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News & Editorial 
UDG IN THE REGIONS 

This issue of the Quarterly has a greater than usual 
regional flavour, with major contributions from our 
menbers in Scotland and the East of England and 
details of activities in York and in the Eastern 
Branch. Also included, as a loose insert, is a 
regional listing of current members, to facilitate 
contact and local organisation. 

ROYAL TCWN PLANNING INSTITUTE COUNCIL 

Warm congratulations are offered to the following UDG 
members recently elected to the RTPI Council : Walter 
Bor, Terry O'Rourke, David Pike and Anne Goring. 
Other menbers already en Council include John 
Collins, John Anderson and Francis Tibbalds. 

RIBA 
The Group would now like to concentrate on getting 
similarly strong representation on the RIBA Council, 
particularly in the light of the likely election of 
Michael Manser as its next President. Menbers are 
urged to consider standing at the next Election and 
to cbtain nomination papers at an early date. 
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SUBSCRIPTIONS AND MEMBERSHIP 

The Group is stronger than it has ever been, but 
still needs nore members. Would all existing members 
please endeavour during 1983 to enrol one or more new 

members from amongst their friends and colleagues? 
The Treasurer also invites existing merrbers to keep 
their subscriptions up to date, preferably by using a 
Bankers Standing Order. 

Loose inserts : Regional Membership Listing 

: UDG Events - Spring 1983 

: Eastern Region Events - Spring 1983 

YORK FORUM : Crisis in Urban Design and Education! 
Practitioners and educationalists are currently very 
worried: 

... Urban design courses are struggling for 
survival. 

. . . UK courses seen only to benefit Third World 
students. 

. . . The supply of trained urban designers is not 
matching the demand. 

... and so on. 

A weekend Forum is being arranged for Saturday and 
Sunday April 16 and 17, 1983 at the University of 
York to explore these and other issues which are 
central to the current theory and practice of urban 
design. 
The objective is to provide a location outside london 
to which regional merrbers might be attracted and to 
give an opportunity for more extended discussion of 
Urban Design topics. 

It is intended to begin the seminar/forum at 2.30 pm 
on the Saturday afternoon and continue until about 6 
pm. Dinner and overnight acccnrcdation will be 
available for about £16. On the Sunday morning the 
second seminar will begin at about 10 am and continue 
until lunchtime. 

The subjects of the seminars are expected to be 
'Educational Issues of Urban Design', 'Current 
Aspects of Urban Design Practice' and 'Job 
Opportunities', and each will be introduced by a 
variety of speakers fran different backgrounds. 

A small, sum will be payable by participants to cover 
the hiring of a meeting space and incidental costs. 
It is also hoped to arrange visits around York on 
Sunday afternoon for those who are able to stay for a 
period after the seminar is over. 

The Forum will be considerably rrore successful if it 
is well supported and it is hoped that menbers will 
support this event. 

Contact can be made with John Billingham at Oxford on 
0865 249811 x486 or at his heme nunber Abingdon 
(0235) 26094. 
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DEFENSIBLE SPACE ON THE MAP 
Alice Coleman MA FRGS FKC 

In 1979 the Joseph Rowntree Memorial Trust funded a 
research project at King's College, London, to test 
and extend Oscar Newman's concept of defensible space 
(1972). The new extensions have taken four forms: 

a) The housing-design data have been collected on 
large-scale maps which make it possible to 
identify concentrations of poor design and also 
relate housing to neighbouring kinds of land use. 
The maps cover the London Boroughs of Southwark 
and Tower Hamlets, and include 3851 blocks of 
flats. 

b) A number of suspected design variables, such as 
overhead walkways, have been mapped in addition 
to those indicated by Newman. 

c) Newman related design to crime levels. The 
present research has explored whether it can be 
related to less serious measures of social 
breakdown that might act as early warnings. It 
was desirable to choose forms of user-behaviour 
which left visible traces that could be observed 
directly, and so the measures selected for study 
were rubbish, graffiti, vandal damage and 
excrement. These were found in 87, 77, 40 and 7 
percent of the blocks, respectively. 

d) Certain new metliods of analysis have been 
introduced. One of these involves establishing 
design-disadvantagement thresholds, which will be 
described below. 

The first approach to analysis was to cross-tabulate 
the values of each design variable against the 
classes of each user-behaviour measure for each 
Borough. This produced 136 frequency tables, 

exemplified below by Table 1. 

Table 1 
RUBBISH RELATED TO WALKWAYS IN SOUTHWARK 

No of Walkways Type of Rubbish 
per Block 

None Clean and Dirty and Total 
Casual Decayed 

0 443* 1110* 203* 1756 

1 8' 130' 25' 163 
2 10' 109' 36' 155 
3 6' 36' 8' 50 
4 -' 10* 7' 17 
5 -' 3 2' 5 
6 -' 2* 11' 13 
9 — — 1 1 

Total 467 1440 293 2160 

Each cell in Table 1 states the number of blocks with 
the given rubbish and walkways characteristics. For 
each of these observed frequencies it is possible to 
calculate a corresponding expected frequency, ie the 
number of blocks that would have those 
characterisitics purely by chance. If the observed 
values are better than the expected (ie if there is 
more than the expected number of rubbish-free blocks 
or fewer than expected that are rubbish-strewn) the 
cell is marked with an asterisk (*), while worse— 
than-expected values are marked with an apostrophe 
( '). Observed values that fall within one block of 
the expected are left unmarked. 

Table 1 shows that zero is the only value of the 
walkway variable that is consistently better-than-
expected . As soon as even a single walkway is 
introduced, worse-than-expected rubbish frequencies 
appear. We therefore draw a line after the zero row 
and call it the threshold of disadvantagement. Zero 
is therefore the maximum permissible nunber for any 
design that aims to avoid disadvantaged conditions, 
and it proves to hold good for graffiti, vandal 
damage and excrement in both Boroughs. We recommend, 
therefore, that walkways should be outlawed by urban 
designers and removed frcm estates where they already 
exist. 

Walkways were not discussed by Newman because they 
are rare in North America, but they illustrate his 
general principle that features which provide 
alternative escape routes for criminals are 
disadvantaging. He applied the principle to two 
design variables; the nunber of inter-accessible 
lifts and staircases (vertical routes) and the nunber 
of exits accessible frcm one dwelling (interconnected 
exits). For both of these we might expect a single 
feature to be less disadvantaging than multiple 
provision, and the frequency tables for Southwark and 
Tower Hamlets confirm this. All eight of the 
vertical-route tables show a disadvantagement 
threshold after one staircase only, and seven out of 
the eight interconnected-exits tables shew a 
threshold after only one exit. The fact that one 
staircase art! one exit prove to be the maximum 
permissible numbers implies that blocks must be quite 
small if they are to comply with fire regulations. 

A second method of analysis is the correlation of the 
design variables with the user-behaviour measures. 
Newman correlated design with crime, and the present 
correlations parallel his results. A slight 
discrepancy is the fact that he obtained his 
strongest coefficient for number of storeys and the 
second strongest for nunber of dwellings accessible 

from the same entrance, while in London these 
variables are respectively second and first. The 
reversal is a result of the presence of overhead 
walkways, which link together as many as 81 blocks 
and permit up to 2268 dwellings to be reached from 
any one entrance. Walkways are extremely unpopular 
with residents, and it has now been shown that their 
direct effect is exacerbated by their indirect effect 
in increasing the number of vertical routes, the 
nurrber of interconnected exits and the nurrber of 
dwellings accessible fran any one entrance. It is 
indubitably the walkways that give dwellings 
accessible a worse influence than nunber of storeys; 
when blocks without walkways are considered 
separately, the dwellings-accessible variable sinks 
back to second place, just as in the USA. 

There is very close agreement between Newman' s 
results for crime and the present result for user 
behaviour. The same design variables are implicated, 
and often precisely the same values of the variables, 
although in a few cases vandal damage and crime may 
not become worse-than-expected until a slightly 
higher threshold level than rubbish. These findings 
show that the influence of design is not a purely 
North American phenomenon, as some critics have 
claimed, but has a wider application. 

Altogether, 17 design variables were recorded in 
Tower Hamlets and 20 in Southwark. Most of them are 
significantly related to all or most of the user-
behaviour measures and it is possible to consolidate 
their various disadvantagement thresholds to produce 
a specific and coherent set of guidelines for the 
design of buildings and grounds of residential sites. 

(It is hoped that Alice Coleman will give a talk to 
the Group on the issues raised in this article in the 
1983/84 Session - Ed) 
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JOHN WHALLEY ON LANDSCAPE DESIGN 
A collage of personal and borrowed ideas were put 
forward by Jchn Whalley as ways to bring quality into 
urban design. That landscape architects should not 
be thought of as providing "lipstick on the face of 
the gorilla" was a message that emerged during the 
recent talk to the Urban Design Group. 

In any urban planning exercise, a strategy for the 
system of urban spaces needs to be defined. The 
contribution of green open spaces to urban design 
should not be underestimated. The Victorian passion 
for the park provided a dramatic improvement to urban 
living, and with the present demand for building land 
ever increasing, we shouldn't allow the erosion of 
these green spaces. The exairple of Boston in the US 
losing 5% of its parks each year was cited. 

The short term economic criteria that prevail in our 
society brings problems in the evaluation of parks, 
gardens and childrens play areas - they appear to 
have no value on the balance sheet. The talk, and 
later the discussion, highlighted the lack of data 
for putting a monetary value on landscape and this 
doesn't assist in providing arguments for its 
creation or conservation. It is hoped that the 
Garden Festival in Liverpool might provide nuch 
needed statistics in putting a value on landscape 
infrastructure. 

Jdhn Whalley's Manchester practice of Derek lovejoy 
and Partners won a ccxrpetition for an area of the 
Garden Festival on the banks of the Mersey. The 
theme was 'wild' water emitting frcm upland springs, 
falling over cascades into a lake, and eventually 
being 'tamed' by man into a canal and millpond. The 
Festival site is an exanple of how a river, 
previously the raison d'etre for the growth of a 
town, could now become the focus of a park. 

The flamboyant way the French are creating parks was 
brought out by the competition site for Cergy-
Pontoise urban park. This was an exanple of a park 
being created in advance of any housing, and the 
slides shewed that the fourth dimension of landscape 
- time - needs to express itself before a design 
begins to come to fruition. Even more dramatic was 
the 300 ha competition site for Pare de Courneuve. 
Here, a requirement of the design was that 13,000,000 
cu metres (if you can imagine it) of spoil had to be 
utilised in the ground form. The drama was enacted 
by towering hills, 1 km long lake and the likely 
influx of 20-30,000 people on a Sunday. An 
interesting twist is that even though Derek Lovejoy 
and Partners won the competition, the second prize 
winner is also amicably working on the scheme. 

There were sane success stories as well as failures 
to round off. The Rochdale Canal, once derelict, now 
restored to a visual and recreational amenity as well 
as a play feature. It is amazing what can be done 
with 9 inches of water depth. And the failures - a 
terrace of houses once demolished to extend Everton 
Park but the scheme never went ahead and dereliction 
ensues. 

The scene of what landscape architects can achieve 
was certainly set. The idea that landscape is a 
"dimension added to planning" opens up broader issues 
such as how landscape architecture fits into the 
spectrum of disciplines that urban design includes -
food for further discussion. 

PHILIP CAVE 

Drawings by Derek Lovejoy and Partners 
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Rapids, Rocky headland, Canyon and Aqueduct 
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URBAN DESIGN IN LONDON 
The Urban Design Group has occasionally been 
criticised for having a London bias, yet the evening 
meeting held in mid November 1932 was the first to be 
held in which the subject was London. The Group was 
particularly privileged to be host to "the first 
meeting" (in the words of Chairman Walter Bor) in 
which a comparative study was made of urban design 
practice in the capital over the past 25 years. 
Interest in the subject matter was evidenced by the 
very large audience. 

The meeting was very successfully structured as an 
illustrated dialogue between two eminent 
architect/planners - Walter Bor as former Deputy 
Planning Officer at the LCC in charge of planning 
with special responsibility for civic design in the 
early sixties and Dr John Parker, now heading the 

GLC's Central Area Development Team. The views 
expressed were entirely personal, but common ground 
was quickly established - the origins and development 
of multi-disciplinary professional teams, the close 
coincidence between the old LCC area and the new 
"Central Area" (comprising 10 London Boroughs) and 
the continuity of design ideas in many of the 
projects shown over the period spanned by the two 
speakers' involvement. Numerous urban design 
projects were presented - as a 'visual dialogue', 
using dual projection. 

The following selected extracts are taken from the 
taped transcript of the proceedings: 

JP : "'Area Planning Architect' is for urban 
designers a very interesting phrase - an 
architect working in planning. There was a lot 
of understandable resistance from the planners 
because they saw that they could not achieve 
that position but we also had all of the 
multitude of university backgrounds that the 
planning world attracts." 

JP : "In addition we have a very strong project 
management system - and this is very important 
when you've got different departments still 
pursuing their own programmes the Project 
Leader does not necessarily have to be qualified 
in the discipline that the Project is mainly 
concerned with - this is happening far more 
today under our present administration." 

JP : "What we' re going to show you is a whole series 
of schemes illustrating how the multi-
disciplinary team works in action." 

WB : "In the old LCC the train emphasis was, of 
course, on making good war damage and post-war 
reconstruction." 

WB : "There were essentially three issues 
firstly, areas of ' ccmprehensive redevelopment' 
(eg Stepney/Poplar, South Bank, Barbican/St 
Pauls) most of the people we were 
planning for who wanted to be reacommodated in 
Stepney/Poplar found themselves in Roehampton : 
this is one of the interesting examples where 
the consequences of the compartmentalisation of 
departments (planning and housing) hadn't been 
thought through and the best laid plans of 
planners were simply frustrated." 

WB : "These are some of the ideas (South Bank, 
Barbican, etc) which have come to fruition -
others have not, but the old LCC was a power 
house of ideas." 

WB : "The second area of concern was Central Area 
Redevelopment (Westminster, Piccadilly Circus, 
City of London, Notting Hill Gate) some 
of these developments are quite successful : 
others are, quite frankly, disasters 
Basically it was a 'reactive' planning and 
effort it was really a question of 
knocking development applications into shape -
trying to devise some kind of 'design brief', a 
concept not yet fully developed." 

WB : "Finally, and the most controversial and one 
which is least crowned with success is the whole 
question of high buildings. High buildings were 
not thought of by planners in the first 
instance : they just arrived. Sometimes, I wish 
we hadn't changed the London Building Acts to 
permit buildings higher than 11 storeys, (eg 
Hilton Hotel, DoE Marsham Street, Centre point, 
Stag Brewery Site). To be quite honest, high 
building policy in London has been a dismal 
failure. The tragedy is that there was no need 
for high buildings at all : it was a question of 
choice rather than necessity. Residential 
densities of up to 200 ppa can be handled 
without high buildings, as Lillington Street 
shows; plot ratios of up to 5:1 can be handled 
with deep office blocks." 

WB : "The City of London had two choices after the 
War. Either it could have retained the old 
medieval road structure and the old nineteenth 
century scale, whereby all the Wren churches and 
especially St Paul's would still have crcwned 
the skyline; or they could have done away with 
the remainder of the buildings - there was a lot 
of war damage - and transfigured it into a 
modern business centre. In the event, it was a 
good old British compromise, but I think a very 
unhappy one." 
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JP : "There has been a drift away of architects frcm 

my staff (25% cf 50%) and, despite the larger 
area and bigger workload, a halving of overall 
nunbers (from 40 down to 22). My title has 
changed frcm 'Planning Architect' to 
'Development Planner' - this shows an 
enlightened view, because much of vhat we do as 
urban desiners can certainly be handled by 
planners vho are sensitive to design." 

JP : "We are now locking at the possibility of a 
single Head, who can be either an engineer, 
architect or planner this is a question 
of accountability to menbers, who are at present 
given slightly conflicting briefings by the Area 
Engineer, the Area Development Planner and the 
Development Control Officer." 

JP : "The high buildings have slipped out of our 
grasp that is going to have some 
repercussions one day only one or two 
people at the GLC still know how to construct 
high building photomontages, where the Boroughs 
do not we will still do the montages if 
we are asked, but the Boroughs are 
understandably jealous of their new powers." 

JP : "The thing we take a lot of interest in is 
street-signing here we've still got the 
cable going from the two-way sign to the 
lighting column that's the sort of thing 
highway engineers do if you don't watch them. 
You can bring in something like the 1976 General 
Powers Act which enables signs to be attached to 
buildings but few urban designers know 
about it anil they can't be bothered to go 
through all the rigmarole of consulting 
adjoining owners." 

JP : "Since 1974 we must have planted at least 1000 
trees in Central London, along Metropolitan 
roads." 

JP : "It (the pedestrianised Adelaide Street) doesn't 
lock overdesigned, despite the usual lines of 
bollards." 

JP : "We were going to have a bandstand here 
(Leicester Square), but because it is still a 
highway we couldn't get through the 
regulations." 

JP : "To end on a note were Walter and I ccme 
together again, which brings perhaps everything 
into focus - the South Bank under 
Waterloo Bridge, one of the most beautiful 
modern structures in London, looking at St 
Paul' s and really it says everything about the 
work of the LCC and GLC, I think it's one of the 
major achievements - perhaps because it's our 
back garden." 

WB : "If there is a strategic issue in London it is 
high buildings and it seems to me this is 
the one issue that should have remained with the 
GLC. The location of high buildings is a highly 
complex matter - they pop up in places where you 
would never have expected to see them - and it 
is way beyond the boundaries of any one London 
Borough. 

JP : (In response to a question about the delay and 
uncertainty induced by planning) : "It's the old 
phrase of 'the best driving out the good' and 
I've heard our Development Control say that a 
lot." 

WB : "I think possibly sane of the planning schemes 
conceived in the past were over-anbitious and 
ran out of steam. We are also insufficiently 
concerned with the interim period - sometimes 
you never get to the end product. You need a 
second string, a fall-back development 
not ever leaving a site unused and unattended. 
London is full of such sites still and I think 
it's a disgrace." 

WB : "It (the meeting) brought out one interesting 
point and that is the time element. Some of the 
things vhich we saw actually took 25 years to 
mature so my advice to you, as urban 
designers, is that you ought to stay alive a 
long time!" 

UDG Chairman, Francis Tibbalds, spoke for many in 
proposing a very warm Vote of Thanks. The two 
speakers had given a cogent account of the timescale 
for urban design; the need for a continuity of 
approach; the stamina required to secure 
implementation; the need to come to grips with 
finance and legislation; and also, why things go 
wrong. It had been instructive to look at failures 
as well as successes. The themes developed were all 
close to the hearts and minds of practitioners of 
urban design and to the Urban Design Group Itself. 
The meeting had been one of the most interesting, 
enjoyable and stimulating of those held to date and 
the Group was privileged to have been the host. 

The skyline of Central London : a recent photograph 
taken by the GLC photographic unit. 
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LABELS, LOCALS & LANDSCAPE DESIGN 
I dread the question "... and what do you do for a 
living?" If I reply that I'm a Landscape Architect 
I'm usually met by a lock of blank incomprehension. 
To some pecple the words suggest the landscape 
gardener, a distinct but related species, or the 
landscape pointer (who belongs to a different genus 
altogether). Others, overlooking the landscape 
handle almost entirely, think we are simply 'ordinary 
architects' (Architectus vulgaris?) with a penchant 
for trees. 

Being taken for William Kent or Lancelot Brown does 
not flatter, because landscape architecture retains 
little connection with the gardens of the wealthy, 
and most of its practitioners now live and work in 
towns. But the 'gardener' tag still sticks. Despite 
the acknowledged overlaps between landscape 
architecture, urban design, planning and 
architecture, the landscape architect is rarely 
called to give an opinion upon anything which doesn't 
sport leaves. 

Nothing is more annoying than to read the words 'area 
to be landscaped' on a plan, implying, as it does, 
that the landscape architect's function is to tidy up 
those bits left over once the houses, factories, 
motorway or whatever have been built. Most 
landscape architects feel frustrated that their 
particular expertise isn't harnessed during the 
planning and initial design stages of a development. 
Their irritation takes many forms. Some go off to 
practise in Saudi Arabia or Hong Kong, sane seek to 
emulate their respected American cousins in breadth 
of design and slickness of presentation. Another 
group look to the advances made on the continent in 
the use of natural species, with an emphasis on 
ecology. 

All British landscape architects, who deal daily with 
such hard-nosed types as planners, architects and a 
battery of engineering professicnals fran civil to 
sewerage, must occassionally feel the want of a solid 
bedrock of aims and principles, upon which to found 
their activities. And yet they need lock no further 
than their own Institute's Code of Conduct which 
contains this resounding ccrmiitment; 

"Meirbers of the Institute pledge themselves 
to promote and conserve fine landscape, 
recognising their responsibilities to the 
community as a whole, both for the present and 
succeeding generations". 

Woolly perhaps, and open to nuances of 
interpretation, but the two duties are there. One 
owed to the landscape (perhaps we would now say 
' environment') and another to the pecple who are 
going to live in it and use it, including, I'm glad 
to see, unborn generations to cane. It is ny 
contention that these twin duties, higher than those 
owed to a client or enployer, are the core concerns 
of landscape architecture and find their most 
harmonious expression in the 'ecological approach' to 
design mentioned previously. 

Public participation is an ideal which few 
practitioners have paid more than lip service to. It 
is not hard to see Why. Although the British have 
been called a nation of gardeners, plant knowledge in 
the city can be dauntingly limited. Nevertheless, 
the requests for 'more Roses and Daffs' are sincere 
enough and indicate a desire to see more plant 
material introduced into the urban scene. Here the 
Landscape Architect has an educative role, advising 
individuals or ccmmunities on suitable species and 
heightening their awareness of the potential of the 
areas in which they live. This is an essential 
role, as the survival of new planting can depend 
entirely upon how it is regarded by the pecple living 
nearby. When plant material is introduced into an 
area, without consultation, no-one living there feels 
any responsibility for the plants and when the 
inevitable happens nobody is much surprised. 

In Holland a highly successful scheme was introduced 
into a new housing estate outside Delft. 
Householders were invited to choose shrubs from a 
central nursery and plant them in beds prepared near 
their homes. They were then taught how to maintain 
the beds. The result was an intimate landscape 
meeting the needs of local inhabitants and cared for 
by them. The success of a recent scheme, by Chris 
Baines of The Landscape Design Group, in a problem 
estate in Deptford, illustrates that public 
involvement can be made to work in Britain too. 

Regretably, the 1 them-and-us' polarisation persists, 
and is firmly rooted in the minds of the designers 
themselves, who deliberately plant Barberries or 
Firethorn at path junctions, in vain attempts to stop 
'them' fran cutting corners. A reseach paper 
prepared in 1973 by the National Swedish Research 
Centre condemns this attitude and suggests a positive 
alternative: 

"Thorny shrubs are planted to prevent children 
frcm playing in the shrubberies. This however 
stimulates a negative attitude towards 
vegetation. Children can use vegetation for make 
believe and construction games, if their play-
grounds are given sturdy trees which grow quickly 
for climbing, shrubs for playing hide-and-seek." 

This would be an anathema to the 'ball games 
prohibited' school who sadly still inhabit our 
Departments of Parks and Recreation. 
On the Continent, however, experiments in providing 
new playgrounds have been combined with an ecological 
approach to planting. The most illuminating exanple 
comes once again from Delft, where as long ago as 
1968 a radical experiment was starting, involving the 
treatment of two inner courts in a high density 
housing scheme. The two courts were called the 
Haydnlaan and the Handellaan - rather dauntingly 
Dutch, until you realise that they were both named 
after famous composers. The thing to remember in the 
following account is that it was Mr Haydn who broke 
the new ground. In the Handel laan a conventional 
landscape scheme with designated car parks, play 
areas, a school and sitting areas was built. This 
landscape, typical of so much that had gone before, 
was the 'control'. The second court, the Haydnlaan 
was treated in an innovatory way, car parking was 
moved to the periphery, leaving the entire central 
area free for the creation of a natural play 
landscape. The herb vegetaticn of primary 
colonisation was then supplemented by planting trees 
and shrubs that would normally occur in later stages 
of the succession. Only a very limited amount of 
earth moving was done, the machine operators being 
asked to identify places where young children were 
playing so that a sense of place could be continued 
by locating play support features in those areas. 
The entire experiment was monitored by the Institute 
of Preventative Medicine at Leiden, and after only 
five years the Institute issued a report confirming 
the sociological benefits of the experimental 
Haydnlaan scheme over the 'control' in the 
Handellaan. 

The new, ecologically-based landscape was an 
educational aid - a place where children could 
explore and test out the things they had been taught 
in school. It also provided an escape from adult 
supervision and an outlet for frustration. Pent up 
anger rarely led to vandalism - it was more often 
sublimated in active play and fantasy. Wear and 
tear, the construction and digging were seen by the 
Dutch observers as signs that the landscape was 
successfully meeting the needs of its users. In 
Britain such activities, so different in intent fran 
malicilous vandalism, would still be regarded as a 
problem and things to be prevented by 'good design'. 

8 
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D e l f t . B u i t e n h o f — H a y d n l a a n D e l f t , B u i t e n h o f - H and e l l a a n 

The 'ecological approach' sketched above can be so 
called because it uses mainly native species and aims 
to create a balanced ecosystem which will accommodate 
leisure and play activities. However, it requires 
far more fundamental changes in attitudes to design 
and maintenance than the simple substitution of plant 
material. Under the present system of local 
government enormous difficulties lie in the path of 
anyone who attempts the approach to landscape design 
sketched above-departmental rivalries, innate 
conservatism, inadequate staff resources and a 
frequently absurd system of financing. 

Landscape Architects would also have to forego the 
pleasure of seeing one-off designs completed on the 
ground within a couple of years. Ecological design 
relies upon an artificial acceleration of natural 
events, but even so it may take twenty years before a 
designer's vision is realised. During this time, it 
should be stressed, the developing landscape will be 
progressively satisfying local needs. Ideally the 
landscape architect should remain in the area and 
have control over the gradual emergence of his 
design. Many of us would feel that this was an 
intolerable restriction on our mobility, and 
certainly, with the existing career structure, it 
does seem an excessive degree of dedication to expect 
of any man. 

However, there are indications that this may be the 
way the profession will develop. In Glasgow, for 
exanple, the Parks and Recreation Department has 
already appointed seven Area Landscape Officers, who 
will each be locally based in a sector of the city. 
Such appointments should make public participation 
easier and allow more radical approaches to landscape 
architecture to be attenpted and possibly people may 
begin to appreciate what a Landscape Architect does 
for a living. 

References : 
Holland and the Ecological Landscapes 
Allan R Ruff (available frcm the author) 

Landscape Design with Plants. 
Ed. Brian Clouston 
Heinemann 

Success with Plants in Housing Re-Habilitation 
J C Baines 
Article in 'Landscape Design' 
February 1982 

IAN H THOMPSON 
Landscape Architect 
City of Glasgow District Council 
Department of Planning 

9 
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THE FRENCH CONNECTION 
The UK is not the only locus of an awakening interest 
in urban design as the interface between architecture 
and planning, but with the accent on implementation. 
A group of architects and planners, known as 
'Architecture, Urbanisme et Service Public' has been 
following the transactions and activities of the 
Urban Design Group with interest, and in January 1982 
convened a one-day symposium in Paris with the 
purpose of defining Urban Design and its relationship 
with implementation. 

The following is an extract of the proceedings of the 
symposium: 

The purpose of the synposium was to identify 
techniques of design and implementation which exist 
between architecture and planning and which enable 
urban composition to be carried out. The 
alternatives seem to be either an urban project 
arising from the fruitful dialogue between urban 
design and implementation, or else co,partmentation 
according to the different types of urban 
intervention practised by a multitude of different 
agencies operating without any explicit instruction 
fran a ' prime mover'. 
The various contributions to the symposium highlight 
the concern that many professionals have at the loss 
of quality that takes place between the design stage, 
in those cases where it exists, and the 
implementation stage of a development. It is this 
area which urban design should be about. Some feel 
that the creation of a proper public sector of 
architecture is the way to build up the necessary 
skills. Others are convinced that the public sector 
alone is insufficient to cope with the problem of 
urban design. 

A series of specific examples formed the starting 
point for a debate on what conditions are necessary 
for the successful practice of urban design. The 
creation of the new university town of Louvain-la-
Neuve in Belgium and the renovation of the historic 
centre of Angers were cited as examples of continuity 
between briefing and design stages. The university 
authorities in the first case and the Council in the 
second as 'prime movers' had an explicit set of aims. 
The Director of Planning of Angers, however, stressed 
the need for better organisation of the briefing 
process and the necessity of political backing for 
projects. Regarding techniques and resources, two 
French new towns were examined: Every for the 
implementation of its central area; ard Cergy-
Pontoise for its master plan. The departement of Val 
de Marne was cited for its revitalisation project for 
Sucy-en-Brie carried out jointly with the local 
council. Essex in England has demonstrated the 
practicality of urban design in a more rural context, 
with a quality of end result that was enjoyed by all 
present. At Rheims, the urban expansion zone of 
Murigny displays some of the possible means of 
intervention: the implementation of the scheme was 
carried out by a joint team of Regional Planning 
Agency, City Housing Department and a private 
developer. Similarly at Zoetermeer in the 
Netherlands the town's architecture and housing 
departments were responsible for a new town of 
100,000 attached to the historic core. 

There are as many lessons to be learned as examples: 
continuity between briefing and design stages, team 
working, permanent dialogue between politicians and 
professionals, extensive public participation, 
keeping teams together, knowledge of the local 
context, clear formulation of requirements and brief. 

1. The Relationship between Urban Design and 
Implementation (J M Duthilleul of AUSP): 
Everyone realises that in life it needs two to 
conceive; in the urban context it's the same 
thing: a true urban design cannot function 
without a ' prime mover' , and it has to be the 
politician who legitimizes the act. He has the 
fundamental legitimacy, he has to take the 
responsibility, and he has to take on this role 
of 'prime mover'. There can be no act of design 
on an urban scale unless the politician in his 
role of 'prime mover' wishes it to take place. 

The role of interpreter and implementer of 
policy, which belongs to the urban designer, 
rests on three skills: (a) that of clearly 
identifying the character of the town or region, 
either by survey or theoretical analysis, and 
envisaging both its future and references to its 
past; (b) that of evaluating the often 
conflicting alternative objectives; and (c) that 
of proposing practical solutions. 

2. The Practice of Urban Design (J Dellus of AIJSP): 
Urban design intervenes between planning and 
architecture, stressing the content of the 
development and laying down the rules for a 
better use of urban space. This process does not 
compromise planning, whose policies are thus 
given concrete expression, or architecture, for 
which it establishes terms of reference. Urban 
design responds to initiatives originating both 
in political choices and planning objectives. 
Not being systematically involved at this level, 
it is nevertheless present fran the moment that a 
project begins to take shape and that the design 
or practical consequences for the urban or rural 
context have to be assessed before caning to a 
final decision. 

For the developer, urban design clarifies the 
principles of the brief. It is concerned with 
buildability, the legal context, external factors 
such as accessibility, facilities, etc, and it 
simplifies ccmmunication with the local 
authority. For the architect it provides a 
visual expression of the project indicating the 
general character sought, the landscape context, 
and the consequences for the built environment of 
all the requirements of the brief. 

Urban design is involved in the formulation of 
the Brief and the conception of the scheme on the 
level of political mandate, and is thus able to 
ensure its implementation. It can negotiate and 
respond to any new constraints or requirements, 
and relate their spatial consequences to the 
original objectives. 

There should be no rigidity in such a process, 
which should be uniquely open to dialogue. Urban 
creation is a collective act, an exercise in 
interchange and confrontation, and a focus of 
democracy. Its participants are the town, 
neighbourhood or street and their inhabitants, 
not just a few privileged individuals. 

3. Modes of Intervention for Urban Design (M Bajard 
of AUSP): Urban design does not have to be a new 
discipline leading to further division of labour. 
Certainly in the formal sense it has to concern 
itself with the articulation of buildings and 
urban forms, but equally it has to take into 
account other considerations: ownership, 
financial, social, legal and, of course, 
political. If this necessary articulation 
between planning project and architectural 
implementation is inevitable, it does not have to 
be regularised by a new set of rules or 
correspond to a self-contained process. 
Gradually we should arrive at a continuity of 
design process, breaking down present barriers 
and creating the conditions for feedback between 
the different stages. 
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Urban design is thus neither a new discipline nor 
a new specialisation, but much more a concern to 
minimize the separation of the various stages of 
the design process, which must be brought to bear 
in order to avoid the total divorce of buildings 
frcm their urban context by means of making 
apparent the design process. 
Urban design should not create specific 
organisations. The techniques and the 
operational context matter little - it is up to 
local initiative to set up structures 
specifically adapted to new and various 
requirements. One hopes that a multitude of 
groups and experience will arise. The 
organisations, participants, objectives and 
results will be more and more difficult to 
recognize and analyse. It will therefore be 
necessary to establish information exchanges to 
enable people to assess the right balance of 
methods and actions for their situation. 

Apart fran the keynote speeches summarized above, 
there were about twenty-five contributions frcm 
various professional representatives from all over 
France. AUSP would like to organize a further 
symposium on urban design jointly with UDG in 1985. 
(The Group will, of course, be pleased to collaborate 
in this - Ed). 

ALAN STONES 

Book Reviews 

"AN INTRODUCTION TO URBAN RENEWAL" 
by Michael S Gibson and Michael J Lungstaff. 

Hutchinson : 384 pages : £15 hardback : £7.95 
paperback. 

I found this a strangely nostalgic book - a reminder 
of the phenomenal pace of change in our perception of 
urban renewal strategies. Remember CDAs? The heroic 
early years of GIAs? CDPs? The Inner Area Studies? 
The days vvhen Enterprise Zones were merely a twinkle 
in Peter Hall's eye? The days when there was money 
to spend? Here we are twenty years later, long on 
ideas but short on cash. 

This very readable bock analyses the philosophies 
that inspired each new wave of renewal policies over 
this period, and presents a critical appraisal of the 
legislation and the action on the ground that 
resulted frcm them. This latter aspect is 
particularly brought into focus in the two chapters 
on Leeds and Birmingham. Each stage has been 
thoroughly researched and the text is supported by 56 
pages of notes and references which will be 
particularly valuable to the student reader. 

The bock is very up-to-date in its coverage, and 
includes, for instance, seme useful pages on 
Birmingham's 'enveloping' scheme which seems to have 
become the model for cut-price public sector area 
improvement. 

The bock concludes with a forthright rejection of 
current monetarist policies, and the authors make a 
plea for greater public expenditure in the inner 
city. They put forward seme practical suggestions 
for reform, in particular a new Housing (Urban 
Renewal) Act that would simplify the maze of current 
powers in this field. Recommendations are also made 
for making local economic renewal strategies more 
selective, for strengthening environmental 
improvement progranmes, for improving neighbourhood -
based participaton and for improving professional 
involvement through a common 'urban renewal studies' 
element in educational programmes. 

I expect that this bock will become a widely-used 
introductory text on urban renewal policy and 
practice, and it is a welcomed addition to the 
Hutchinson Build Environment Series. 

PETER STUDDERT 

"DESIGN FOR SHOPPING CENTRES" by Nadine Reddington 
Butterworth Design Series for Architects and 
Planners; 178 pages; 1982; £25 

Nadine Beddington has, for a considerable part of her 
architectural career, been involved in the design of 
shops and shopping centres. Her bock, one of the 
'Design' series edited by Edward D Mills, covers both 
the theory of different types of shopping and the 
practical issues of the planning and detailed design 
of shopping centres - servicing, provision for the 
handicapped, maintenance and cleaning, the impact of 
legislation and other controls. Whilst many of the 
exairples, or case-studies, are from the UK, the 
international dimension has not been forgotten (with 
examples from Europe, the Far East and North 
America). Consideration is also given to the future 
inpact of the microchip and computer on systems of 
retailing. 

The book is attractively produced in a two column 
text format (although there is at least one page 
where the columns have been transposed, thereby 
making a useful definition of a 'Hypermarket' a 
little confusing) and well illustrated with diagrams, 
floor plans and photographs. Its appeal will be 
largely to architects, planners, and urban designers: 
doubtless it will also be of value to developers and 
retailers. Nadine Beddington writes in an 
enthusiastic manner and her prose is pleasant to read 
as perhaps the following extract from the 
Introduction shows: 

"A shopping centre mist have style; without this 
it remains a boring repetiton of a standard 
formula. With style comes a new dimension - to 
transform the routine task of shopping into one 
of interest and pleasure to the shopper. This 
'customer-orientation', defined as the need to 
attract and please the shopper, is surely what it 
is all abcut! To achieve this, eagerness for 
high quality and good design must be harnessed to 
a comprehensive sympathetic understanding. 
Successful exairples throughout the world 
demonstrate that enterprise and high risk capital 
investment shew adequate returns. I suggest this 
is a challenging motto for those concerned with 
shopping centre design." 

These sentiments have, of course, a wider 
applicability in the field of urban design -
invariably 'quality' gives 'good value for money'1 

FT 
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UDG DIARY 
DIARY (See separate details for Eastern Region 
meetings and events) 

(March 02, 1983 UDG Eastern Region : "Design of 
Infill in Historic Areas) 

Annual General Meeting 
TAKE NOTICE THAT the fourth Annual General Meeting of 
the Urban Design Group will take place on Tuesday, 
May 10, 1983, at 6.00 pn in Roan 604/605 at the 
Polytechnic of Central London, 35 Marylebone Road, 
London, NW1. 

March 08, 1983 
6.00 pn 

April 16/17, 1983 

(May 02-06, 1983 

May 10, 1983 
6.00 pm 

Terence Rendixson and John 
Elliot on "Walking in the City" 

Weekend Forum at York 
University. 
"Crisis in Urban Design and 
Education". 
(See details on Page 2 of 
this issue). 

UDG Eastern Region : Study Tour 
of Paris New Tcwns). 

Annual General Meeting and 
discussion led by Professor 
Richard MacCormack, John 
Ratcliffe and David Cadman on 
"Financing Quality in Urban 
Design". 

AGENDA : 1. Apologies for Absence 
2. Chairman's Report 
3. Treasurer's Report 
4. Election of President 
5. Election of Carmittee and Officers 
6. Any Other Business 

Notice of other matters to be raised and nominations 
of people wishing to serve on the Carmittee as 
Ordinary Menbers or in the position of Chairman, Vice 
Chairman, Secretary or Treasurer, for the 1983/84 
session, should be sent to the present Chairman, 
prior to the Meeting (c/o Tibbalds Partnership, 39 
Charing Cross Road, London, WC2H CAW). 

Following the AGM, Professor Richard MacCormack and 
John Ratcliffe will discuss "Financing Quality in 
Urban Design" under the chairmanship of David Cadman. 
(See separate details). 

June 07, 1983 One Day Conference on "Mending 
the City" (sponsored by UDG and 
supported by the RTPI, RIBA, 
RICS and LI). Full details in 
next issue. 

With the exception of the Weekend Forum, all meetings 
will be held at the Polytechnic of Central London, 35 
Marylebone Road, London, NW1. Full details and 
reminders will be separately published in the UDG 
Quarterly and the professional press. 

REGIONAL ACTIVITIES 
The Regional contacts are as follows: 

Scotland Mike Galloway 
Glasgow City Planning 
Department 

041 221 9855 

UDG Committee 1982-3 
John Billingham (Regional Affairs) 
Philip Cave 
Richard Ellis 
John Evans 
Keith Ingham 
Arnold Linden 
Alexandra Marmot 
Robert Meadows 
Tony Meats 
John Peverley (Hon Treasurer) 
Alan Rowley 
Peter Studdert 
Francis Tibbalds (Chairman) 
Tony Tugnutt (Committee Secretary) 

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

North East 

North West 

Bob Jarvis 
Tyne and Wear County 
Planning Department 

Kevin Eastham 
Assistant County 
Planning Officer 
Lancashire County 
East Cliff 
Preston 

0632 816144 
Ext 258 

0772 54863 

The Editors 
URBAN DESIGN GROUP QUARTERLY 
c/o Tibbalds Partnership 
39 Charing Cross Road 
London 
WC2H QAW 

Telephone: 01-734 3935 
Telex: 267678 AIROON G 

West Midlands 

East Anglia 

Joe Holyoak 
School of Architecture 
Birmingham Polytechnic 

Alan Stones 
Planning Department 
Essex County Council 

021 356 6911 

0245 67222 
Ext 2545 

ALL MEMBERSHIP AND SUBSCRIPTION ENQUIRIES: 

John Peverley 
Hon Treasurer 
31 Onslow Gardens 
London 
N10 

West David King 
1 CliftOTwood Road 
Clifton 
Bristol 

0272 279978 
Printed by the Polytechnic of Central London 
Set and typed by Jackie Childs, Tibbalds Partnership 
Published by the Urban Design Group 
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THE POLYTECHNIC OF CENTRAL LONDON 
SCHOOL OF ENVIRONMENT 

ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN LABORATORY 

The equipment and services shown below are available at the Polytechnic 
of Central London and you may find these useful in connection with your 
current and future work programmes. The items of equipment numbered 
1, 2 and 3 are used for prediction purposes and provide valuable data 
of the environmental performance of projects in quantitative and 
qualitative design terms. 

1. SOLARSCOPE 
This equipment enables designers to predict solar geometry with 
respect to internal and external spaces by the use of model 
techniques. Quick, accurate and comprehensive results can be 
obtained with respect to overshadowing, solar penetration studies, 
efficacies of solar control devices etc. The Polytechnic of 
Central London possesses a solarscope (Fig 1) with a lamp mounted 
on a rail (forming approximately two-thirds of a circle) which 
simulates east to west movement. The rail is mounted on slides 
which describes the sun's paths for specified dates - the equinox 
path in the central position and mid-summer and mid-winter to the 
left and right respectively. The sliders can also be tilted 
(horizontal for the equator) to provide adjustment for geographical 
latitude. 

Figure 1: 

S o l a r s c o p e w i t h ti lt ing rail. Lamp travel: Time (hour of day) 

Sliding movement: 
months 



2. ARTIFICIAL SKY 
Model studies can also be used to predict daylight penetration into 
buildings and are particularly useful in situations where specific 
quantitative and/or qualitative natural lighting requirements are 
to be achieved, where complex room geometries are apparent and where 
facades are heavily obstructed. The use of an artificial sky allows 
lighting studies to be carried out under a wide range of sky 
conditions. The Polytechnic of Central London possesses a rectangular 
(mirror-type) artificial sky (Fig 2) where daylight-matched lamps 
are located behind a diffused ceiling. The walls of the artificial 
sky are lined with mirrors above console height and the multiple 
reflections give the effect of an infinite horizon and ensure a 
luminance distribution simular to that of the CIE sky. A series of 
highly sensitive, non-directional photocells are located on a central 
console which are linked to a multi-channel luxmeter and reliable 
predictions of lighting intensities and distribution can be achieved 
with the use of accurate models. 

D,,;u'ef Lamps 
! / Artif icial skies. I / 

3. WIND TUNNEL 
Building aerodynamics can be predicted by use of models in the 
Polytechnic of Central London closed wind tunnel. Low velocity 
tunnels such as this (Fig 3) are suitable for predicting air move-
ments around proposed buildings on particular sites. Visualisation 
of air movement patterns can be attained by use of smoke generators 
and resultant smoke traces can be photographed. More specific 
information regarding wind velocities at certain points on the 
building fabric can be obtained by use of small hot-wire anemometers. 
The data which are generated are, of course, equally suitable for 
interpretation with respect to external spaces, ie microclimatic 
factors. 

Paper h o n e y c o m b S la ts for velocity 
smo o t h e n e r grad ient regulat ion Low veloc i ty wind tunnel 

Figure 3: C lo sed wind tunne l 

Apparent light sources at infinity 

FIGURE 2 RECTANGULAR (MIRROR T Y P E ) ARTIFICIAL SKY 
Light sources above diffusing ceiling 

walls lined with mirrors 

Diffuser Lamps 

Mi
rr
os
 



4. OTHER EQUIPMENT 
Whereas the equipment discussed above relates primarily to predic-
tion and simulation of environmental and climatic criteria for 
design projects, in-situ measurements of existing sites and 
buildings are extremely important facets of the design process. 
The micro-climate of sites (including roof decks, podia, atria, 
courtyards and other external spaces) can be determined with respect 
to solar, daylighting and noise criteria and wind regimes. The 
internal environment of existing buildings can also be measured 
in terms of temperatures, humidity, air velocity, sound levels, 
lighting standards and other important comfort and performance 
parameters. The Polytechnic of Central London possesses many items 
of smaller equipment suitable for these in-situ measurements. This 
equipment can be used for site analyses for subsequent interpretation 
of the quantitative and qualitative aspects of the building design 
and its realisation. Further details will be supplied on request. 

5. ADVICE AND CONSULTANCY 
Full technical support can be supplied for projects by technicians 
and academic staff of the Polytechnic of Central London. Early 
consultation is advised and hourly rates can be supplied on request. 
Further information can be obtained from: 
Dr I H Murphy BA(Hons) BArch(Hons) PhD RIBA 
Senior Lecturer in Environmental Design 
Architecture Unit 
Polytechnic of Central London 
35 Marylebone Road 
LONDON NW1 5LS 
01-486 5811 (ext 280, 270, 201) 

6. SHORT COURSE PROGRAMME 
If you would like to know more about the use 
interpretation of data and the influences on 
of buildings it will be possible to attend a 
Polytechnic of Central London later in 1983. 
Short Course Unit (tel: 01-486 5811 ext 284) 

of this equipment, the 
design and realisation 
one day seminar at the 
Please telephone the 

for further information 
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Urban Design Group CONSTITUTION 
(As approved by the Group in October 1981 and the Charity Commissioners in June 1982; 

1 NAME The name shall be the URBAN DESIGN GROUP 
2 OBJECTS The Group is established for the public benefit for the 

following purposes 

(i) To promote high standards of performance and 
interprofessional cooperation in planning, urban design anc 
other related disciplines in Great Britain. 

(ii) To educate the relevant professions and the public in 
matters relating to Urban Design. 

In furtherance of the said purposes but not otherwise the Group 
through its Executive Coram, ttee shall have the following 
powers:-

(1) To promote research into subjects directly connected with the 
objects of the Group and to publish the results of any such 
research. 

(2) To act as a coordinating body and to cooperate with related 
professional bodies and any voluntary organisations, charities 
and persons having aims similar to those of the Group. 

(3) To publish papers, reports and other literature. 
(4) To make surveys and prepare maps and plans and collect 

information in relation to any place, erection or building. 
(5) To hold meetings, lectures and exhibitions. 
(6) To educate public and professional opinion and to give advice 

and information. 
(7) To raise funds and to invite and receive contributions from any 

person or persons whatsoever by way of subscription, donation 
and otherwise; provided that the Group shall not undertake any 
permanent trading activities in raising funds for its primary 
purpose. 

(8) To acquire, by purchase, gift or otherwise, property whether 
subject to any special trust or not. 

(9) To sell, let mortgage, dispose of or turn to account all or any 
of the property of the Group as shall be necessary. 

(10) To borrow or raise money for the purposes of the Group on such 
terms and on such security as the Executive Ccmmittee shall 
think fit, but so that the liability of individual members of 
the Group shall in no case extend beyond the amount of their 
respective annual subscriptions. 

(11) To do all such other things as are necessary for the attainment 
of the said purposes. 
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3 MEMBERSHIP Membership shall be open to all who are interested in actively 
furthering the purposes of the Group. No member shall have 
power to vote at any meeting of the Group if his or her 
subscription is in arrears at the time. Corporate members shall 
be such groups, associations, educational institutions or 
businesses as are interested in actively furthering the purposes 
of the Group. A corporate member shall appoint a representative 
to vote on its behalf at all meetings but before such 
representative exercises his or her right to vote the corporate 
member shall give particulars in writing to the Honorary 
Secretary of such representative, The subscriptions of a member 
joining the Group in. the three months preceding each year end 
shall be regarded as covering membership for the year following. 

4 SUBSCRIPTIONS The subscriptions shall be:-
UK members per annum £4.00 

Overseas members £5.00 

or such other reasonable sum as the Executive Committee shall 
recommend from time to time, and be ratified by a General 
Meeting of the Group and it shall be payable on or before 1 June 
each year. Membership shall lapse if the subscription is unpaid 
three months after it is due. 

5 MEETIN3S An Annual General Meeting shall be held in or about May each 
year to receive the Executive Committee's report and audited 
accounts and to elect Officers and Members of the Committee. 
The Committee shall decide when ordinary meetings of the Group 
shall be held. 

Special General Meetings of the Group shall be held at the 
written request of fifteen or more members whose subscriptions 
are fully paid up. Twenty members personally shall constitute a 
quorum for a Meeting of the Group. 

The Committee shall give at least 28 days' notice to members of 
all Ordinary Meetings of the Group of the AGM or Special General 
Meetings. 

6 OFFICERS Nominations for the election of Officers shall be made in 
writing to the Honorary Secretary at least 14 days before the 
Annual General Meeting. Such nominations shall be supported by 
a seconder and the consent of the proposed nominee must first 
have been obtained. The elections of Officers shall be 
completed prior to the election of further Committee members. 
Nominees for election as Officers or Committee members shall 
declare at the Annual General Meeting at which their election is 
to be considered any financial or professional interest known or 
likely to be of concern to the Group. 

The Officers of the Group shall consist of:-

Chairman 
Vice Chairman 
Honorary Secretary 
Honorary Treasurer 
Honorary Editor 
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7 THE EXECUTIVE 
COMMITTEE 

8 SUB-COMMITTEES 

DECLARATION OF 
INTEREST 

10 EXPENSES OF 
ADMINISTRATION 
AND APPLICATION 
OF FUNDS 

all of whom shall relinquish their office every year and shall 
be eligible for re-election at the Annual General Meeting. A 
President and Vice-Presidents my also be elected at a General 
Meeting of the Group. The Executive Committee shall have the 
power to fill casual vacancies occurring among the Officers of 
the Group. 

The Executive Committee shall be responsible for the 
management and administration of the Group. The Executive 
Committee shall consist of the Officers and not less than 6 and 
not more than 10 other members. The Committee shall have power 
to co-opt further members (who shall attend in an advisory and 
non-voting capacity). 

The President and Vice-Presidents may attend any meeting of the 
Executive Committee but shall not vote at any such meeting. In 
the event of an equality in the votes cast, the Chairman shall 
have a second or casting vote. Nominations for election to the 
Executive Committee shall be made in writing to the Honorary 
Secretary at least 14 days before the Annual General Meeting. 
They must be supported by a seconder and the consent of the 
proposed nominee must first have been obtained. If the 
nominations exceed the number of vacancies, a ballot shall take 
place in such manner as shall be determined. Members of the 
Executive Committee shall be elected annually at the Annual 
General Meeting of the Group, and outgoing members may be re-
elected. The Executive Committee shall meet not less than 4 
times a year at intervals of not more than 4 months and the 
Honorary Secretary shall give all members not less than seven 
days' notice of each meeting. The quorum shall, as near as may 
be, comprise one third of the members of the Executive 
Committee. The Executive Committee shall have the power to fill 
up to three casual vacancies occuring among the members of the 
Executive Committee between General Meetings. 

The Executive Committee may constitute such sub-committees from 
time to time as shall be considered necessary for such purposes 
as shall be thought fit. The Chairman of each sub-committee 
shall be appointed by the Executive Committee and all actions 
and proceedings of each sub-committee shall be reported to and 
be confirmed by the Executive Committee as soon as possible. 
Members of the Executive Committee may be members of any sub-
committee and membership of a sub-committee shall be no bar to 
appointment to membership of the Executive Committee. Sub-
committees shall be subordinate to and may be regulated or 
dissolved by the Executive Committee. 

It shall be the duty of every Officer or member of 
the Sub-Committee who is in any way directly or indirectly 
interested financially or professionally in any item discussed 
at any Committee meeting at which he or she is present to 
declare such interest and he/she shall not discuss such item 
(except by invitation of the Chairman) or vote thereon. 

The Executive Committee shall, out of the funds of the 
Group, pay all proper expenses of administration and 
management of the Group. After the payment of the 
administration and management expenses and the setting 
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asi.de to reserve of such sums as may be deemed expedient, the 
remaining funds of the Group shall be applied by the Executive 
Committee in furtherance of the purposes of the Group. 

11 INVESTMENT All monies at any time belonging to the Group and not required 
for immediate application for its purposes shall be invested by 
the Executive Committee in or upon such investments, securities 
or property as it may think fit, subject nevertheless to such 
authority, approval or consent by the Charity Commissioners as 
may for the time being be required by law or by the special 
trusts affecting any property in the hands of the Executive 
Committee. 

12 TRUSTEES Any freehold and leasehold property acquired by the Group shall 
and if the Executive Committee so directs any other property 
belonging to the Group may, be vested in trustees who shall deal 
with such property as the Executive Committee may from time to 
time direct. Any trustees shall be at least three in number or 
a trust corporation. The Power of appointment of new trustees 
shall be vested in the Executive Committee. A trustee need not 
be a member of the Group but no person whose membership lapses 
by virtue of clause 4 hereof shall thereafter be qualified to 
act as a trustee unless and until re-appointed as such by the 
Executive Committee. The Honorary Secretary shall from time to 
time notify the trustees in writing of any amendment hereto and 
the trustees shall not be bound by any such amendments in their 
duties as trustees unless such notice has been given. The Group 
shall be bound to indemnify the trustees in their duties 
(including the proper charge of a trustee being a trust 
corporation) and liability under such indemnity shall be a 
proper administrative expense. 

13 AMENDMENTS The Constitution may be amended by a two thirds majority of 
members present at an Annual General Meeting or Special General 
Meeting of the Group, provided that 28 days' notice of the 
proposed amendment has been given to all members, and provided 
that nothing herein contained shall authorise any amendment the 
effect of which would be to cause the Group at any time to cease 
to be a charity in law. 

14 NOTICES Any notice required to be given by these Rules shall be deemed 
to be duly given if left at or sent by prepaid post addressed to 
the address of that member last notified to the Secretary. 

15 WINDING UP The Group may be dissolved by a two-thirds majority of members 
voting at an Annual General Meeting or Special General Meeting 
of the Group confirmed by a simple majority of members voting at 
a further Special General Meeting held not less than 14 days 
after the previous meeting. If a motion for the dissolution of 
the Group is to be proposed at an Annual General Meeting or a 
Special General Meeting this motion shall be referred to 
specifically when notice of the Meeting is given. In the event 
of the dissolution of the Group the available funds of the Group 
shall be transferred to such one or more charitable institutions 
having objects similar or reasonably similar to those herein 
before declared as shall be chosen by the Executive Committee 
and approved by the Meeting of the Group at which the decision 
to dissolve the Group is confirmed. 

END 
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URBAN DESIGN GROUP 
A Forum for Architects, Town Planners, 
Engineers & Landscape Architects 
Reg. Charity No. 326123 

EASTERN REGION SPRING EVENTS 1983 
Historic Areas Paris New Towns 

Wednesday 
March 02 

The Design of Infill in Historic Areas 

One-day seminar workshop organised 
jointly with Chelmer Institute for 
Higher Education. 10.30 am to 4.30 pm 
at Mildmay Hall, Chelmsford. Roy 
Worskett, David Luckhurst of Feilden and 
Mawson, Dan Cruickshank of the 
Architectural Review, Mike Shepherd of 
Colchester Borough Council, and Dave 
Stenning of Essex County Council (the 
two latter being co-authors of the Essex 
Design Guide). 

This will be a working seminar for 
architects, planners and urban designers 
to discuss appropriate approaches, 
policies and guidelines for this 
sensitive and perennial issue. Key 
speeches will be followed by working 
groups on development control practice, 
design approaches and lessons for 
architectural and planning education. 
£18 including coffee and lunch. 
Transcripts of papers will be sent to 
intending participants a week before the 
event. 

Monday 
May 02 -
Friday 
May 06 

Study Tour of the Paris New Towns 

Seme of the most imaginative and 
interesting architecture and planning in 
France has been carried out over the 
last five to ten years in the five new 
towns of Cergy-Pontoise, Evry, Melun-
Senart, St Quentin en Yvelines and Marne 
la Vallee. In this country we have seen 
seme of the schemes in the technical 
press, but most of us know very little 
about these massive projects. The whole 
gamut has been run, frcm grandiose neo-
classical plans down to intimate 
vernacular housing groups. This is a 
unique opportunity to visit all the 
towns, devoting a day to each, and to 
hear directly from the architects and 
planners about the policies and design 
philosophies behind the schemes. 

Accomodation will be in Paris, and the 
cost has been kept down to £98 for six 
nights by arranging travel via train and 
hovercraft, including free rail travel 
from any station in the home counties. 
There is the option of extending your 
stay to include either or both weekends 
if you wish, for a small amount extra. 

Contact : ALAN STONES 
Tel: 0245 67222 ext 2545 

TO: Alan Stones, Fullerthorne, Church Street, 
Kelvedon, Essex, CD5 9AH. 

Please send me more details of 'The Design of 
Infill in Historic Areas' seminar on March 02 at 
Mildmay Hall, Chelmsford. 

Name 

TO: Alan Stones, Fullerthorne, Church Street, 
Kelvedon, Essex, 005 9AH. 

Please send me more details of the study tour of 
Paris new towns between May 02 and May 06. I 
enclose a returnable deposit of £5 (cheque 
payable to Urban Design Group). 

Name 

Address Address 

Telephone Telephone 


