the 
listed parts. This made a mockery of the 
concept of protecting listed buildings and 
their settings. In addition there was the 
issue of whether subterranean floorspace 
and atria should be included in plot ratio 
calculations. On the recommendation of the 
Inspector at the UDP inquiry the City 
decided to abandon these controls and 
instead to assess all future development 
proposals according to urban design 
criteria. 

The upshot has been the Millennium Tower. 
Its plot ratio is reckoned to be at least 20:1 
but this is no longer a material 
consideration. The urban design criteria are 
the high standard of design, the impact on 
views and settings of listed buildings, the 
bulk and massing of the scheme and the 
scale, height, character and materials of 
the locality. 

Hostile reactions 

LPAC, the Royal Fine Art Commission and 
English Heritage have been unequivocally 
hostile to the scheme. The LPAC report, 
authored by Robin Clement, Deputy Chief 
Planner, states: "London does not need this 
tower to sustain its world city role ...The 
proposal sets a precedent for a whole new 
age of office mega-towers. In a curious way 
this proposal is backward looking and 
derivative rather than a forward looking and 
innovative indication of what London and 
Londoners are looking forward to for our 
next Millennium: a London which is 
sustainable, economically, socially and 
environmentally." 

The LPAC report recognises that there is a 
'policy vacuum'. The policy framework 
recommended in its study report on 
London's Skylines and High Buildings 
published in 1989 never anticipated a 
mega-tower on this scale. These policies 
were, in any case, not adopted in the 
Strategic Guidance of the Secretary of 
State for the Environment who chose, 
instead, to designate ten protected view 
corridors extending to famous landmarks 
from important viewpoints. The mega-tower 
does not feature in any of these view 
corridors. Even so, the Royal Fine Art 
Commission has stated that the building's 
"siting outside the formally protected view 
corridors does not prevent it from taking 
over from St Paul's as the dominant object 
in many views or from being seen 
prominently in important views all over 
London and beyond.". 



The need for a policy 

Like LPAC, the Royal Fine Art Commission 
believes that this proposal points to the 
need for a policy on high buildings in 
London which is "more detailed and 
specific than anything now available or so 
Paul's. The joins between each map are far 
from perfect. 

The press coverage to date had not 
included any photomontages of the mega-
tower in any famous view. The 
Environmental Statement accompanying 
the application includes photomontages of 
altogether 107 views including those 
containing protected view corridors to St 

• Paul's. Here, we have superimposed the 
mega-tower onto two drawings of the City 
skyline that feature in LPAC's study report, 
one from Hungerford Bridge and the other 
from Primrose Hill. The latter view, but not 
the former, contains a protected view 
corridor to St Paul's. Also featuring in both 
drawings is the superimposition of another 
proposal currently before the City 
Corporation for a refurbishment of the BP 
Headquarters including a new roof 
designed by Santiago Calatrava. This 
scheme is also being opposed by both 
LPAC and English Heritage, though in less 
comprehensive terms. 

The two illustrations clearly demonstrate 
that although the mega-tower is at some 
distance from St Paul's, it is, in the words of 
the Royal Fine Art Commission, "simply out 
of scale with its surroundings". The 
question arises as to why the height of the 
tower should have been limited to 400m 
when an additional 50m would have made 
it the highest building in the world and not 
necessarily more out of scale. Surely, 
according to current policy in Strategic 
Guidance, if the building is outside a 
protected view corridor, then the sky is the 
limit. # 
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Top: View from 

Hungerford Bridge. 

Above: View from 

Primrose Hill. 
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For some, Birmingham is still archetypal 
Motor City, a non-place bounded by 
motorways, its centre tightly encircled by a 
ring-road which isolates it from surrounding 
quarters where the car dominates and 
pedestrians scurry about in an 
impoverished subterranean world. First to 
destroy itself in the 60s, twenty years later, 
Birmingham was among the first to 
understand what serious mistakes were 

jo made and set about to repair them. 
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As a student, I saw the construction of the 
Inner Ring Road and the mediocre 
perimeter development to which it gave 
rise; quite apart from anything else 
(including the loss of some buildings 
designed by my great-grandfather) I regret 
the loss of the city's finest pub, The 
Woodman, set within a group of fine civic 
buildings - all of which were lost to 
construct a new road which is now found to 
be redundant. Later, I was invited to take 
part in the seminal weekend event at 
Highbury, organised for the City by URBED 
and DEGW, where an international 
gathering or urbanists, architects and 
planners toured the city and were then 
asked to propose their own Vision for the 
City. 

There were two recurring themes; the city 
has no clear visual image, you can't draw a 
map of its centre from memory. And the 
kiner ring-mad has strangled the centre 
separated from the historic quarters which 
surround it and upon which its industrial 
strength had been based and its future 
well-being was predicted. 

In the mid 80s Birmingham resolved to re-
define the city centre and reconnect the 
surrounding Quarters; the most obviously 

Q public (and capital intensive) aspects of 
this plan involved a substantial investment 

ZD in Business Tourism and the Arts, largely 
funded by ERDF. The City also made two 
strategic decisions: a long term plan to 

p j down-grade the inner ring-road as part of a 
^ j - wide ranging pedestrian concept for the 
< _ city centre, and the commission of an 
Z3 Urban Design Strategy to establish a clear 

identity for the city centre. 

Brindleyplace Masterplan 

In June 1989, Rosehaugh completed the 
purchase of the 18 acre canal-side site at 
Brindleyplace: the project comprised a 
single, enclosed, shopping mall of some 
250,000 sq. ft., together with related 
proposals for the National Aquarium. At 
that time I was in partnership with Terry 
Farrell; we were commissioned to make a 
masterplan for Brindleyplace. Godfrey 
Bradman knew that a large element of 
festival shopping was not the answer. The 
City required considerable activity to 
complement their own massive investment 

in Symphony Hall and the International 
Convention Centre; Rosehaugh needed to 
secure a workable planning permission for 
what they essentially saw as an office 
development. 

The brief was to: 

• increase the viability of the scheme 
whilst addressing the City's requirement 
for a mix of uses which promoted a high 
level of pedestrian activity; 

• integrate the site with its surroundings 
as the natural extension of the traditional 
West End of the centre with strong 
pedestrian links to the traditional prime 
office zone; 

• Achieve planning permission (including 
a substantial increase in offices) for a 
development capable of phased 
implementation. 

Although planning permission for a scheme 
was granted in December 1992, this 
coincided with the demise of Rosehaugh. 
The site, with rights and liabilities, was 
acquired by the Argent Group. They 
appointed my new practice to review the 
planning position, to make a revised 
masterplan, to design all public spaces 
and to draw up urban design guidelines. 

Over 60,000 sq. ft. of restaurants and 
waterside retail had started on site; Argent 
then made an investment of some £5 million 
in construction of the central square and 
first phase infrastructure. With Foster's 
National Sea Life Centre and 150 new 
houses and flats, the first office buildings 
are complete. A new building for the 
Crescent Theatre, a conversion to provide 
a new home for the Ikon Gallery, a mult-
storey car park and two office buildings are 
under construction; Piers Gough's jewel-
like cafe in the square will open this Spring. 

This rapid programme has been achieved 
by a partnership between the City and 
developers. It has involved the input of 
many disciplines including nine separate 
firms of architects; the evolution of all these 
related activities has been soundly based 
in urban design principles - not just the 
establishment of an initial plan, but as a 
continuing process. The essence of the 
physical and financial models has been a 
linked sequence of urban spaces (creating 
both tangible and economic activity as a 
continuation of the pedestrian spine of the 
city) and a set of development plots which 
enclose and define them. Neither of these 
elements became entrenched as a finite 
design; the masterplan was not conceived 
as grand architecture but as an enduring 
image for a piece of the city - providing 
both the framework for its evolution and a 
method for its implementation. 



There has been no imposed style; no one 
architect is responsible for several 
buildings. A set of related buildings are 
linked by a strong family resemblance: a 
relationship created by function and 
location and not just by external 
characteristics. This consanguinity is 
generated as much by careful disposition 
of uses throughout the site - and by the 
quality of design of each element - as by 
traditional aspects of urbanity (alignment, 
heights, cornice lines, consistent details, 
etc.) which, though important, are 
secondary to the generation of pedestrian 
activity; Argent have been confident 
enough to ignore many of the shibboleths 
of investment valuation to achieve a rich 
mix of uses - which is now beginning to 
develop a real economic strength. This is 
emphasised by the location of uses and 
entrances as well as the colonnades 
around the public spaces which link all 
enclosing buildings and provide the 
opportunity for each architect to reinterpret 
this traditional device so that buildings 
address the square and relate to 
neighbours. 

A criticism of this approach was that it 
could result in an 'architectural zoo'. My 
concern has been that it should not be 
apparent that such a large piece of 
Birmingham has been developed at one 
time by a single agency. History will judge 
whether, for instance, Broadgate at one 
extreme or Stockley Park at the other 
(where the presence of one powerful hand 
but also of a number of 'signature 
architects' is evident) will be seen as an 
evolution of that part of the city or simply as 

a showcase for one developer and his 
favoured architects. Of course the powerful 
parts of many cities were built in just such 
a manner; in contrast, my own aspiration 
for Brindleyplace is that it will be perceived 
first as a part of the city and only then as a 
group of well designed buildings. 

The aim was to forge links within the fabric 
of the city and not to emphasise buildings 
as stylistic objects. Contrast tempered by 
mutual compatibility is more likely to 
achieve this vital, but quite subtle, objective 
than rigorous consistency of style or strict 
adherence to one currently fashionable 
ideology. In the end, this is what cities are; 
it is why we build them and, above all, it is 
what we most enjoy about living in or 
visiting them. Consequently, the choice of 
architects has been deliberately eclectic. 
There have been two guiding principles: 
each must be amongst the best in their 
field; none should be prima-donna. 
Besides a demonstrable skill for the 
architectural or urban issues of that part of 
the site, it was a pre-requisite that they 
must have a mutual respect for others and 
be prepared to contribute to the many 
group design sessions throughout the 
stages of the project. 

The formal documentation and the 
implementation process provide a useful 
model for similar mixed use urban 
schemes. The outline planing permission 
had established a range of mixed uses and 
a quantum for each. Although an illustrative 
masterplan (showing the disposition of 
uses, massing and bulk) was central to 
agreement of the legal framework, this was 

not enshrined in the permission itself. On 
the contrary, planning conditions included 
the requirement to maintain a masterplan 
throughout the process - and to update this 
from time to time - demonstrating the 
relationship of any one building to the 
whole. A Masterplan Principles document 
set out the main objectives and provisions 
together with simple diagrams of its main 
elements. As each of the separate plots 
reaches design stage, the planning 
permission provides either that this should 
be in accordance with the illustrative 
masterplan or that any Reserved matters 
Submission is supported by a revised 
masterplan which must demonstrate how 
the building proposed complies with the 
principles; and that it does not frustrate the 
achievement of development of adjacent 
plots. 

This process implies a convergence of 
interest between developer and local 
authority. Key aspects had been resolved 
during the negotiation stage. Professor Bill 
Hillier undertook detailed analysis of 
existing patterns and levels of pedestrian 
activity in the surrounding central area of 
the city; using his space syntax computer 
techniques, he predicted the level of 
pedestrian activity. This convinced the local 
authority that an increase in the office 
space (at the expense of retail space 
previously assumed) would not, of itself, be 
detrimental to achieving "life" in the 
scheme. As the urban design concept 
developed, these factors were also a 
critical determinant in locating leisure and 
restaurant uses and generating the exact 
position of new canal bridges, alignment of 
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routes and the hierarchy of public spaces. 

In particular the developer and the city 
recognised that all pedestrian activity was 
equally important; it should extend beyond 
the normal working day so that the main 
public spaces be safe and lively well into 
the evening and throughout the weekend. 
Internalised retail space was abandoned. 
Restaurant, leisure and cultural uses were 
placed on routes into the central square; 
visitor parking was provided diametrically 
opposite the new canal bridge linking to the 
city centre in order to extend both the 
magnitude and duration of use of the 
square. All space external to buildings is 
within the public realm - none reserved for 
symbolic aggrandisement of its occupiers. 
Care has been taken in structuring vehicle 
and pedestrian circulation so that arrival is 
celebrated; pedestrian routes have a 
legible pattern and a clear destination; the 
identity - and permeability - of the whole 
area is heightened. 

When all the main principles had been 
agreed, a design for the public spaces was 
finalised. The central square was placed at 
the intersection of the three principle axes 
which determine the geometry of the entire 
development and comprise: 

• the public mall between Symphony Hall 
and the International Convention Centre 
linking Brindleyplace to Centenary 
Square and the existing city centre core; 

• Oozells Street linking into the existing 
street pattern, and containing two listed 
buildings - retained as markers and to 
provide continuity; 

• the new road access from the new 
roundabout in Sheepcote Street to 
provide direct connection to the middle 
ring-road. 

This location creates value at the heart of 
the site and generates a sequence of 
smaller spaces throughout the 
development. At this stage, five architects 
were appointed and urban design briefs 
issued. The iterative design process (with 
the square determining only the main 
parameters of the architect's brief but the 
concepts for its enclosing buildings 
informing the detail design of the square 
itself) was an essential element in 
concluding the design for the first phase of 
Brindleyplace. 

The square was completed at the earliest 
possible stage. It soon came to be used as 
an integral part of the routes to the city 
centre - both the hoarding of each site and 
re-organisation of temporary surface 
parking use was planned to encourage 
patterning of these routes so that their use 
became an essential part of people's 
understanding of the development; its final 

form and its place in the fabric of the city 
was clearly established. With the success 
of the Water's Edge and construction of the 
central square and enclosing buildings, 
the second phase was re-considered. 
Further restaurant and retail uses have 
been added and the square has been re-
configured to: 

• achieve enhanced permeability and 
increased activity by the addition of 
smaller scale uses; 

• provide a more prominent setting for 
the Ikon Gallery in the listed 
Chamberlain school; 

• extend the range of choice available to 
business users and visitors. 

upwards at a level only suitable to capture £ 
O" 

those with money in their pockets from » 
High Street and deliver them directly into • 
two raised malls - each terminated by a ~ 
department store. The space proposed at ^ 
the centre of the site has no clear meaning § 
and makes no connections; largely based S" 
on the existing churchyard, it probably ^ 
represents a reduction on what is currently $ 
available. The real failure is that it contains ro 
little or no activity along the steeply sloping n 
pedestrian route. All uses are reserved for > 
the private malls; any possibility for small ^ 
scale links are negated by the large, ^ 

to 
internalised buildings which surround it. 
There is no understanding of how such a 
powerful economic force could be 
structured to contribute to the life and ^ f 

activity of the surrounding area. 

Working closely with the Broad Street 
Association and the city, a scheme to 
improve the pedestrian environment of 
Broad Street has now been agreed. 
Besides traffic calming measures, its main 
objective is to provide the opportunity for 
the pedestrian activity to spread outwards 
and ensuring that Broad Street becomes 
the centre of a flourishing mixed use 
quarter. 

There are interesting comparisons between 
these two uses of a masterplan as a 
precursor to the re-development of two 
strategically important sites which will 
affect the well-being of the city for many 
years. Firstly, there is the masterplan that is 
conceived as a continuing process; one 
that: 

a) creates spaces and forges connections; 

Now Birmingham is turning its attention to 
the south and east of the centre. Millennium 
Point is an innovative combination of 
education, science, leisure and tourism; its 
strong links with local industry make it an 
ideal Birmingham project. It is hoped that 
this major investment will provide the 
necessary catalyst to reconnect the city 
centre with Digbeth - its historic starting 
point. Certainly, the proximity to Curzon 
Street Station and potential links to Bennie 
Gray's Custard Factory, the Bond and 
Fazeley Canal are promising. However -
unlike the powerful links formed by the City 
between the centre and Brindleyplace by 
the lowering of the ring-road - Millennium 
Point itself will never succeed in breaching 
the ring-road, partly because of the greater 
distances involved but mainly because of 
the paucity of activity which separates 
them. 

The fundamental challenge here is the 
reconnection of the Victorian city with the 
mediaeval markets area and Digbeth; such 
a plan would also re-establish St Martin's 
(Birmingham's fine parish church) as an 
integral part of the city centre. The greater 
pity then that Hammerson's current 
proposals for redevelopment of the very 
down at heel 60s Bull-Ring fail to grasp this 
opportunity. Their "masterplan" proposes 
one, finite, megastructure. Whilst the ring-
road is downgraded to "buses only", it 
remains a barrier; indeed, it is reinforced by 
the positioning of service bays and car 
park access. Any potential to rediscover 
the natural ground level has been lost. A 
narrow pedestrian bridge rises steeply 

b) is based on an understanding that real 
value is created firstly by a sense of 
place and pedestrian activity and only 
secondly by building volume; 

c) is responsive to context and enables 
change overtime. 

On the other hand, there is the 
"masterplan" perceived as an unfortunate 
necessity in negotiating a planning 
permission. Such documents are 
conceived as large scale architecture-, and 
based on the premise that floorspace and 
building area are the only true generators 
of development value; for them linkages are 
useful only if they can be manipulated to 
achieve maximum footfall and spaces and 
routes are subservient to buildings and 
uses. 

One thing is certain: mixed use alone is not 
the answer; a jumble of uses within a 
basically mono-cultural finite scheme will 
not provide an active city or lively spaces 
within it. The possibly isolation of 
Millennium Point resulting from a failure to 
achieve reconnection through the Bull Ring 
would give real cause for concern. The ICC 
and Symphony Hall were the catalyst but, 
whilst they stood, isolated, between the city 
centre and canal, their regenerative effect 
would always have been severely limited; it 
was the strategic investment by the City in 
Centenary Square and the addition, 
beyond, of Brindleyplace that provided the 
opportunity for the development of a 
vibrant new Quarter. # 
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The DoE's recent household forecast increasing the projected 

numbers of new households to 4.4 million over the 25 year period 

beginning 1991, has raised questions about the need for new 

houses versus the desire to protect the environment and contain 

urban sprawl. The figure represents a 70% increase on the previous 

25 year forecast and began a heated debate, the focus of which is 

well summed up in the title of the recent Town and Country Planning 

Association publication The People - Where Will They Go?'. 

The authors concluded that "There can be no doubt about the major 

planning issue in the UK for 1996: It is how much housing we are 

going to need over the next 20 years, and where we are going to put 

it"1. There can be equally little doubt about what will occupy the 

thoughts and activities of those professionals upon whom such 

decisions impact - how to implement the resulting allocations on the 

ground in environmentally and socially sustainable, locally 

acceptable and contextually compatible ways. 

In the light of such pressures, and the fact that most people live in 

suburbia, it is surprising that virtually all area-specific planning 

policy is concerned with either urban or rural areas - suburbia 

receives hardly a mention. This reflects the findings of recent 

research into design policies in local plans which revealed the 

general failure of planning authorities to relate design policies to 

different contexts, in particular to suburban areas2. The need to 

examine and disseminate good practice in the preparation and 

implementation of residential design guidance was also confirmed in 

the recent analysis of responses to the discussion document 'Quality 

in Town and Country'3. Such work, it suggests, "is overdue if past 

experience is to inform future guidance". 

In preparing this special topic the task has been to respond to the 

need by making a case for more innovative approaches to 

controlling the design of residential development, and by drawing 

together examples of developing practice in this vital area of the 

planning/urban design remit. # 

Matthew Carmona 
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Publication of the recent housing 

projections (4.4 million new homes by 

2016) was accompanied by a 

Government target of building 50% of 

all new housing development on 

re-used urban land. The two 

pronouncements have encouraged 

some environmentalists to argue for a 

more hard line approach to residential 

development, rejecting such massive 

projections as unfounded and 

potentially disastrous, and supporting a 

much higher percentage of urban 

compaction and brownfield land re-use. 

Since building of housing is already 
achieving 47% re-use of urban land1, the 
DoE, swayed by such arguments most 
increased its aim to advocate the 
construction of 60% of the new homes on 
brownfield sites2. 

Although attractive on sustainable grounds 
such objectives are difficult to contemplate 
if considered against a number of facts: 

• that, DoE targets have consistently 
under-estimated the eventual actual rate 
of growth; 

• that, according to the TCPA, HBF, RTPI, 
and to the DoE's chief planning advisor 
David Lock, even the earlier 
Government target of building 50% of 
new housing development on brownfield 
sites will be difficult to meet and is likely 
to fall in future years to 40 or even 30% 
as the supply of brownfield sites 
inevitably dries up and as resistance to 
town cramming builds; 

• that, building on brownfield land 
carries with it extra costs which may 
compromise design quality or place the 
housing out of reach of less affluent 
local populations; 

• and that undue emphasis on brownfield 
housing may confound the long 
expressed desire of many to live in 
areas with greater space, privacy and 
security than urban living often allows. 

Together the evidence is clear. First, the 
4.4 million new homes should be regarded 
as a minimum - a figure well in excess of 
the total numbers of houses built in 
England in the inter-war period3, and likely 
to have at least as great an impact on 
towns, cities and their surrounding 

countryside as suburban expansion did 
back then. Second, limiting the use of 
greenfield land is likely to be the major 
planning and urban design challenge of the 
next 20 years. 

Greenfield v Brownfield Options 

To avoid building more than 50% of the 
projected homes on greenfield land - where 
their impact would be both environmentally 
and socially unsustainable - and to get as 
close as possible to the new 60% target, 
ways need to be found to increase and 
sustain housing construction on brownfield 
land whilst maintaining design quality, 
existing residential area amenity and the 
support of established communities. Hand 
in hand with such efforts the design quality 
of any necessary development on 
greenfield sites will need to be improved in 
urban design and landscape terms in order 
to environmentally ameliorate the impact of 
new housing on the edges of settlements 
and into the countryside. In this context the 
potential of planning authorities to 
encourage and require better residential 
design through control and guidance is of 
paramount importance. 

In reality only two options are available to 
decision makers - extensions to existing 
towns and cities or new settlements (small 
and large). Putting aside arguments over 
the relative unsustainability of small new 
settlements4-the local political implications 
of building any new settlements in all but 
the rarest of circumstances, has largely 
rendered them non-starters as serious 
contributions to tackling housing 
projections.5 

In this context no matter what the 
conclusions of the recent Government 
discussion paper Housing Growth: Where 
Shall We Live?, the resulting development 
patterns are likely to be somewhat 
predictable - that town and city "suburban" 
extensions will be the recipients of the vast 
majority of the households proposed for 
greenfield sites. In addition, a good 
proportion of the development proposed for 
brownfield land is likely to take place on 
reused land on the edges of towns and 
cities or attached to existing suburban 
areas, rather than in or immediately around 
town and city centres. The corollary of this 
will be a massive expansion of suburban 
residential development and demand for 
the products of the volume housebuilders. 

Views on the Housebuilder's Product 

If design quality is to be a key factor in 
directing more of the 4.4 million new 
houses to brownfield sites, then 
improvement in the design of housing is 
likely to be required. Unfortunately Recent 
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^ criticism of the standard product of the 
§ housebuilding industry has been both 
d wide-ranging and vehement. TheCPRE 
(5' are perhaps most consistent and 
q outspoken in their criticism of what they see 
S as "dreary suburbia": "in place of 
ro distinctiveness we have ubiquity - row 
^L upon row of near-identical brick-built family 
$ units, screened with larch-lap fencing and 
a ranked behind concrete kerbs in an avenue 
S of lights. It is the victory of uniformity over 
> distinctiveness; the victory of suburbia over 
"E all"6. This the CPRE regard as testimony to 
5 the corporate identities of the 
CD 

housebuilding companies and to the 
unimaginative, standardised road layouts 
of the highways engineers. 
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Recently even development led 
organisations such as English Partnerships 
have bemoaned the "could be anywhere" 
visually monotonous designs of much new 
housing, although in their view the blame is 
shared by planning authorities for not 
correcting the perception that "standard" 
solutions are more likely to gain planning 
permission.7 The Secretary of State for the 
Environment, in an about-turn for the 
Government since the HBF led policy of the 
1980s, has also come out against the 
homogenisation of the "executive cul-de-
sac; the zoning madness, and the creeping 
standardardisation" of housing, declaring it 
"an insult to our sense of place to offer 
precisely the same house in Warrington as 
in Wallingford, Wadebridge or 
Wolverhampton".8 

Finally, it seems that the majority of the 
public too lament the lack of quality in 
housing design, in so doing dismissing the 
frequent rebuttal that such concerns are 
essentially elitist in nature. In one of the 
few publicly available recent opinion 
surveys on the products of the 
housebuilders, more than 60% of the active 
house-buying market dismissed the design 
of new homes as unappealing, 70% found 
the idea of living in a new-build home 
undesirable and 90% wished that 
housebuilders would be more adventurous 
in their designs.9 

The Rebuttal 

Against the chorus of criticism of much new 
housing, housebuilders convincingly argue 
that they know the market, only build what 
the market wants, and that their houses 
would not sell if they were disliked by the 
public. They further argue that real 
improvements in quality cost money, 
something which purchasers are rarely 
willing to pay for. The result is that, in an 
environment of tight margins, the extra 
money can only come from one place - the 
price paid for land - something which the 
current land market and planning system 
both militate against.10 

research for the RICS has confirmed that 
the volume housebuilders pay great 
attention to the design of the individual 
dwelling at the expense of its setting and 
any urban design principles.11 This 
despite a recent joint HBF/RIBA report 
which prioritises the layout and urban 
design of housing development over the 
quality of materials and details; and the 
choice of materials and details over the 
intrinsic design of the house itself.12 The 
RICS research argues that housebuilders 
aim to achieve only "appropriate quality" 
urban design (appropriate to market 
circumstances), rather than the 
"sustainable quality" provided by a minority 
of more enlightened developers. 

excercise,15 a view which is reflected in 
the design paragraphs of the recently 
released consultation paper on a revised 
Planning Policy Guidance Note PPG1.16 

The RICS research confirmed the need for 
more certainty over planning authority 
expectations of design, highlighting a 
desire for less confrontational approaches 
to design and the need to reduce 
housebuilders risk, so freeing more 
resources for better quality development. 
Interestingly, the developments which 
performed best in design quality terms as 
part of the research were also those where 
local authority ambitions and action to 
secure quality development were most 
explicit. 

Inconsistency v Certainty 

With large proportions of the county's 
houses being built by very few firms - the 
'volume housebuilders' - who in turn set the 
standards which other smaller developers 
follow, it is likely that the standard products 
of the housebuilders will constitute the 
majority of the new homes to be built. 
Nevertheless, where there is evidence that 
better design sells houses, housebuilders 
have often been willing to adapt their 
standard designs. They have also shown 
themselves only too ready to follow the 
dictates of design guides - where they exist 
- in part as a reaction to evidence that this 
type of intervention by authorities creates a 
product with enhanced sales values.13 

It seems that developers' opposition to 
adapting their standard products and their 
historic opposition to design control, is 
often driven by uncertainty. The problem 
as housebuilders see it is caused by the 
case by case system of control operated in 
the UK, the difficulty of assessing a local 
authority's position on design in advance of 
making an application, and the 
consequential costs associated with 
protracted negotiations on design. The 
situation is compounded by the wide range 
of often inconsistent practice which exists 
between authorities with many regarding 
even detailed control as quite legitimate, 
whilst others still practice little or no control 
over the design of residential 
development.14 Such inconsistency 
provides a major bone of contention 
between planning authorities and 
housebuilders, for whom secure financial 
planning necessitates maximum certainty 
and an awareness by authorities of the 
costs of indecision and delay, the 
saleability of developments and the 
preferences of potential purchasers. 

Increasing certainty in the design 
expectations of planning authorities was 
one of the key objectives of the RIBA in 
their submission to the DoE as part of the 
Quality in Town and Country consultation 

A Changing Framework for Control -
Revised PPG1 

The revised PPG1 and the increased 
emphasis on design in Government, has 
been brought about - at least in part - by a 
concern about the low quality of design in 
the housing sector over the past 20 years.17 

In the guidance a new framework for 
considering design through the planning 
system is offered in which the value of 
prioritising urban design is explicitly 
recognised, alongside a general re-
emphasis of design as a material 
consideration and the value of local 
distinctiveness. The guidance also 
accepts the current orthodoxy that single 
use zoning is both divisive and anti-social 
leading to unwelcome homogenisation in 
the environment, a concern directed in 
particular at suburban residential 
development. 

At the heart of the new guidance lies a 
difficult balance to be struck between 
control of detail and imposition of 
unnecessary taste while promoting a 
concern for local distinctiveness, 
supported in plan policy and 
supplementary guidance based on 
appraisal of locality. It is just this concern 
for erosion of local distinctiveness - in 
urban design and architectural terms -
which over the years has spawned so 
many residential design guides from 
concerned planning authorities and in 
opposition such a determined fight against 
perceived design interference from 
housebuilders and architects.18 

So the framework within which residential 
design control operates is changing, 
moving beyond the now out-of-date 
guidance given in PPG3: Housing, in which 
the marketing judgement of housebuilders 
is still prioritised over urban design quality. 
Adding to the flux are likely revisions to the 
only major piece of specific residential 
design advice offered by the DoE - Design 
Bulletin 32: Residential Roads and 
Footpaths - itself frequently cited as part of 
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rather than as part of its solution.19 

An Investment Reaps Dividends 

It is hoped that the developments in design 
policy and guidance from Central 
Government herald a more broadly based 
and widely accepted framework for 
controlling the design of residential 
development than that which currently 
exists in England. Unfortunately the 
effectiveness of any system of design 
control is particularly difficult to measure, 
as decisions made on design are 
constrained by a wide range of often 
conflicting factors, particular to the 
circumstances of the locality. 

Nevertheless, those authorities who have 
begun to make appropriate investments in 
the necessary tools with which to establish 
a robust, contextually relevant framework 
for controlling design, are beginning in turn 
to report local dividends in an acceptance 
that quality design represents a necessary 
prerequisite for development.20 In such 
places design tends to be seen less as an 
afterthought or as a subject for protracted 

haggling after the important decision -
whether to develop or not - has already 
been made. Instead design is seen as an 
integrated and vitally important part of the 
development process, in which early 
investment by housebuilders and other 
developers is both necessary and 
appropriate. 

Characteristic of such places is a full 
hierarchy of design guidance established 
to ensure full coverage and dissemination 
of a planning authority's design objectives -
design policy in local plans, local or county 
design guides, flexible design standards 
(i.e. residential roads), site specific design 
briefs and area appraisal - in which each 
level of the hierarchy further develops and 
elucidates the others.21 Support for such 
hierarchical approaches has been implicitly 
given in the new draft PPG1 because of the 
"greater certainty to all those involved" that 
clear guidance gives.16 

The Government's recent housing 
discussion paper suggests that "There is 
growing resistance to new development 
which is regarded as ugly or makes places 
seem 'just like everywhere else'". It asks 
"What more can be done to raise the quality 

ESTABLISHED ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY AND STATUTORY 
DESIGNATIONS 

WILLINGNESS AND 
CAPABILITIES OF LOCAL 
RESIDENTS TO OBJECT TO 
AND INFLUENCE DESIGN 

LOCAL HOUSING 
MARKET VAGARIES AND 
SCOPE FOR INCREASED 
DESIGN INVESTMENT 
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of design of new residential 
development?".2 The need for vision and 
innovation by local authorities in their use of 
development control powers to positively 
influence the design of residential 
development - in an atmosphere of 
increasing acceptance of the legitimacy of 
that role - offers at least one answer to the 
question. The other contributions to the 
issue begin to illustrate how. # 
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Many successful urban areas have a 

particular character or flavour - their 

own 'urban code', - which helps to 

define both the area as a whole and 

its various parts. The scale of the 

redevelopment of Hulme, undertaken 

through the Government's City 

Challenge Programme, and the 

absence of an appropriate urban 

context or code in the areas to be 

retained, made it necessary for the 

City Challenge partners to develop 

and agree a coherent urban 

framework for the area. This 

framework puts in place that 

otherwise absent 'urban code', 

encourages variety and is capable of 

accommodating a diversity of 

development interests. 

Providing an appropriate urban framework 
into which development can fit has formed 
a crucial part of the comprehensive attack 
on the interlinked physical, social and 
economic problems of Hulme. The aim has 
been to create a viable urban 
neighbourhood. 

Hulme had already undergone one major 
redevelopment, between 1962 and 1972, 
when nearly all the terraced housing was 
bulldozed and replaced with 5,000 new 
homes, the majority of which were deck 
access (including the four huge Crescent 
blocks) making it Britain's largest 
system-built housing estate. The problems 
of these over-planned, tightly-zoned, 
estate-based developments are well known 
and well documented. Dominated by 
alienating buildings that divided one 
community from another, in an anonymous 
environment where pedestrians and traffic 
were segregated, it became an isolated 
and anti-social housing estate. 

The Hulme of the 1960s became home to 
some 12,000 people - a fraction of the 
130,000 who lived in the area in 1930s. It 
also broke up a community, with many 
people moving out to 'overspill estates'. 
The new Hulme, created by industrialised 
building techniques, was an island cut off 



from the rest of the city by major roads, and 
it suffered problems almost immediately. 
After more than a decade of mounting 
dissatisfaction, the City Council agreed to 
move families out of the deck-access 
blocks. This created an artificially skewed 
community profile and led to further erosion 
of the economic and social balance of the 
area. However, not until 1991 and the 
advent of City Challenge was there the 
potential for a comprehensive approach to 
what was much more than an issue of 
replacing bricks and mortar. April 1992 saw 
the launch of Hulme City Challenge with 
£37.5 million of government money as a 
catalyst for funding a comprehensive 
programme to tackle the economic, social 
and physical problems of the area, through 
partnership between the public, private 
and voluntary sectors and the local 
community. The project provided a second 
opportunity to create a new neighbourhood 
but this time with the character of a more 
traditional urban community. 

A joint venture company, Hulme 
Regeneration Limited, was established by 
Manchester City Council and AMEC to 
co-ordinate effort, manage the 
exceptionally complex initiative, and bring 
together a broad based partnership 
involving local residents, housing 
associations,'private sector interests and 
the public sector; its role was central in 
conceiving what was to become known as 
Hulme's 'Guide to Development'. 

An appropriate urban code 

The idea of, and need for, an appropriate 
urban code for Hulme which would support 
"a community and business mix which is 
sufficiently diverse to be self-sustaining 
and which will have strategic significance 
for the City as a whole", was promoted by 
two urban design/architectural advisers, 
Joe Berridge of Berridge Lowenburg and 
Greenberg and George Mills of Mills 
Beaumont Leavey Channon, who were 
appointed to take the lead on the 
masterplanning of the area. Drawing on the 
extensive development of urban codes in 
many North American and European Cities, 
a first draft of the Urban Code for Hulme 
was adopted by Manchester City Council in 
February 1992. 

The introduction to the guidance explained 
that "the primary purpose of having a 
design code that relates to all 
developments in Hulme is to ensure that all 
buildings, spaces and places are designed 
in such a way that they have the greatest 
possible potential to foster strong and 
vibrant neighbourhoods that will have the 
ability, over time, to develop collectively 
into a cohesive part of the life of the City 
once more". 

The objective "is to overcome the ugly 
legacy of the last few decades", "so that 
the recent tenets of urban design - the free 
and rapid flow of traffic, parking in quantity, 
rigorous separation of uses and relatively 
low densities, are overturned to create an 
integrated environment". 

City Anti-City diagram 

from the Hulme guide. 

David Rudlin URBED. 

By the beginning of the second year of 
Hulme City Challenge a simplified and 
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user-friendly version of the Guidance had 
been produced, following consultations 
with a range of individuals and 
organisations including local residents, 
architects designing in Hulme, officers from 
the City Council and housing associations 
developing in the area. The views of 
potential private sector partners and 
development advisors were also requested 
and considered. Published in brochure 
form, and widely distributed to developers 
and designers, under the title 'Rebuilding 
the City - a Guide to Development - Hulme, 
Manchester', it was a positively expressed 
document, which sought to inspire, 
encourage and guide development, rather 
that one which was overly restrictive, 
complicated or couched in negative 
language. To give developers and their 
designers an understanding of the 
reasoning behind these aims, the Guide 
provides the background to what has gone 
before, and outlines the concept upon 
which the redevelopment of Hulme is 
based. This is followed by the strategy to 
achieve this redevelopment together with a 
set of principles to help guide design and a 
technical appendix which suggests 
appropriate heights, distances etc. 

Concept 

The regeneration of Hulme builds on the 
great assets of its location. Situated ten 
minutes walk from the City Centre of 
Manchester, development needs to be 
suitably urban in character whilst still 
remaining human in scale. The aim is to 
physically and socially re-integrate Hulme 
with adjoining neighbourhoods and the rest 
of the City, enabling the exchanges of 
movement and resources that stimulate 
economic activity. The creation of a clear 
network of streets provides the sense of 
Hulme as a district which people travel 
through and use rather than a collection of 
estates which people skirt around. 

A range of economic and social uses 
should allow people to live, shop, work, 
and play locally, and bring variety and 
opportunity to the local economy. New 
developments need to create a density of 
local people and activity sufficient to 
sustain the local economy, to avoid 'dead' 
and empty streets and public spaces. 
There has to be a very clear distinction 
between public and private spaces to 
maximise 'ownership' and to foster a sense 
of security in the neighbourhood. Particular 
regard needs to be paid to designing 
secure and 'self policing' developments, 
where neighbourliness is encouraged. 
Developments which can bring innovation 
and quality to the area and help create a 
strong sense of 'place' are encouraged. 
This, combined with improvements to 
existing buildings, can help give residents 
and other users a clear sense of identity 



and orientation together with a sense of 
responsibility and belonging, a key to long 
term sustainability. 

Wherever possible new development will 
be flexible in design and construction, to 
encourage mixed uses and help allow for 
changes in fashion and function over time. 
The vision is that patterns of life are 
established which can make the area 
self-sustaining for generations to come. 

Strategy 

The development strategy is to create both 
the appropriate framework into which new 
physical development can fit, and fertile 
conditions for economic and social 
development. 

The Guide lays out an implementation 
framework for new developments in Hulme: 

• a sensitive pattern of proposed land 
uses to which both key buildings and 
other areas not affected by demolition 
are properly related; 

• a straightforward and robust street 
pattern which reflects the original grain of 
the area, links back to surrounding 
neighbourhoods and provides the overall 
structure for future development; 

• design principles which help define the 
concept, form and feel of new 
development. 

Principles 

Intended as working tools, ten groups of 
urban design principles lay down clearly 
what is intended in the redevelopment 
process: 

The Street: make streets social spaces, 
which define the structure of the area, 
rather than simply channels for traffic 

Integration: promote a variety and mix of 
uses, flexible development and seamless 
integration with surrounding parts of the 
city 

Density: comfortably achieve the level of 
population necessary to sustain and 
animate an urban neighbourhood 

Permeability: reduce isolation and 
encourage simple, clear and legible street 
patterns that allow natural networks to 
develop 

Routes and Transport encourage and 
accommodate a lower level of car usage, 
while promoting public transport, cycling 
and pedestrian journeys 

Landmarks, V is tas and Focal 
Points: create the interest, excitement 
and 'sense of place' which enliven and 
give a unique character to an area 

Definition of Space: promote a high quality 
urban character by scaling and positioning 
buildings to suit the streets and spaces in 
which they are located 

Identity: promote visually interesting and 
diverse development which has a positive 
impact on the public realm, and can 
contribute to a community's identity 

Sustainability: promote development that 
allows change and renewal without total 
redevelopment, which meets current needs 
without compromising future needs, 
contributing to the city and global 
environment 

Hierarchy: create a clearly recognisable 
hierarchy of streets with appropriately 
scaled buildings and differing intensities of 
urban character 

Implementation 

In Hulme the process of implementation 
involves the preparation of a detailed brief 
for each site, selection of a preferred 
developer, and subsequent dialogue with 
key City Challenge team members to agree 
acceptable proposals. Development 
proposals, once submitted for planning 
permission, are considered by Manchester 
City Council, which has adopted 'fast track' 
arrangements. 

The fact that the vast majority of Hulme was 
previously council housing has been 
crucial, with control over land 
complementing the guidance process. The 
successful implementation of the guidance 
has also, undoubtedly been simplified by 
the large scale clearance that took place 
under City Challenge, which removed many 
of the constraints and impediments to 
redevelopment and provided brownfield 
sites. 

Early developments set the context for the 
future by achieving high densities in 
concentrated areas; establishing the 
successful implementation of mixed 
schemes; highlighting the advantages of a 
straight forward, user-friendly street pattern 
and re-establishing high quality landmarks 
in the neighbourhood. The intention of the 
guidance is to encourage and guide 
development - not to stifle the creativity of 
the designer or to thwart the economic 
needs of the developer. Relaxation of some 
principles have therefore been agreed on 
the basis of architectural merit and 
contribution to the public realm. 

The formulation and production of the 
Guide to Development has coincided with 
and informed the preparation of 
Manchester's Unitary Development Plan. 
The success of the Hulme experience has 
also led the City to produce a similar Guide 
to Development in Manchester. 

Feedback from those who have used the 
Guide has been generally very positive. It 
makes people aware of the overall vision 
for Hulme and of what City Challenge is 
trying to achieve. Users know from a very 
early stage in the development process 
what this concept is and what the guiding 
design principles are, enabling quality 
developments to be brought forward swiftly 
and with a minimum of conflict. 

Residential developers, in particular 
housing associations, have incurred some 
extra costs as a result of following the 
guidance, primarily as a result of the 
partnership's desire for quality, but they are 
also aware of the future value of a 
sustainable, quality neighbourhood. The 
Guinness Trust, one of the lead partners in 
the City Challenge programme, mindful of 
the importance of planning and visual 
considerations, has produced its own 
'Planning and Architecture Guide' as part of 
a commitment to develop homes of the 
highest quality. 

Conclusions 

Hulme's City Challenge status and funding 
was available only for a five year period. It 
was therefore not possible for the 
redevelopment to take place in an organic 
and piecemeal fashion, the way successful 
established urban areas have. It was 
necessary to learn from what does survive 
successfully, to try to create a new 
neighbourhood, but with a diverse and 
secure community typical of a more 
traditional urban area. 

The process of establishing and 
implementing Hulme's Guide to 
Development has required many of the 
City's established policies and practices to 
be challenged - departmental and 
professional custom and practice have 
been overturned; conventional approaches 
reconsidered. The proof of the pudding, 
they say, is in the eating - come to Hulme, 
see for yourself! # 
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Techniques for design and layout 

control employed by local planning 

authorities will depend on the local 

problems and pressures faced. 

In the case of the Borough of Dacorum 
(West Hertfordshire), approximately two 
thirds of the borough is covered by the 
Metropolitan Green Belt, while a large 
swathe of the Chilterns Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty occupies a third of the land 
area. Dacorum features a Mark I New Town 
- Hemel Hempstead - and two smaller 
market towns with medieval origins -
Berkhamsted and Tring. 

The combination of a high quality living 
environment across the Borough in both 
urban and rural areas with excellent 
communications links through the M1 and 
M25 motorways and the mainline railway 
serving all three towns conspire to subject 
the Borough to constant and longstanding 
development pressures. Faced with town 
cramming pressures emerging from the 
1980s which challenged the environmental 
qualities of its towns, there arose a need to 
exercise more effective control over new 
residential development in particular. 

As a response, Dacorum Borough Council 
has produced the Residential Areas 
Character Study (RACS)1, a new policy 
base to deal with development proposals in 
residential areas. It provides its users with 
a comprehensive analysis of the numerous 
distinct areas which make up all three of 
the Borough's towns and a development 
control policy base for each of them in an 
accessible, standardised format. 

From an early stage, it was decided to 
develop a comprehensive approach to all 
residential areas and not just a select few 
that exhibit very high design, layout and 
landscape qualities. This illustrates the 
Council's concern and commitment to 
maintaining and raising the quality of the 
built environment across the board. 

Reasons for a new approach 

General, criteria based policies for use in 
development control have effectively been 
in force in Dacorum since 1984 when the 
first District-wide Local Plan - the Dacorum 
District Plan2 - was adopted. However a 
variety of factors led the Council to 
consider that, in Dacorum's circumstances, 
a more thorough and comprehensive 
approach was needed. 

developments which have been shoe-
horned into tight gaps between existing 
buildings, or which represent considerable 
increases in building density through 
redevelopment. In both cases, the 
phenomenon often applies to established 
dwellings in mature surroundings, which 
has tended to heighten the public 
perception and realisation of loss and 
change. These pressures abated to some 
degree in Dacorum in the early 1990s as a 
result of the severe downturn in the housing 
market, but now show signs of re-
emerging. The pressures in Dacorum were 
effectively latent but could never be written 
off. 

Presently the Dacorum Borough Local Plan 
(1995)3sets a clear development strategy. 
This starts with strict control in the Green 
Belt and outlying rural areas, and is 
followed by a hierarchical approach to 
settlement planning, from selected small 
villages to large villages and then the three 
towns. Consequently, in policy terms, 
Berkhamsted and Tring are included with 
the vastly larger and different Hemel 
Hempstead as locations to where 
development is directed. Local 
organisations raised concerns that their 
smaller, country market towns could not be 
considered in the same way as a 1950s 
new town several times larger. The Council 
responded by developing RACS as an 
explicit policy base to express, recognise 
and appreciate important differences in 
local residential character. 

Overcoming subjectivity in control 

The RACS also represents an attempt to 
tackle the subjective and discretionary 
nature of the existing broad-brush criteria 
approach in the current and previous Local 
Plan. It tries to establish an open, locally 
determined and agreed statement on 
design and layout policy, together with a 
rational assessment of character, to reduce 
the charge of subjectivity in decision 
making on design. 

Invariably the determination of planning 
applications will depend very heavily on 
the personal recommendation of the 
particular case officer. The existing 
approach fails to give sufficient guidance to 
officers, or certainty to the process to 
bridge understandable differences in 
opinion. It provides little guidance to 
demonstrate to those seeking to develop, 
or to those concerned about changes in the 
local built environment just what the 
planning authority considers to be 
acceptable. 

Within South East England in general, 
pressures manifested themselves in new 
developments which were labelled by the 
media as "town cramming" - residential 

Tony Hall4 has raised the question of 
whether "hidden control agendas" are in 
operation, be they recognised by decision 
makers or not. Through a published, 



Map of Berkhamsted locally agreed document providing 
showing Design Areas guidance, the authority's expectations can 

be made clear, and fears of hidden 
agendas hopefully laid to rest. 

Government policies 

Key points of current Planning Policy 
Guidance lends support to the creation of a 
new approach to residential design 
guidance. PPG1 advises that: 
"Development Plans and guidance for 
particular areas or sites should provide 
applicants with clear indications of 
planning authorities' design expectations." 
(para A6). PPG 3 states: "Local planning 
authorities should consider development 
proposals in terms of their relationship to 
their setting, and by reference to the 
character and quality of the local 
environment..." (para 5) and:" Local 
planning authorities may need to control 
aspects of the design of new housing 
developments where these clearly have an 
impact on neighbouring development or on 
the general character of a neighbourhood." 
(para 6). Finally, PPG 12 includes as a 
priority for the development plan: 
"...safeguarding and improving the amenity 
of residential districts..." (para 6.5). In 
addition, the preparation of RACS has been 
strongly influenced by Tony Hall's work on 
design areas4. 

Addressing different contexts 

In preparing RACS, a thorough survey of 
the towns' residential areas was carried 
out. This considered the physical, urban 
design qualities and neighbourhood 
identity characteristics against a pre-
determined set of criteria. These centred 
around: 

• layout and density; 
• form, age, type and design of buildings 

and degree of continuity and spacing 
between them; 

• incidence of spaces, both large open 
land areas and smaller amenity greens; 

• provision of landscaping and planting; 
• views and vistas; 
• presence and type of non-residential 

buildings; 
• car parking provision and traffic flows; 
• the local perception of areas; 
• focal points, both visual and social, 

such as a local shopping centre; 
• local landmarks, and 
• important edges, such as roads, belts 

of trees, estate walls, etc. 

Although the survey strengthened the 
widely held view of high quality throughout 
the urban environment a curious paradox 
emerged. Originally it was thought that 
although all areas possess very high 
environmental qualities, it would be the low 
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density, leafy semi-rural areas of large 
detached houses that would need most 
protection. The survey revealed however 
that the residential neighbourhoods 
perceived as being of lesser quality, 
typically post-war local authority housing 
estates, would be less capable of 
accepting new infill and redevelopment 
without quite serious damage to their own 
often exceptional qualities and character. 

Nevertheless, there has been most 
criticism of the extent and form of change 
in the low density, leafy areas, particularly 
where fine old Victorian houses have been 
swept away to permit the introduction of the 
ubiquitous executive detached house. 
Careful control over new development of 
this nature, particularly in relation to density 
levels, width of spacing between buildings 
and essentially the level of planting, can 
ensure that a low density, semi-rural and 
landscape-dominated character is 
retained. Policies in RACS will allow these 
infill and redevelopment trends to continue, 
but sharpen up the local planning 
authority's control over design and layout to 
ensure high standards are maintained 
based on thorough analysis and public 
consultation. 

Implementation and effectiveness 

RACS is intended to be a reference and 
policy manual for developers, the general 
public and the local planning authority. It is 
likely that the Council will adopt it as 
supplementary planning guidance once 
changes have been made following public 
consultation. So far however its weight has 
been limited so that at the time of writing 
RACS' policies have not been used as 
reasons for refusing planning applications. 
However, the comprehensive bank of 
information on the Borough's residential 
areas has been used to assist in weighing 
up proposals. This has enhanced the 
current decision making process which 
utilises standard local plan policy criteria, 
with the RACS as technical back-up. For 
this reason, the effectiveness of RACS 
remains to be fully tested. What is difficult 
to measure is the degree to which RACS 
can assist in the negotiation process, or 
advising developers from the very outset. 
There have been some notable appeal 
successes where RACS has been used in 
this way. However, it remains to be directly 
quoted by the Council in support of its 
case. 

Feedback and Resource Implications 

To progress RACS on its path to becoming 
supplementary planning guidance, a public 
consultation exercise was carried out in 
mid-1996. This took the form of a public 
exhibition in each of the three towns, 

o 
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together with direct mailed invitations to 
comment to key consultees. These 
included, apart from statutory consultees, 
local architectural and planning consultants 
and local residents' associations. 

Overall the feedback has been 
encouraging. Local residents, concerned at 
the gradual erosion of certain 
environmental qualities and local identity 
have welcomed the additional measures of 
control. There have been more guarded 
responses from the development industry 
but by no means out-and-out rejection of 
the approach proposed. However the real 
test for RACS will not come until it is 
directly considered in decisions made on 
appeal. 

Recent appeal decisions in Dacorum 
regarding residential infilling and 
redevelopment are encouraging in that 
there appears to be little hesitancy on the 
part of Planning Inspectors in rejecting 
proposals which would cause harm to 
established area character where a firm 
policy base is in place. Thus, even if RACS 
only carries the degree of weight 
possessed by supplementary planning 
guidance, it can be quoted as an 
amplification of current, adopted Local Plan 
policy on the quality of development. 

Lessons 

The comprehensive approach developed in 
RACS may not be the solution to all 
districts or boroughs. However certain 
lessons can be learned from Dacorum's 
experience for other authorities considering 
a similar approach. 

1. Set clear objectives. Stating the purpose 
of design and layout control is essential. 
Setting objectives to guide development 
control according to the town's 
characteristics provides a useful reference 
tool when considering proposals. 

Z Keep any survey work brief Much time 
was spent in undertaking a comprehensive 
survey of all residential areas. Two 
suggestions can be made to reduce the 
burden of this work: analysis of area 
character could be carried out by a small 
working group of officers with good local 
knowledge as a desktop exercise; 
alternatively, experience has shown that the 
use of junior officers or students, with an 
appropriate level of instruction, can be 
effective to undertake on-site survey work. 

3. Involve development control officers 
throughout the preparation process This 
will enhance the quality of the information 
provided, and create a feeling of 
'ownership' of the policy base by officers; it 
is they who will have to use it on a regular 
basis. 

Top: Post-war 

uniformity. Areas such 

as these can be 

damaged by new 

infill. 

Above: Dacorum 
Borough Council's 
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4. Defkie the character appraisal and 
policy formulation processes Providing a 
step-by-step explanation of how this is 
done, including how local features are 
'measured' is essential to keep the work as 
objective as possible. It is important to 
safeguard the position of new policies 
created against the charge of subjectivity. 

5. Work to a standardised format Each 
design area in RACS has a character 
appraisal and policy statement in the same 
format. This assists in providing 
consistency in the treatment of different 
local features. 

Conclusion 
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RACS is the response of a Green Belt 
planning authority in South East England to 
the need for more explicit policies on 
design control, local recognition of area 
character and the erosion of that character 
as a legacy of inadequate controls in the 
past. In Dacorum, a comprehensive 
approach to all areas, as opposed to 
preservation of the most established or 
mature, has been favoured. The success or | U 
otherwise of RACS remains to be fully seen. 
It is hoped though that it will make an ^ 
impact on the quality of development in — 
Dacorum's residential areas, and in so ^ ^ 
doing contribute to evolving residential _ 
design control practice throughout the ^ 
country. # ^ 
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Bridgwater is one of three principal 

centres within Somerset. Historically, 

the town had a strong industrial 

heritage and manufacturing base 

which has been a determining factor 

in establishing its residential 

character. 

The town is physically constrained, with the 
M5 acting as a 'hard edge' to the east, high 
grade agricultural land to the south and 
west together with significant areas of 
floodplain. The ability to develop the 
transportation network is inhibited by the 
cost of building new crossings over the 
River Parrett, the Bridgwater and Taunton 
Canal and the railway line, all of which pass 
through and segment the town. The cost of 
building new housing is comparatively high 
and in consequence, financial margins to 
pay for quality sustainable development 
and to meet the cost of improving the 
existing infrastructure, are narrow. 

These constraints together with the on-
going pressure for more housing led to the 
allocation of two parcels of greenfield land 
for residential development in a recent 
Local Plan. The combined site is large, 
accommodating nearly 1400 new homes or 
about 10% of Bridgwater's existing housing 
stock; it is prominent, being located within 
an existing green-gap on the southern 
fringe of the town and highly visible from 
the Quantock Hills; it is fragmented, with 
respect to land ownership and developer 
interest; and it is financially loaded, in 
terms of infrastructure and development 
costs. 

This background was likely to create a 
number of potential planning and 
environmental problems, i.e. development 
would proceed on a piecemeal basis 
resulting in a residential environment 
characterised by suburban sprawl with little 
sense of quality, community or locality; it 
would fail to meet the emerging aims of 
creating more sustainable environments; 
and to deliver the required infrastructure. 

In July 1994, the Secretary of State for the 
Environment published "Quality in Town 
and Country"1, followed in 1995 by the 
Urban Design Campaign2. For Sedgemoor, 
the campaign came at an opportune time. 
The Council is not only committed to 
preparing a development brief for South 
Bridgwater but is also progressing a joint 
county/district transportation study of the 
town together with a district local plan. A 
key objective of the latter will be to enhance 
the quality of new development within 
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Sedgemoor's towns, villages and 
countryside3. 

Organisational Approach 

The normative approach to planning and 
development is sequential, often 
confrontational and almost always reactive, 
with different stakeholders competing for 
supremacy. This is not only wasteful of 
resources due to an over-concentration of 
effort deployed in defensive positioning but 
it also inevitably results in sub-optimum 
development solutions. 

The Council decided that a more positive 
approach was required. The aim was to 
involve stakeholders from the start, in order 
to build a culture of collaboration, focused 
on attaining a common objective, i.e. to 
plan and deliver a quality residential 
environment that meets the needs of as 
many stakeholders as possible. A project 
specification and plan was formulated 
which identified the interests, roles and 
needs of stakeholders, the benefits they 
expected together with a method and 
programme of work. A steering group was 
established, representing a broad range of 
interests, including the Town, District and 
County Councils' together with 
representatives of landowners and 
developers. Under its direction, a project 
team carried out detailed work including, 
defining the development context, 
establishing design principles, preparing 
urban design options and solutions, and 
carrying out public consultation. The 
approach attempted to ensure that the 
resources and skills of both public and 
private sectors were effectively employed. 
This involved not only sharing operational 
costs but also, knowledge and information. 

Quality Thresholds 

Although quality means different things to 
different people, it is primarily about 
satisfying people's needs and 
expectations. Satisfaction is achieved when 
expectations are exceeded. A number of 
concepts which can be applied to the 
planning and design process which help 
expose what we are attempting to achieve. 
These concepts may help to identify three 
quafty thresholds 

• Basic threshold: a development 
which conforms to the specification of 
planning policy and guidance, is fit for 
its purpose of providing for a basic 
range and level of needs and 
expectations, and provides some value 
for money to some stakeholders. 

• In te rmed ia te threshold: a 
development which exhibits superior 
attributes (visual, tactile, audio and 

aromatic) and provides added value. 
One development is of a higher quality 
than another because it is unique 
(product differentiation) and delivers a 
range of benefits which exceeds basic 
needs and expectations, i.e. it has 
competitive advantage. 

• Opt imum threshold: a development 
which is sustainable and responsive 
across the broadest range of 
environmental and needs criteria within 
the 'structural' constraints of any given 
context. A development which meets 
the basic and intermediate thresholds 
but which is not sustainable or fails to 
create 'places for people', will ultimately 
produce a significant environmental and 
social cost. 

Options, Principles and Solutions 

To exemplify the concept of quality 
thresholds, it was decided to progress 
three corresponding development options. 
The first is based on a do nothing 
approach, i.e. the sites would be 
developed independently by volume 
house-builders with little public-private 
collaboration in formulating a proposal. It 
conforms to the specification of adopted 
planning policy and therefore meets the 
basic quality threshold. The option 
illustrates what is wrong with much mass-
market suburban housing: the sites are 
treated independently, dominated by 
unsympathetically imposed road 
hierarchies and standards, propose 
uniformity across mix, type, density and 
form of housing, lack innovation and fail to 
reflect any distinctive local character. 

The second option indicates the result of a 
proposal made by a medium sized 'quality' 
house-builder but without the benefit of the 
campaign. This may have involved the 
preparation of a simple development brief 
together with pre-application discussions. 
Such a development would conform to 
specification, exhibit some superior 
attributes, be fit for its purpose and provide 
some stakeholders with value for money. 
While this option illustrates an intermediate 
threshold, the sites are still treated 
independently and dominated by road 
hierarchy and standards. Although there is 
greater variety, local character is not a 
significant contributor with corporate 
house-styles having a dominating effect. 

The third option, illustrated in the South 
Bridgwater Masterplan, is a best-fit 
optimum solution, as it meets a more 
rigorous specification than existing local 
policy, exhibits a higher degree of sensory 
quality and fitness for purpose, will have a 
broader range of superior attributes and 
provides a wider range of stakeholders 
with value for money. The aim of this option 

is to create a responsive and sustainable 
environment of quality which embodies the 
following principles: 

• coherent structure to create 
neighbourhood centres characterised 
by mixed uses, higher densities and 
landmark buildings as a focus for 
community identity and access to public 
transport; to use areas, circulation 
routes, boundaries, edges and 
gateways as structuring components to 
create a legible environment; and to 
build safe and convenient circulation 
routes by integrating footpaths, 
cycleways and bus routes. 

• people and building dominated 
spaces: to design for a maximum 
vehicular speed of 20 m.p.h. within 
residential areas; minimising land-take 
for roads; using building layout and 
form as traffic management measures; 
and designing the environment for the 
convenience of non-car users. 

• local dist inct iveness: to establish 
distinctive neighbourhoods through the 
use of streets created by buildings 
which reflect the evolution of local styles 
and materials whilst responding to the 
characteristics of the surrounding 
landscape. 

• minimisat ion of de t r imenta l 
impacts upon ecology: to promote 
opportunities for habitat creation and 
public recreation through the formation 
of a country park and wetland areas; to 
create green wedges and open areas; 
and to use the existing land drainage 
system to contribute toward a network 
of wildlife corridors. 

• cater ing for a choice of life-
styles: to create a variety of house-
types and styles of high, medium and 
low density which meet a range of 
needs and are affordable by different 
segments of the community; and to 
promote development which 
encourages the use of alternative 
sustainable forms of energy (e.g. 
passive solar heating). 

• promoting secure and accessible 
housing: to minimise opportunities for 
crime while ensuring that the 
development is accessible to the young, 
the disabled and the elderly. 

• financial feasibility and 
marketability: to promote a development 
which responds to market conditions while 
fulfilling the needs of defined stakeholders. 

Resource implications 

Our proposal to the DoE estimated a 
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was to be funded by them, with the 
remainder shared between the Council and 
the private sector. This would pay for the 
preparation of a development brief, 
preparing design options and solutions, 
implementing public consultation, 
preparing material for the national 
exhibition and reporting. 

In comparison to the sectorial normative 
approach, the resource costs of preparing 
the South Bridgwater Masterplan is 
possibly higher. However, further research 
is required to quantify the difference and 
this would need to consider hidden public 
and private costs, including the 
environmental and social costs of sub-
optimum development solutions. 

Lessons 

While there is much theory to indicate what 
constitutes good quality urban, landscape 
and environmental design, practical 
examples of successful implementation are 
more elusive. In consequence, it must be 
concluded that it is easier to plan and 
design for quality than to deliver it. 

It has taken time, enthusiasm and 
commitment from all parties to make the 
planning of South Bridgwater work so far. 
There have been organisational issues to 
address, including roles and relationships, 
needs and expectations, the effective use 
of resources, methods of working, 
reporting, decision-making and problem 
solving. Success has been dependent 
upon the ability and commitment of the 
principal parties to remove professional 
and institutional barriers and work towards 
a common objective. 

Many within the development industry are 
of the view that quality costs; it does, but 
so does failure. The aim of public policy 
must be to ensure that the cost of quality is 
less than the cost of failing to achieve it. 

As with all new approaches, there are at 
the end, more questions than answers: 

• Does the concept of quality thresholds 
have theoretical and practical weight? If 
so, can they be more rigorously 
specified? If not, how can we define 
quality development4 ? 

Top: South Bridgwater 

Housing Development 

Masterplan. 

Above: Urban Design 

Strategy - the 
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a coherent structure 

and offers variety and 

distinctiveness. 

What constitutes the cost of quality or 
the cost of failing to deliver it? How can 
local/regional differences in costs be 
accounted for? How can such 
considerations be built into the planning 
and development process? Should 
national financial policy be more 
sensitive to local/regional contexts and 
variations ? 
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If the most basic quality threshold is 
conformance to specification, how can 
an optimum best-fit development 
solution be delivered through the 
planning process? Is there a need for 
national planning guidance on quality 
and or, more rigorous development plan 
policy at the local level etc. etc.? 

If the delivery of quality development is 
highly dependent upon the process and 
if existing processes are failing to 
deliver a quality product, how should 
planning, design and development p p 
processes be changed? If change 
requires the adoption of more open and 
collaborative approaches, how can this 
be made to happen, what are the 
implications for the cost of 
organisational resources and for 
professional training ? 

established be controlled? 

Conclusion 
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Even if specifications of quality can be 
improved, how can effective 
implementation be ensured, and 
furthermore, future change which may 
adversely affect the original quality ^ ^ 
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In a town such as Bridgwater, which has 
not had significant investment in its 
infrastructure, where development costs 
are comparatively high and rates of return 
low, locating new residential development 
which conforms to a focused strategy and 
other sustainability criteria, and which 
generates enough private finance to pay for 
public infrastructure, is a dilemma. 
However, while recognising that there is 
only so much that can be achieved with 
contemporary speculative housing, 
planned on a large scale and targeted at a 

specific local market, the organisational CO 
and planning processes used in South q ~ 
Bridgwater have been relatively successful, 3 
can be replicated elsewhere and indeed CD 
may have wider applicability to the ^ 
planning process in general. # 
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The new Essex Design Guide has 

now appeared under the title of The 

Essex Design Guide for Residential 

and Mixed Use Areas'. Published by 

the Essex Planning Officers' 

Association, it is the product of some 

five years of compilation, revision and 

consultation. 

The agenda for the exercise was covered 
in an article in these pages in 1992. The 
impetus for revising the original Guide of 
1973 came from changes in housing 
practice and standards, changes in urban 
design thinking, a new emphasis on 
reducing traffic speeds, and an appeal 
victory in 1990 at which the Inspector 
recommended the updating of the Guide. 
The revision has been carried out by a 
working party of the Essex Planning 
Officers' Association, which represents the 
County Council and fourteen District 
Councils, with the technical input being 
provided by the County Council's design 
team. Work on the new document has 
coincided with a strong shift in opinion on 
the need to improve the quality of new 
development exemplified by the Secretary 
of State's Quality in Town and Country 
Initiative and Urban Design Campaign, the 
Duchy of Cornwall's Poundbury project, 
and the establishment of the Urban Villages 
Forum, in addition to the new draft PPG1 

It is assumed that most readers of this 
article will be conversant with the original 
Essex County Council Design Guide of 
1973 and the way in which it has been 
applied. The purpose of the new Guide, 
apart from updating standards, is to be 
more explicit about aims, to address a 
number of issues that were not covered 
before, and to offer the fruits of experience 
in the form of case studies and examples. 

Aims of the new guide 

The new Guide sets out certain explicit 
aims, as follows: 

• To enable new development to relate 
more successfully to the pattern of 
established towns and villages in 
Essex. 

• To structure layouts in such a way as to 
create a coherent, meaningful system of 
spaces related to the pattern of 
movement and to the existing local 
network. 

• To create a visually stimulating 
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environment at the pedestrian scale in 
order to promote enjoyment of one's 
surroundings and encourage walking. 

• To ensure that new development is laid 
out in a practical and workable way to 
provide sufficient space for amenity, 
safe access, adequate privacy and 
daylight and discourage crime. All this 
is to be achieved in a way compatible 
with the other aims stated above. 

The aims are complemented by a set of 
innovations which bring the previous guide 
up-to-date and by a set of new issues -
covered for the first time in the new guide: 

Principal innovations 

It is good practice for designers to carry 
out a site appraisal prior to devising a 
scheme. This would cover such things as 
the visual and physical relationship of the 
site to its context, views, landmarks, 
existing movement pattern, buildings and 
landscape. It is now a requirement that, for 
sites larger than 1 hectare, such a site 
appraisal should be submitted with the 
planning application. 

Some sustainability issues come within the 
remit of a Design Guide. The location of 
development close to a town centre or 
similar facilities and to access to public 
transport is a matter for the Local Plan, but 
the internal layout of the development on 
the basis of placing dwellings within a 
specified proximity to shops, school, 
leisure facilities, and public transport is a 
matter for consideration under the terms of 
Design Guide. It is also a concern to lay 
out development so as to give preferential 
treatment to walking, cycling and public 
transport rather than the car. Furthermore, 
attention should be given to creating a 
landscape structure that provides wildlife 
corridors and safeguards natural habitat 
generally, and uses slopes and tree shelter 
belts to reduce heat loss from dwellings. All 
these issues have to be addressed in the 
case of any development site larger than 
0.8 hectare. 

A corollary of improving proximity is the 
incorporation of non-residential uses, both 
facilities for residents, such as shops, 
schools and community facilities, and also 
employment uses, such as offices and 
residential-compatible industry. The 
location of these within predominantly 
residential areas will reduce the need for 
travel to work and facilities. Similarly a mix 
of tenures and dwelling sizes maximises 
choice of location for residents and thereby 
reduces the need to travel. It is a 
requirement that these mixed uses be 
provided in any scheme larger than 500 
dwellings. 
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New Issues Covered in the Guide 

• The previous Guide dealt with the formation of urban space, but did not cover 
the structuring of larger layouts to create coherent networks of spaces that form 
movement patterns linking origins and destinations. 

• The previous guide stated that, at densities above 20 dwellings per hectare, 
buildings should be laid out to enclose urban space, but did not spell out the 
implications that to do this, most houses would have to be joined together and be 
placed forward on the street frontage. 

• The new Guide highlights the advantages of wide-fronted, shallow-plan house 
types in enclosing space, producing practical garden shapes, admitting daylight 
and producing building forms compatible with traditional buildings in Essex. 

• The new Guide differentiates between formal and informal ways of handling 
space. 

• The issues of planning for daylight, sunlight, passive solar gain, noise reduction 
and crime prevention are now covered, as is the planning of public open space 
provision around larger, more accessible urban parks. 

Permeability and legibility in layout are now 
widely acknowledged to be desirable 
characteristics of residential design. These 
characteristics entail linked route patterns, 
core areas, nodal points, edges, landmarks 
and character changes which together 
result in a layout that can be easily read, 
offers a choice of routes to the pedestrian, 
and creates chains of interesting spaces 
that are pleasant and convenient to walk 
through. These characteristics are a 
requirement in any development extending 
over more than 1 hectare. 

The desirable split is emphasised between 
higher density development in which 
buildings enclose spaces and lower 
density development in which landscape 
provides the setting for buildings. 
Landscape dominated development is 
generally prevented by land values created 
by an assumption by landowners of 
average residential densities in excess of 
25 dwellings per hectare. Instead planning 
authorities are now encouraged to 
designate, where appropriate, sites for 
development at under 20 dwellings per 
hectare so that land values are at a level 
that permits a landscape dominated layout. 
In the majority of cases, where densities 
are above 20 dwellings per hectare, the 
need for continuity of built frontage and the 
setting forward of buildings to enclose 
spaces is emphasised. 

Crime prevention is addressed in terms of 
devising a permeable street system that 
encourages walking and children's play 
and is thus more populated, rather than 
concentrating on defensible cul-de-sacs 
which only benefit a small proportion of 
residents. Segregated spine footpaths are 
felt to be unsafe, and instead footpaths 
form short links between streets and are 
fronted by houses. Likewise communal 
parking areas are overlooked by houses. 

Safety for pedestrian and cycle movement 
and children's play focuses on the need to 
reduce traffic speeds in residential areas. 
For this reason it is a requirement that any 
development containing a road over 100 
metres in length must be designed for 
traffic speeds not exceeding 20mph. 
Rather than a hierarchy of roads, a choice 
of pedestrian-friendly road treatments is 
offered. It is recommended that speed 
reduction be achieved primarily by bends 
and pinch points rather than by bumps and 
humps which are likely to be regarded as 
an irritant. It is also recommended that the 
placing of buildings be used to emphasise 
points of special restraint. There is a 
maximum size of traffic calmed zone with a 
direct route in and out for emergency 
services and buses, and to reduce driver 
frustration. Apart from the familiar road 
types such as 4.8m roads and mews, there 
is a 4.1 m wide road with over-runable 
footways, a 3.7m wide, one-way street; and 

a parking square fronted by houses that 
accommodates a meandering vehicle way 
and some visitor parking, is block or tar 
and gravel paved between the face of 
buildings and totally adoptable by the 
highway authority. 

There is provision for all road types to be 
widened at certain points to accommodate 
on-street parking, though it is 
recommended that there be a split between 
street frontage and rear, overlooked 
parking, to avoid the vehicle dominance 
that would occur if all parking were to be 
provided in front of dwellings. In line with 
the new draft Building Regulations, it is 
recommended that there be level access 
for disabled people at at least one entrance 
to each dwelling, and that there be a 
disabled parking space in any communal 
parking area. 

The previous Guide separated out 
philosophical or visual arguments from 
physical standards. It was felt that this 
gave an unhelpful impression of a 
distinction between subjective and 
objective parts of the Guide. In the interim 
many Local Plans have incorporated 
physical standards, and therefore it makes 
more sense to integrate both visual and 
physical recommendations as a good 
practice guide by topic headings, such as 
'placing buildings', 'building form', etc. 
Inevitably planning applicants will also 
have to refer to Local Plans for some 
detailed dimensions and standards such 
as car parking provision. 

Case Studies 

The new Guide contains some fourteen 
case studies showing the variety of spatial 
treatments it is possible to achieve using 
the principles set out elsewhere in the 
Guide. It is hoped that this will scotch any 

potential criticism that the Guide is unduly 
restrictive. The most fundamental case 
study is that of a basic street of houses of a 
variety of sizes, in which it is demonstrated 
how even larger houses of four or five 
bedrooms can be linked and set forward to 
create an attractive street scene whilst still 
providing generous gardens and on-plot 
car parking through carriage arches. This 
exercise is contrasted with a typical 
developer's scheme of detached houses 
for the same site which fragments the street 
scene and results in smaller gardens and 
fewer houses on the site. The two 
approaches have been costed and the 
recommended solution found to be more 
economic. 

This fundamental argument is applied to 
various situations in which the flexibility of 
the approach is demonstrated. There is, for 
example, a village street and green typical 
of historic settlements in Essex. There is a 
large, amorphous green with a continuous 
frontage of houses and there are formal 
and informal squares, some with curtilage 
parking and some with parking accessed 
from different streets. There are lower 
density case studies which accommodate 
detached houses amongst formal or 
informal greenery, and there are tighter 
mews and pedestrian streets which still 
have adequate gardens and access to car 
parking. Finally there is as a higher density, 
mixed use example applicable to 
redevelopment of a brownfield site. The 
intention is to demonstrate the variety and 
quality of spaces that can and should be 
provided in new residential development. 

House Types 

One of the most intractable problems for 
planning authorities trying to improve the 
quality of applications is developers' 
standard house types which increasingly 
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tend to be detached, square in plan and all 
with the same relationship to the road. The 
new Guide has an appendix devoted to 
suggested alternative house types which 
provide the same space and facilities, but 
which combine more attractively into 
groups and street scenes and allow more 
flexibility of layout. 

The house types shown in the Guide are 
composed of wide frontage, shallow-plan 
elements that combine to form L shapes, T 
shapes and corner-turning units. Some of 
them are large, four or five bedroom 
houses with on-plot parking for three or 
more cars, which nevertheless are capable 
of joining on to other houses to compose 
street frontages. Developers by contrast 
concentrate on trying to enclose the 
maximum floor area within a minimum built 
envelope for a minimum frontage width, but 
the Guide's street case study shows that 
by abandoning hidebound rules such as 
these it is possible to fit more houses on 
the site for no extra cost and no loss of 
amenity. 

Consultation Process 

The new Guide underwent a period of 
technical consultation during 1996, when 
the views of professionals and 
organisations active in the housebuilding 
field were sought and amendments made. 

The main amendments were the recasting 
of the format of the book, at the suggestion 
of some of the academic consultees, and 
the inclusion of policies on sustainability 
and access for the disabled at the behest 
of consultees in those fields. The District 
Councils responded at length, and as a 
result adjustments were made to the 
compatibility of the Guide with Local Plans 
in the area. Although the Housebuilders' 
Federation and RIBA Chapters were, as 
might be expected, fairly negative, a 
number of individual local developers 
welcomed the Guide as a way of increasing 
their competitiveness against national 
volume housebuilders, provided the same 
rules were applied to all applicants 
indiscriminately. 

More recently a final draft was available for 
wider public consultation, which will give 
the Guide the status of Supplementary 
Planning Guidance when finally adopted by 
member planning authorities. The test will 
come when it is used as a basis for 
refusing poor schemes and in support of 
cases at appeal. However the Essex 
Planning Officers' Association working 
party is sufficiently encouraged by the 
reception the draft Guide has had from the 
DoE, and by the climate of opinion 
engendered by the Secretary of State's 
Quality Initiative, that it feels that the new 

Guide, where properly applied, will secure 
backing from appeal inspectors. There is 
therefore every possibility, provided 
planning authorities are prepared to grasp 
the opportunity, for a fresh start in 
significantly raising the quality of new 
development in Essex. # 

References 

Stones A. (1992) 'Revising the Essex 
Design Guide' Urban Design Quarterly, 
Issue 44, September. pp17-19 

The new Essex Design Guide is available 
from the Essex County Council Planning 
Department, County Hall, Chelmsford, 
Essex CM1 1LFor phone 01245 437642, 
fax 01245 258353. 

OiJlMiAJASUt 
F»otw\Y 

From Essex Design 

Guide. 

Top: Preferential 

routes through a 

network favouring 

pedestrians and 

cyclists. 

Middle: Illustration of 

the same. 

Bottom: Traditional 

regional building 

forms. 



Book reviews 

D 

3 6 

Ethics and Urban Design 
Gideon S. Golany 
John Wiley and Sons 1995 
£45 

For most of the last few years, 
urban design has been 
perceived as a practical 
remedy to our deteriorating 
urban quality. Books have 
tended to concentrate on 
issues that reflect this bias -
how to practice urban design, 
examples of projects and so 
on. Few have addressed the 
fundamental and philosophical 
underpinning of this emerging 
field. Broadbent (1990) put 
down some very useful 
markers in his recent New 
Concepts in Urban Design. 
Now Gideon Golany explores 
the interdependence between 
culture, form and the resultant 
environment. To do this he has 
taken a sweep through the 
history of settlement from the 
beginnings of the city. He looks 
at the demands that such a 
complex evolving organism 
started to make on the 
continuum of changing 
civilisation and he projects a 
future revolving around, what 
he calls, the Geospace City 
Concept. 

By exploring the moral 
principles and values that have 
generated our cities, Golany 
hopes to reach a greater 
understanding of cities, - the 
"largest and most complicated 
project ever produced by 
mankind". Whilst there are 
technological answers to urban 
growth, whether the Japanese 
"Floating Circle City" or 
colonising outer space, it is the 
enduring social and cultural 
values established very early in 
the history of the city that will 
ultimately guide our approach 
to urban design in the future. 
Golany points to three other 
elements:-

• the relationship between 
freedom, social liberalism 
and information availability 
needs to be expressed in 
physical form; 

• interdisciplinary teamwork 
is required to respond to 
this diverse environment; 

• "Urban Design is no longer 
dominated by one or two 
disciplines. It is a distinct 

profession in its own right 
....(that) has the vision and 
pragmatism to balance 
between aesthetics and 
function rather than to 
create urban design driven 
by monumentalism". 

The book presents the 
arguments through three 
prisms: lessons from early 
urban cultures, present 
practice, and future frontiers for 
urban design. Such a wide 
remit means that there is much 
that is glossed over and many 
unresolved issues. To cover the 
history of ancient urban centres 
in 35 pages is an impossible 
task. Nevertheless if the basic 
message is that physical form 
is a fusion of social values, 
standards and behaviour, 
which has emerged from the 
sense of the environment of the 
culture, not from the drafting 
table - that is a useful, even if 
not very original reminder. 
Golany draws on the work of 
Patrick Geddes to address 
these complex interaction, and 
takes the case of Holland to 
expand on the idea of 
comprehensive design. 

It is with the third section of the 
book that I have the most 
trouble. Golany takes a rather 
simplistic view on climatic 
considerations and 
morphology, working towards a 
more bio-sympathetic stance, 
and then focuses on the idea of 
"Geospace" habitat, 
underground living to you and 
me and hardly the answer. I 
suspect he was seduced by 
the picturesqueness of the 
Cappadocian and Chinese 
examples he quotes. 

I started the book with high 
expectations, eager to reflect 
on the questions Golany asks: 
Do we understand the different 
forces at work and are we 
equipped to deal with them? 
How and what are the 
implications - especially for the 
education of urban designers? 
By which ethics and norms 
should we conduct our vision 
and philosophy in the 
development of future 
settlements? The questions are 
left hanging in the air. There is a 
book still to be written. # 

Jon Rowland 

Making Townscape 
A Contextual Approach to 
Building in an Urban Setting 
A. Tugnutt & M. Robertson 
1987 
Available from M.T. Publications 
29 Gilbert Place 
London WC1A2JD 
Paperback £7.50 
Hardback £10.50 

Although first published in 
1987, this book is both timely 
and timeless. Whatever the 
result of the 1997 general 
election, an upturn in inner city 
building work is likely, whether 
redevelopment, refurbishment, 
or new-build. It is timeless, 
because it establishes what is 
the real art of architecture, ie to 
create urban space and places 
worthy of civilised outdoor 
urban life, so often missing in 
Britain today. 

Making Townscape is both 
deeply analytical and 
refreshingly constructive in its 
appraisal of the British urban 
scene. The introduction 
explains the authors' 
philosophy which unfolds 
throughout the book: its 
primary themes are the 
importance of historic tradition, 
urban site context, and a 
sensitive awareness of social 
and public concerns. 

Chapter 1 covers the 
transformation of the British 
urban environment from pre-
industrial times to the 1980s. 
The authors mention the 
nineteenth century 'seeds of 
decay', with the emphasis on 
dominant individual buildings 
leading both to a new urban 
scale and the flight of residents 
to the outer suburbs, that by 
and large has continued 
through to the present day. 

Chapter 2 welcomes the 
increased public awareness of 
townscape and environmental 
matters during the last 25 
years. Two contrasting views of 
the urban landscape are 
shown: idyllic Ross on Wye, 
that one prays will remain 
unspoilt, and Croydon, South 
London, the town centre across 
a flat park, totally alien to the 
British scene. The authors 
wisely remind us that the 
spatial structure of existing 
towns and cities is bound to 
change, and urban designers 

should focus on how to handle 
these pressures: scale is vital; 
small spaces should not be 
cluttered up; sensitive infill, 
does not mean a slavish copy 
of existing and adjacent 
buildings: "successful 
townscape is a question of the 
limits to which diversity may be 
taken, whilst still allowing 
harmony to be possible". 

Chapter 3 deals with individual 
characteristics: topographical, 
geographical, plot size, 
existing fabric. Specific 
examples, good and bad are 
given, showing speculative 
solutions and the authors' 
suggestions. 

Chapter 4 restates points that 
any good urban designer 
should consider: existing 
fabric, townscape impact, 
density, scale, traffic, servicing, 
etc. The thorny problem of 
available options is discussed: 
refurbishment, conversion, 
fagade retention, replica 
rebuild, total redevelopment? 

Chapter 5 defines contexture 
as the "act of weaving 
together". We are reminded 
that contextual detail is vital in 
achieving harmonious 
townscape; important elements 
are juxtaposition, divergence, 
closing views, turning corners, 
etc. The most successful 
sections of the book are those 
showing good and bad 
examples: a very good infill 
scheme in Leeds is described 
as "one of the few recent 
developments in an otherwise 
complete piece of exuberant 
Victorian townscape, performs 
well and completes the overall 
picture" and contrasted with a 
trivial post-modern contrived 
corner design in Exeter. 

Making Townscape is a 
thoughtful and caring book, 
copiously illustrated, and 
refreshingly free from the 
tedious transatlantic jargon that 
bedevils much contemporary 
architectural and planning 
literature. It should be read by 
urban design professionals, 
students of all related 
disciplines and the general 
public. # 

Derek Abbott 



Revital izing Historic 
Urban Quarters 
Tiesdell, S., Oc. T. and Heath, T. 
Architectural Press, 1996, £25 

The subject of this book is one 
that would scare many authors 
because of its breadth and 
complexity: as a minimum, it 
involves legislation, economics, 
historic and aesthetic 
judgements. Tiesdell, Oc and 
Heath must be congratulated 
for tackling it and although this 
may not be the definitive book 
on the subject, it is rich and 
informative and will provide a 
helpful basis for further studies. 
The first chapter plunges 
straight into some important 
issues such as how to define 
historic urban quarters and the 
not always obvious reasons for 
their preservation, which they 
develop in the rest of the book. 

The influences of economics on 
revitalization forms an essential 
part of the authors' argument; 
they may not say anything 
amazingly original but they 
thoroughly cover the ground 
without shirking the issues: the 
physical rehabilitation and 
revitalization of a historic 
quarter may displace and even 
destroy local businesses. Can 
the rehabilitation be considered 
successful when the genius 
loci of the place has gone? Will 
there be investment in a historic 
quarter unless there is some 
commercial rationale for it? The 
authors suggest that 
revitalization can be triggered 
either by tourism and culture, 
by housing or by industrial or 
commercial pressures for 
transformation. Case studies 
are analysed for each of these 
and it emerges from them that 
the demarcation between the 
various motives are not always 
clear, and that recognizing 
what is particular to each area 
is essential to the success of 
revitalization programmes. 

The chapter on design will be 
particularly interesting to UDQ 
readers. Blessedly the author's 
message is not a rigorous 
preservationist or a 'keeping in 
keeping' one. On the contrary 
they give a panorama of the 
different ways to approach 
design, discuss the problems 
of fagadism and the role of new 
developments in historic areas. 
Their critique of modernist 

designs is subtle and extends 
beyond the cliches found in so 
many other texts. Rightly, the 
dangers of the heritage 
industry are mentioned. The 
authors recommend learning 
from the past and 
understanding the context, 
interpreting and not imitating. 
They do not put forward design 
ideas or examples: this is not a 
'how to' handbook. 

With so much material to cover, 
the logic for its organisation is 
not always clear, but this is not 
surprising. The choice of non-
British case studies seems 
somewhat biased towards the 
US and the two European 
examples - Bologna and the 
Marais - not really 
representative of their 
respective countries (France in 
particular, offers much better 
ones). British examples are 
more convincing but at least 
some inaccuracy about the 
Covent Garden worries this 
reviewer. These are minor 
niggles about a book which 
can be recommended to 
anyone concerned by the 
subject of its title. # 

Sebastian Loew 

Rivers of Meaning -
Getting in Touch with the 
Thames 
London Rivers Association 
24-31 Greenwich Market 
London SE10 9HZ 
£15 plus £1.50 p&p 

George Nicholson, known to 
many in our profession as 
Citizen George, the founding 
Chairman of the London Rivers 
Association and erstwhile 
Chairman of the late lamented 
GLC Planning Committee, is 
the mastermind behind this 
publication, a collection of 
papers written by architects, 
artists, ecologists, academics, 
charity workers, a tug captain 
and the Chief Executives of the 
LDDC andPLA. 

Rivers of Meaning is a theme 
that has inspired the authors of 
these papers to wax lyrical. 
The rhetoric is rich, the prose is 
purple and the photographs 
throughout the publication are 
works of art. The papers were 
presented to a conference held 
in November of last year to 
celebrate the tenth anniversary 
of the London Rivers 
Association. In his introduction 
Citizen George quotes from 
both Kevin Lynch and 
Christopher Alexander. Like 
them, he finds that his senses 
can be stimulated by a place, 
in his case by London's river: "I 
am always struck by the strong 
scent of the plane trees along 
the Embankment. Similarly, the 
foreshore offers a unique way 
of experiencing the city and 
one that is free from traffic 
noise." 

The other authors find they are 
drawn to different parts of the 
river and for different reasons. 
Kim Wilkie, author of the award-
winning Thames Landscape 
Strategy, is drawn to the upper 
reaches which have an 
Arcadian quality with river gods 
haunting the landscape. David 
Goode, Director of the London 
Ecology Unit, is particularly 
drawn to the foreshores in 
central London at low tide. 
Architect Mark Brearley is 
drawn to the wide open areas 
of the Lower Thames where 
"the culture is as much in need 
of respect, has as much depth, 
as those Arcadian landscapes 
out west". 

Many authors share the 
recognition that rivers are 
associated with fertility and 
with cleansing and purification. 
However, the Thames in 
London is more than that; it is -
or has been - an artery 
bringing the lifeblood of trade 
and cultural exchange from 
distant lands. Leslie Hills, the 
tug captain, who has worked 
on the Thames for 36 years, 
has seen the lifeblood drain 
away: "A degree of 
rationalisation was inevitable, 
but nobody expected the Royal 
Docks would become an 
airport or that the upper 
reaches would be converted to 
sites for luxury property 
development". 

The message of this pleasant 
publication is that during the 
recent period of 'rationalisation' 
the river and foreshore have 
become divorced from the 
riverbanks. The riparian 
boroughs and developers have 
interests that tend to stop at the 
river's edge while the 
organisations with 
responsibilities for the river 
have little influence over what 
happens on its banks. This 
problem is highlighted by Ali 
Taylor of the Thames Explorer 
Trust, who takes parties of 
school children to the foreshore 
to teach them the value of the 
river and its wildlife (as well as 
its dangers), and finds that 
stairs to the foreshore have 
been sealed off. 

Several authors give pointers to 
the future. Peter Dunn, lecturer 
at the University of 
Westminster, writes: "the River 
Thames may be almost lifeless 
at the moment but communities 
surrounding it have a unique 
opportunity to bring it back to 
life". Sue Clifford of Common 
Ground urges communities to 
take pride in their surroundings 
and demonstrate their local 
distinctiveness. Among the 
artists Dan Getton of Platform 
calls for the opening up of the 
buried tributaries like the Fleet. 
Jean-Lucien Bonillo from 
France urges that city 
waterfronts should retain some 
port function. Above all, the 
Thames needs to be 
celebrated with more festival 
and spectacle. # 

Tim Catch pole 
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Edge of Empire 
Post Colonialism and the 
City 
Jane M Jacobs 
Routledge, London & New 
York, 1996, £13.99 

A confession. I was attracted 
by the name of the author, 
when I saw this book to review. 
The chance of getting hold of 
one more of the series of the 
epoch-making The Death and 
Life of Great American Cities 
(1961) and The Economy of 
Cities (1970) from the North 
American doyenne writer of 
mixed use and urban planning 
would be a good read. I wasn't 
disappointed. However, it is 
another Jane, and a very 
different book, not from 
Greenwich Village New York, 
but from Melbourne Australia, 
and (as far as I can discover) 
as Private Eye would say, "no 
relation". The American JJ is 
not listed in her index or text. 
Both Janes are fascinated by 
the working life of the city, and I 
have been well instructed. 

The subject is of post-modern 
cities and post-colonial 
fieldwork and the author's 
empirical range of the book 
says much for her own 
positioning as an "Anglo 
Australian" with a very 
particular experience of 
colonialisation, and her lineage 
as a daughter of the colonising 
generation. During her 
research in London she was 
received as a more earnest 
version of the Australian 
backpacker. She is indeed 
earnest, her argument is 
dense, but sometimes diffuse 
and over theoretical. 

The book uses case studies 
based on specific sites of 
urban redevelopment, and the 
politics of identity are 
articulated through them, 
examining struggles over urban 
space in four places, in an 
attempt to map the real 
geographies of colonialism and 
post colonialism. The first pair 
are in London (are we still First 
World?, notwithstanding Time 
magazine's recent accolade for 
that 'cool' trendy mid 90s city, 
again!) and were generated 
under or energised by, the 
British Imperial project. One 
involves the "heart of Empire", 
the City Corporation of London, 

Bank of England site - at the 
boom time of the late 80s - the 
Palumbo/James Stirling No. 1 
Poultry/Mies Skyscraper saga, 
the second deals with the 
"saving of Spitalfields" by 
gentrification, the struggle of 
diasporic groups to make home 
space in the imperial heartland 
(the apposite images of 
Hogarth and Sag Gosht), and 
the subsequent invasion by the 
Spitalfields Development 
Group/MacCormac/Swanke 
Hayden Connell saga. The idea 
of empire is expressed as a 
long running planning struggle 
of the historic built environment. 

The second pair are on the 
once geographical edge of that 
empire, in Australia-Perth and 
Brisbane. (By contrast, the 21st 
century focus is turning to the 
Pacific as the new First World), 
where the unsettling presence 
of Aboriginal claims for sacred 
space in the space of those 
modern cities are documented, 
with a completely different view 
of the western system of land 
tenure. 

Edge of Empire: Post 
Colonialism and the City is a 
well presented paperback of 
193 pages, with good 
photographs and clear 
diagrams, and a heavy 
bibliography of references. This 
is a serious treatise, a 
geographer's perspective, 
which brings new revelations 
for urban de signers. It is an 
example of the new 
Geography, a subject which 
has really taken off, no longer 
the weak kneed secondary 
school subject of 40 years ago. 
(Reviewer's second 
confession: 2 out of his 3 
children chose a Geography 
degree course, at no prompting 
from Dad - it balances the arts 
and sciences, as true starting 
bases for architects and 
planners, where our benighted 
education system forces 
specialisation choice too early). 

The whole text is a 'real life' 
read. It deals with politics and 
history of the very recent past 
which I found gripping. # 

Peter Eley 

Lincolnshire Design 
Guide for Residential 
Areas 
Lincolnshire County Council 
Environmental Services 
Directorate, Lincolnshire 
County Council, £35 

Recovering Quality Urban 
Spaces in Bath 
Chris Pound and others 
Bath and N.E. Somerset Council 
Bath, £10 

These two local authority 
publications - a ring binder file 
which is Supplementary 
Guidance in accordance with 
PPG12 Para 3.18-19, and will 
be a material consideration in 
the determination of planning 
applications, and an artfully 
over-designed 48pp pamphlet 
"intended to raise awareness" 
but which claims not to be a 
policy document, and 
scrupulously does not put 
forward any proposals - are 
perhaps the two furthest points 
in the ever expanding realism 
of "design guidance". They 
mark out some of the 
possibilities and the 
weaknesses and limitations of 
current local authority practice 
in this area. 

The Lincolnshire guide contains 
all the conventions that are 
typical of orthodox, "good" 
design advice, with lots of 
exclamation marks and 
cartoons just to show they 
really mean it. The overall effect 
is a distinct feeling of deja vu, if 
not plagiarism. Reading 
between the lines there is a 
tension between the bland 
language of the text, sensitive 
analytical sketched of local 
qualities, and places and 
proposals that are a 
conventional "nowhere" 
vernacular. The usual 
anonymity of local authority 
authorship possibly hiding (at 
least?) three hands and no 
doubt several pre-committee 
editors. 

But hanging over all this is a 
sense that Lincolnshire - a 
county that runs from the 
glorious skies of the Fens, 
through the Lincolnshire Wolds 
to the meanders and channels 
of the Trent Valley, behind a 
coast that is beaten by the 
gales and treacheries of the 

North Sea - is just too big, too 
diverse to be neatly packaged 
up into a single tidy set of 
rules, especially one that has 
no maps, no reference to 
geology and not a breath of the 
climate that is always one of 
the key factors in shaping 
building styles. What else are 
houses for but to keep out the 
wind and the rain? The 
bibliography contains such 
indispensable items as The 
National Joint Utilities Group 
Publication No. 4 - The 
Identification of Small Buried 
Mains but nothing by Brunskill 
nor any more local and specific 
research on vernacular 
building, nor Alec Clifton-
Taylor's classic The Pattern of 
English Building. 

It is of course all in the best 
possible taste, clich6 ridden 
and utterly predictable. For 
instance, a pleasantly plain and 
modest bungalow and garage 
surrounded by an exuberant 
and witty parody of Stonehenge 
is crassly captioned "A sense 
of Place?!!!" (sic), when it is of 
course the emergence of a new 
post-modernist domestic 
vernacular. "Why", the 
Lincolnshire Guide asks, 
"design a layout like this?" of a 
regularly curving street, neatly 
lined with regular, uniform 
houses, plain and unadorned 
with the range of porchettes, 
projections and fake dormers 
and variegated brickwork that 
passes these days for 
"design". It is actually rather 
like the layouts celebrated in 
the Bath booklet. 

The over-elaborate and tricksy 
graphics and text layout that 
aspire to concrete poetry of 
Recovering Quality Urban 
Spaces in Bath, dresses up a 
historical analysis of some of 
Bath's important urban spaces 
as the first step to developing a 
'language' for their protection 
and enhancement. But strong 
as it is on history and 
morphology, old prints and 
computer generated 
axonometrics, it condenses the 
very aspects that threaten 
these spaces - traffic, tourist 
coaches, visitors (the very 
things to which Bath has 
always owed its livelihood) into 
a few short sentences. There is 
no discussion of these spaces, 
hardly even a photograph, 



except for a time-lapsed pair of 
Doc Martens on the paving 
stones of the cover, and no 
mention of the uses, the backs 
(let alone the condition) of the 
buildings that define these 
spaces. They are treated in 
isolation, unconnected with 
each other or with the ebb and 
flow of the life of the city, or 
even with the less celebrated, 
ordinary, disorderly alley, 
streets and residual spaces 
that combine with these set 
pieces to make up the city. So 
rarefied is the approach that a 
visitor using this book would be 
hard pressed to recognize the 
place today. The living 
condition of these spaces 
eludes the grasp of this 
handsomely produced booklet 
and the real impetus for the 
"language" (which is nowhere 
expanded or expressed) 
appears to be elsewhere, in 
traffic management and 
highway works. 

It is ten years since Bath was 
designated a "World Heritage 
Site" and almost thirty since 
Colin Buchanan's traffic study 
of the city. Despite the renown 
and recognition, the local 
authority charged with its 
protection has only now 
undertaken this study of its 
spaces. Even here there is a 
marked difference between the 
detail and depth of the analysis 
(flawed as it is) and the 
weakness of the conclusions. 
Indeed the whole thing is so 
framed with disclaimers and 
deferrals, there is no doubt as 
to its local authority ownership 
if not authorship. 

What is most noticeable in 
reviewing these two 
publications together is the 
absence of the kind of vision, 
determination and obsession of 
John Wood, father and son, 
who gave the city its grandest 
designs. How might their 
schemes have fared in these 
anodyne days?# 

Bob Jarvis 

Advisory illustrations 

for the Upper 

Springfield Road 

design area, 

Chelmsford, from A.C. 

Hall's Design Control 

p.53. 

Design Control: Towards 
a New Approach 
A.C.Hall 
Butterworth Architecture 1996 
£25 

In the first two chapters of his 
book, Hall makes a convincing 
argument for the need to have 
clear design policies in 
planning documents, and 
shows where the British system 
has failed in this respect: in 
particular it allows too much 
discretion to officers and does 
not provide sufficient guidance 
to applicants. Following this 
assessment, in the rest of the 
book, Hall puts forward a 
methodology to develop urban 
design policies. 

The subtitle of the book 
'towards a new approach' is 
where this reviewer has doubts: 
that design policies (or for that 
matter any planning policy) 
needs to relate to goals and 
objectives, that they should be 
area, or even sub-area specific, 
that they should include 
performance criteria, are 
recommendations that have 
been around for a long time. 
They are part of the 
comprehensive rational model 
and have their origins in 
Keeble's Principles and 
Practice of Town and Country 
Planning. Hall is using the 
same model though adapting it 
and applying it specifically to 
design. Apart from the 'new' 
label, there is nothing wrong 
with this approach: if the 
methodology is the right one, 
why not recommend it once 
again. But the fact that we still 
need reminding of a 
methodology that has been 
around for so long, begs the 
question: why has the British 
system not taken it on board? 
Why, after so many years, are 
we still failing to produce clear, 
robust, useful design policies 
that can be implemented 
without grief, and result in a 
better environment? 
Unfortunately this question is 
not addressed in Hall's text; 
however convincing his 
argument and clear his 
methodology, I fear that it will 
not succeed any more than 
previous ones. I can hear 
development control officers 
arguing that with the eight week 
period to process applications, 
they cannot spend so much 

time on design; similarly policy 
planners may shrink from 
applying such methodology 
because of the resources 
needed; wrong as they may be, 
there is not sufficient 
ammunition in this book to 
counteract their arguments. 

And yet Chapter 5 describes a 
number of examples where 
some aspects of the 
methodology proposed have 
been applied. This is the most 
interesting part of the book 
because it shows that it can be 
done. Perhaps not surprisingly, 
the local authorities chosen are 
from affluent areas, where the 
concerns are about 
countryside landscape 
conservation or residential 
character. Though these may 
be under pressure from 
developers, they do not have 
the problems - either 
economical or social - of inner 
cities or declining industrial 
areas where the design issues 
are at least as important, but 
not given the same priority. 
Nevertheless the examples are 
informative and Hall makes a 
number of valid points, for 
instance that land use should 
not be the basis for defining 
character. He also deplores the 
lack of clear character analysis 
to back design policies, an 
essential point which could 
have been made more 
forcefully and come earlier in 
the book. 

Other helpful suggestions 
involve the content of policies 
and ways to communicate 
them. The potential of 
multimedia and computer 
visualisation are enormous and 
Hall suggests that these new 
tools need exploiting. 
Personally, this reviewer would 
have liked less mention of 
architectural style and more on 
how the policies have been or 
should be used in negotiations. 
Perhaps this could be the 
subject of the next book. # 

Sebastian Loew 
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Practice Profile 

Above: 
Jeil's Hospital for 

Women, Seoul. 

Daytime elevation of 

proposed hospital to 

be constructed in a 

residential quarter of 

Seoul. A building that 

invites the urban 

space to its sectional 

interior. The main 

entrance links to an 

atrium space which 

folds up and through 

the vertical slabs of 

the upper floors. The 

experience is one of 

openness and free 

movement between 

urban space and the 

private spaces of the 

building. 

.O.C.E.A.N .U.K. operates as a London 
based practice. Initiated as an idea at the 
Architectural Association in London in 1993, 
.O.C.E.A.N had been progressing toward 
independent practice and emerged in 1994 
as a new current in the practice and 
education of architecture and urbanism. In 
recent years, the directors of .O.C.E.A.N 
.U.K. have worked on projects in Britain, 
France, Germany, Finland, Romania, USA, 
Canada, China, Hong Kong and Korea. 
Alongside of architectural practice they 
have been actively involved in architectural 
education in several countries. 
O.C.E.A.N .U.K. operates within the 
.O.C.E.A.N net affiliative network. 

New urbanism - new productivity 

.O.C.E.A.N .U.K. promotes a radically 
heuristic and innovative professionalism 
within the cultural context of transitional 
political landscapes and Global 
Convergence. The mobility of context 
requires systematic connectivity and 
multiplicity for the investigative potential in 
urbanism and architecture. The practice 
seeks to enable the enhancement of 
multitudinous conditions, adhering to 
intensified regimes of difference, to adapt 
the familiar and to solicit an alien new 
space. A multitude of political and spatial 
strategies are simultaneously in operation in 
all scales of the projects which range from 
the extra-small to the extra-large, from a 
synchronised swimming tank to new live & 
work spaces, from large infrastructural 
nodes to urban and landscape projects. 

.O.C.E.A.N .U.K. provokes the emergence 
of an aqueous space submerged amid the 
volatile and the enduring, the adaptive and 
the resilient; moreover, to anticipate a new 
indeterminable spatial diversity and 
coherence. 

NetWORKING practice 

The .O.C.E.A.N net has emerged as one of 
the most recent new forms of architectural 
practice of the 90s, operating as an open 
and interactive network of architects, 
designers and urbanists connected with an 
affiliated and expanding group of 
consultants from various disciplines. 
Initiated in 1995 in London, the .O.C.E.A.N 
net seeks impact via a dynamic and cross 
disciplinary architectural initiative. The 
scope of production includes research and 
project work, as well as publications and 
public events. 

Exhibitions of their work have included the 
Creative City conference in Helsinki and 
'Strategic Urbanism for European Transition: 
The New North South Corridor' in Budapest 
in 1996. 



Left and right: 

Lasipalatsi Media 
Square, Helsinki. 
Invited competition 
entry for a media 
square and 
transportation node in 
central Helsinki 
adjacent to the 
Parliament and 
MOMA. 

The objective is to 
provide a transition in 
the public square 
from its classical 
roots towards a 
multiplicity of urban 
landscapes. 
The scheme includes: 
An underground 
courtyard maintained 
at midsummer 
temperatures and 
lighting conditions 
throughout the year. 
An exterior skating 
field available for 
twelve month use. 
An enhanced region 
to city and inner city 
transport system. 
Integration into the 
linear park system of 
the city. 

Wind sensitive fibre 
optic controlled light 
poles which form a 
conceptual three 
dimensional 
landscape. 

".O.C.E.A.N" is neither acronym nor 
metaphor, referring to the inclusiveness of a 
complex and heterogeneous organisation, 
which incorporates various agents and 
intermediaries that coexist and interact in 
parallel. This alternative endorses the 
notion that the concept of the superiority of 
the creative individual mind has come to an 
end. The six parts maintain their autonomy 
within the .O.C.E.A.N net giving mutual 
interdependence. # 

.O.C.E.A.N net: 

.O.C.E.A.N .U.K., London, UK 

.O.C.E.A.N NO, Oslo, Norway 

.O.C.E.A.N .U.S., Boston, US 
ultraviolet .O.C.E.A.N Helsinki, Finland 
Sadar in Vuga Arhitekti, Ljubljana, 
Slovenia 
Konigs Architects, Koln, Germany 

.O.C.E.A.N .U.K. 

Michael Hensel/Tom Verebes 
URBANISM + ARCHITECTURE 
Unit 1A, Burbage House, 
83-85 Curtain Road, London EC2 A3BS, 
Tel/Fax 0171-613-2814 
fax mod em 0171 -613-2150 
e-mail ocean@bogo.co.uk 

mailto:ocean@bogo.co.uk
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RMJM is an international multi-skilled 
consultancy, with skills in land use planning, 
urban design, architecture, landscape 
architecture, civil, structural and building 

q _ services engineering. Founded in 1956 as 
Robert Matthew, Johnson Marshall and 
Partners, we have grown to a group of 
practices which employs over four hundred 
people, with offices in London, Edinburgh, 

ro Cambridge, Glasgow, Newcastle, Hong 
S Kong, Bangkok, Manila and Dubai. 

RMJM specialises in high quality design 
solutions appropriate to the client's needs 
for places of learning, industry, research, 
culture, leisure and the community. Our 
designs are responsive to the site and the 
resources available. We have won many 
awards and have successfully completed 
projects throughout the world. Our design 
solutions draw their inspiration from what is 
special and unique about each project, the 
interests of the client, the nature of the brief, 
the project's setting and the way it will be 
built. 

Services Offered 

RMJM's architectural background means 
that we are always aware of the physical 
and practical implications of planning 
decisions. Any development in an urban 
context will be judged on the impression it 
creates on visitors and occupiers. Public 
awareness of urban design, in relation to 



Park Lane Proposals 

At the meeting of the group 

in January this year, Kelvin 

Campbell described a 

scheme for the Park Lane 

area that his practice, 

Urban Initiatives, has 

developed. 

Grosvenor Estates initiated the 
idea of linking their ownerships 
on the East side of Park Lane to 
the Park and by 
undergrounding the major 
North-South traffic movement 
an area of about 10 acres can 
be added to Hyde Park. 

A submission was made to the 
Millennium Commission but as 
it is unlikely to be completed by 
the year 2000 it was decided to 
resubmit it as a Heritage 
Lottery Bid. For this to be 
acceptable a Trust needs to be 
established to ensure 
continuing public benefits. 
Reference was made to the 

great potential for new uses on 
the Eastern side of Park Lane 
taking advantage of orientation 
and views adjacent to a 
widened pedestrian 
promenade. A high quality bus 
station would be provided at 
the Northern end of the tunnel 
and part of the existing below 
ground car park could be used 
for buses with good 
interchange to the underground 
and possibly Crossrail. 

A new public space would be 
created as an extension 
southwards from the Marble 
Arch flanked by commercial 
uses and this would provide 
better facilities for Speakers 
Corner. The landscape layout in 
the park could reflect historical 
precedent and a direct link 
could be made to Grosvenor 
Square via a reinstated 
Grosvenor Gate. 

It was clear that the proposals, 
whilst needing to meet the 
Highway Authority's concern 
about accommodating existing 
traffic, also raised many issues 
outside the site - the future of 
Oxford Street, links to Crossrail 
and possible forms of public 



Left upper and 

centre: Chesterton 
Sidings Masterplan 
for a brownfield site 
north of Cambridge 
City - 85 hectares of 
retailing, research 
and development, 
leisure, housing, 
hotel, park and ride 
and various municipal 
uses, around a water 
feature. 

Lower left: Richmond 
interchange -
proposals respect the 
urban fabric and 
context by 
strengthening the 
established pattern, 
focused on a new 
street square. 
Top and lower right 

Harrow Campus, 
University of 
Westminster 
Masterplan - new 
build space and 
refurbishment of 
existing buildings. 
The layout forms 
courtyards and a new 
covered street links 
the buildings. 
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These skills are applied to individual sites 
and buildings; comprehensive 
development plans for large estates; town 
centres, urban areas and cities. 

Chesterton Sidings 

RMJM were first appointed to prepare a 
masterplan for 22 hectares of disused 
sidings owned by Railtrack. We were then 
commissioned to design the masterplan for 
the whole of the Chesterton Sidings site, a 
total of 85 ha, .which includes the 
sewerage works for Cambridge. The 
proposed mixed-use development includes 
a large retail element (approx. 30,000 sq. m 
net), a leisure component (approx. 20,000 
sq. m net), housing (750 units), research 
and development facilities, 500 space park 
and ride, hotels and various municipal 
uses. RMJM were involved in designing the 
internal road layout, distribution of land 
uses and open space. The planning 
application was accompanied by an 
environmental statement, managed by 
RMJM, with an emphasis on traffic impact 
and retail impact. 

Richmond Interchange 

Richmond is distinguished in its settlement 
pattern by the intensity of its commercial 
buildings, along what are essentially 
medieval street patterns, contrasting with 
the open spaces of the Common, Old Deer 
Park and the River Thames. Our proposals 
will respect this urban fabric and context 
by following and strengthening the 
established pattern. Buildings will be 
organised around a new street square, 
containing buildings similar in scale to 
those of existing streets, and will help to 
knit back together the urban fabric. The 
new mixed use development will provide 
office and retail space, a multi-screen 
cinema, cafes and restaurants, and a new 
transport interchange. 

University of Westminster 

Masterplan and implementation of phase 1 
of the 10 hectare Harrow site, comprising 
14,700 sq. m of new build space, 
refurbishment of a further 16,800 sq. m of 
existing buildings and a new residential 
development in phase 2. The layout of the 
buildings form courtyards and a new 
covered street links the buildings together 
and acts as a 'social' core to the campus 
with shops, social and catering facilities. # 

RMJM 
83 Paul Street 
London EC2A4NQ 
Tel: 0171 251 5588 
Fax: 0171 250 3131 
Contact: Bill Grimwade MA (Cantab) 
MS MICE CEng 
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Directory of 

practices and 

urban design 

courses 

subscribing to 

this index 

This directory 

provides a service 

to clients when 

they are looking 

for professional 

advice on projects 

involving urban 

design issues and 

to students and 

professionals 

considering taking 

an urban design 

course. 

W S Atkins Planning Consultants 
Woodcote Grove, Ashley Road 
Epsom, Surrey KT18 5BW 
Tel: 01372 726140 
Fax: 01372 743006 
Contact: Joanna Chambers BA BTP 
MRTPI 

Multi-disciplinary practice of urban 
planners, landscape designers, 
transport planners, urban designers, 
architects and environmental planners, 
specialising in Master Plans, 
Development Frameworks and 
Concepts, Development Briefs, 
Environmental Assessment, Environ-
mental Improvements, Town Centre 
renewal, Traffic Management and 
Contaminated land. 

Alan Baxter & Associates 
Consulting Engineers 
14-16 Cowcross Street 
London EC1M6DR 
Tel: 0171 2501555 
Fax: 0171 2503022 
Contact: Alan Baxter FIStructE MICE 
MConsE 

An engineering and urban design 
practice with wide experience of new 
and existing buildings and complex 
urban issues. Particularly concerned with 
the thoughtful integration of buildings, 
infrastructure and movement, and the 
creation of places which are capable of 
simple and flexible renewal. 

Bell Fischer 
Landscape Architects 
160 Chiltern Drive 
Surbiton 
Surrey KT5 8LS 
Tel: 0181 390 6477 
Fax: 0181 399 7903 
Contact: Gordon Bell DipLA ALI 

Landscape architecture, urban design, 
landscape planning. Environmental and 
visual impact assessment. Concept 
design, detail design and project 
management. Uk and overseas. 

Colin Buchanan & Partners 
59 Queens Gardens 
London W2 3AF 
Tel: 0171 258 3799 
Fax: 0171 258 0299 
Contact: Neil Parkyn MA DipArch DipTP 
(Dist)RIBA MRTPI 

Town planning, urban design, transport 
and traffic management and market 
research from offices in London, 
Edinburgh, Bristol and Manchester. 
Specialism in Town Centre projects, 
including public realm design. 

Building Design Partnership 
PO Box 4WD 
16Gresse Street 
London W1A 4WD 
Tel: 0171 6314733 
Fax: 0171 631 0393 
Contact: Richard Saxon BArch 
(Hons)(L'pool) MCD MBIM RIBA 

Transport design. Landscape design. 
Commercial development planning. 
Sports and Leisure planning. Industrial 
site planning. Educational campus 
planning. 

Burrell Foley Fischer 
15 Monmouth Street, Covent Garden 
London WC2H9DA 
Tel: 0171 8365097 
Fax: 0171 379 6619 
Contact: John Burrell MA AADip RIBA 
FRSA 
Specialisms: Urban regeneration and 
Arts and Cultural buildings - Museums, 
Galleries, Theatres, Cinemas. 
Redevelopment of Redundant Estate 
Land, Urban housing. New settlements. 
New design in Historic Contexts. 
Waterfront buildings and strategies. 
Innovative Urban Design and Planning 
approaches. 

Philip Cave Associates 
5 Dryden Street 
Covent Garden 
London WC2E9NW 
Tel: 0171 8298340 
Fax: 0171 240 5800 
Contact: Philip Cave BSc Hons MA (LD) 
ALI 

Design led practice seeking innovative 
yet practical solutions. Large scale site 
planning through to small scale detailed 
design - from studies to constructed 
projects. Specialist experience in 
landscape architecture. 

Civic Design Partnership 
22 Sussex Street 
London SW1V 4RW 
Tel: 0171 233 7419 
Fax: 0171 931 8431 
Contact: Peter J. Heath Architect and 
Town Planner 

Whether it's our strategy for the external 
areas of BAA pic's airports, presented to 
Sir John Egan, a Conservation 
Enhancement plan for Covent Garden, 
an application for Millennium funding for 
traffic management, Orpington Town 
Centre proposals or a landscaped 
square for Hove - our integrated service 
of architecture, planning, landscape, 
product and urban design gives our 
clients not only what they want, but also 
what they never dreamt they could have. 

Edward Cullinan Architects 
1 Baldwin Terrace 
London N1 7RU 
Tel: 0171 704 1975 
Fax: 0171 354 2739 
Contact: karen Hughes 

Designing buildings and groups of 
buildings within urban or rural contexts. 
The relationship to existing buildings 
and the making of spaces between 
buildings is of particular importance to 
us, in the struggle to re-establish the 
civic place. 

ECD Architects and 
Energy Consultants 
11-15 Emerald Street 
London WC1N3QL 
Tel: 0171 405 3121 
Fax: 0171 405 1670 
Contact: David Turrent BArch RIBA 

ECD Architects specialise in the design 
of energy efficient buildings and advise 
on the environmental aspects of new 
developments using the Breeam 
assessment method. 

EDAW Planning 
80-82 Grays Inn Road 
Holborn, London WC1X8NH 
Tel: 0171 404 6350 
Fax: 0171 404 6337 
Contact: David Keene BA Dip TP MRTPI 
Jason Prior BA Dip A ALI 
Also at Glasgow & Colmar, France 

Part of the international EDAW Group 
providing urban design, land use 
planning, environmental planning and 
landscape architecture services 
throughout the UK and Europe. 
Particular expertise in market driven 
development frameworks, urban 
regeneration, masterplanning and 
implementation. 

Roger Evans Associates 
59-63 High Street 
Kidlington Oxford OX5 2DN 
Tel: 01865 377 030 
Fax: 01865 377 050 
Contact: Roger Evans MA DipArch 
DipUD RIBA MRTPI 

A specialist urban design practice 
providing services throughout the UK. 
Expertise in urban regeneration, 
development frameworks, master 
planning, town centre improvement 
schemes and visual impact 
assessment. 

Terry Farrell and Partners 
17 Hatton Street 
London NW8 8PL 
Tel: 0171 258 3433 
Fax: 0171 723 7059 
Contact: Susan Dawson DipArch RIBA 

Architectural, urban design and planning 
services. New buildings, refurbishment, 
restoration and interiors,masterplanning 
and town planning schemes. Retail, 
Conference Centres, Exhibition Halls, 
Offices, Railway infrastructure and 
Railway Development, Art Galleries, 
Museums. Cultural and Tourist 
buildings, Television Studios, Theatres, 
Housing, Industrial Buildings. 

FaulknerBrowns 
Dobson House 
Northumbrian Way 
Newcastle upon Tyne NE12 0QW 
Tel: 0191 2683007 
Fax: 0191 268 5227 
Contact: Neil F Taylor BA (Hons) 
DipArch (Dist) RIBA MBIM 

Urban Design, Environmental and 
Economic Regeneration, 
Masterplanning, Development and 
Implementation Strategies. 

Gillespies 
Environment by Design 
GLASGOW 
Tel: 0141 332 6742 
Fax: 0141 332 3538 
MANCHESTER 
Tel: 0161 928 7715 
Fax: 0161 927 7680 
OXFORD 
Tel: 01865 326789 
Fax: 01865 327070 

The Practice philosophy provides 
clients with creative and sustainable 
solutions and a commitment to 
excellence from inception to 
completion in Planning, Urban 
Design, Landscape Architecture, 
Architecture, Graphic Design and 
Ecology. 

Greater London Consultants 
127 Beulah Road 
Thornton Heath 
Surrey CR7 8JJ 
Tel: 0181 7681417 
Fax: 0181 771 9384 
Contact: DrJohn Parker DipArch ARIBA 
DipTP FRTPI FRSA 

Services focus on architectural and 
urban design aspects of planning and 
environment including: photo-montage 
studies especially high building 
proposals, site investigation, traffic, 
applications, appeals, marinas, ElA's, 
feasibility, development schemes, 
conservation and security schemes. 

Greig + Stephenson 
4-5 Long Yard 
off Lamb's Conduit Street 
London WC1N 3LU 
Tel: 0171 405 6789 
Fax: 0171 405 3999 
Contact: Ken Greig or Nigel 
Stephenson 

Architects, designers and planners 
specialising in retail-led urban infill 
and town centre repositioning. Wide-
ranging international experience. 



Halcrow Fox 
44 Brook Green 
Hammersmith 
London W6 7BY 
Tel: 0171 603 1618 
Fax: 0171 603 5783 
Contact: Asad A Shaheed BA Arch 
MArch 

Area and site planning, town centre 
renewal, waterfront regeneration, 
traffic calming studies, conceptual 
design, visual impact assessment. 

Hunt Thompson Associates 
79 Parkway 
London NW1 7PP 
Tel: 0171 485 8555 
Fax: 0171 4851232 
Contact: Benjamin Derbyshire DipArch 
(Cantab) RIBA FRSA 

Development, Architecture and Urban 
Design. Optimising development 
potential by integrating social, physical 
and economic issues. Making buildable, 
cost effective, user responsive 
environments. 

Paul Hyett Architects 
Architecture Urban Design 
Planning 
36-37 Featherstone Street 
London EC1Y8QX 
Tel: 0171 251 0783 
Fax: 0171 251 1691 
Contact: Paul Hyett AA Dipl RIBA MPhil 

We provide a comprehensive range of 
services: Architecture. Urban design and 
development. Town Planning. Project 
management. Master Planning. 
Development Briefs. Historic building 
restoration, conversion and/or 
development. Waterfront 
development. Environmental and 
visual impact assessment. 

Landscape Design Associates 
17 Minster Precincts 
Peterborough PE1 1XX 
Tel: 01733 310471 
Fax: 01733 53661 
Contact: John Dejardin DipLA ALI 
Chris Royffe MA DipLA ALI 

Urban and landscape design, 
landscape and development 
planning, masterplans, environmental 
strategies, urban regeneration, town 
and village studies and environmental 
improvements. Feasibility to 
implementation. 

Landscape Town & Country Ltd 
Turpyns Court 
Woughton on the Green 
Milton Keynes 
MK63BW 
Tel: 01908 663344 
Fax: 01908 678635 
Contact: Neil Higson 

Landscape Planning; Landscape 
Architecture; Urban Design; 
Environmental Consultants. 

Derek Latham & Company 
St. Michael's, Queen St 
Derby DE1 3SU 
Tel: 01332 365777 
Fax: 01332 290314 
Contact: Derek Latham Dip Arch RIBA 
DipTP MRTPI 

Specialists in the 'Creative Reuse of 
Land and Buildings', the Company 
brings its planning, landscape and 
architectural expertise to highlight 
both urban and rural opportunities in 
sensitive areas of change. Town and 
City Centres, National Parks, 
Conservation Areas, Listed Buildings, 
combining the new with the old. 
Master planning, development 
proposals, E.I.A.s. 

LEITHGOE Landscape Architects 
and Environmental Planners 
6 Southernhay West 
Exeter EX1 1JG 
Tel: 01392 210428 
Fax: 01392 413290 
(also London tel: 0171 229 6469) 
Contact: Andrew Leithgoe DipLA FLI 

Landscape Assessment, Planning, 
Design and Maintenance. Hard and soft 
Landscape solutions. Experienced in 
working with Architects and Engineers. 
Clients include PSA/DoE, Local 
Authorities, Property Institutions, 
Universities, Private clients. 

Gordon Lewis Associates Limited 
Westgate Court, Westgate St 
Cardiff CF1 1DD 
Tel: 01222 231401 
Fax: 01222 399287 
Contact: Gordon Lewis BSc, BArch, 
RIBA, FFB 

Architecture, planning and urban design. 
Public and private sector. Development 
strategies, business plans and public 
realm studies. Business park, 
residential and health estate planning. 

Nathaniel Lichfield & Partners 
Ltd 
14 Regent's Wharf, All Saints St 
London N1 9RL 
Tel: 0171 837 4477 
Fax: 0171 837 2277 
(also in Newcastle upon Tyne) 
Contact: Nicholas Thompson BA BPI 
MA (UrbDes) MRTPI and lain Rhind BA 
MPhil DipUD(Dist) MRTPI 

Independent planning, urban design and 
economics consultancy, combining 
analysis with creativity. Masterplans: all 
sites, all uses. Residential schemes. 
Urban regeneration. Town centres. 
Visual appraisal. Conservation. 

Livingston Eyre Associates 
7-13 Cottons Gardens 
London E2 8DN 
Tel: 0171 7391445 
Fax: 0171 729 2986 
Contact: Katherine Melville RIBA ALI 

The design of the space between 
buildings in urban or rural contexts; 
master planning and feasibility studies; 
rehabilitation and regeneration of the 
urban landscape; building the places 
we design. 

Llewelyn-Davies 
Brook House 
2 Torrington Place 
London WC1E 7HN 
Tel: 0171 637 0181 
Fax: 0171 637 8740 
Contact: Jon Rowland AADipl MA 
RIBA and David Walton BA MRTPI 
FIHT 

Architecture, planning, urban design, 
development and masterplanning; 
urban regeneration, town centre and 
conservation studies; urban design 
briefs, landscape and public realm 
strategies. 

David Lock Associates Ltd 
50 North Thirteenth Street 
Central Milton Keynes 
Milton Keynes MK9 3BP 
Tel: 01908 666276 
Fax: 01908 605747 
Contact: Will Cousins DipArch 
DipUD RIBA 

Strategic planning studies, public 
inquiries, urban regeneration projects, 
master plans, area development 
framework plans, environment 
statements. 

Lyons + Sleeman + Hoare 
Nero Brewery 
Cricket Green 
Hartley Wintney 
Hampshire RG27 8QA 
Tel: 01252844144 
Fax: 01252 844800 
Contact: Andrew Aldridge BA Dip Arch 
RIBA or Colin Darby BSc DipTP 
Dip Urban Design MRTPI 

Architecture, planning, master planing, 
urban design - commercial practice 
covering broad spectrum of work -
particularly design of buildings and 
spaces in urban and historic contexts. 

MacCormac Jamieson Prichard 
9 Heneage Street 
Spitalfields 
London E1 5LJ 
Tel: 0171 377 9262 
Fax: 0171 247 7854 
Contact: David Prichard BSc DipArch 
(Lond)RIBA 

Master-planning, development briefs, 
urban regeneration studies, land use 
studies, rural settlements. Planning in 
historic and sensitive sites. 

Andrew Martin Associates 
Croxton's Mill, Little Waltham 
Chelmsford, Essex CM3 3PJ 
Tel: 01245 361611 
Fax: 01245 362423 
Contact: Andrew Martin MAUD DipTP 
(Distinction) FRICS FRTPI 

Strategic, local and master planning, 
project co-ordination and facilitation, 
development briefs and detailed 
studies, historic buildings and 
conservation. Comprehensive and 
integrated planning of new and 
expanded communities, including 
housing, employment, shopping, 
recreation and leisure, transport and 
environmental considerations. 

Peter McGowan Associates 
The Schoolhouse 
4 Lochend Road 
Edinburgh EH6 8BR 
Tel: 0131 555 4949 
Fax: 0131 555 4999 
Contact: Peter McGowan DipLA MA 
(UD) ALI 

Landscape architecture and urban 
design: planning and design. 
Highways, pedestrianisation and 
traffic calming. New town 
development. Urban parks and 
spaces. Sea fronts. Urban Renewal. 
Landscapes for housing and industry. 

NFA 
Falcon House 
202 Old Brompton Road 
London SW5 0BU 
Tel: 0171 259 2223 Fax: 0171 259 2242 
(also at Bangkok, Beijing, Hong Kong, 
Kuala Lumpur, LA, Melbourne, Paris, 
Singapore, Vietnam) 
Contact: Peter Verity MArch MCP 
(Penn) RIBA 

Architectural, Urban Design, Planning, 
Landscaping services internationally. 
Development Planning, Urban 
Regeneration, New Communities, 
Waterfront Regeneration, Tourism 
Planning and Design. 

Terence O'Rourke pic 
Everdene House 
Wessex Fields, Deansleigh Road 
Bournemouth BH7 7DU 
Tel: 01202421142 
Fax: 01202430055 
Contact: Terence O'Rourke DipArch 
(Oxford) DipTP RIBA MRTPI 

Planning and Design Consultancy 
specialising in land use planning, 
landscape architecture, ecology, 
environmental assessment and urban 
design. Development Briefs, Master 
Plans, Urban Regeneration, Town 
Studies, Conservation and Public Realm 
Strategies. 

PRP Architects 
82 Bridge Road, Hampton Court 
East Molesey, Surrey KT8 9HF 
Tel: 0181 941 0606 
Fax: 0181 7831671 
Contact: Peter Phippen 
OBE DipArch (RWA) RIBA 

Social and private housing 
development, special needs housing, 
including housing for elderly people, 
mentally handicapped and single 
people, healthcare, urban 
redevelopment. 

Anthony Reddy & Associates 
The Malt House (North) 
Grand Canal Quay 
Dublin 2, Ireland 
Tel: 010 353 1 6704800 
Fax: 00 353 1 6604801 
Contact: Anthony Reddy, BArch, 
FRIAI, RIBA, DipPM, MAPM 
Paul Duignan, B.Arch, FRIAI 

Architecture, planning, urban design, 
project management. Project types: 
Masterplanning, Development 
Frameworks, Urban Regeneration 
Projects, Town Centre Renewal, 
Residential, Business Parks. 
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RMJM 
83 Paul Street 
London EC2A 4NQ 
Tel: 0171 251 5588 
Fax: 0171 250 3131 
Contact: Bill Grimwade MA (Cantab) 
MS MICE CEng 

International multi-disciplinary 
practice. Master planning, landscape 
architecture, planning, urban design, 
infrastructure engineering and 
architecture. Project types: business 
park master planning, urban 
regeneration schemes, university 
campus design, environmental audits 
and design guidelines. Optimising 
development potential by integrating 
social, physical and economic issues. 

Taylor Young Urban Design 
The Studio 
51 Brookfield 
Cheadle, Cheshire SK8 1ES 
Tel: 0161 491 4530 
Fax: 0161 491 0972 
Contact: Stephen Gleave MA DipTP 
(Dist)DipUDMRTPI 

Symonds Travers Morgan 
Environment 
24-30 Holborn 
London EC1N 2LX 
Tel: 0171 421 2000 
Fax: 0171 421 2222 
Also at Reading: 01734 573330 
Contact: Marie Burns BA (hons) 
MAUD Dipl. LA ALI 

Multidisciplinary Practice of urban 
designers, landscape architects, 
planners, ecologists, noise and air 
pollution expertise - undertaking 
environmental and visual impact 
assessments, traffic calming studies; 
town centre and waterfront 
regeneration schemes, contamination 
remediation, new build housing and 
estate refurbishment. 

John Thompson and Partners 
77 Cowcross Street 
London EC1M6BP 
Tel: 0171 251 5135 
Fax: 0171 251 5136 
Contact: John Thompson MA DipArch 
RIBA 

Urban Initiatives 
35 Heddon Street 
London W1R 7LL 
Tel: 0171 287 3644 
Fax: 0171 287 9489 
Contact: Kelvin Campbell BArch RIBA 
MRTPI MCIT FRSA 

Urban design, transport planning, 
infrastructure and development planning 
to include master planning, town centre 
studies, conservation, environmental 
improvements, traffic calming and 
design guidelines. 

Weston Williamson 
Architects and Urban Designers 
70 Cowcross Street 
London EC1M 6BP 
Tel: 0171 608 0894 
Fax: 0171 608 0896 
Contact: Chris Williamson RIBA 
MAPM MRTPI FRSA 

Weston Williamson consider all 
aspects of the urban environment 
integrating the smallest detail with the 
overall concept. 

Edinburgh College of Art/Heriot 
Watt University 
School of Architecture 
Lauriston Place 
Edinburgh EH3 9DF 
Tel: 0131 221 6071/6072 
Fax: 0131 221 6606/6157 
Contact: Robert Smart 
Diploma in Urban Design: 1 year full 
time or 3 years part time. MSc in 
Urban Design: 1 year full time or 3 
years part time plus 1 year part time. 
Recognised by the RIBA for the RIBA 
Urban Design Diploma. 

University of Greenwich 
School of Architecture and 
Landscape 
Oakfield Lane 
Dartford DA1 2SZ 
Tel: 0181 316 9100 
Fax: 0181 316 9105 
Contact: Philip Stringer 
MA in Urban Design for postgraduate 
architecture and landscape students, 
full time and part time with credit 
accumulation transfer system. 

Urban Design, Planning and 
Development. Public and Private 
Sectors. Town studies, housing, 
commercial, distribution, health and 
transportation are current 'live' projects. 
Specialist in Urban Design Training. 

Rothermel Thomas 
14-16 Cowcross Street 
London EC1M6DR 
Tel: 0171 490 4255 
Fax: 0171 4901251 
Contact: James Thomas BA (Arch) 
DipTP FRIBA FRTPI FRSA FIMgt 

Urban design, conservation, historic 
buildings, planning, architecture. Expert 
witness at planning inquiries. 

Shepheard Epstein and Hunter 
Architecture Planning and 
Landscape 
14-22 Ganton Street 
London W1V1 LB 
Tel: 0171 734 0111 
Fax: 0171 434 2690 
Contact: Steven Pidwill Dip Arch RIBA 
Eugene Dreyer MA (City and Regional 
Planning) 

Architecture, master-planning, 
landscape, urban design, computer 
modelling, environmental statements, 
planning-for-real, public consultation, 
development consultancy. 

Skidmore, Owings & Merrill Inc. 
46 Berkeley Street, London W1X 6NT 
Tel: 0171 930 9711 
Fax: 0171 930 9108 
(also Chicago, New York, Washington, 
San Francisco, LA, Hong Kong) 
Contact: Roger Kallman 

International multi-disciplinary 
practice. Master Planning, 
Landscape Architecture, Civil 
Engineering and Urban Design. 
Project types: urban regeneration 
schemes, business park master 
plans, university campus design, 
transportation planning. Associated 
services: environmental impact 
assessments, design guidelines, 
infrastructure strategies. 

Multidisciplinary practice, working 
throughout the UK and Europe, 
specialising in architecture, urban 
design and masterplanning, urban 
regeneration, new settlements and 
community consultation; addressing the 
problems of physical, social and 
economic regeneration through 
collaborative interdisciplinary community 
based planning. 

Tibbalds Monro Ltd 
31 Earl Street 
London EC2A 2HR 
Tel: 0171 377 6688 
Fax: 0171 247 9377 
Contact: Andrew Karski BA (Hons) MSc 
(Econ) FRTPI 

Multi-disciplinary practice of architects, 
planners, urban designers, landscape 
designers, tourism specialists and 
interior architects. The firm provides 
consultancy services to institutional, 
public sector and corporate clients. 

Urban Design Futures 
34 Henderson Row 
Edinburgh EH3 5DN, Scotland 
Tel/Fax: 0131 557 8820 
Contact: Selby Richardson DipArch, 
DipTP, MSc, ARIAS 

Land use planning, development 
feasibility and site layout studies, 
urban design strategies and 
appraisal, town centre and village 
studies, environmental improvements, 
traffic calming, design guidelines. 

The Urban and Economic 
Development Group (URBED) 
41 Old Birley Street 
Manchester M15 5 RF 
Tel: 0161 226 5078 
Fax: 0161 226 7307 
Contact: David Rudlin BA MTP 

Urban regeneration / town centres / 
housing including health checks, 
environmental audits, urban design, 
master planning, analysis and 
strategy development. 

Educat ion Index 

University of Central England, 
Birmingham 
School of Architecture 
Tel: 0121 331 5130 
Fax: 0121 356 9915 
Contact: Joe Holyoak, Course 
Director 
MA in European Urban Design. 12 
months full time, students study one 
term each in Birmingham, Strasbourg 
and Florence, with fourth term in one 
centre by choice. 

University of the West of 
England, Bristol 
Faculty of the Built Environment 
Frenchay Campus 
Coldharbour Lane, Bristol BS16 1QY 
Tel: 0117 965 6261 
Fax: 0117 976 3895 
Contact: Richard Guise 
MA/Postgraduate Diploma course in 
Urban Design. Part time 2 days per 
fortnight for 2 years, or individual 
programme of study. Project based 
course addressing urban design 
issues, abilities and environments. 

University College Dublin 
School of Architecture and 
Department of Regional and 
Urban Planning 
Richview, Clonskeagh 
Dublin 14, Ireland 
Tel: 00 353 1 7062757 
Fax: 00 353 1 2837778 
Contact: Philip Geoghegan, Course 
Director 
MSc in Urban Design is an 
Interdepartmental Postgraduate 
Programme in Irish and European 
Design offering study within the 
framework of developing urban 
design policy at European level. 
1 year full-time or 2 years part-time. 

Leeds Metropolitan University 
School of Art, Architecture and 
Design 
Brunswick Terrace 
Leeds LS2 8BU 
Tel: 0113 283 2600 
Fax: 0113 283 3190 
Contact: Edwin Knighton 
Master of Arts in Urban Design 
consists of 1 year full time or 2 years 
part time or individual programme of 
study. Shorter programmes lead to 
Post Graduate Diploma/Certificate. 
Project based course focusing on the 
creation of sustainable environments 
through interdisciplinary design. 

University of Manchester 
School of Planning & Landscape 
Manchester M13 9PL 
Tel: 0161 275 6914 
Fax: 0161 275 6935 
Contact: Dr Patrick Malone 
MA in Urban Design and 
Regeneration. MA in Urban Design 
Studies. B.Phil, in Urban Design 
(International linked courses PhD/MA 
routes). 

Liverpool John Moores University 
School of the Built Environment 
98 Mount Pleasant 
Liverpool L3 5UZ 
Tel: 0151 231 3709 
Fax: 0151 709 4957 
Contact: Professor Chris Couch 
MSc/Diploma in Urban Renewal 
(Urban Regeneration & Urban 
Design) 1 year full-time or 2 years 
part-time. 

University of Westminster 
School of Urban Development 
and Planning 
35 Marylebone Rd 
London NW1 5LS 
Tel: 0171 911 5000 
Fax: 0171 911 5171 
Contact: Urban Design Unit on extns 
3343 or 3108 
MA or Diploma Course in Urban 
Design for postgraduate architects, 
town planners, landscape architects 
and related disciplines. 1 year full 
time or 2 years part time. 



University of Newcastle upon 
Tyne 
Department of Town & Country 
Planning 
Claremont Tower 
University of Newcastle 
Newcastle upon Tyne NE1 7RU 
Tel: 0191 222 7802 
Fax: 0191 222 8811 
Contact: Dr Ali Madani-Pour or Bill 
Tavernor (Architecture) 
MA/Diploma in Urban Design. Joint 
programme by Dept of Town and 
Country Planning and Dept. of 
Architecture, full time or part time, 
integrating knowledge and skills from 
town planning, architecture, 
landscape. 

University of Nottingham 
Department of Urban Planning 
University Park 
Nottingham NG7 2RD 
Tel: 0115 951 3886 
Fax: 0115 951 4879 
Contact: Matthew Carmona 
MA or Diploma in Urban Design, MA 
or Diploma in Urban Regeneration. 
Both MAs are 180 Credits, one year 
full time or two year part time courses. 
Diplomas are 120 Credits, nine 
months full time or eighteen month 
part time courses. 

Oxford Brookes University 
(formerly Oxford Polytechnic) 
Joint Centre for Urban Design 
Headington 
Oxford OX3 0BP 
Tel: 01865 483403 
Fax: 01865 483298 
Contact: Dr Georgia Butina or Ian 
Bentley 
Diploma in Urban Design 6 months 
full time or 18 months part time. MA in 
Urban Design 1 year full time or 3 
years part time. MPhil/PhD by 
research (full time and part time). 

University of Strathclyde 
Dept of Architecture and Building 
Science 
Urban Design Studies Unit 
131 Rottenrow 
Glasgow G4 0NG 
Tel: 0141 552 4400 ext 3011 
Fax: 0141 552 3997 
Contact: Dr Hildebrand W Frey, 
Urban Design Studies Unit offers its 
Postgraduate Course in Urban Design 
in CPD, Diploma and MSc modes. 
Topics range from the influence of the 
city's form and structure to the design 
of public spaces. 
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One of the saddest things about urban design, and urban designers, 
is that when they start to discuss and review anything like "good 
places" (as of course the Urban Design Group has, slowly and 
intermittently, been doing) the lists that are generated seem to be yet 
another Heritage Tour - all too familiar, too comfortable - and too old. 
It might be, defenders would argue, that the twentieth century has 
simply failed to produce urban spaces and places of any quality, and 
that to learn from and to love the past is a necessary step to building 
a better future, which will be rather like the past. There has been no 
equivalent for urban spaces to Buildings for the Age, the collection of 
wholly new building types of the twentieth century that the Royal 
Commission on Historical Monuments published a few years ago. 
Twentieth century buildings are now regularly listed and systematically 
reviewed; modern gardens are acknowledged and even plotted into 
the future in Paradise Transformed (Monacelli Press, 1996) but there 
is no gazetteer of Twentieth Century Spaces. 

Part of the problem is that any such compilation would need to take 
into account not only the by now familiar stuff of building and 
transportation technology, but more importantly the changes of 
attitude and perception that they bring; which we are so reluctant to 
admit. Few writers have offered clues to help. The late Reyner 
Banham in essays such as Flatscape with Containers celebrated, as 
long ago as 1967, the new docklands rather than the craggy 
warehouse cliffs of the nostalgia-ridden Functional Tradition. Deyan 
Sudjic's 100 Mile City (Andre Deutsch, 1992) identified the generic 
sites that this search might span and shed a lot of historicist and 
sentimental baggage en route (and showed us what Hudson Street 
really looks like). Marc Auge's Non-places (Verso, 1995) offers a 
perspective from continental anthropology (and Charles de Gaulle 
airport), but the best sources are on your video: Michael Sorkin's 
Building Sites hymn to LAX - "pointillism on acid" - and David Byrne's 
search for specialness in the Texas flatlands - True Stories - would 
make a good start. 

Even so, I suspect it will be a long while before the Good Places 
Guide opens with these three entries: 

g j G a t w i c k A i rpor t 
Q That so many means of getting somewhere else actually hang 
0 " together, wrap around, over and under each other and so, out of 
r constant movement, make an identifiable, coherent, and almost 

comfortable place (except for getting luggage onto the railway 
platforms) is a minor wonder on inter-corporate design. Passing under 
a 747 with its undercarriage still down, on a light-weight electric train 
at 70 mph, overtaking an articulated truck is enough of a rare spatio-
dynamic experience alone to make this a "good place". 

M 2 5 
If "specific identity" is a quality of "goodness" then how about an 
identity that shapes and draws a boundary to a whole metropolitan 
area? How about an identity that passes into folklore, myth, chat show 
jokes and standard advertising regions within weeks of the project's 
completion? How about a form that makes people redraw their mental 
maps of national journeys? If that's not "specific identity", what is? So 
the M25 is a good place. 

P e a c e h a v e n 
Here's Pevsner on Peacehaven: 
"What can one say? Peacehaven has been called a rash on the 
countryside. It is that and there is none worse in England. 
Peacehaven derives its name from the end of the First World War. 
Whose haven is it? Architecturally here may lie the source of the 
Australian and South African little man suburb Small plots (or 
stands), yet nothing semi-detached, let alone in terraces. Every man 
his own house, even if only a few feet from his neighbours" (The 
Buildings of England: Sussex Penguin, 1965, p578). 

o 
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So there you have it: celebrating, influential, identifiable, a common 
architectural language. A degree zero (longitude) of English suburbia. # 



The Future of Urban 
Design Education: 
Bridging the Gaps 
Conference to be held at Oxford Brookes 
University on Saturday 26 April 1997 

In a world where special isation of knowledge plays 
an ever-greater role, there is an increasing danger of 
important issues fall ing through the gaps between 
specialist areas. Because the urban public realm 
affects everyone's lives, it is at risk from the 
specialisation of the development process. Many 
people, working in different areas but concerned for 
the quality of the publ ic realm, have been trying to 
find ways of br idging the gaps and developing a 
more integrated approach to making better places. 
This conference has been set up to facilitate this 
sharing process. 

In addit ion to the introductory keynote presentations, 
and the concluding plenary session, the main 
content of the conference will be organised around 
track sessions which will address a particular aspect 
of the overall conference theme of 'Closing the 
Gaps'. The provisional topics of the track sessions 
concern gaps between professionals, users, 
designers, educat ion and practice, the professions 
and ecological matters. 

Programme 

0930 Introduction by Georgia Butina Watson 

0945 Keynote presentation by Professor John Dean 

1015 The Urban Design group address by Jon Rowland 

1115 Track sessions 1, 2 and 3 (in parallel) 

1400 Track sessions 4, 5 and 6 (in parallel) 

1600 Plenary session 

A post-conference dinner may be organised. 

The conference fee is £60. Full-time students can 
take advantage of a special rate of £30. This fee 
includes buffet lunch, tea and coffee and conference 
proceedings, in the form of a book of abstracts. 

The annual Urban Design group exhibit ion of student 
work will be on display in the studios of the Joint 
Centre for Urban Design during the conference. 

Organised by the Joint Centre for Urban Design, 
Oxford Brookes University and the Urban Design Group. 
For further details please contact: Pamela Simpson, Centre for Continuing 
Education, Oxford Brookes University, Gypsy Lane Campus, Headington, 
Oxford 0X3 OBP Telephone (01865) 484876 Fax (01865) 484884 
Email pasimpson@brookes.ac.uk 

mailto:pasimpson@brookes.ac.uk

