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As Milton Keynes is forty years of age, 
we are able to view it with a degree of 
objectivity. The Urban Design Group 
is approaching a more youthful thirty 
years, and while it may not be the time 
to settle down just yet, we can think of 
ourselves as grown-up and mature. It 
seems legitimate to ask too whether the 
UDG is still as relevant today as it was 
thirty years ago. Do we still need it? 
 My view is yes. Simply put, if the 
UDG did not exist today we would want 
to invent it. We still need a collective 

voice for urban design in this country, 
for professionalism in urban design 
and for raising standards. Our current 
Executive – a mix of enthusiastic 
educators, architects, urban designers, 
town planners, both retired and 
practising – and the broad range of 
interests that make up the membership 
are well equipped to provide this. 
 One outcome of the recent Executive 
Awayday was not that we need to invent 
a new profession (a new town, if you 
will), but that we need to invent new 

ways of being professional in urban 
design.
 I’m not sure what the UDG will 
look like in ten years’ time when it too 
hits forty, but I believe that it will still 
be growing and prospering, enticing 
a younger generation to participate 
through its membership, and promoting 
debate about good urban design and 
quality of life - much like Milton Keynes. 

Ben van Bruggen

Ben van Bruggen, the UDG’s Chair reflects on its role 30 years on

The UDG’s recent Executive Awayday 
was something of a surprise. Instead of 
focusing on how the organisation would 
organise itself to achieve its agreed 
programme (developed following an 
Awayday two years ago), the Executive 
went back to basics to ask what the 
organisation should stand for. Clearly 
it felt a need to take stock before 
embarking on the next, decisive step in 
the UDG’s development. 
 There are a number of potential roles 
for a national urban design organisation. 
In its early days when it stood alone 
in the urban design field, the UDG 
fulfilled many roles as best it could: 
lobbying, disseminating information and 
promoting debate. Today, thankfully, 
there is a wide range of urban design 
organisations sharing the load. So, 
what should the UDG’s particular focus 

be today? The Awayday considered all 
the possibilities before reaffirming 
the determination to build on The 
UDG’s single greatest strength - its 
membership. The Executive is determined 
to develop its proposal for Recognised 
Practitioner status (see www.udg.org.
uk for details), with the aim of providing 
the natural home for professionals 
working in urban design.
 I say ‘professionals working in 
urban design’ because I do not think 
that we should be trying to create 
another more distinct profession. Of 
course, there are professional urban 
designers, but many of them are also 
architects, building conservationists, 
engineers, landscape architects, planners 
or surveyors. Many more of the new 
generation of professionals have at least 
one professional affiliation, and they 

expect to develop new skills and areas 
of expertise throughout their career. 
We want to persuade them to think of 
themselves as part of the urban design 
movement and to practice accordingly, 
but there is no need to insist that they 
don a new professional hat. 
 The UDG’s original mission was 
to put urban design on political and 
professional agendas. It succeeded 
completely in this. Its new mission is to 
make urban design effective. That will 
involve ensuring that everyone who plays 
a part in planning, design, development, 
construction or maintenance plays 
their part to the full. The UDG sees 
its Recognised Practitioner proposal 
as an important part of a strategy for 
achieving that. 

Rob Cowan, Director

UDG Executive Awayday

UDG UPDATE

I originally come from Carlisle in Cumbria 
but I moved to London as a student six 
years ago after falling in love with the 
city as a child. I attended University 
College London for four years, studying 
for a BA history degree followed by a 
masters’ degree in Russian Studies. My 
main area of academic interest was 
Russian Art of the late nineteenth and 
early twentieth centuries - a topic about 
which I remain passionate.
 Since leaving university I have 
worked for three organisations - St 

Martin’s College in Carlisle, where I 
helped run courses for foreign teachers; 
The Royal College of Psychiatrists 
where I managed the administration 
and marketing of mental health public 
education materials, as well as working 
in the College library; I then worked in 
the bids office at Bonhams auctioneers. 
Being at the hub of a busy auction 
house, ensuring the smooth running of 
sales of stamps and old master paintings 
made it a hectic, highly pressured and 
enjoyable job. 

 I am very excited about the Urban 
Design Group and I look forward to 
the new challenges that this post will 
bring. Initially, I will be dealing with 
day-to-day administration, membership 
enquiries, and organising events. 
However, in the future I hope to be 
involved in initiating new projects to 
help the UDG to expand, develop and 
make more of the great potential within 
its membership.

Louise Ingledow

The UDG welcomes its new administrator Louise Ingledow
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Unless otherwise indicated, all LONDON events are held at The Gallery, 77 Cowcross 
Street, London EC1M 6EJ at 6.30 pm. All tickets can be purchased at the door from 
6.00pm: £5.00 non-members, £2.00 members, £1.00 students

wEDnEsDAy 17Th oCToBER 2007
 AffoRDABLE hoUsInG

John Thompson and Partners will lead a discussion of best practice affordable 
housing design in the UK.

wEDnEsDAy 14Th novEMBER 2007 
 kEvIn LynCh MEMoRIAL LECTURE

Can we reconfigure a whole city centre?
Philip Singleton, acting assistant director (city centre development and 
design) at Birmingham City Council, will discuss the background to the recently 
commissioned city centre masterplan. He will introduce Kelvin Campbell of 
Urban Initiatives, who leads the consortium that will prepare the masterplan 
over the next year, concluding with the 20-year plan for Birmingham.   

wEDnEsDAy 5Th DECEMBER 2007 
 UDG ChRIsTMAs PARTy

The UDG’s celebration of the festive season also celebrates four people whose 
100th anniversary was celebrated (or forgotten) in 2007. Colin Buchanan 
was the last famous town planner; MRG Conzen pioneered urban morphology; 
Rachel Carson, author of Silent Spring, highlighted our misuse of the planet 
long before ‘sustainability’ became a mantra; and Lord Holford was the first 
architect or planner to be made a life peer. All four were born one hundred 
years ago, and all of them influenced how we think about urban design. 

wEDnEsDAy 16Th jAnUARy
Speaker and topic to be announced.

URBAn DEsIGn sERvICEs LTD
This service is now run from the office at Cowcross Street so all communication 
concerning recruitment of urban designers, study tours, conference details and the 
diary of events should be sent to Cowcross Street. Email udsl@udg.org.uk

RECRUITInG URBAn DEsIGnERs
There are two services to local authorities and practices to assist them in 
recruiting urban designers:

 LABEL sERvICE
900 self addressed labels of Urban Design Group individual members.

 UDG wEBsITE ADvERTIsInG
Appearing under ‘Job Opportunities’ in the News and Events section of the very 
popular UDG website.

The cost for either of these services is £400 for practice or local authority 
members of the UDG and £600 for non-members, or for both services at the 
same time the cost is £600 (£800 to non-members).
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If you haven’t lived in Milton Keynes, this special extended issue will pose a series of contradictions, and yet 

will invite you to understand its complexity far better:

 

•	 MK	is	a	new	town,	and	yet	every	one	of	its	residents	regards	it	as	a	city;

•	 It	is	so	logical	in	its	legibility,	but	many	people	cannot	read	it	at	all;	

•	 It	is	a	‘city’	made	of	trees	and	greenery,	rather	than	buildings	and	places	for	people	to	congregate;	

•	 It	is	regarded	as	a	model	of	sustainable	development	in	environmental,	economic	and	social	terms,	and	

yet is designed around the private car;

•	 It	was	intended	as	a	conurbation	of	non-place	relationships	(see	Melvin	Webber),	and	yet	the	strongest	

sense of its community comes from both location and interest related relationships (same street, grid square, 

place of work or school, etc.);

•	 For	a	‘new’	community,	the	ties	between	its	residents	appear	to	be	much	stronger	than	those	in	cities	a	

hundred years older – its difference setting it apart;

•	 To	the	urban	designer,	there	is	a	misshapen	spectrum	of	design	sensitivity:	at	the	city	scale	MK	is	

discernibly different, well-considered and managed; at street level, every detail and piece of artwork reflects 

that this is MK and built to last. Yet at the neighbourhood and block levels, the majority of development is 

crassly representative of the building industry’s peccadilloes over the last 40 years; 

•	 Perhaps	a	great	socialist	ideal	and	experiment,	MK	has	allowed	market	forces	to	shape	it	far	more	than	

other cities have, arguably losing much of its integrity to commercial icons and brands; 

•	 As	the	join	between	the	North,	South	East,	the	East	and	the	Midlands	economically,	socially	and	

physically, MK is a lynch pin but is also regarded as an exception. 

In short, Milton Keynes compels you to have a view about it – good, bad or perplexed, and it is getting more 

contradictory by the day. The principles and processes that have shaped it so far, coupled with how it will 

change in the future, offer a huge amount for urban designers to explore. 

LoUIsE ThoMAs

MILTON KEYNES: A PLACE OF COMPLEXITY AND 
CONTRADICTION 
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Peter Neal of CABE Space gave the 
first of three talks about the Olympic 
Parklands. He described research that 
CABE had undertaken to identify the 
features of a great park and how to 
ensure that this would create a legacy 
to the communities in east London. 
As part of this process the work had 
benchmarked past Olympic projects as 
well as London’s major parks, and other 
much-loved parks throughout England. 
 To capture needs and aspirations, 
local people were involved in pre-
planning consultation and visiting other 
east London parks. From past Olympic 
Games, lessons were drawn about issues 
in different urban contexts, handover 
to local councils, and environmental 
design. As 75% of the people living 
within the Olympic Parklands catchment 
area have no private garden space, and 
40% are under 25, designing for young, 
culturally diverse urban residents was a 
key driver. CABE also analysed capital 
costs for various public spaces from the 
Eden Project (£670/sqm), Parc Citroen 
(£251/sqm), Thames Barrier Park (£132/
sqm) to many Garden Festival sites. 
These were compared with the very low 

levels of spending by London Boroughs 
on parks, in order to highlight the need 
to manage value in the legacy handover. 
In response to a later question it was 
confirmed that an area of 86 hectares 
will be designated as Metropolitan Open 
Land - as open space in perpetuity.
 The final resultant brief included 
design characteristics; funding plans for 
moving from venue to neighbourhood 
legacy; capturing land values; and future 
management.
 Bob Allies, of Allies and Morrison, 
described work done in partnership with 
EDAW and Buro Happold to plan for 
initially very high visitor densities and 
operational demands, and a later scaling 
back of spaces to create attractive 
places for local communities. This 
transformation from major venue to local 
legacy had been the design challenge 
for public spaces, beginning with 
understanding the role of the Lee Valley 
as east London’s green lung, and the 
need for routes over the existing railways 
to join up segregated areas. This has 
led to a two level site - a natural ground 
level and raised access levels between 
venues. The legacy plans define urban 

quarters, with blocks, plots, densities, 
and land uses for other designers to 
prepare detailed development briefs in 
the coming months and years. 
 One challenge subsequently 
described by John Hopkins, who has been 
appointed as the ODA’s Project Sponsor 
for Parklands and Public Realm, has been 
‘fixing’ the master plan and public realm 
design criteria, and managing subsequent 
design refinements. Further questions 
concerned the need for partial park 
closure at night for security and 24 hour 
access, and also learning lessons from 
London’s less successful parks.

Louise Thomas

Two speakers shared the lectern for this 
stimulating evening which addressed 
issues of movement in urban areas and 
the role of urban design. First came Ben 
Castell of Llewelyn Davies Yeang, one of 
the authors of Manual for Streets (MfS), 
which ‘…could be the most influential 
document on urban design in 50 years’. 
This anonymous comment was the basis 
of Ben’s talk in which he attempted to 
evaluate whether it might be true or 
not. He started by explaining that MfS 
was a replacement for Design Bulletin 
32 and applies in residential and lightly 
trafficked streets but which could also 
be used in other places too. The key 
messages of the document are a sense 
of place (a street is a place for everyone 
and not just for traffic), design, process, 
guidance and, most revolutionary, risk 
- drivers are responsible for their own 
safety.
 The main recommendations of MfS 
include: replacing safety audits with 
quality audits; taking a collaborative 
approach; and, placing pedestrians first 
and cars last in the hierarchy of street 
users. Ben could not guarantee that this 

document would be more influential 
than others, as he deplored the fact that 
despite an abundance of guidance, poor 
practice is still widespread. He ended by 
showing good and bad examples, and 
suggesting a checklist for the design of 
good quality streets.
 He was followed by Martina Juvara, 
head of urban design at Colin Buchanan 
who began with an historic view of 
urban traffic and suggested that it was 
no better in the past. She asserted 
that today we need to adopt a new 
contract which inter alia would avoid 
mono-functional spaces; promote local 
distinctiveness; and consider streets as 
places for socio-economic interaction 
and social inclusion. She thought that 
the political will already existed and the 
opportunity has to be seized. She went 
on to explain a Transport for London 
project with which she is involved - 
Network Management Planning - which 
looks at the design of major corridors in 
the Capital. A holistic approach is being 
taken examining how the whole space 
is managed and extending the survey to 
800m either side of each corridor. It aims 

to quantify the benefits to users and 
the city of an improved public realm, by 
developing tools and techniques for the 
inclusion of urban design in cost benefit 
analyses. 
 The small but concerned audience 
questioned the last point as ‘playing 
somebody else’s game’? How the 
messages of Manual for Streets could be 
spread further was also discussed and 
the need to change culture was seen as 
a fundamental though long-term goal. 
Everybody seemed to agree that MfS 
would be an asset for urban designers 
and that it might yet become our most 
influential document.

sebastian Loew

sustainable Transport solutions
ThE GALLERy, LonDon 13Th jUnE 2007

The olympic Parklands – creating a lasting legacy 
ThE GALLERy, LonDon 11Th jULy 2007
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ChAIRMAn’s REPoRT
Hosted by Barry Sellers, the AGM 
audience voted on the election of new 
UDG Executive members which now 
includes: Barry Sellers, Philip Cave, 
Alan Stones, Jack Warshaw, Duncan 
Ecob, Bill Erickson, Paul Reynolds and 
Sebastian Loew, plus the existing Chair 
and treasurer.
 Barry gave a summary of Chairman’s 
report by Ben van Bruggen, setting out 
the events and changes in the last year: 
 This year has been one of transition. 
We have been examining how we might 
serve our members better. At the AGM 
last year, there was a commitment 
to define a new form of membership 
recognising that our members see urban 
design as their primary discipline. 
We are continuing to develop this as 
a Recognised Practitioner and will 
be announcing further developments 
soon, with a number of Recognised 
Practitioners in place by the year. This 
is not a new professional institute, but 
acknowledges the professional practice 
of urban design.
 

We have seen fundamental changes in 
the staffing of the Urban Design Group 
in the last year. Our administrator 
for six years, Grace Wheatley left us 
having qualified as an accountant, 
and I would like to thank her for her 
efforts in keeping the organisation 
going. Amanda Claremont has scaled 
back her work with the UDG and we 
have missed her involvement this year 
and hope to see her back with us next 
year. Susie Turnbull is also reducing 
her role at Urban Design Services 
Limited; her excellent work organising 
the conferences, flyers for events, and 
recruitment labels, among many things, 
cannot be underestimated. We thank her 
for this and will not let her get away too 
easily! Last year’s conference in Bristol 
was a tremendous success and very 
well attended. We therefore thank Colin 
Fudge and his colleagues for their vital 
roles. This year we have good speakers 
for the conference in Edinburgh on the 
art of master planning.
 Given these changes, it has been 
necessary to review our day-to-day 
activities. As a result, the membership 
database will be managed by IHBC, 
so that simple enquiries about your 
membership, whether it is up to date, 
where the cheque goes, etc, can be dealt 
with faster and more easily. Furthermore, 
I would also like to introduce our new 
full time Administrator who will work 
alongside Rob Cowan. Louise Ingledow 
joins us with wonderful enthusiasm 
for the group and we look forward to 
working with her (see the inside front 
cover for a short introduction by Louise). 
As one of the strengths of the Urban 
Design Group is its 1,200 members, this 
year we will offer members more help 
and support, whether advice, contacts or 
information, and including updating the 
website. 
 This was also the year of the 100th 
edition of the Urban Design journal and 
it continues to be ‘the’ publication on 
urban design practice and education. 
It is gold standard, and I am delighted 
that many people keep their copies, and 
comment that it is the only journal that 
they read from cover to cover. While it 
remains fresh and challenging, my regret 
is that there are not more members’ 
contributions in it. 
 STREET - the new network for young 
urban designers - has been less busy this 
year, and its challenge will be to produce 
the Patrons’ publication, which is a 

series of interviews about the future of 
urban design with our Patrons. 
 I would like to thank Rob Cowan, as 
the UDG’s Director for his patience and 
incredible energy, and extend thanks 
to the Executive, as well as Cathryn 
Chatburn for leading the Events team. 
Recent events have been filmed and are 
on the website. Cathryn also facilitated 
the UDG Executive Awayday, but she is 
leaving the UK for Australia and so we 
will miss her contribution. Lastly Barry 
Sellers has represented the UDG on UDAL 
amongst other things, and I thank him 
for his continued involvement.

Ben van Bruggen

TREAsURER’s REPoRT
Barry Sellers referred members to the 
Independent Auditors’ Report for the 
year ending 28 February 2007.

On Income:
Income from subscriptions increased 
considerably from 2005-6, at £80,600 
compared to £67,390. The income from 
publications also increased considerably 
to £34,435 from £19,533; this can 
be attributed to sponsorship of the 
Directory 2006 and Graphics from 
Urban Design & Planning, plus royalties 
from Urban Design Guidance, Design 
Statements, and The Good Place Guide.
 Following last year’s Executive 
decision, training is no longer 
undertaken by the UDG, and so is not a 
source of revenue. 

On Expenditure:
Management and administration costs 
decreased slightly. Expenditure on 
publications has increased from £35,166 
to £44,808, covering the printing of the 
Directory, Urban Design, and Graphics for 
Urban Design & Planning.

Urban Design Group’s Annual General Meeting
ThE GALLERy, LonDon 11Th jULy 2007

statement of financial Activities 
for the year ended 28 february 2007 

InCoME 
Subscriptions  £80,600
Publications  £34,435
Training      0
Donation from Urban Design Services Ltd   £7,000
Interest Received   £2,323
Inland Revenue: Gift Aid   £2,974

TOTAL INCOME  £127,332

ExPEnDITURE 
Publications  £44,808
Management & Administration  £61,356

TOTAL EXPENDITURE £106,164

nET InCoME  £21,168

BALANCES BROUGHT FORWARD  £40,968
BALANCES CARRIED FORWARD  £62,136

BALAnCE shEET at 28 february 2007
Fixed Assets    £519
Current Assets: 
Cash at Bank NatWest Current Account  £13,935
COIF Account  £42,238
COIF Publications Account   £6,471
Cash Float    £50
Sundry Debtor   £2,974
 Subtotal  £65,668

Current Liabilities 
Sundry Creditors   £4,051

NET CURRENT ASSETS  £61,617

ToTAL AssETs  £62,136
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Earlier this year, the Urban Design 
Editorial Board decided to launch project 
awards for urban design work. The 
objectives were to improve the quality of 
case studies published in this magazine 
and to give recognition to urban design 
work still at the project stage. Eight case 
studies would be selected by a panel 
of judges, with two published in each 
issue between October 2007 and July 
2008. At the end of this period, all UDG 
members can vote for the case study 
that they judge best meets the criteria. 
The winning scheme would receive the 
Francis Tibbalds Prize worth £1,000, 
donated by the Francis Tibbalds Trust.
 The award scheme is open to all 
members of the UDG, and invitations 
to participate in the scheme were 
distributed in Spring 2007. Twenty one 
entries were submitted and 18 were 
considered valid. It was disappointing 
that some major design companies and 
committed members of the UDG did not 
submit entries, as was the fact that no 
local authority entered a project, even 

though consultants’ projects may have 
been commissioned by a public sector 
client. 
 The submitted projects covered 
a wide spectrum from master plans 
and frameworks to housing, mixed 
use, commercial, city centre and 
suburban schemes; and were probably 
representative of the type of work being 
undertaken by today’s urban designers.
 This year’s jurors were Joe Holyoak, 
Neil Parkyn, Alan Stones, Sebastian 
Loew and John Worthington, assisted 
by John Billingham who initiated the 
award scheme. Deliberations took place 
on 13th June and eight projects were 
selected. The jurors were looking for case 
studies that positively responded to the 
following questions:
•	 Does	the	project	contribute	to	urban	
design thought and ideas?
•	 Is	the	above	demonstrated	in	3D?
•	 Can	lessons	be	drawn	from	the	
project and the process it underwent? 
•	 Is	it	a	good,	publishable	and	
readable article?

 Some submissions were rejected 
because they resembled a promotional 
brochure, repeating the name of the 
firm and praising the scheme without 
explaining its strengths and features. 
The lack of clear explanation and basic 
data was a recurrent problem, as was 
the lack of project context. The text 
referred frequently to generic urban 
design objectives and principles, without 
demonstrating how the proposals 
fulfilled these. This was made worse by 
the poor quality of illustrations or a lack 
of clear connections between the text 
and images. Few entrants offered lessons 
drawn from their work that could be 
applied in other similar cases. 
 See pages 44 – 47 for the first two 
case study projects, and as readers will 
be invited to select their favourite one, 
we suggest you keep your copies of 
Urban Design until at least August next 
year. 

sebastian Loew

francis Tibbalds Urban Design Projects Awards

Nursing a cup of tea in Aston Business 
School, I am surrounded by 120 strangers 
all of whom seem to know considerably 
more about urban design than me. I am 
‘only’ a town centre manager (officially 
designated an ‘uninformed client’ by her 
Technical Services Department) and right 
now I cannot fathom out why I wanted to 
attend CABE’s four day Summer School. 
 The first afternoon is deceptively 
relaxed, with a site visit to Tamworth. 
It is also just the sort of place I could 
happily pootle around on a Sunday 
afternoon, visiting the church and the 
castle. Everyone around me is dissecting 
the town in scathing terms; as we 
talk and walk I begin to view it more 
analytically, and rapidly realize that I am 
going to learn as much from my fellow 
delegates and their different perspectives 
and skills, as I am from the formal 
coursework. 
 Monday and it’s time for another field 
trip – this time to Newtown. A solid sheet 
of rain obscures our vision, but despite 
our sodden state, my fellow ’Green Field’ 
team members and I have already begun 
to talk animatedly and share ideas.
 We return to presentations, 
interactive briefings and workshops. 
The Summer School begins in earnest 
that afternoon when, in our designated 

groups, we begin work on formal site 
analyses and producing a brief. I used to 
be able to draw but I don’t know quite 
what has happened. My colleagues are 
very diplomatic about my child-like 
daubs, and I am beginning to find 
my voice among this talented group 
of people, and starting to make real 
contributions. 
 That night we go to Brindleyplace 
for a stimulating series of presentations, 
while glimpses of the canals from the 
uppermost floor of Argent’s stylish offices 
remind us of Birmingham’s history. 
 Water has been an unwitting theme 
of the School, and the following morning 
this reaches its culmination with a 
striking presentation by Herbert Dreiseitl. 
Delegates are still talking about this 
the next day – his descriptions of water 
technology stimulate our collective 
imaginations. I am starting to use words 
like hydrology, spatial strategy and 
massing, as if they have always formed 
part of my vocabulary; after two days of 
disjointed confusion, the concepts and 
ideas with which I have been bombarded 
are starting to crystallize and make sense. 
I begin to understand that a lack of 
technical knowledge is no barrier to urban 
design, which seems to demand creativity 
and imagination, and is limitless in its 

potential. I had struggled to relate plans 
about building a new city in Japan to my 
meagre potential development sites in 
Tooting, but I now realize that the same 
underlying principles can apply to any 
development big or small. 
 At 7am on the last day the daily 
newsletter is pushed under my door 
informing me that my group is one of the 
six shortlisted for the Best Masterplan. 
This brings a mixture of exhilaration and 
dismay that we now have to face the 
Dragons Den just before School closes 
and we will do the final pitch. I am 
nominated to present our work and when 
the big moment comes, the training of 
the last three days kicks in and somehow 
I talk through our project. My team 
does not win, but I feel a huge sense of 
achievement when we are awarded Best 
Brief. 
 Barely an hour after facing the 
Dragons Den, I am on a train back to 
London, my head whirling with all I have 
learned and my prize copy of ‘The Art of 
City Making’. I am enthused, exhausted 
and exhilarated – and weeks later I 
am still buzzing with the excitement 
generated by CABE’s Summer School.

Audrey helps is Tooting’s Town Centre 
Manager at wandsworth Council

CABE Urban Design summer school 2007
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Planning for and delivering housing 
growth offers a once-in-a-lifetime 
opportunity to transform places for the 
better, but relies on having a strong 
vision. 
 As housing targets are high and 
rising, there is a risk that design quality 
will be undermined by pressure to deliver 
the numbers. By design quality, CABE 
is not describing style or aesthetics. 
It means streets that give priority to 
pedestrians; public spaces that are safe 
and attractive; buildings that are at an 
appropriate scale and density to support 
local services; transport, schools and 
healthcare facilities that are accessible; 
and places that respect and respond to 
their context. 
 The need for a strong vision is one 
aspect that CABE has learnt from four 
years working in housing growth areas 
with local authority and local delivery 
vehicle clients. Another is that to 
achieve a step-change in the quality 
and quantity of new housing we need 
to think ‘big’ – and for that, strong 
leadership is required, particularly 
in local government. This needs to 
be underpinned by the right range 
of professional skills and knowledge, 
especially since the scale and nature 
of change is unprecedented. The new 
challenge also lies with radically cutting 
carbon emissions and providing homes 
that allow people to live sustainably. 
This means involving local communities 
closely in the process of change, and 
creating places with walkable mixed-use 
neighbourhoods and good connections 
to public transport. 
 Recognising the value of design and 
its role in creating distinctive places 
is also essential – but it is here that 
developers often fail to follow through. 
Of course, housing growth is about 
more than increasing the number of 
homes built, it is about place-making 
and reinforcing local distinctiveness. We 
have seen, too, the difference it makes if 
public space is part of strategic thinking 
at the outset – good streets, squares, 
parks and open space are integral to 
the life of new communities. Finally, we 
have learnt how essential it is to have 
the right policies and tools available to 
deliver high quality places – e.g. using 
the planning system proactively to set 
high standards and making use of tools 
like Building for Life. 
 CABE has used this knowledge to 
publish ten actions for housing growth 
in conjunction with Natural England, 
English Heritage, the Environment 

Agency and the Academy for Sustainable 
Communities entitled ‘Actions for 
housing growth: creating a legacy of 
great place’. It promotes these actions 
in the growth areas, primarily through 
the design task group which has been 
running since 2005. The group aims 
to raise design quality by providing 
a forum for discussion, sharing best 
practice and visiting places of interest. 
Earlier this year, the design task group 
visited Letchworth to explore how its 
‘garden city’ ideals might translate into 
proposals for housing growth in the 
twenty-first century. 
 Letchworth Garden City celebrated 
its centenary in 2003. Though conceived 
and built in a very different social, 
political and economic climate, many of 
Ebenezer Howard’s pioneering ideas seem 
more relevant than ever. Was Letchworth 
the ‘eco-town’ of its time?
 Letchworth was designed as a self-
sufficient community of 30,000 people. 
Ebenezer Howard believed it should be 
possible to combine the best attributes 
of cities and the countryside to create 
a place which provided homes, jobs and 
social opportunities in a pleasant and 
healthy, natural environment. It is easy 
to criticise Letchworth now for perhaps 
being too suburban, built at too low 
densities and too easy to commute to 
London for it to be truly sustainable. Yet 
it was revolutionary when it was built 
and when slum conditions in Victorian 
cities blighted the lives of those who 
were stuck in them. 
 Although never realised, Howard 
envisaged that once the population 
reached 30,000 people, a series of 
complementary satellite towns would 
be developed around the ‘Central 
City’, linked by public transport, thus 
creating a sustainable ‘city region’, 
offering additional economic and social 
opportunities with minimal need to 
travel. Farms were even purchased on the 
outskirts of Letchworth to provide food. 
Food miles were not a driving factor in 
1903, but the concept would not be out 
of place today. 
 In its financial model, Letchworth 
was also innovative and ahead of its 
time. A company was set up to capture 
land values as they rose and to generate 
income that could be re-invested in the 
community. This is now an industrial 
and provident society that owns the 
freehold of the 5,300 acres that make 
up the Letchworth Garden City estate 
- the Letchworth Garden City Heritage 
Foundation – and it generates an annual 

income of £6 million from its property 
investments. This can be channelled 
into community projects and charitable 
work for the benefit of residents, as 
well as providing facilities such as a day 
hospital, cinema and museum. 
 This idea is being explored in today’s 
growth areas too. At Northstowe, for 
example, in Cambridgeshire where a new 
settlement of around 24,000 people is 
being planned, the establishment of a 
community development trust is being 
considered. A trust would be able to own 
and manage assets to generate income 
for investment in the public realm and 
community facilities. 
 CABE believes in the importance of 
learning from other people and places. 
Although design needs to respond 
to local conditions and historical 
circumstances, there is no substitute 
for visiting and being inspired by what 
is already out there. The model at 
Letchworth may be 100 years old but it 
can still be creatively adapted to suit a 
twenty-first century context. 

Anne woods, senior Enabling officer, CABE

Letchworth: planning for housing growth?

Top Ebenezer 
Howard’s 1898 
The Three Magnets 
diagram 

Bottom The Spirella 
Company building 
today, Letchworth
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There can’t be many places like the new 
town of Milton Keynes (MK) to practise 
urban design – in the morning a team 
member could be working on a huge 
greenfield site and in the afternoon 
could be involved in a small complex 
brownfield site, with a placecheck event 
in the evening. 
 I am not sure if other new towns 
are the same, but in MK urban design is 
a very challenging, exciting profession. 
Milton Keynes Council has a large urban 
design team with six staff and we not 
only input, comment on and approve 
work done by developers, but we also act 
as an in-house consultancy producing 
urban design projects for a range of 
internal and external clients.
 So why is urban design so 
challenging in MK? 
 The current large housing growth 
in MK is likely to continue for the next 
20 years, so good urban design input 
and advice on planning applications 
to create sustainable neighbourhoods 
for the future, is a crucial part of the 
team’s work. We provide urban design 
advice and comment to the council 
but also to Milton Keynes Partnership 
(MKP) who determine all of the large 
housing applications in the designated 
expansion areas. Herein lies our first 
major challenge. While MK has enviable 
and unique infrastructure and open 
spaces, much of the housing built 
over the last 20 years is not unique 
nor befitting a city that sees itself 
as different, ‘cutting edge’ and one 
that champions change. Whilst we can 
achieve good housing layouts in urban 
design terms, it is difficult to cater for a 
high level of parking within layouts and 
the space that this requires. Residents 
love the city because they can move 
around very freely by car. In this context 
it would be foolish to constrain the use 

of the car, yet we need to try to locate 
housing to best support public transport 
as well as coming up with innovative 
ways of accommodating the car, working 
closely with transport colleagues and 
developers.
 To-date achieving housing 
developments with contemporary 
architecture has generally been difficult. 
This represents our second major 
challenge. Ironically the early housing in 
MK was innovative, but these practices 
have not always been continued. We 
therefore need, and must champion 
housing solutions of which we can be 
proud. As a new town which does not 
have an existing vernacular, developers 
should have much more flexibility in the 
style of housing they build. In order to 
address this and accommodate the car 
in housing layouts, the urban design 
team are currently preparing a Design 
Guide for New Residential Developments, 
to be adopted as a Supplementary 
Planning Document. This will not only 
help the council and MKP in determining 
planning applications, but will provide 
developers and housebuilders with clear 
guidance on what is expected. They 
will be encouraged to design the house 
from the inside out which should allow 
the external appearance to be more 
contemporary. 
 A third key challenge for the urban 
design team is in helping regenerate 
the older estates in Milton Keynes, 
addressing social, economic and 
environmental problems. A council 
imperative is that we should not have a 
two-speed city. Personally I would like 
to see the required housing growth as 
an opportunity to assist in regenerating 
(along with other social and economic 
interventions) some of these deprived 
estates in conjunction with the local 
community. 

 This brings me to the second key 
reason why residents love the city so 
much - its openness and abundance of 
green spaces. Most residents associate 
MK with green space and it is not easy 
to convince them to give up some of it 
up for new housing. The key is to explain 
the benefits of new housing on their 
estate and the leader of the council 
has made it very clear that housing-led 
regeneration will only occur if affected 
residents support it. Our challenge, 
therefore, is to engage with areas where 
we believe that new housing can help 
in regenerating a deprived estate and to 
communicate the benefits effectively. 
This is what ‘placecheck’ is all about 
- working with residents to help them 
determine the future for their own area.
 Another key area where urban 
design has a big role to play is helping 
to regenerate the existing towns of 
Bletchley and Wolverton. These older 
towns are areas where some of the new 
housing required can be accommodated 
more easily as there is an abundance 
of brownfield sites in these areas. We 
have produced many SPGs, development 
briefs and feasibility studies to guide 
regeneration in these two towns.
 Another area of real excitement 
is the council’s land holdings on the 
western edge of the city – allocated as 
a substantial new housing-led, mixed-
use development area. The council’s 
landholdings will only be sold off once 
we have prepared design codes providing 
a really strong influence over the 
eventual quality of development. 
 With all this going on, would we 
urban designers want to work anywhere 
else? Probably not!

neil sainsbury is a Principal Urban Designer 
at Milton keynes Council

A Local Authority Urban Designer’s Perspective of Milton keynes

Left The urban 
design team at MK 
Council 

Right Wolverton - 
one of the historic 
areas

 All photographs 
by Milton Keynes 
Council
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Pegasus Bay, near Christchurch, is New Zealand’s most recent and 
largest private sector venture into master planning new towns. Some 
would also say it is already a prodigious white elephant. Before 
exploring this, we begin by describing New Zealand’s relationship 
with new town planning and development, in particular, the British 
influence. 
 New Zealand’s planning has always been strongly influenced the 
UK, USA and other Western countries. An early example of this was 
the 1919 Town Planning Conference held in Wellington - attendees 
were deeply concerned about avoiding the planning mistakes of the 
‘mother-country’1 and were intrigued by new ideas about urban form 
occurring there, in particular Ebenezer Howard’s Garden City concept. 
Before and after 1919, many Zealand cities clearly showed adherence 
to Howard’s principles; Wellington and Dunedin, for example, laid 
out town belts (still largely intact) in the 1850s. The attention to 
green space, spacious houses and generous private garden space 
is evident throughout most New Zealand towns, and the effects of 
industrialisation – intense polluting factories and close-packed housing 
never really materialized in New Zealand. 
 The twentieth century saw a relatively rapid drift from rural to urban 
areas, with 85% of the population becoming urban, and over a quarter 
of these living in the Auckland metropolitan area (some 1.3 million 
people). Population growth outside Auckland has been comparatively 
low and easily absorbed by relatively modest expansions of the existing 
towns and cities. Thus, except for the need to create new towns to 
support major infrastructure or development projects (such as the large 
hydro dams in the 1960s), there has been no real pressure and therefore 
no attempts to develop new towns until recently. 

nEw Towns?
At over four times the size of New Zealand’s next largest city, 
Auckland is where growth is the most rapid and new town 
development would therefore be most expected. In Auckland there 
are several developments equivalent in size to new towns that have 
been built in the last decade, but are within the bounds of the 
Metropolitan Urban Limit. This is because the regional authority 
has an agreed policy of not developing ‘satellites’ detached from the 
contiguous urban area. 
 Christchurch, a city of 360,000 people which sprawls across a flat 
coastal plain has no such policy. It has supported the construction 
of two ‘new towns’ on greenfield sites within commuting distance 
of the city. The first is the self-styled and misnamed Rolleston ‘New 
Town’ originally proposed in the 1960-70s, but with development 
only really starting in the last few years. Misnamed, it complies with 
none of the principles of new town development and in reality is a 
speculative developer-led dormitory on farmland 40 kilometers from 
Christchurch. A more recent development is Pegasus Bay, a proposed 
new town of 5,000 people located 25 kilometres north of Christchurch 
on a 340 hectare greenfield site. Compared to new towns such as 
Milton Keynes, it is small, but it illustrates the move towards private 
developer-led towns. These are towns designed to make a profit 
through selling a new ‘lifestyle’ to middle-income New Zealanders. 
If the original new town principles are: opportunity and freedom 
of choice; balance and variety; public awareness; efficient and 
imaginative use of resources, then Pegasus Bay certainly is indicative 
of a significant divergent trend in urban planning development in 
Australasia and elsewhere.

New Zealand’s latest new town
Claire Freeman describes approaches to proposed ‘new towns’
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PEGAsUs BAy: sELLInG A LIfEsTyLE
The town is being developed by Multiplex and Infinity Investments, and 
Multiplex is also a major developer of Swan Valley, Perth, Australia. The 
promotion of the town is fascinating but also worrisome. It is fascinating 
that a model of the city was built by 300 skilled model-makers in China 
over six months and transported to a display warehouse in Christchurch. 
The model includes 2,000 individually designed buildings, 53,000 
trees, 15,000 lights, and covers approximately 1,000 square meters. 
But worrisome to anyone interested in sustainable development, social 
justice, urban regeneration and the revitalization of existing cities, or 
local pollution and smog as a consequence of high car commuting levels.
 The town is described as “Live where you play”. Built around an 
artificial lake, it includes a dedicated yacht club, a golf club, restaurants, 
cafes, boutique shopping, a conference/hotel complex, a beach (the 
existing Pegasus Bay), hot pools, a vineyard experience, kidzone, 
equestrian centre, retirement village, and some community facilities 
such as a primary school. “Pegasus is also established as a vibrant 
sustainable community – with opportunities for work, education 
and leisure…” It is, however, much less clear about what these work 
opportunities are and what sustainability criteria are being used 
beyond the enhanced wetland complex and its 25km of walking and 
cycling trails. Sustainability criteria appear as part of the sales package 
rather than any dedicated attempt to ‘step lightly upon the earth’, 
or a reduction and reuse of resources. There is a deafening silence on 
the issue of work commuting, congestion on the already heavily-used 
highways and travel distances to school.
 Perhaps though, these are just the misgivings of sceptical planning 
academics? On the first day of sales 564 of the 600 available plots were 

sold, and it is not clear how many of these were to potential residents or 
speculators. Evidently, there is much interest in the town and the sales 
are taken as a vindication by its developers of its “live where you play’ 
concept of urban development. 
 What are the concerns for those of us interested in urban 
development, or who have watched, visited or lived very briefly in 
Milton Keynes? The primary point of departure is that Milton Keynes 
and the UK new towns were about building better cities and lifestyles 
for people, and for the betterment of the country as a whole. They 
were not intended only for those who could afford it, and certainly 
not with a primary goal of profiting developers. The two ‘new towns’ 
in Christchurch buy into the concept of new towns by merely being 
newly-built towns. There is no attempt to emulate the principles of 
new town development or more recent sustainability principles. So is 
Pegasus Bay going to be a prodigious white elephant? Probably not in 
terms of its financial returns to the developers, but the likelihood of the 
day-to-day reality of Pegasus Bay matching the magazine lifestyle of its 
publicity material is unlikely to be met. More importantly, the urban 
form and town’s location are locking the future community into a way 
of living that is patently unsustainable, particularly as global resource 
constraints around climate change and fossil fuel use are felt. 

Claire freeman, Michelle Thompson-fawcett and janet stephenson are at the 
Planning Programme, University of otago, Dunedin, new Zealand 
Information used in this article was taken from the publicity material of the Infinity 
Investment Group.

1 First New Zealand Town-Planning Conference and Exhibition: Official Volume of  
 proceedings, New Zealand Government, 1919.
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Top the many areas proposed for change 
in and around MK (image by David 
lock Associates)

opposite page eDAW’s 2001 master plan 
for Central Milton Keynes (credit: 
Milton Keynes partnership)

Milton Keynes was designated under the New Towns Act in 1967 at the suggestion of Buckinghamshire County Council. The original 
masterplan by County Architect and Planner Fred Pooley was for a town of high rise clusters linked by monorail. Three towns and 
thirteen villages of 45,000 people were to be made into a city totalling 250,000 people. The name was taken from one of the villages 
because of its literary and political resonances. However, the County’s work was discarded, and the Plan for Milton Keynes was 
prepared by Llewelyn-Davies Weeks Forestier-Walker & Bor for the Development Corporation and published in 1969. 

In 1976 the Labour government’s Secretary of State for the Environment, Peter Shore declared that the new town programme was to 
be shut down as it was harming the inner cities. Milton Keynes Development Corporation survived until 1992, but only by accepting 
a reduction in the size of the city to 200,000, a reduced budget and ‘privatising’ its staff. The first successor body was the Commission 
for the New Towns (CNT) which, under the Thatcher government, sold off public land and properties and sent the funds to central 
government coffers. CNT was then unpicked into English Partnerships (EP) which survived a fundamental review of its role as the 
successor body in all of the English new towns. It was reinvigorated as the national agency for major government building jobs from 
urban regeneration to the revitalisation of former coal fields and the development of former hospitals and military installations. EP 
is still the owner of most of the remaining development land in Milton Keynes, which should have been completed to its original 
capacity during the 1990s, but it might make it by about 2010. 

Meanwhile the everyday growth of Milton Keynes has prompted a Local Plan which permits peripheral expansion of around 9,000 
homes to be spread to the east (up to the M1 Motorway), west (near to the string of hamlets called Calverton) and north (up to the 
Grand Union Canal at Stantonbury Park Farm and near Newport Pagnell Services). Beneficiaries of these Local Plan expansions will 
be the successors of the farmers who fought to keep their land out of the New Town in 1967, and so are free of the risk of compulsory 
purchase under the New Towns Act. 

Faced with an acute national shortage of housing which, according to HM Treasury, threatens national competitiveness and causes 
great social harm, the then Deputy Prime Minister John Prescott announced his Sustainable Communities Plan in 2003. This confirmed 
that Milton Keynes is to be nearly doubled in size, by providing for a further 71,000 homes and associated developments by 2031. 

In 2006 EDAW and other consultants appointed by all of the local authorities and EP collectively, produced a non-statutory 
document known as ‘MK2031’. Different features of this report have been rejected by each of the clients save EP who now are alone in 
officially supporting the whole. The EDAW idea is that Milton Keynes’ further expansion should be by means of:
• Massive intensification of its more recently high-rise city centre (also a result of a previous EDAW plan undertaken for EP in 2001);
• Redeveloping the housing estates of the 1970s in which economically disadvantaged people are concentrated; 
• Building houses alongside Saxon Street (V7) north/south cross-city highway; and 
• Developing new high density clusters at the south east and south west edges of the city along an existing local train corridor destined 
for upgrading. 

The credibility of the MK2031 ‘vision’ was discussed in a special session of the Public Examination of the South East Plan (the 
emerging regional planning framework) earlier in 2007. The Secretary of State may accept it or send everyone back to the drawing 
board to work together and gain the support of the community. There is time for a rethink – at its present rates of growth, MK has at 
least 10 years before it needs to fix its plans for 2031.

david lock 
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This year we celebrate a rather magnificent landmark in the implementation of urban design – the fortieth anniversary of the 
designation of Milton Keynes as the last, and largest, of the UK’s new towns. This special issue of Urban Design captures elements of 
the journey in the creation of this city. 

I grew up in a grid - the Vaalharts Irrigation Scheme (Google Earth: Hartswater) in northern South Africa. Started during the 1930s 
as one of the largest irrigation schemes in the world, it incorporates three small towns and 1,250 parallelogram farms averaging 27 
hectares each, in the lush valley. Everyone could visualise their location within the whole, how it all fitted together, and how the grid 
allowed the built environment to best utilise the natural environment. 

Moving on to university in Cape Town, I learned about a developing ‘grid’ town in England called Milton Keynes. As an urban 
design student, established cities including London, Paris, Isfahan, and Philadelphia offered ample design lessons, but Milton Keynes 
was interesting because it represented the ultimate dream: to design a whole city, and then to see it built. I never thought that I would 
live in Milton Keynes and call it home; but following a year in London, I settled just outside the city centre as a pedestrian (proving that 
you can live without a car in Milton Keynes), close to work and the growing nightlife.

Milton Keynes is a master class with every step. Unlike London, it has a relaxed atmosphere, life is to a slower beat, allowing us time 
to breathe. There is the joy of exploring the whole city by bike along the Redways, enjoying the amazing landscaping and character of 
various grid squares – rather than trying to battle with road traffic. Living here offered first hand experience of urban design on a large 
scale as I saw places where those before me had got it right and wrong, as the following articles suggest. But I soon realized that the 
locals loved Milton Keynes but shied away from speaking up, yet visitors seemed to want it to be just like everywhere else - because 
they can understand ‘everywhere else’.

The fact remains that never before, in UK history, had a city been designed for a quarter of a million people, and now it is to be 
designed to accommodate double that number. This is the biggest public sector-designed urbanisation project in the UK. There is 
no doubt that mistakes have been made over the last 40 years, but Milton Keynes is a learning city. We believe that through creative 
design, problems can be solved, localities repaired, reworked and improved. Milton Keynes is the building industry’s equivalent of the 
first ‘pop idol’ – it has had to perform under immense pressure and scrutiny from day one – not only that, it is again being asked to 
push the level of its performance even higher, with central government earmarking it for major expansion in the next few years. 

If one human year equals seven dog years, I would suggest that ten human years equal one ‘city year’. On that basis Milton Keynes 
is a mere toddler, four years old, running around, shouting and demanding but still influenced by the bigger and older cities and the 
way they do things. It seems unfair, therefore, to compare Milton Keynes with veterans such as London, Birmingham or Oxford. Nor 
should we try to bend Milton Keynes to be like other cities so that it loses its uniqueness, the bond felt by its residents, and its youthful 
attitude. There’s not a week that goes by without a group of Chinese students arriving here to learn from about the rigour of its grid 
structure and how the 1970s Framework Plan is strong enough to accommodate change.  

The look and feel of the city is changing: in the city centre, new high rise buildings are breaking through the tree canopy, while the 
eastern and western expansion areas, with their intense urban fabric and ’city streets’ are pushing the design boundaries even further. 
But there’s also a new vibe in town: for the first time there is a public voice coming through. Concerned citizens are keeping the 
leadership on their toes and not merely accepting changes planned for our beloved city. To the city bosses, these voices are an irritation 
and the cause of negative publicity, but it is wholly positive because, for the first time, people are saying out loud they love their Milton 
Keynes. No doubt innovation and redevelopment is still needed in many places, for we all want to see Milton Keynes growing up, 
maturing and making us proud, but this public debate is healthy, desirable and inevitable as MK Council Chief Executive John Best 
points out, and it is a recurrent theme throughout these articles.  

Naturally, Milton Keynes offers too much to fit into one issue of Urban Design, and so I would encourage you to come and see this 
toddler’s journey and her prospects for the future, but bring your bike – you’ll be pleasantly surprised!  So, Happy Birthday Milton 
Keynes, you’ve come a long way over the last 40 years and we’re proud of you!

liezel kruger
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This was tested in various land-use models and prominent 
among these was a higher density monorail layout proposed by 
Fred Pooley, Buckinghamshire County’s Chief Planning Officer. 
Various residential densities were examined and after studies of 
modal split, the one kilometre grid was selected as giving the best 
trip patterns at the appropriate range of densities - averaging 17 
dwellings/hectare gross. 
 This spacing of the grid roads at one kilometre intervals, 
instead of one mile more common in low density development 
in the United States, supported viable 500m walking distances to 
public transport stops on these roads. The roads were to operate 
and flow not with roundabouts, but with a computer-controlled 
‘green wave’ traffic light system with traffic speeds designed at 
30-40 mph and for relatively low volumes. (Ironically lights are 
now being retrofitted at many of the roundabouts.)
 However, the plan for Milton Keynes did not spring fully 
formed from this initial concept. Lessons were learnt from other 
projects: for example. Llewelyn-Davies’ Summerston Action Area 
in Glasgow where higher density blocks were clustered around 
shopping, schools and other facilities, and my own experience 
working in Israel on the master plan for Beersheba, where we 
were expanding the population from 70,000 people to a quarter 
of a million people. There the city that had grown up around 
the old Turkish grid was based on English new town principles, 
resulting in sad desertified ‘green spaces’, and neighbourhoods 
with failed local centres in the middle of each. So, we worked 
up our plan with activities located along on the main roads, and 
made plasticene models showing development intensity as a kind 
of volcanic cityscape. We also read Jane Jacobs, and learned that 
the focus of local areas was at their entries and not in the middle.
 The Interim Plan for Milton Keynes was published in spring 
1969 and work began on its refinement. Concepts were worked 
on at weekend break-out seminars in Llewelyn-Davies’ villa 
on the Rothschild estate at Tring, and our offices opposite 
Euston Station were handy for liaising with the newly-formed 
Development Corporation. The first officers appointed by the 
Corporation were the Chief Engineer and the Head of Estates; 
there was a delay in the appointment of the Chief Social 
Development Officer and other key posts, which concerned us.  
I voiced my concerns formally, noting that 

[while] the social, monitoring and representational programmes are not 
yet started, existing authorities are operationally orientated, their criteria 
are political, engineering standards and volumes of output. The future 
Milton-Keynesians are without a voice of their own, and can only hope to be 
absorbed into the various existing pressure groups. 
 

In his studies of urban place-making, Jan Gehl has emphasised 
the primary functions that people have always needed, which he 
calls the three Ms:  meeting, markets and mobility. Our aim was to 
provide all of these at the combined bus stops and underpasses, 
with entrances to schools, clinics, community centres and shops, 
workshops, cafes, hairdressers etc. able to start up nearby. The 
only one built was at Neath Hill.
 There were many existing villages and small towns within 
the Milton Keynes designated area boundary and we were 
considering the impact of the future city on each of these. When 
it was time to go to the local community with our proposals, our 
team was surprised to find that this was to be communicated 
just by exhibition. Taking our drawings and plasticene models, 
the appointed public relations team were unable to clarify our 

1967 – 2007: MIlton Keynes  the next 40 yeArs
As a design consultant, Mike Macrae describes how Milton Keynes was 
first planned

Top the plan for 
Beersheba, Israel

Bottom the MK centre 
‘plasticene’ modelling

opposite page later 
sketches for activity 
centres to be on the 
edges of grid squares 
(credit: MKDC)

The background to the designation of 
Milton Keynes has been well documented 
by Terence Bendixson in his book Image & 
Reality, but there he does not go into the 
workings of the master planning team. 
Having been part of that team, I believe 
it is very useful to look back and reflect 
on lessons from the process of designing 
Milton Keynes.
 During the city designation process, 
Richard Llewelyn-Davies and others had 
been debating the notion of a dispersed 
city - structured on a grid of roads and 
draped like a mesh over the landscape. 
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said ‘people absolutely love the grid 
roads’ and opposes these suggested 
changes. Our work suggests that half of 
the 71,000 proposed new homes could be 
accommodated within the existing city, 
mainly along the grid roads and because 
of today’s smaller family sizes densities 
should be up around 50dw/ha. Obviously 
the loss of trees must be minimised, but 
the debate is hotting up and I am sure it 
will lead to the future of Milton Keynes 
as Britain’s most sustainable city. Lessons 
learned here could prove invaluable to 
vital intensification work elsewhere.
 Lastly, as Professor Anne Power has 
commented, we do not need to extend the 
city into the neighbouring countryside 
because there is still plenty of room in 
Birmingham! So if this peripheral land is 
not required for conventional agriculture, 
then let it be used to help feed the city 
with allotments and hutted smallholdings 
for the citizens, as they do elsewhere in 
Europe, and once did in this country. 

Mike Macrae is an architect/planner who worked for 
llewelyn-davies, and more recently has designed 
several award-winning sustainable private houses.  

concepts. We therefore arranged for a film to be made, hoping 
that my commentary would help to emphasise our key strategies 
- the result was ‘A City Begins with People’.
 There were also to be expensive new caravan sites for the 
influx of construction workers and we felt that instead of 
destroying them afterwards, they should be structured so that 
occupants could build their own permanent dwellings there. 
We found that doing this at densities of 16 dw/ha, more food 
could be grown in these neighbourhoods than in the agricultural 
areas. Unfortunately this was not clear to the Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation officers. 
 During the writing of the Final Report we tried to go more 
deeply into the urban design implications of the Plan. In the 
Appendix, there is a section on ‘Questions that were not asked’ 
in which we noted that the concept of local activity centres had 
not been dealt with. We wanted to emphasise their importance to 
those who would implement the plan in the future, but we failed.
 It wasn’t just that the original concepts were not fully 
understood by officers of the Development Corporation - some 
were actively in denial. Derek Walker said in the recent BBC 
Radio 4 Reunion programme that when he arrived from ‘the 
north’ he had had the idea that the experience of the landscape of 
the new city should be ‘like driving through a forest’. The Milton 
Keynes Development Corporation’s brochure All about Milton 
Keynes in the mid 1980s had a front cover showing a group of 
children and adults apparently lost in a magic woodland. Yet by 
the time of the Seven Years On study (in 1977) it was already clear 
that local centres were isolated and failing to serve lower income 
groups, with 50% of people feeling that public transport was 
poor. 
 After handover I had little to do with the new city. However 
Richard Llewelyn-Davies later wrote to me, saying that: ‘the 
fundamental ideas which we put forward for the central area in 
the Master Plan (many of which were really yours) have been 
adhered to, to an extent which is quite surprising.’ Although 
the architects of Milton Keynes Development Corporation had 
straightened out the roads, widened the boulevards, and reduced 
the figure ground, his opinion of the design was ‘100% Miesian, 
but very good of its kind’.
 Involving new residents in the making of Milton Keynes 
was always problematic and we were in effect representing a 
quarter of a million anonymous future residents. Today, those 
people have become residents, and the opportunity now exists 
to connect them and future residents via the Internet (using 
software such as SimCity) so that both groups may participate in 
designing public places.
 It is interesting to note that in The Best Laid Plans seminar held 
in 1998, where many of those originally involved were ‘looking 
back’, Mervyn Dobbin observed that a restrictive environment for 
women had resulted from constraints ‘deeply embedded in the 
implementation of the spatial organisation’. Suzanne Beauchamp, 
the sociologist on our team, had noted that though the goals of 
overall inclusivity were broadly achieved citywide, it was the 
physical weakness of local facilities that was failing those most 
in need. Badly designed places imposed upon people can ensure 
misery and failure.
 In the Final Report for Milton Keynes, the varied residential 
densities and areas of other uses were represented by square 
pixilation, which was useful for studying traffic assignments: 
unfortunately the Development Corporation did not follow this 
up with continuous monitoring. However, recent social mapping 
does reveal those areas where there is most deprivation, and these 
must surely be the places to work with local people on future 
investment. I am sure that the early idealism generated in our 
team is still present in the city. 
 In fact, the new powers in Milton Keynes have already 
indicated that they may be thinking of densifying development 
around V7 Saxon Gate, although the leader of the council has 

Our work suggests that half of 
the 71,000 proposed new homes 
could be accommodated within 
the existing city
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While it may be possible to define a 
government’s political plausibility in a 
matter of days, the gestation period for 
a Development Corporation’s success 
is likely to be its first eighteen months. 
This period of furious activity fuses 
policy, programme, implementation 
and design strategies into an operational 
pattern, which defines and establishes key 
in-house development teams and a list of 
external supporting groups.
 Following the publication of the draft 
Master Plan for Milton Keynes in 1969, 
it was clear that a singularly ambitious 
British initiative was in the offing.
 Britain seemed to be making the right 
choices: the appointment of a dynamic 
and charismatic chairman, Lord Campbell 
of Eskan, who in turn assembled a board 
representing a wide range of financial, 
social and political skills. Initially, for the 
critical local consultation period, Walter 
Ismay became the Corporation’s first 
Chief Executive. He proved to be the right 
choice for the fraught and difficult process 
of consultation and reassurance central to 
the British planning process. Campbell’s 
initial appointment of Richard Llewelyn-
Davies was equally inspired. Together 
with Walter Bor and John de Monchaux, 
he produced a plan that was audacious, 
pragmatic and not the least doctrinaire. 
It proposed a low density solution within 
a rough square kilometre grid - with six 
clear goals:

1 Opportunity and freedom of choice
2 Balance and Variety 
3 Easy movement and access
4 Creation of an attractive city
5 Public awareness and participation
6 Efficient and imaginative use of resources 

However the speed of implementation required specific skills 
and again Lord Campbell showed shrewd judgment. He recruited 
Fred Lloyd Roche, who already had a successful public service 
background concerned with implementation in Coventry and 
Runcorn. His appointment as successor to Walter Ismay in 1970 
ensured that the Development Corporation had a formidable 
team who understood the development process; he was perhaps 
the best negotiator that the embryonic city could have had. 
Intensely ambitious and political, his staying power became 
legendary within the new towns movement.
 When I was recruited as Chief Architect and Planner from my 
modest design orientated practice, I was encouraged to bring flair 
to further recruitment. I had a very clear vision of the pattern 
needed so that control of the development process was design-
led, our in-house teams had to be run by designers, and a close 
working relationship was established with external practices 
who could support the Development Corporation through direct 
commissions. What followed was an explosion of energy and 
idealistic commitment that was both exciting and stimulating. 
This approach was kept on the rails by the early appointment of 
Frank Henshaw as Chief Quantity Surveyor (he later succeeded 
Fred Roche as Chief Executive). His experience in setting up a 
realistic framework for development was vital.
 Design activity was intense during the first three years: the 
preparation of local and village plans, the creation of city-wide 
infrastructure and landscaping policies, the structuring and 
master planning of the city centre and the six central area 
housing grid squares. Conservation areas were defined; a massive 
housing programme was ongoing from 1970; system building for 

the forMAtIve yeArs: reCrUItMent, reWArD  
AnD replenIshMent
Derek Walker, Milton Keynes’ Chief Architect and Planner sets the scene
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elements such as grid roads, redways 
(footpaths and cycle routes), linear parks 
and ‘localities’ where individual planting 
programmes would be carried out. Each 
element and locality was assigned a family 
of forest trees, smaller trees and shrubs, 
together with a set of principles covering 
land form and planting. A massive and 
sustained planting programme was 
implemented and care was taken to 
achieve high design standards in the city-
wide infrastructure, to cross-fertilise the 
work of the architectural, engineering 
and landscape design teams. Tony 
Southard and Andrew Mahaddie led the 
group developing strategies for city-wide 
landscape systems and which were then 
implemented by Neil Higson, Brian Salter 
and Tony Southard’s team.
 The design principles for Central 
Milton Keynes provides a circulation 
system of service and access routes within 
which developments of different types 
and densities can take place, all well 
landscaped with a palette of high quality 
materials. The intention of the Central 
Milton Keynes Area Plan is a pattern of 
development which is more conventional 
and paradoxically offers some urban 
delights: space, greenery, legibility and the 
opportunity for peace and quiet.
 The City Centre group led by Stuart 
Mosscrop and Chris Woodward included 
Syd Green, Keith Barrell, Tony McKay, Ken 
Baker, Ivan Pickles, David Hartley and 
Brian Day. They created a superb planning 

industry was invented; and projects for community buildings, 
schools, sports and recreation facilities and health programmes 
were started.
 This exercise was to achieve one simple goal: building 3,000 
houses a year and enough supporting facilities to make the new 
area inviting rather than traumatic to incomers. Implementing 
these policies demanded dynamic responses. The young team 
had energy coupled with experience in key appointments. The 
quality of in-house designers was paralleled by external design 
consultants: Foster & Partners, James Stirling, Stirling and 
Wilford, Henning Larsen, Edward Cullinan, MacCormac Jamieson 
Prichard, Martin Richardson, Evans & Shalev, Ralph Erskine, 
David Rock, Colquhoun & Miller, Peter Womersley, Ivor Smith & 
Cailey Hatton, and Brian Frost.
 The two areas of study that defined the ethos of Milton Keynes 
were the Central Milton Keynes and Central Area Housing 
grid squares, and the overall planning matrix of landscape and 
infrastructure. In 1971 when I presented a concept for a city 
greener than the surrounding countryside to Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation’s Board, ‘Forest City’ became our 
image. After intense debate we allocated 20% of the designated 
area to a city-wide parkland system. Confronted by ancient oak 
and ash forests which had been cleared for agriculture, fuel and 
construction, and hedgerows ravaged by Dutch elm disease, 
this created a ‘clean slate’ and allowed us to develop a landscape 
‘language’ for the new city, to guarantee both its unity and quality 
over time. Given consistently low development densities the city 
would come to rely on landscape design and the manipulation of 
land form for much of its ‘architectural’ character and its sense of 
‘urbanity’.
  Following an appraisal of the natural history and potential 
of the area, key principles were established and implemented 
consistently. Many are in use today and account for the city’s 
worldwide reputation for high landscape standards. The aim was 
to lose the city in a re-created forest.
 The landscape vocabulary distinguished between city-wide 

opposite page the plan 
for CMK

above top left new 
employment space 
in MK

above top right helmut 
Jacoby’s drawing 
conveys the feel of 
CMK

above bottom left and 
right the surrounding 
Central housing Area 
grid squares 
All images sourced by 
Derek Walker
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framework for development, whilst at the 
same time providing the early offices, the 
rail and bus stations, Shopping Building 
and basic infrastructure. Trevor Denton, 
Fred Higginson, Dave Byrne, Keith Revill 
and David Reddick formed another group 
concentrating on the six surrounding grid 
squares which would house 30,000 people.
 Barry Clayton and Derek Codling led 
the Industry group inventing a system 
that elevated speculative factory buildings 
from the asbestos shed that prevailed at 
the time. Peter Winchester, John Seed 
and Dave Brimson led a Village Design 
group which produced the conservation 
documents for the city and eleven village 
plans within a two year period. Nigel 
Lane and Wayland Tunley are associated 
with the development of northern Milton 
Keynes from sensitive infills in Stony 
Stratford and Wolverton to large housing 
schemes at Fullers Slade, Neath Hill and 
Greenleys. Jim Muldrew and Don Ritson 
led a team that included Ed Jones, Jeremy 
Dixon, Chris Cross, Mike Gold and Peter 
Barker which was concerned with major 
housing schemes in the south sector 

where tyrannical building systems and a lack of building materials 
compromised Netherfield, Coffee Hall and Beanhill.
 My department was also kept fully occupied: Pierre Botschi was 
wedded to GRP (glass-reinforced plastic) and Sherwood Drive, 
John Doggart to gaskets and energy conservation, while Brian 
Milne developed children’s play equipment and street furniture 
with Eric Maddox, Mike Glickman and Geoff Hollington. After 
early work with the Landscape group, John Czaky worked on 
elements of Willen Lake and the highly successful landscaped 
Loughton Bowl Entertainment Area. 
 These were heady days, and the team was sustained by Monday 
evening design presentations and seminars by luminaries such as 
Buckminster Fuller and Steen Eiler Rasmussen, who as a lifelong 
student of English planning was an early supporter of the plan for 
Milton Keynes. To Rasmussen Milton Keynes represented a strong 
reaction to a number of more conventional new town principles 
such as a centralised road system, organisation into small 
neighbourhoods and an enclosing boundary. Fuller’s interest 
was both social and technical as he was fascinated by the idea of 
public housing and exportable international systems.
 This bubble of optimism was difficult to sustain. The first 
increase in oil prices sent shock waves through investors in 
1973, and the three-day week of Edward Heath’s government 
had similar effects. The success of the new towns movement was 
based on all party political support and its erosion started with 
Peter Shore’s infamous inner cities versus new towns debate. 
Michael Heseltine’s doctrine of ‘let the private sector build it’ 
was doomed to fail at the level of the rolling programme and 
on basic quality. Bankrupt and opportunistic political doctrines 
are not the right foundations for building for the future and it is 
misguided to believe that private interests and market forces will 
look after our environment.
 In 1992 the Government wound up Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation. It had been commercially successful 
to the end and many of the early strategic planning and landscape 
design decisions have proved robust and sustainable. 
 However, the subsequent infilling of the jigsaw puzzle has 
become less agreeable to me due to the combination of private 
sector pressure, a gradual diminution of development control and 
a lack of sensitivity in following the city’s stated goals and quality 
of design. The most rewarding aspect of being part of this though, 
was the sustained design education in the whole process. Many 
of us have benefited so much from helping to create a habitat 
which, in Rasmussen’s words, is a vehicle for family development 
and growth. It is and has to remain a suburban town with space to 
breathe and an environment to enjoy. 
 Should we have been less prescriptive in the later phases 
to make it easier to focus employment and higher residential 
densities? Or to organise development in ways better suited to a 
sustainable public transport system?
 As the world changes and new opportunities are presented 
to today’s designers, there are undoubtedly certain universal 
indispensable attributes. The first is a ferocious pride in one’s 
own skills which can come only from deep roots and hardy 
enthusiasms. Secondly, one must have friends, know where to 
find them and how to keep them. Thirdly, one must be robust and 
nimble-footed, always maintaining a sense of humour; perhaps 
one must take solace from the words of the political philosopher 
Edmund Burke: 

People who would carry our great public schemes must be proof against 
the most fatiguing delays, the most mortifying discouragements, the most 
shocking insults and, worst of all, the presumptuous judgment of the ignorant 
upon their designs.

derek Walker was the first and only chief architect/ planner for Milton keynes, 
returning to private practice at the end of 1976. His Mk work is comprehensively 
covered in his book Architecture and Planning of Milton Keynes.

above the MKDC team 
 Image sourced by Derek 

Walker
left the early housing 

layouts (credit: MKDC)
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THe origins of THe grid
The earlier generations of new towns had largely imitated the 
urban forms of historic settlements that had grown over time. 
These were mostly radial patterns focussed on a centre. In the 
1960s, these forms were being seen as socially manipulative and, 
in practical terms, inefficient in dealing with the motor car.

In 1965 Melvin Webber hit a nerve among planners with his 
essay ‘Urban Place and the Non-Place Urban Form’, which put 
forward the idea of ‘Community without Propinquity’ – that 
social contacts are made by electronic communication rather 
than over the garden fence. At the time this was welcomed as a 
liberating and democratic idea, and Webber’s later ideas, seeing 
urbanists as enablers rather than form-givers, and ‘permissive 
planning’ went some way to counteract criticism of planning as 
social engineering. Later these insights were judged as helping to 
promote ‘Thatcherite individualism’, but in the optimism of the 
late 1960s this was not foreseen. In this context, the city’s grid 
was seen both as a metaphor for an open society and an efficient 
way of dealing with the car. 

THe grid
There are 4 basic movement-based urban forms:
1 Radial: the historic pattern of growth over time.
2 Linear: uncommon historically except under severe 
geographical restraints such as along coastlines or valley 
bottoms; without restraints this increases travel times within 
the city, but efficient where public transport is the primary 
generator.
3 Hierarchical: road forms with urban motorways, primary 
distributors, secondary distributors, etc.
4 Non-hierarchical grids: the traditional solution for planned 
towns even before Roman settlements.

With hindsight, a hybrid, linear grid might have had advantages, 
and this, in effect was the proposal for Hook New Town which 
was never built. But in the late 1960s personal mobility was 
seen more as a blessing to an emerging affluent society than 

the GrID AnD hoW It MADe A plAn 
Andrew Mahaddie explains the city’s unique structure

as a problem of scarce resources and 
pollution. So the urban form choices 
were the hierarchical versus non 
hierarchical, illustrated by the Plan for 
Peterborough in the first case and Milton 
Keynes in the second.
Yet grids offer the greatest advantages:
• grids can be built incrementally, on 
dual carriageways, one carriageway at a 
time. 
• grids have what road engineers call 
‘natural redundancy’ – a highly desirable 
quality, whereby if a road is blocked by 
accident or repair, an alternative route is 
available. Non-hierarchical systems are 
very vulnerable to blockages - a problem 
on a major distributor can paralyse a 
large area.
• grids use either traffic lights or 
roundabouts. Roundabouts are efficient 
at slowing rather than halting traffic, and 
traffic flows are better than high speed 
or stop-start designs and the capacity of 
a road increases as its operating speed 
decreases; studies have shown that the 
maximum capacity of a road occurs at 
speeds of about 35mph.
• most importantly, grids are vastly more 
cost effective than hierarchical systems. 
A cost comparison between Milton 
Keynes and Peterborough showed that 
the Peterborough roads were twenty six 
times more expensive to build, and the 
cash flow analysis of a system that can 
be built incrementally is much better 
than for a system that has to be complete 
before it can be effective. 

above the city grid 
using the v and h 
road numbering 
system (source David 
lock Associates)
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The British antipathy to city grids, 
as ‘inhuman’ or ‘mechanical’ seems 
entirely to lie with those who have not 
experienced American cities. The delight 
of being able to navigate in a city that you 
do not know (4thAvenue comes before 
5thAvenue, or, ‘the corner of 26th and 
Chestnut’) is a humanising rather than 
dehumanising experience.

Therefore the suppression of the H 
(horizontal, i.e. running east-west) and 
V (vertical, i.e. running north-south) 
grid numbering in favour of concocted 
traditional sounding names, or names 
plucked from the Ordnance Survey, 
has done much to make way-finding 
difficult and makes Milton Keynes seem 
inhospitable to the visitor. When you get 
to understand it, it is very easy.

But why were the grid roads not 
straight? Looking at the city’s Plan, the 
serpentine roads appear to be responding 
sensitively to the contours, but this is 
not the case. The vocabulary of vertical 
and horizontal curves demanded by 
engineering requirements, clashed 
in scale with the undulations of the 
Buckinghamshire countryside. The result 
was excessive cut and fill, compounded in 
the early years, by the use of standards for 
rural roads which were more demanding 
than those for urban roads. But more 
significantly it was because the Strategic 
Plan was used as though it was a master 
plan, and this needs some explanation.
THe plan
By the 1960s, the idea of master planning 
was wearing thin. A ‘fixed plan’, much 
loved by administrators, has the 
advantage that it creates images in the 
minds of the participants about the 
development. These images may or may 
not be appropriate, but they offer comfort 
amidst the uncertainties of a major 
project. On the other hand, a master plan 
lasting 25 years is probably slightly out of 
date before it is published, and very dated 
after five or ten years.

A Strategic Plan, however, offers flexibility, assumes change, 
allows feedback and follows the notions of ‘permissive planning’ 
and ‘enabling’. One of the roles of urban designers is to add images 
and aspirations to complement the abstract nature a Strategic Plan. 
In 1970 though, urban designers were few, and their function often 
confined to a ‘cobbles and bollards’ or compositional scene-setting 
‘townscape’ role. Thus the diagrammatic grid road alignments 
of the Strategic Plan were regarded as ‘fixed’ and engineering 
standards prevailed.

In the first decade of the Milton Keynes Development 
Corporation, one issue emerged which clearly illustrates the 
advantage of strategic planning over master planning. The plan 
contained an assumption of the employment area required to 
sustain the target population, based on precedents of the late 
1960s. By the end of the 1970s, it became evident that many of 
the employers attracted to Milton Keynes were computer-based 
warehousing and distribution firms, i.e. huge sites with a handful 
of jobs. The target population at the densities in the Plan could 
therefore only be employed if further land was acquired outside 
the city’s designated area, or alternatively, the target population 
would have to be reduced. Neither option was acceptable, but 
tweaking the Strategic Plan allowed a new balance.

A criticism of the early new towns was that they provided 
few facilities: a generation often passed before commercial and 
recreational places were built. This was in part a result of how 
the New Towns Act had operated, where commercial uses in 
particular had to wait for market demand. This had not changed 
in Milton Keynes, but an awareness of the importance of building 
the population up quickly in order to establish a market base led 
to a target of 3,000 houses to be built per year. Yet in 1970 there 
were no local builders who could operate at this scale. Large scale 
contractors, on the other hand were cautious of committing 
themselves to an area where they had no skill base and which was 
subject to political uncertainties – many people felt that Milton 
Keynes would never ‘get off the ground’. Contractors therefore had 
to be persuaded to come to Milton Keynes by the promise of large 
increments of development and a continuity of work. It was this, 
coupled with the need for 3,000 houses a year that led to the large 
projects, which were later regarded as the product of architectural 
megalomania. 

Housing
The Plan for Milton Keynes aimed at an equal split between public 
and private housing, but in the early years as private investment 
would be hard to attract, it was recognised that the public sector 
would predominate. At that time, public housing was defined by: 
• Parker Morris - functional space standards intended as minima, 
but treated as maxima, and which established criteria well above 
those used by today’s house builders; and
• The Housing Cost Yardstick - a sliding scale of building subsidy 
geared to higher densities, making high-rise attractive.

However Milton Keynes was planned at a low ‘garden city’ 
density of 14 houses per acre, as a reaction to the prevalent 
manipulation of densities, and was deemed theoretically 
‘unbuildable’. Subsequent negotiations with the Housing Ministry 
allowed a notional ‘Yardstick Boundary’ to be defined well within 
the site boundary, so that actual densities could be calculated as 
much higher. The early housing layouts in MK should be seen 
in this context, with Netherfield and Coffee Hall the clearest 
examples. 

Of course, now there are plans for a new approach, but the 
beauty of the grid and the Strategic Plan mean that new, different 
and creative ideas can be accommodated, without upsetting the 
overall structure.

andrew Mahaddie is an urban designer/ architect who worked on the landscape 
strategy, the design of the linear parks and campbell park, and the general 
communication of urban design and planning. 

above the 
distribution of 
employment centres 
created by 1980 
(credit: MKDC)
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The popular view of Milton Keynes (MK) is often a place with 
little sense of a past – ‘Everything seems at once both unbearably 
new and depressingly desolate’ (Rimmer in Finnegan 1998). 
Certainly MK, the largest of Britain’s post war new towns, is not 
known for its Arcadian pastoral English setting much loved 
by advertisers. Yet the heritage and historical background of 
Britain’s most modern settlement is a lot more impressive and 
authentic than one would imagine.  

The 9,000 hectares within the designated area of Milton 
Keynes once housed significant Iron Age, Roman, Saxon, Viking, 
Norman and Medieval settlements as well as its more recent 
Victorian railway settlements. Even today, local evidence of 
these settlements abounds. For instance, there are 47 Scheduled 
Ancient Monuments within Milton Keynes boundary; 15 of 18 
locations in the Milton Keynes area mentioned in the Domesday 
book are still sites of human settlement; Watling Street (the 
Roman road constructed soon after the invasion in 43 AD) is still 
in use; there are mott and bailey sites, medieval churches and 
chapels (including the remains of a Benedictine priory) and the 
remains of a large roman villa still on view (Woodfield 1986).

But how has this vast inheritance of heritage assets influenced 
the development of Milton Keynes, as it has grown from a start of 
40,000 people to more than 222,000 today? 

Britain’s largest new town was designated in 1967, but 
construction did not commence until the early 1970s. The initial 
objective was to prepare the land for the construction of up to 
3,000 new dwellings per year. Yet the records of this period are 
not completely silent on local heritage issues. In January 1970 a 
report on archaeological conservation was presented to Milton 
Keynes Development Corporation which recommended:

If the New City is to be linked with the historical past of the area, it is 
necessary that examples of each type of site with visible remains should be 
preserved. 
   Minutes of MKDC, 16 January 1970

In 1971, the Milton Keynes Archaeology 
Unit employing 50 staff was set up 
to oversee excavation in advance of 
development. However, this seems 
to have represented a regard for the 
prevailing legislation on heritage 
conservation, rather than a determination 
to embed local heritage in the evolution 
of the new town. 

Instead, the driving influence in 
the planning of MK was Modernism 
(Hobson 1999). Modernism is seen as a 
continuation of the eighteenth century 
enlightenment in Western thought 
which seeks alternative, utopian futures 
through the pursuit of knowledge and 
objective science (Rodriguez and Garratt 
2004). Hobson (1999) comments:

The rational modernist built environment is 
intended to break with tradition and initiate 
social change with a vision of a new urban 
society in an ideal physical urban structure.

Le Corbusier, a major influence on 
twentieth century modernist urban 
planners, argued that it was essential to 
clear away the past prior to build a new 
modernist city, but given the practical 
difficulties this entailed, ‘creating an 
entirely new settlement on already 
clear land is more straightforward’ 
(Hobson 1999). In his foreword to an 
interpretation of the new city’s design, 
Rasmussen has described how Milton 

Don’t looK BACK: the role of herItAGe In the 
DevelopMent of MIlton Keynes
Mike Synnott reveals MK’s approach to heritage

above one of the 
existing settlements 
on Watling street 
- stony stratford high 
street, photograph by 
liezel Kruger
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While the impact of street names is not culturally 
inconsequential, it is tempting to ask why the Development 
Corporation did not go further. More than other new towns, MK 
has often been popularly portrayed as ‘a settlement without soul, 
lacking the centre and traditions which give older towns their 
identity’ (Finnegan 1998). Perhaps a MK ‘history extravaganza’ 
targeted at regional or national audiences and linked to local 
exhibits, might have helped to counter the emerging derision. 

But there was to be no looking back in the Development 
Corporation’s agenda. Nothing epitomised this attitude more 
than the opening of the Central Milton Keynes Shopping 
Building in 1979. The building is impressive in size, 650m in 
length, and stylistically its strict sleek lines unambiguously 
shout its modernist Mies van der Rohe credentials. Any lingering 
doubts on the design paradigm of the Development Corporation 
were banished by the completion of the Agora indoor market and 
skating centre in Wolverton in 1979. Sited in the middle of this 
historic Victorian railway town – once the largest railway works 
in Europe and now a neighbourhood within the new town – the 
tough pyramid-shaped, red-bricked twentieth century Agora 
brokered no compromise with its Victorian setting. Nonetheless, 
there were a few nods to the past such as Liz Leys’ concrete cows 
in 1976, which in some ways recalled a recent bucolic past. 

However from the 1980s there were major changes in the 
way Britain related to space (Dicks 2000). Faced with growing 
economic and political upheaval, unemployment and a climate 
of retrenchment in public expenditure, Britain became nostalgic 
with wistful gazes back at an idealised past – ‘the search for 
secure moorings in a shifting world’ (Harvey 1989). Throughout 
Britain, local heritage centres and diverse heritage experiences 
sprung up while the run-down parts of towns were being 
gentrified as cultural and heritage quarters. 

The dawn of the 1980s also saw subsidies for public cultural 
services replaced by investment which gave rise to a new urban 
entrepreneurialism; competitiveness and privatisation became 
the key strategies for local economic development (Dicks 
2000). Local heritage and local culture became the means of 
reversing a lost sense of community, the recipe for invigorating 
local tourism, and the fashioning of local distinctiveness in 
the competition for inward investment. For example, it was in 
the early 1980s that the regeneration of London’s Docklands 
commenced; the Jorvik Viking Centre in York opened in 1984; 
and Glasgow began to market tourism services on the basis of 

Keynes is best viewed as a specifically 
English interpretation of the Le 
Corbusian tradition (Walker 1981). We 
must acknowledge the influence of the 
American urbanist Melvin Webber on 
the planning of Milton Keynes. Webber 
argues that the urban realm is no longer 
a matter of territory but heterogeneous 
groups of people communicating through 
space. This was the climate in which 
the master plan for Milton Keynes was 
created in 1970 (Williams 2004). Despite 
its modernist, forward-looking stance, 
indicators were therefore woven into the 
emerging urban fabric: 

At first sight the very naming of Milton 
Keynes seems to be an expression of the city’s 
ambivalent position in the urban system - 
surely it must be the product of an unholy 
alliance between the economic gurus of 
Thatcherism and social democracy… Instead 
the overall ethos is summed up rather better 
in the presumably deliberate homage to the 
Hollywood of Sunset Boulevard expressed 
in the naming of Midsummer Boulevard in 
Central Milton Keynes being balanced by the 
most mythical reference to the England ley lines 
and druids expressed in the naming of Silbury 
Boulevard which parallels the other side of the 
shopping mall
 Cochrane and Charleswork in  
 Clapson et al 1998

By the end of the 1970s there were other 
examples of local heritage embedded 
in the street names. For instance, Saxon 
Street (V7) recalled the local site where 
administration of the Saxon Hundred of 
Secklow transpired and Millers Way (H2) 
reminds us of the presence of nineteenth 
century windmills. Other examples 
abound throughout the new city.

above left the new 
Bradwell windmill, 
evidence of MK’s 
heritage

above right the 
shopping Building 
in CMK 
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clocal heritage. The heritage movement was also given official 
and institutional focus by the 1983 National Heritage Act which 
created English Heritage with its statutory powers.

Milton Keynes remained resolutely set on course. But 
dependant on the public purse, it was not immune from 
adverse changes in the fiscal climate. Indeed, within months 
of the election of a new Conservative government in 1979 the 
Development Corporation could barely contain its anger at ‘the 
draconian cuts’ in its grant from central government (Milton 
Keynes Development Corporation 1980). However, unlike other 
locations, the new era of urban entrepreneurialism would not be 
expressed in MK through the commercialisation of local history 
or archaeological assets. 

Instead, MK set about building on a forward-looking message 
encapsulated by the new Shopping Building. Homeworld, an 
exhibition showcasing new technologies in housing took place 
at Bradwell Common in 1981; The Point (Britain’s first multiplex 
cinema) opened in 1985; and in 1986 there was the Energy World 
architectural competition highlighting thermal efficiency in 
housing. Developments such as these ensured that MK remained 
a metaphor for modernity in the public mind. 

Yet the planners were prepared to draw liberally on rural 
and historic imagery to promote a new Englishness beyond 
the inner cities. For example, an early 1980s poster campaign 
juxtaposed everyday urban colloquialisms with images of MK, 
heavily referenced to symbols of a rural English heritage. In one, 
an iconic ‘bobby’ on a bicycle is seen peddling along a virtually 
deserted road in the early morning sun – the road sign shows it 
to be Secklow Gate in Central Milton Keynes, a name recalling 
the local Saxon past - and beneath this image is the caption ‘Rush 
Hour in Milton Keynes’. Another echoes the pastoral scenes 
of Turner and the rural simplicity of Constable. A woman is 
pictured leaning on a gate, gazing into a meadow with a standing 
horse. On the horizon, the roofline of modern chimneyless 
housing can be glimpsed through the early morning haze. The 
caption beneath says ‘Concrete Jungle’. Clearly, the Development 
Corporation understood the need to convey the advantages of 
a modern city in a nostalgic mode. Once again, it is tempting to 
speculate how greater exploitation of the local heritage assets 
might have helped to drive home this message. 

Yet, MK’s eschewal of the wave of heritage and nostalgia, which 
informed many other urban development and regeneration 
programmes in the 1980s and 1990s, may have been fortuitous. 
While many towns and cities sought distinctiveness by exploiting 
local heritage and culture, the result has typically been their 
‘transformation into ‘anywhere-ville’ playgrounds for visitors 
endlessly consuming the same standardised product, the same 
exhibition touring from city to city, the same cultural event, or 
drinking from the same cappuccino bars’ (Ghilardi 2005).

By contrast, MK has made its own rules and has created a 
modern, distinctive heritage which can never be ‘anywhereville’. 
It has evolved a tradition of innovation and a character of clarity 
and single-minded vision, instead of the haphazard spontaneity 
that characterises many long-established cities. Commenting on 
the current heated debate about Milton Keynes’ future direction, 
Thomas Heatherwick, a noted artist and urban designer had this 
to say:

Everyone is saying, let’s have a new concert hall or a new museum, but 
that way you just end up looking like you are pretending to be Bilbao or 
Barcelona. My message for Milton Keynes is: hold your nerve. Don’t throw 
away that original vision 
    The  Telegraph 2006

Michael synnott is the director of the Milton keynes city discovery centre.
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More than any other new town, Milton 
Keynes has relied on its landscape 
to give it structure and identity. The 
original master plan by Llewelyn-Davies 
Weeks, Forestier-Walker and Bor was 
sensitive, setting among its main goals: 
opportunity and freedom of choice, 
balance and variety, an attractive city, 
and public awareness and participation. 
It drew attention to the role of landscape 
components in an attractive city at both 
the large and small scales. 

During the early years of detailed 
planning and building, it was a bonanza 
for designers and architects in particular. 
But looking back 40 years later, it is the 
work of the landscape designers that has 
established the individuality of the city. 
To achieve this, major landscape policies 
were formulated most notably the 
grid road landscape and parks policies. 
Furthermore the scale of planting in 
Milton Keynes was unprecedented. The 
planting of primarily indigenous species 
and in the numbers demanded by forestry 
techniques depleted not just the available 
nursery stocks of the region, but those of 
the United Kingdom and the Netherlands. 

There are a series of four main 
elements to the landscape structure: 

1 THe grid road landscape
The precedents for grid road planting 
were the ‘parkways’ in the United States 
in the 1930s and 1940s, and continued in 
a diluted form along the early motorways 
in Britain. The design challenge was 
‘the view from the road’ – a landscape 
primarily for motorists’ entertainment as 
they passed through the countryside.

In Milton Keynes however, the problem was different. 
Preference was given to the inhabitant – to those living next 
to grid roads - rather than the car driver; few people would 
otherwise choose to live next to the noise and visual intrusion 
of moving traffic, headlights and road lighting. Wide road 
reservations (100m), acoustic mounds and dense planting 
seemed appropriate and unique. This, applied to the entire grid 
of city roads, would play a major role in conveying the image of 
Milton Keynes. Initially however, feeble tree growth and bare 
earth mounds produced a sense of desolation, and early attempts 
at grid road planting were myopic, one kilometre at a time, and 
became merely decorative large scale herbaceous borders devoid 
of any continuity across the city, exposing housing areas, and 
with no ecological foundation. Fortunately, this changed. 

In the mid 1970s the region was hit by drought and Dutch 
elm disease, and the city’s already weak and uncoordinated 
landscape was devastated by losing its backdrop of majestic 
elm trees in the neighbouring countryside. Milton Keynes was 
beginning to lose confidence in its vision, and the ‘city of trees’ 
concept had a very hollow ring to it. It was imperative that a new 
landscape philosophy be adopted – it was to be a philosophy of 
achievement.

This placed great emphasis on the creation of a landscape 
relevant to city life, which would help to foster belief and 
investment at many levels in the city’s future, without 
abandoning the fundamental objectives of early conceptual 
work. It urgently had to produce images of richness and maturity 
which would encourage the commitment of lives and energies 
to give the new organism vitality. This inevitably involved the 
reassessment of some adopted policies, and the formulation of 
an implementation programme with a much greater degree of 
technical creativity than had hitherto been exercised. A stronger 
and larger landscape team was assembled. The brief for this the 
newly formed ‘central landscape unit’ was simple: ‘to make the 
landscape vision for Milton Keynes a reality and do so urgently’. 
It involved the highest design standards as well as a commitment 
to interdisciplinary working, with a broad design vocabulary and 
lightness of approach. 

The parkway reservations were reduced from 100m to 
80m and the landscape approach modified so that the barriers 
between roads and development were considered as a landscape 
zone responding to both residents and car users. The alienating 
effect was further relieved by emphasising entry points into grid 
squares and the use of carefully selected ‘windows’. In detailed 
design terms, moods and atmospheres were expressed, along 
with the incorporation of rapid growth trees supplemented with 
semi mature specimens, a range of plants were employed which 
would mark the seasons with their varying spectrum of colour 
and flower.

2 Housing environMenTs
Within housing areas, the landscape design aims were to 
emphasize place and route legibility, as well as creating a sense of 
well being and environmental maturity. As private, rather than 
large scale rental house schemes became the norm, the private 
housing and landscape units worked closely together employing 
centrally managed trust funds to achieve exceptional standards 
for developer housing environments.

3 cenTral MilTon keynes
Only marginally less urgent to early impressions of Milton 
Keynes were the character and dignity of the streets and 
boulevards of its central area and the form of the Central Park 

the lAnDsCApe: lIfe In A tree-hoUse 
Neil Higson and Andrew Mahaddie describe the city’s landscape 

above MK’s open space 
and reserve land 
(credit: MKDC)

opposite page top the 
loss of trees in CMK, 
photograph by liezel 
Kruger

opposite page middle 
Campbell park, 
photograph by liezel 
Kruger

opposite page bottom 
City centre planting, 
photograph by David 
lock Associates
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c(later Campbell Park). Struggling plane trees hardly lived up 
to the magnificent ‘Crystal Palace’ Shopping Building, and the 
finely detailed grey granite and concrete ‘public realm’ called for 
a complementary soft landscape. Plane and Horse Chestnut trees 
were the theme for the centre and its approach roads. Despite a 
lack of care in recent years, the bold simplicity of the central area 
landscape structure has succeeded in creating a framework for 
the evolving heart of the city. Unfortunately, however, current 
‘improvements’ in the area are failing to take into account 
the tremendous asset that this adds to the unique character of 
Central Milton Keynes.

4 THe park sysTeM
The extensive park system was based on three river valleys to 
form the ‘maximum park’ of about 1,850 hectares, and adopted 
as a policy early in the life of the Development Corporation. 
A set of principles identified as the ‘strings, beads and setting 
policy’ was adopted as the basis for planning the parks; all areas 
were the subject of park development plans covering land use, 
development opportunities (e.g. commercial recreation), costs 
and management needs.

There are twenty eight kilometres of linear park within 
Milton Keynes most of which lie in flood planes and are therefore 
‘un-developable’. As only 6% of the local authority’s budget 
could be spent on leisure, and only a small proportion of that 
could be spent on parks, it was obvious that grass cutting would 
be severely restricted, and most of the mowing should be done 
by sheep. That also was the best possible contrast to other urban 
uses – a Country Park.

Many of the new inhabitants of Milton Keynes came because, 
if they could find a job in the area, a new house was available 
within days, whereas, living in London meant fifteen years on 
the housing waiting list and staying with in-laws. Coming to 
Buckinghamshire was a life in the country, and for many this 
meant an opportunity to buy a large dog; however, dogs and 
sheep do not mix well…

Just as our countryside is used in the National Parks, the park 
development principles aimed to create a lively functioning 
landscape with a network of routes and greenways, linking a 
variety of activities set within it. The result is the city’s ‘zone of 
freedom’, ranging from the relatively sophisticated miniature 
downland landscape of Campbell Park to the ecologically rich 
areas of the Ouse Valley. This system is a very considerable 
contributor to the quality of life of citizens of Milton Keynes. 

Even though much of the park system is farmed, there would 
still have been a huge budget shortfall, not just for maintenance, 
but for planting and developing the park so that it could be used 
i.e. for access, parking, wardens and monitoring. 

Towards the end of the Development Corporation period 
and with the success and value of the landscape infrastructure 
becoming widely appreciated, concern about its long term 
custody led to the setting up of Milton Keynes Parks Trust. The 
Parks Trust remains responsible for running and managing the 
major park system and, fortunately also the parkway landscape 
zones.

The Development Corporation provided the Parks Trust 
with dedicated assets that would produce income, not just 
for the parks, but for grid road and landscape management 
throughout the city. The Parks Trust is unique and has been a 
major contributor to the city’s success. Buildings have a life of a 
few decades, but the life of the landscape, supported by the Trust, 
will outlive generations of buildings and indeed the Parks Trust 
concept needs to be defended, as the city changes.

Milton Keynes has a brave individual urbanity very different 
to the choked character of other metropolitan areas, and to 
many people it is infinitely preferable. The strength of its 
landscape infrastructure, grid of parkways, river valley parks 
and balancing lakes, and zones of landscape define the spirit of 

the new city. This spirit has enabled it to 
survive fundamental changes in political 
emphasis; ironically its success could now 
put key parts of its distinctive character 
under threat.

Of course after forty years, some 
aspects of its structure need to evolve 
but this should be promoted with the 
same consideration and sensitivity that 
has gone into its creation and growth. 
Considerable fortitude will be required 
by its citizens to resist the erosion of its 
individuality, in pursuit of the current 
urban design fashion to intensify rather 
than to compose. 

neil Higson was Head of the central landscape 
unit of the development corporation and was 
responsible for the development of the landscape of 
Milton keynes from 1975 to 1988.
andrew Mahaddie is an urban designer/ architect 
who worked on the landscape strategy, the design 
of the linear parks and campbell park, and the 
general communication of urban design and 
planning. 
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We need to adapt and embrace change in order for 
Milton Keynes to build on its reputation as a great 
place to live and work.

Milton Keynes Partnership Committee 
(MKPC) brings together Milton Keynes 
Council, English Partnerships, and Local 
Strategic Partnership representatives from 
the health, community and business sectors 
and independent representation. 

Our role is to co-ordinate and progress the 
delivery of growth for the city. For Central 
Milton Keynes, this is set out by the Central 
Milton Keynes Framework, which was 
approved and adopted as policy in 2002 after 
an extensive period of community planning 
to find out what the people of Milton Keynes 
liked and disliked about CMK. 

Milton Keynes Partnership (MKP) has also 
worked in partnership with landowners and 
developers within the Eastern and Western 
expansion areas to prepare an overarching 
agreement, known as the Infrastructure 
Tariff, which has agreed principles for 
the forward funding and provision of 
infrastructure. These principles will be 
carried forward and incorporated into site-
specific agreements.

The site-specific agreements obligate 
developers to pay £18,500 to MKP for each 
new house built and around £67 for every 
square metre of commercial floorspace, this 
fund will be used to help fund community 
facilities and infrastructure. With Tariff 
funding and revenue support from the 
Government, last year alone MKP allocated 
over £50 million to growth related initiatives 
in Milton Keynes. However, the Tariff 
agreement is not just about funding, it also 
requires developers to commit to a rigorous 
approach of masterplanning and design 

coding and to achieve high sustainability requirements. It is as 
much about placemaking and quality of life as it is about funding.

To help manage the very significant job of maintaining 
quality in the new city, MKPC has also established Expansion 
Area Placemaking groups, which draw together key consultees 
and stakeholders, to act as a proactive forum for evolving design 
codes rather then relying on normal consultation process. This 
has introduced a dynamism and sense of local ownership into 
creating new communities. The discussions are lively and often 
challenging, but this is helping Milton Keynes to grow local 
capacity in dealing with the complexities of rapid growth.

To-date almost £35m of Tariff funding has been committed to 
a wide range of projects, including supporting local community 
schemes, road infrastructure improvements at Junctions 13 and 
14 of the M1 motorway and the A5 route. There are also new 
facilities at Milton Keynes College and improvements to the 
Hospital campus, enabling land to be released for expansion.

The city centre has had its own Placemaking Committee 
for some time and the outcome of its work is now very evident 
as the low rise, low density centre is changing. A new phase 
of higher density development is now emerging with a mixed 
use area called the hub:mk, welcoming its first residents and 
occupiers of the offices, shops and restaurants. Designed by 
Glenn Howells Architects, the hub:mk is a clear move away from 
the internal shopping malls and surface car parking for which 
Milton Keynes is renowned - and it sets the standard for a new 
and different quality of place that embodies urban living. Four 
hundred apartments at the hub:mk will be followed by a further 
440 apartments next year on an adjoining site some of which will 
be above a new supermarket. The next phase of development 
will be a new urban primary school, designed by Architecture 
MK, and plans for a further 650 homes is now being drawn up by 
Places for People. This scheme, likely to start on site in 2008, is 
currently work-in-progress with a combined team of HTA, Alison 
Brook and Rick Mather Architects ensuring that quality and 
sustainability are the key drivers.

At the other end of the city centre in the greenery of Campbell 
Park, Hemingway Design and George Wimpey/Taylor Woodrow 
have teamed up to develop a 280 home scheme which forms part 
of Campbell Park Phase One.

Clearly these projects alone demonstrate that Milton Keynes 
is rapidly moving towards meeting the targets set by government 
- to deliver 3,000 homes a year. However, the robust approach 
and priority put on placemaking ensures that quality is not being 
sacrificed.

Over the next thirty years, Milton Keynes will continue to grow 
and change. It is already the most successful new city in the UK 
and a strong regional business centre with excellent international 
links. Some of the most successful cities across the world have a 
first class road infrastructure, they integrate a green environment 
into city life, attract a young, dynamic population, and have a 
bustling city centre environment. Milton Keynes already shares 
many of these qualities and we so we need to adapt and embrace 
change in order for Milton Keynes to build on its reputation as 
a great place to live and work. However, not all changes will be 
agreeable to everyone and the MKPC has been established to 
consult the public and businesses on changes to developments 
and green spaces and answer questions; this includes discussion 
on not only people’s concerns but also the positive impact growth 
will have on the people and businesses of Milton Keynes. 

Jane Hamilton is chief operating officer for Milton keynes partnership 
to see on-going developments visit www.miltonkeynespartnership.info

ADAptInG AnD eMBrACInG ChAnGe
Jane Hamilton explains how change in Milton Keynes is being managed

above top A 
places for people 
residential project 
(credit: places for 
people)

above bottom 
hemingway 
Design and 
George Wimpey/
taylor Woodrow’s 
Campbell park 
scheme (credit: 
Milton Keynes 
partnership)
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susTained dynaMisM
Milton Keynes is a place in a hurry, passing in double-quick time 
through stages of evolution that would distract other cities for 
centuries. As the city celebrates its fortieth birthday, its life span 
has covered several stages of concept and development, all held 
within a very strong design framework. Since moving to Milton 
Keynes (MK) ten years ago, I have realised that it is as much 
a way of thinking as it is a place to visit or live. Development 
opportunities and public policy have combined to produce a 
momentum that is carrying the city well into the twenty-first 
century and with purpose. The pace of this journey requires MK 
– its citizens, stakeholders and public agencies – to move rapidly 
dealing with sustained and rapid change. This is not without 
its tensions, but it is within this context that the local strategic 
partnership chose a ‘strap line’ for the thirty year Community 
Strategy matching that dynamic: ‘Milton Keynes – the city that 
thinks differently, embraces evolution and champions change’. 
The city is an organism which is evolving.

evoluTion of design
Urban designers will be familiar with the characteristics that 
flowed from the original design, but within that framework there 
have been several stages of evolution. Very early, the idea that 
the grid roads would be streets with activity and local facilities 
serving local residents and slowly passing traffic was set aside. 
What was built is a city of unrestricted grid roads where cars 
could travel legally at 70 mph, producing probably the most car-
friendly city in the world. The grid neighbourhoods typically 
lie behind dense screens of trees and planting, giving the city an 
extraordinarily green flavour, but aiding neither its legibility nor 
local identity. The neighbourhoods are self-contained, and are 

not effectively joined together. 
The early public housing schemes 

represented grand designs, and some 
have stood the test of time well. Others 
are now in need of care, attention and 
serious investment if their residents are 
to enjoy the same quality of life as people 
in the newer areas. In the 1980s housing 
was influenced by the unadventurous 
nature of the volume house builders, 
and these are the areas with the least 
exciting domestic architecture; yet they 
provide comfortable and conventional 
house types greatly appreciated by local 
communities.

HigHer densiTies and sTandards
Around the turn of the twentieth 
century, new neighbourhoods picked 
up the eclectic pastiche popularised by 
Poundbury in Dorchester. They gave a 
little more emphasis to the ‘urban village’ 
community and began to increase density 
to 40 dwellings per hectare and beyond 
– more than twice the density of some of 
the earlier MK grid squares. If people can 
be persuaded to leave their cars at home, 
herein lies the way towards more viable 
public transport. 

Initially the outcrop of slightly higher 
density ‘Poundbury’ style developments 

A CIty of rApID ChAnGe
John Best describes Milton Keynes’ evolving forms and design successes

above Broughton 
brings a modern 
aesthetic to the new 
neighbourhoods  
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c cHoice and BreadTH
Growing the city at this pace and for this long, relies on multiple 
‘channels’ to appeal to the housing market. MK`s housing odyssey 
is about offering variety and choice, and it would be risky to 
restrict growth to tried and tested types of development. The risks 
would be: getting the house type wrong; not offering sufficient 
choice; getting stale and being left behind other towns and cities. 
Success will depend on making sure that MK remains a place 
people actually want to live, and in significant numbers. Similarly 
it must remain a place where people want to work, and to-date 
the city has attracted more jobs than resident workers. MK is no 
dormitory.

Our new communities are to be built around a managed 
programme of comprehensive supporting facilities, services and 
businesses. The MK Infrastructure Tariff and associated Business 
Plan, developed primarily by Milton Keynes Partnership (MKP), 
are the means of identifying what facilities are needed when, and 
developed and funded by whom. Delivering everything may not 
be easy, but at least now what is required is explicit. 

Within the new communities the design quality of the new 
schools shines out. With the Open University, the Council is 
the principal commissioner of good modern architecture in 
the city. Eight new schools were opened in the last five years, 
and another eight are programmed for completion by 2010. 
Schools are at the heart of the community, housing a variety 
of activities on an extended day basis. They provide a highly 
influential built environment for all our future citizens, and 
to this aim the Council is working with the Academy for 
Sustainable Communities on a national pilot project. Based in five 
participating schools in the west of the city, this will develop the 
understanding, enthusiasm and skills needed for these younger 
citizens to make focused and well-founded contributions to the 
city’s journey. 

cHallenges of governance
The city of Milton Keynes and its design framework are stunning 
achievements for the built environment professionals of the 
late twentieth century. The master plan implemented to-date 
has produced a community of people who are loyal and who 
champion its idiosyncrasies at every opportunity. But MK, for 
all its strengths, also has shortcomings and time alone will not 
correct these. These are that:
• The neighbourhoods could be better connected
• The city centre could be more visible - a grand centre piece
• The city could be more legible for visitors, with more landmarks 
and clues for navigation
• The older grid communities need just as much attention – 
through policy, capacity and resources – as the newer areas, and
• Public transport, while improving, still falls behind the service 
expected and enjoyed in other cities of comparable size.

THe susTainaBle TransporT deBaTe
Possibly the greatest design priority now is to provide an improved 
framework in which public transport can flourish. This requires 
corridors in which there are more potential transport users, and 
a transport ‘product’ effective enough to attract them to use it. 
The roads are currently dominated by cars, which for most of the 
week move about freely and rapidly. This will not last; as private 
traffic levels increase relentlessly, the grid will fill up, congest and 
ultimately lock. It is clear that radical transport solutions, whether 
for cars or public transport, will take many years to design, fund 
and implement; getting local commentators to embrace this, and 
integrate this into a new design framework for parts of the city, 
is proving harder than imagined – as Milton Keynes has chosen a 
democratic and consensual route for city evolution.

The Local Plan and supplementary planning documents for 
the east and west extensions to the city put public transport and 
activity in prime position along new city streets - the hub of the 

seemed incongruous and artificial. 
However they have increasingly entered 
the canon of what is acceptable, expected 
and popular in MK. In the last two years, 
a more modern aesthetic has emerged 
from the volume house builders. On 
the east flank, Broughton is more like 
a Dutch new town environment, with 
its colourful villas beside a waterway, 
elegant cable-stayed bridge, and mixed 
apartment schemes (all completed to 
Ecohomes ‘excellent’ standard). Oxley 
Park on the west flank contains Richard 
Rogers’ only MK project. A collaboration 
with George Wimpey, this is one of the 
successful £60k build-cost schemes and a 
starkly modern scheme, delivering very 
high building performance.

A more radical departure for the 
city is the development of an entirely 
new ‘line’ for Milton Keynes: city centre 
apartments close to central facilities at 
densities of around 180 dwellings per 
hectare. Although Fred Pooley`s earliest 
ideas were for a high-density new town in 
Buckinghamshire, these latest buildings 
in Central Milton Keynes move away 
from the agreed 1970 master plan to 
something more urban and diverse. 
It remains to be seen how well these 
new urban apartments will be taken 
up beyond the speculative off-plan 
investment buyers, who have shown 
great enthusiasm from the outset. This 
high density approach also means it 
must be built all at once, presenting 
greater risks to developers than a more 
traditional drip-fed approach with phased 
completions.

above Kingsmead, 
like several other 
schemes, is 
‘poundbury revisited’ 

opposite page 
tattenhoe pavilion 
typifies the range of 
facilities needed for 
new communities 
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Milton Keynes is known as the city of the car. However the 
original concept was somewhat different - the first masterplan 
was also intended to be the city of the bus with the spatial 
design concepts built around 30 mph grid roads with traffic light 
controlled intersections, flanked by (relatively) high density 
housing to support bus usage. Only later did Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation establish the design as a city based on 
low densities, easy car access on high speed grid roads, together 
with full segregation for pedestrians and cyclists. This fitted with 
some of the most modern thinking at the time and recognised 
the huge increase in car ownership that we now take for granted. 

WHaT did THis Mean? 
Well, firstly a lot of infrastructure:
• 1,200 km of road
• 270 km of Redway (the red coloured cycle/pedestrian routes)
• 550 bridges and underpasses
• 58,000 streetlights
• 130 roundabouts
• 25,000 town centre parking spaces

The scale of the city’s own highway assets is similar to other 
whole counties while the number of parking spaces is around 
twice or three times what might normally be expected for a city 
of 220,000 people. As all of this was built at the same time, it is 
now starting to deteriorate simultaneously - a maintenance time 
bomb perhaps? 

The new city was constructed on a grid road system with 
ten east-west grid roads and eleven running north-south. 
Approximately half of the network is dual carriageway with the 
intersections controlled by roundabouts - there are very few sets 
of traffic signals in Milton Keynes. The grid roads are surrounded 
by wide verges and substantial landscaping. The results are urban 
roads with a rural feel. 

Has iT Worked?
While the answer to this question will 
depend upon the views, values and 
priorities of individuals, there is no 
doubt that the city has benefited from 
almost congestion-free easy car access 
with plenty of free or low priced parking. 
The grid road system is highly valued by 
residents and is guarded with a religious 
fervour by many people. 

However it is not without its 
drawbacks. Bus usage, at 4.3% for all 
journeys to work (8.7% of journeys 
to Central Milton Keynes) is low 
and ‘improving public transport’ has 
come out in numerous surveys as 
one of residents’ priorities. The low 

MK trAnsport - MovInG WIth the tIMes
Kevin Whiteside describes the city’s infrastructure and its future 

new communities. This is good practice adopted in many other 
parts of the UK and further afield. However, here it is proving 
contentious with MK traditionalists demanding more grid roads 
on the familiar car-friendly model, instead of city streets to 
promote new neighbourhoods and bus patronage. The principles 
of design, neighbourhoods and lifestyles are being discussed and 
argued across the city, and urban design had never had such a 
high community profile.

Balancing TiMe-fraMes
Remodelling a city through participative design processes is a 
high aspiration and ensuring that real progress does not become 
swamped by it is the challenge. Clearly, those charged with 
planning the city’s next four decades are representing the needs 
of future citizens, who have do not yet have a voice in local 
governance. Therefore the solution is unavoidably a hybrid. 
The long-term view is captured in the Community Strategy, 
Economic Vision and a Spatial Strategy, all devised with thirty 
year timescales in mind. Day-to-day decisions are made by the 
stakeholders, which include the Council and MKP - our Local 
Delivery Vehicle and part of English Partnerships. The aim is to 
retain some spatial flexibility as the 1970 master plan had, to give 
wriggle-room for the long-term and for the unexpected. 

John Best is chief executive at Milton keynes council. He was environment director 
from 1996 to 2003; he previously worked for 24 years in planning and urban 
regeneration in london.

above the quality of the 
redway cycle routes 
(credit: Milton Keynes 
partnership)
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direct, can be difficult to follow and are perceived by some to 
be dangerous after dark. There is an active cycle lobby in the 
Milton Keynes and so cycling is increasing. However, as with 
public transport, the ease of car use presents perhaps the biggest 
disincentive to more sustainable transport usage. Despite some 
of these negative aspects, the grid road system is viewed by those 
who live, work in and visit the city as a success and one of its 
most valued assets.

so WHaT of THe fuTure?
The planned growth of Milton Keynes will bring both challenges 
and opportunities for transport. In the period up to 2026, there 
will be 38,150 new homes within the Milton Keynes Council 
area and potentially a further 10,700 or so outside its current 
boundaries. Two new ‘expansion areas’ already identified in the 
Milton Keynes Local Plan to the west and the east of the city 
will provide 15,000 of these homes and will be developed on 
greenfield sites.

In preparing the Local Plan, the Council and the community 
looked at how transport should be provided. Why not just 
replicate the grid road system? There was a recognition across 
political parties that sustainable development included 
encouraging sustainable transport. The Council’s Sustainable 
Integrated Transport Strategy supported this approach; its key 
aim is ‘to bring about a significant shift from the car to other 
ways of travelling, such as walking, cycling and public transport’. 
In additional spatial planning objectives were aiming to achieve 
integrated and cohesive communities, enabling local facilities to 
grow and flourish. 

However there were also very practical reasons for not 
continuing the grid system, these were:
• The highway network, despite its apparent capacity, simply 
would not be able to cope with car journeys per household 
growing at the same rate as the city;
• The necessary housing densities could not be achieved using 
the land-take of a grid road system; and
• Continuing the existing arrangements would not create the 
conditions for improved public transport.

Following the adoption of the Local Plan, this means that the 
expansion areas such as Brooklands illustrated here will be built 
around ‘city streets’. These will include dedicated bus routes 
within 400m of every property to provide the catalyst for a step-
change in the speed, reliability and quality of bus services. The 
first route to demonstrate this will be the east-west bus route, 
which will link the eastern and western expansion areas to the 
city centre using high specification, modern buses.

Journeys in Milton Keynes will remain predominantly car 
based, with the existing grid road system continuing to play a 
full part in the lives of the community. Increasing the capacity 
of approximately fifty roundabouts will be part of that approach. 
However the intention is that this will be supplemented by 
a first-rate bus service (with real-time passenger information 
and bus priority at key junctions) and a range of measures to 
encourage cycling and walking. In doing so, Milton Keynes will 
move from the ‘City of the Car’ to the ‘City of Excellent Travel 
Options’.

kevin Whiteside is chief Highways and Transportation engineer at Milton keynes 
council. The views expressed are personal and do not necessarily represent the 
views of the council. 

development densities, dispersed 
employment areas, long walking distance 
from homes to bus stops, combined with 
the experience of waiting for a bus beside 
60 and 70 mph roads mean that the grid 
layout does not provide a good operating 
environment for buses. As a result many 
routes divert through the grid squares, 
making journeys long and convoluted. 

Cycling, too, has not proved 
particularly popular, given the segregated 
infrastructure. At 3% of all trips, cycling 
levels are only around the national 

The expansion areas will be built 
around ‘city streets’

above top Improvements 
to MK’s transport 
system (Milton Keynes 
Council)

above middle the plan 
for Brooklands in the 
east of the city, one of 
the areas with a new 
approach to grid road 
design

above bottom A ‘city 
street’ scene in 
Brooklands 
All other images 
from Brooklands 
Development 
Consortium
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thecentre:mk (originally known as The Shopping Building) 
was designed in 1972-3 by the Milton Keynes Development 
Corporation’s (MKDC) Architects Department, with Stuart 
Mosscrop and Christopher Woodward as the team leaders. 
Construction work started on site in 1976 and the building was 
opened to the public in 1979.

The Shopping Building is sited on a natural plateau that 
gives it prominence within the cityscape of Milton Keynes. The 
concept for the original building was to generate a shopping 
centre with a pure form, and to distinguish the public spaces 
(including circulation space) from the retail accommodation. 
This was achieved by the application of the main city grid at a 
finer scale.

The architect’s aim was to make the Shopping Building the 
centre of the city in the way that the Galleria Vittorio Emanuel 
(1865-7) dominates shopping and entertainment in Milan, or 
Galleria St Hubert in Brussels (1846-7). The original design team 
declared their interest in the works of modernist masters: the 
Smithsons and Mies van der Rohe in particular and his unbuilt 
Mannheim Theatre project.

The main shopping accommodation runs between two open-
ended linear malls, defining its bold linear character. These malls 
are the east-west pedestrian arcades (Midsummer and Silbury). 
This extruded form is broken down into smaller urban blocks by 
the introduction of crosswalks running north-south at 100 yard 
intervals that correlate with the city grid. There are cantilevered 
canopies at these major crossing points and entrances. Service 
vehicle access is provided to the retail units by a service road 
at first floor level that cleverly segregates service vehicles from 
pedestrians.

The existing building contains two 
formal public spaces. The first is Queen’s 
Court, which is an external courtyard 
approximately 60 x 60m in size and the 
second Middleton Hall, an internal hall 
of 42m x 60m with a 3m wide colonnade 
along its eastern and western edges. Both 
spaces lie between the arcades that pass 
along their northern and southern edges.

The Shopping Building elevations are 
dominated by an external colonnade with 
a continuous band of dark blue mirrored 
glass panels above, and the external 
shop fronts are set back by 3m under the 
colonnade. 

design concepT
Allies and Morrison Architects was 
commissioned by the Shopping 
Building’s owners Hermes Property 
Asset Management and Prudential 
Property Investment Managers (PruPim) 
in 2002, to evaluate how it could be 
expanded to meet the growing needs of 
the thriving new city. We undertook an 
analysis of the existing building form 
and its connections to the immediate 
surroundings of Central Milton Keynes. 
Our design concept is based upon the 
fundamental premise that the spirit of 

reneWInG theCentre:MK
Miles Leigh sets out Allies and Morrison Architects’ interventions 
on the Shopping Building – thecentre:mk

above Allies and 
Morrison’s proposals 
for the external 
spaces and frontages 

overleaf top the 
existing shopping 
Building façade, 
photograph by Will 
Cousins 

overleaf bottom 
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internal streets or 
linear malls
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as clarity of its form, the clear expression of its structure, the 
rigorous application of a universal grid (in both horizontal and 
vertical planes) and the inclusion of public spaces and amenities 
are all supported by our proposed extension. 

As a commercial building, thecentre:mk also needs to be 
able to adapt and respond to the ever changing retail market, 
maintaining its place as a regional shopping destination. Allies 
and Morrison was therefore given the challenge of reinterpreting 
and redeveloping the building whilst at the same time respecting 
the design.

Therefore a small portion of Secklow Gate is to be demolished 
to allow the redevelopment of Midsummer Boulevard (a dual 
carriageway on the south side of the building) to be substantially 
redesigned as one kilometre linear public space, connecting the 
heart of the city with Campbell Park to the east.

It is significant that over the past three decades the building 
has become inward facing. The majority of the double-fronted 
retail units have closed the pedestrian entrances on their 
external elevations. Instead retailers have focused their entrances 
and shop displays on the internal arcades. Our proposals will 
expand the shop units to meet modern standards required by 
retailers, and create new external frontages engaging with the 
new public realm along Midsummer Boulevard.

Immediately adjacent to Middleton Hall, a new public space 
- Midsummer Square – will be created between two crosswalks 
and the existing food retail units are to be relocated to providing 
more life to Middleton Hall and this new external square.

These proposed extensions have been designed so that they sit 
like a sleeve around the existing building. This layer is designed 
to respond to the particular uses and spaces behind the cladding 
skin; the new façade is designed to clearly differentiate new from 
old.

The design concept for the new cladding system has taken 
its clues from the existing structural grid. The colonnade is 
repeated at ground level as it provides shelter and will maintain 
continuity with the existing form. At first floor the rectangular 
proportions and dimensions of the original cladding system are 
retained; however the new façade is taller, and therefore another 
row of panels has been introduced at high level. The panels are 
constructed from soft white terracotta with natural anodised 
aluminium fins projecting forward. The main impression will be 
the warmth provided by the terracotta, but from an oblique view, 
the projecting anodised aluminium fins will capture daylight 
and appear more metallic.

Where the Secklow Gate is being removed, new 
accommodation will be provided on the south side of the 
building at second floor level. This has been designed as a simple 
glass block, sitting on top of and slightly set back from the main 
frontage. 

To break the otherwise relentless monotony of such a long 
façade, we have also introduced variations within the standard 
terracotta and aluminium cladding system. Where there is a 
desire for retail tenants to create cafés or shop displays at first 
floor, terracotta panels have been replaced with glass openings. 

This scheme was granted outline planning consent in 2005 
and we are currently engaged in satisfying the reserved matters. 
Work is due to start on site in 2008.

Miles leigh is a director at allies and Morrison architects

It is significant that over the past 
three decades the building has 
become inward facing
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HoW does MilTon keynes define culTure?
Unlike other places, the Milton Keynes definition of culture is 
not as prescribed by the government; instead it is the result of 
a year’s consultation on a new Cultural Strategy suitable for a 
twenty first century city with high ambitions:

‘Culture’ is a term that means different things to different people. Cultural 
participation is where people of all backgrounds come together with shared 
interests and passions... culture includes all the things that define our lives, 
connect us and our communities and represent the values we pass on to other 
generations.

The Milton Keynes definition recognises:
• The richness of the diverse cultures of our people, the values 
and heritage they that bring 
• The ‘sense of place’ that comes from our spaces and places
• The creative or leisure activities that make life meaningful.

The vision is that ‘By 2012 Milton Keynes will be recognized as 
a leading European city for creativity, excellence and cultural 
participation’. Where else is there a Community Strategy 
declaring ‘We will be quirky’?

THe cHallenge: percepTion and realiTy 
Internationally, Milton Keynes (MK) is known as one of the 
world’s successful new cities, and where place-making has 
worked well. Milton Keynes is often however thought of as just a 
place of roundabouts and concrete cows. Both loved and loathed 
for creating this image, the concrete cows are icons locally and 
the result of a community art project - a spoof of the ‘city in the 
country’ idyll. 

Why then is there a mismatch in perceptions about MK, and 
how has design impacted on these views of MK’s culture? Recent 
research shows that the main difference is between those who 
have never visited the city or who only come to shop, and those 
who get involved in its culture. There are a number of factors that 
have effected its culture past and present. 

These are:
• Maintaining over 20% of land for open 
space – which was recognized in the 
recent public consultation as a defining 
feature and an imperative for the city’s 
future. Much of the city is peaceful 
and natural, and yet can draw and 
accommodate huge crowds; an example 
is The Milton Keynes Bowl, where in 2006 
65,000 people came each evening to three 
Robbie Williams’ concerts, with no impact 
on normal city life. Such high numbers 
usually require major crowd control 
infrastructure, and yet police forces from 
around the world regard MK as a model of 
crowd management.
• Management of open space - the 250km 
of ‘Redways’ for cycling and walking takes 
people through parks and seldom along 
the roads, and so visitors perceive there 
to be no activity in the city. More than 
100,000 people attended two hundred 
events in the parks in 2006, and 96% of 
residents use the parks every week. 

The city has twenty million trees 
and its work has been recognized by the 
British Horticultural Society with an 
award for Biodiversity. This recognizes 
the importance of design in increasing 
its biodiversity beyond that of its 
rural hinterland. The Milton Keynes 
Parks Trust is a further international 
model of sustainability and open space 
management best practice. It manages 
1,830 hectares of river valleys, woodlands, 
lakesides, parks and landscaped areas 
alongside the main roads. 

DesIGnInG In CUltUre? 
Paquita Lamacraft challenges external perceptions of cultural MK
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The Parks Trust’s income is derived 
from the endowment of high value 
commercial property by Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation; and this funds 
its work in perpetuity.  
• Artists in Schools Programme - 
under the Development Corporation’s 
management, new communities in MK 
enveloped existing towns and villages, 
integrating new and old. There was 
consequently a need for the population 
to feel ownership of the city and creating 
a ‘sense of place’ for the new community. 
Artists ‘in residence’ were set up in the 
underused new schools and worked with 
students and their families on projects 
for their new community. This successful 
programme has been reinstated as a part 
of the new Public Art Strategy; this time 
using planning gain funding for the new 
and refurbished schools to 2035.

• Reserved sites in every grid square for future use – the 
Development Corporation also recognized that as the new 
communities grew and established their own priorities, there 
would need to be other community facilities that could not 
yet be anticipated. Therefore, sites were reserved for future 
community infrastructure use, and which have allowed the 
flexibility for local interests and priorities to be accommodated 
over time.
• Staffed community houses in each new development - 
within each of the new grid squares, a house was designated 
the ‘Community House’, and teams were deployed to answer 
questions from new residents connecting them to the 
community and cultural infrastructure of their new home.
• Two hundred pieces of public art - Milton Keynes aspires to 
be recognized as a public art leader. In a street survey in 2006 on 
people’s attitudes to public art and its role today, it revealed the 
impact of this vision; people feel proud of MK and see public 
art as a good vehicle to convey this; 69% said public art helps 
to engender pride in MK; 83% said public art is important in 
raising the profile of MK; and, 80% said public art was important 
in creating well designed places. There also appears to be a wide 
appreciation of public art amongst younger people, perhaps 
because they grew up with public art and artists in residence.
• Planning gain supplements – MK has pioneered the Tariff 
funding approach specifically for community infrastructure 
from new developments, and this will include public art and 
cultural support. 
• A destination for visitors – thecentre:mk and Midsummer 
Place draw over three million visitors a year, and their cultural 
value lies in the way that their spaces engage people. The 
management team of thecentre:mk has developed a shop for 
culture and an artists’ exhibition space – The White Wall: Milton 
Keynes Contemporary. In 2005-6, thecentre:mk collaborated 
on over forty projects, including being a key partner with 
Culture Milton Keynes and the British Touring Cars Carnival. 
This included a display by race vehicles prior to the Grand Prix 
semi-finals at nearby Silverstone, drawing 15,000 people to the 
city centre. Midsummer Place has also hosted the road show of 
the London 2012 Olympic Games with local potential Olympic 
athletes, reflecting the role of sport in the Cultural Strategy. 
• Integrating art - the shopping area itself includes a wide 
range of public art, a 220 year old oak tree, a huge events plaza 
and an enclosed boulevard under a removable roof. However, 
Midsummer Place divides east-west movement in the city centre 
at the close of business each day, forming an impenetrable 
barrier; this continues to generate major discussions as other 
aspects of the city change. 
• A city park - Campbell Park provides a special combination of 
residential living and parkland in the heart of the city. However it 
will need more activity and life to fully link the park and the city 
centre,than today’s simple footbridge, if it is to remain a great 
asset in the future.
• Early adopters of ‘co-location’ principles – long before 
partnerships were fashionable, MK was home to multi-use 
facilities. Stantonbury Campus was the hub of community 
activity in early days and this legacy has been sustained. The 
theatre was immensely successful and bred an ambition that 
translated into the Milton Keynes Theatre and Gallery Company 
– a community-led push to create a new arts complex in the city 
centre. The Theatre has a stage large enough for musicals and 
operas, and MK-G – the modern art gallery – recently had one 
of its exhibitions short listed for the Turner Prize. The Theatre 
is run on a public-private partnership basis managed by the 
Ambassadors Theatre Group. Profit-sharing helps to support 
the Gallery and has provided ‘seed’ partnership funding for the 
Culture Team (along with Arts Council England and Milton 
Keynes Council). Meanwhile, Stantonbury Campus is the largest 
secondary arts campus in Europe and the original theatre is still 
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cwell used; the complex also provides affordable leisure services 
for the wider community. This model of co-location has been 
developed and extended in the new developments in the city.
• Enabling challenging private sector ventures – there are 
many examples of the city working to provide facilities with 
the private sector; for example, the distinctive Xscape building 
with its climbing walls, shops, clubs and restaurants plus 
AirKix (Europe’s first public access sky-diving simulator); The 
Stables as a well-established international music venue; and the 
new FIFA accredited MK Dons Stadium. This stadium proves 
the community’s support for its local visionaries with bold 
ambitions for the city. 
• Allowing for the unexpected or grass roots cultures – it is 
people who define a place’s essence and create culture, and 
in MK, several places have emerged from the successes and 
limitations of the early master plan layout.  The open spaces 
within Central Milton Keynes make this the world’s fifth 
most popular skateboard destination. In trying to resolve 
this ‘problem’, the Council has formed a relationship with 
skateboarders to create their preferred skate park design hosted 
by Architecture MK and working with the Council’s architects 
and planners (see Urban Design 94, p20-22 on SK8MK). This won 
the 2006 Local Government ‘Award for Community Involvement 
& Engagement of Partners & Stakeholders’. Similarly, the city’s 
design has attracted parcours or free running enthusiasts – the 
new street running and jumping sport whose aim is to test the 
possibilities of the human body, while moving quickly through 
urban areas and between buildings, making MK a centre for 
extreme sports. 

The new Cultural Strategy (2006-2012) builds on past 
successes, and for the first time ‘fringe’ culture, the private sector, 
entrepreneurs and individuals have had direct input into the 
Strategy making it not merely a Council document, but one 

for all citizens. Within it is a focus on 
developing the ‘funk factor’, typified by a 
project called ‘The Edge’ and designed to 
enable artists to access low cost venues 
within the city and be protected from 
future gentrification.

In a city where there are pockets 
of deprivation alongside considerable 
wealth, it is still important to create 
opportunities for cultural participation 
for all. Recently some young Milton 
Keynes residents, unable to afford to hire 
dance studios, took their boom boxes 
to the bus station, and using the large 
reflective glass panels as mirrors practised 
their hip-hop dance routines outside. 
This group, Nemesis, became the UK 
Champions and they are now going to 
compete in the 2007 International Dance 
Festival in Los Angeles representing 
their nation and city. Early on they 
were supported by the new mentorship 
programmes for emerging talent, and 
became the inspiration for a newly 
forming Excellence Trust led by local 
businesses. 

In reality, the challenge for the city is 
to keep up with demand - who said there 
was no culture in Milton Keynes?

paquita lamacraft is cultural strategy Manager at 
Milton keynes council 

the DevelopMent of pUBlIC Art 
In MIlton Keynes
Edna Read explains the evolution of the city’s art collection 

The forty year story of Milton Keynes’ collection of public art 
began through the excited early response of individuals wanting 
to make a contribution from their own experience. In 1964 
I had moved to Little Brickhill with a young family and my 
young husband was newly appointed to set up a Swedish steel 
stockholding company SKF. The new SKF warehouse and offices 
opened in Newport Pagnell with facilities for a dozen employees 
and I wanted to create an environment that would be a model 
for employee wellbeing. There was a comfortable staff sitting 
room with an adjoining kitchen and well equipped modern 
offices, but the real innovation was the quarterly exhibitions of 
contemporary art works hung on every wall.

By the time that I was aware that a new city was being built 
nearby, I had considerable experience of what happens when 
people who had never visited an art gallery, had to spend their 
working week surrounded by the best artists’ work I could find. 
Sometimes, there were loud protests ‘It’s not art, it’s rubbish, 
my five year old paints better than that’ to which I would 
respond that the artist was a well known Royal Academician, 
and please bear with it for three months, when they would be 
changed. Many times, as I was taking them down, someone 
would say that the pictures had ‘grown on them, they had begun 
to understand what they were about and did I have any more 
work by this artist?’ The art was non-hierarchical, discussed 
by the managers, doctors, secretaries, nurses, warehouse men 
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and cleaners. They all had opinions and 
purchases were made.

While at SKF, I worked with an 
architectural team on a residential 
training college for the National 
Marriage Guidance Council (now 
Relate). When it was completed, I 
wanted to decorate the walls with good 
contemporary art but had no money. 
When I rang organisations in London 
trying to borrow works, the Royal 
Academy responded saying that no one 
before had suggested borrowing the 
Academicians’ Diploma works, and this 
was the beginning of a long relationship 
with the Royal Academy’s artists; their 
secretary also found little trust funds to 
enable small commissions for murals 
and other decorative features in Milton 
Keynes. 

Sir John Dankworth and Dame Cleo 
Laine began to bring the best of music, 
jazz and classics to the old stables by 
their house, driven by the same desire 
to do their bit in the new city. For those 
early 1970s summer music festivals, 
I would move into their garage with 
screens and lighting, and their audiences 
saw and bought the best of British artists 
and craftspeople. It is interesting that a 
painting by Mary Feddon RA bought in 
1974 for £350 is now valued at £10,000. 

At this time the Arts Council had 
little presence in Milton Keynes, but 
their Art Officer attended a Stables 
concert and found our City Gallery, not 
only in the garage, but showing ‘The 
best exhibition ever seen in Bucks’ in an 

old army marquee. They quickly organised a proper charitable 
trust so that they could support our enterprise with funding. 
From this time on, the trust and its passionately committed 
trustees, advisors and other funding bodies has been the stable 
organisation which has achieved so much. 

We learned that good public art is not just ‘sited’ works 
which give a sense of identity to their location, but by using the 
interiors of the city’s buildings as a gallery more fundamental 
changes can take place. It is a most valuable bridge between the 
artist and a new audience.  For example, one factory sent a couple 
of young staff to select works for their foyer and they chose 
huge abstract works, which one might have hesitated to present 
to their conventional managing director. The Open University 
began to build a collection by staff selecting work from each of 
the quarterly exhibitions; this was later rated by the President of 
the Royal Academy, as one of the best collections of art in the last 
25 years.

Colin Figue was the first of now well known British sculptors 
who are grateful for their first commission or opportunity to 
display this most difficult and costly of all art forms. Milton 
Keynes’ reputation owes much to our trust’s special relationship 
directly with artists. 

There has been only one competition for a public sculpture 
in MK. The process is often an anathema, costly to the organisers 
and a waste of time and money for all but one of the sculptors 
who win. The alternative is an art advisor who is familiar with 
British sculpture, visits degree shows and can suggest artists 
whose work might be suitable. 

Eventually however the Arts Council reorganisation moved 
the City Gallery to Oxford for the South East, changing its name 
to Artpoint. However we have a new Trust - AIM, Arts In Milton 
Keynes. The most active partnership was with John Napleton, 
of The Commission for the New Towns. With his support, we 
animated empty buildings such as the Central Business Exchange 
(CBX) where the MK Craft Guild, the Silbury Group and AIM 
occupied three floors, together with invited artists from Japan, 
Poland, Latvia, and South Africa in the memorable Midsummer 
Art Exhibitions.
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In working on a project to integrate art into a building, there 
can of course be resistance, and the ‘brief’ would be scrutinised 
and sometimes criticised and changed. In the Theatre District 
of CMK, a plinth was planned for sculpture, and yet instead the 
money was used on a gazebo and works by two sculptors: Philip 
Jackson’s ‘Dangerous Liaison’, the masked, cloaked figures whose 
sex is only discernible through their body language and Steven 
Gregory’s ‘Paparazzi Cameras’ looking for celebrities as they stalk 
on their long legs along the parapets of the Theatre District. 

Before the new Theatre and Gallery were built, the landscape 
of Campbell Park was recognised as an excellent Sculpture 
Park, being designed with vistas where sculpture can be sited 
on high ground with the changing sky behind it, views to the 
Grand Union Canal and enclosed small spaces for individual 
sites. It is a disappointment that this unique cultural asset - a 
jewel in the heart of the city - has not yet been developed into an 
International Sculpture Park as expected. 

For thirty years, the city’s remarkable collection of sculpture 
grew and in 2002, at the Venice Biennale exhibition by the 
Guggenheim Foundation with The Goodwood Sculpture Trust 
entitled ‘Thinking Big, New Concepts in British Sculpture’ I 
found that very many of Britain’s best sculptors are already ‘sited’ 
in MK.

Once our reputation as a city of art was established, The 
Museums and Galleries Commission, Contemporary Art 
Society and National Art Collections Fund were discussing 
the registration of our collection as an Open Air Museum of 
Sculpture, in the care of the Trust. This involved fulfilling 
conditions regarding ownership, conservation and presentation 
to the public and much work was done. Unfortunately 
subsequent staff did not continue the momentum but it is 
encouraging that the Council’s new Arts Officers are addressing 
these vital issues once again.

AIM’s latest project is the creation of a Sculpture Walk to 
exhibit the work of émigré artists. This is a partnership with 
the World War Two Museum at Bletchley Park, West Bletchley 
Council and The Henry Moore Institute, who are themselves 
preparing a retrospective of Bernard Schottlander’s work whose 8 
‘Dancers’ will inaugurate the Walk.

Thomas Heatherwick is currently attached to the committee 
planning the next phase of the city’s development. There will 
be sessions in the local schools and sculpture workshops in the 
holidays. Children are often the best informed about new work, 
and vandalism is surprisingly rare. There is not only an educated 
audience for the arts but many have developed their own talents, 
so that Milton Keynes is full of skilled practitioners in all the arts. 

edna read is teacher, painter, and an independent art activist in Milton keynes.
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is set out in Milton Keynes Partnership’s (MKP) key document ‘A 
Strategy for Growth to 2031‘.

One of the most recognisable aspects of MK is its tree-lined 
boulevards and for visitors this image of lush green canopies is 
hard to forget. What is not obvious, however, is an architecture 
that truly reflects Milton Keynes, suggesting that it needs greater 
urban intensity. MK’s architectural failings would be more easily 
forgiven if it had its own landmarks and icons just as other cities 
have theirs.  One only has to look at Newcastle and Gateshead’s 
Quayside, Foster’s Sage Music Centre, Wilkinson Eyre’s blinking 
eye bridge and the Baltic Arts building to see a model for urban 
transformation. 

Of course, Milton Keynes is not easy to compare, but it does 
have the glass-clad Shopping Building, iconic in its time and 
the glory of its concept surviving largely intact to this day. This 
is as much down to its doctrine of ‘less is more’, delighting in 
the pure expression of materials. It studiously avoids pastiche 
typically used by shopping centre designers. There is Milton 
Keynes Theatre and Xscape (the indoor snow slope), but new 
development spurred on by MKP is seeking to address this lack of 
character, but seems to have some way to go yet. 

The ingredients that are going to re-bake the MK’s 
architectural cake are already in place. The wide boulevards and 
formal grid square plots in the city centre together with the low 
scale, underwhelming architecture in between, just define and 
perpetuate the myth of the ‘concrete urban jungle’. Perceptions 
of MK could not be further from the truth. Perhaps having 

neW ArChIteCtUre, neW MIlton Keynes? 
Bill Sung questions whether MK has strong enough architecture 

from left to right top row the shopping Building (photograph by Will Cousins), 
xscape the indoor snow slope (photograph by David lock Associates), the hub:mk 
MK’s first real high rise and high density living

Middle row Carey Jones’ Blum building, Mercer & tan’s Chinese overseas Christian 
Mission, new residential development in the theatre District (photograph by 
liezel Kruger)

Bottom row rogers’ oxley Woods £60k house, hazeley school, oakgrove school and 
leisure Centre 
All other photographs by Bill sung

When Milton Keynes (MK) first hit the 
British consciousness in 1967, innovation 
was the key not only to its birth but 
also to unlocking its future growth. The 
UK’s first active solar house was built 
in Bradwell Common in 1972 as part 
of MK’s Energy World exhibition and, 
demonstrated its role in looking for new 
ideas and innovative thinking.

To the visitor of the UK’s fastest 
growing city, one of its great attractions is 
discovering and experiencing the spaces 
and immediacy of architecture that 
defines its character. First impressions 
count and urban city-makers now talk 
of iconic architecture; high density 
development creates place-making 
opportunities and it is this message that 
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straightjacket with new architecture bursting to fill the gaps in 
its density. Of course the architecture of cities everywhere shapes 
and defines its sense of place, and it is here that MK has struggled. 

If its architecture does not stand up to scrutiny, where is the 
sense of place and density of urban grain going to come from 
if MK is going to join the next league of cities? Its buildings 
will need to generate meaningful architectural references, and 
translating this into practice has proved less successful. It is small 
wonder that new developments in the city struggle to respond 
contextually to a cityscape that has yet to find its own identity. 

The most successful and memorable architecture responds 
to its context sometimes in scale, complexity or by contrast. 
The concern that MK has little or no real urban fabric to present 
a convincing context in which new architecture can flourish 
has a ring of truth about it. Even with the scale of rapid urban 
intensification being promoted by MKP, this remains a challenge. 
Therefore its current attempts at high rise development should 
therefore be applauded for embracing the concept of upward 
expansion. 

Vertical urban intensification is being realised in one 
development known fantastically as the hub:mk located in the 
southern district of Central Milton Keynes. There is the potential 
to create a place that is going not only to be commercially and 
architecturally successful, but also will kick-start the next stage 
of MK’s growing maturity. The buildings are 6–10 storeys high 
and it is the first real evidence of MKP’s strategy of high rise and 
high density living. Designed by Glen Howells Architects to a 
master plan by Rick Mather Architects, the mixed use scheme is 
anchored by a Sainsbury’s store and is a good attempt to re-brand 
MK as an attractive alternative to other towns and cities as a core 
business district. The monochrome glass and steel elevations 
cannot disguise its aspirational vision for Milton Keynes, albeit 
rather blandly and uncontroversially. 

Clearly, there is an onus on new buildings to engage with 
their surroundings at all levels. The hub:mk appears to succeed 
here by creating new urban spaces and opportunities for 
increased footfall and interaction. Whilst tall buildings can 
express civic and symbolic pride, their acceptance outside of our 
capital cities can be less than straightforward and even more so 
in Milton Keynes. But the hub:mk seems on course to deliver 
the right components for a vibrant new commercially-focused 
environment and that should ensure its future success.

However, new architecture in Milton Keynes is 
disappointingly lightweight, but with the odd gem. One such 
example is the Blum building designed by architect Carey Jones, 
which is just a low key standard industrial unit with attached 
offices in Kingston, on the outer fringes of Central Milton 
Keynes. In addition, the Chinese Overseas Christian Mission 
hidden away in Fishermead is Mercer & Tan Architects’ gift to 
the Chinese community is a three storey model in architectural 
rigour and restraint. The building resembles the Shopping 
Building in its formality.  

The Theatre District is currently awaiting the completion of 
a new eight storey retail and residential building on its doorstep. 
The architecture is contemporary, with rendered elevations, glass 
and steel. Creating new retail and restaurant outlets at pavement 
level will undoubtedly contribute to the present rather sterile 
environment and while the architecture is neither particularly 
inspiring nor ground-breaking, it is a welcome addition to the 
urban landscape of the city centre.

Out to the western flank of Milton Keynes at the new Oxley 
Woods development, the first tranche of houses resulting 
from the Government’s Design for Manufacture £60k house 
Competition is causing a stir. Designed by Stirling Prize winning 
architects Rogers Stirk Harbour + Partners and adjacent to the 
typical volume house-builders’ product, Oxley Woods offers 
a stimulating poke in the eye for the traditionalist. Make no 

mistake, visually this is utterly space age 
by comparison, and yet it is built from 
common sustainable materials but used 
in an innovative way, and brought to site 
flat-packed on the back of a truck. 

Bold and uncompromising, this is 
architecture as it should be, challenging 
the senses and asking questions. MK 
is just the right place for changing 
perceptions and home buyers seem 
ready for it, judging by the early levels of 
interest generated.

As MK is expanded to its outer flanks, 
construction of new schools has also 
continued at a rapid pace. Under the 
auspices of local authority architect 
Architecture MK, several new schools 
have emerged in quick succession: 
Hazeley School (and its extension which 
is on site), Oxley Park Primary (both in 
the west) and Oakgrove Secondary School 
and Leisure Centre - part of the new 
Oakgrove Millennium Community with 
its 2,000 homes, community facilities and 
a new neighbourhood centre (to the east). 

If there is a common theme here, it 
is that the current flux of new school 
designs is developing a contemporary 
language of its own whether the curved 
façade of the Hazeley School, the zigzag 
roof at Oxley Park or the timber clad 
elevations at Oakgrove. There is no 
evident Milton Keynes flavour inherent 
in their conception or execution, but an 
individualism and showmanship that is 
not all-embracing. 

In summary, the overall verdict on 
new architecture in Milton Keynes 
today is a mixed bag with room for 
improvement. It is quite right that Milton 
Keynes should be seen as a test bed for 
experimental architecture and ideas, and 
we need more and braver efforts. Milton 
Keynes Partnership’s proposals to build 
over Central Milton Keynes’ surface car 
parks are a well intentioned if somewhat 
misguided attempt to fill in the gaps and 
create urban density.

Moreover, the shift towards low 
carbon and sustainable living has 
assuaged the public conscience to a 
greater acceptance of the contemporary 
architectural solution. The challenge to 
Milton Keynes is to deliver architectural 
innovation that is committed 
expressively and responsively to the city.

Bill sung is an associate director of dla architects 
practice ltd whose current projects include work in 
the new township at Hampton, peterborough.

Current attempts at high rise 
development should be 
applauded for embracing the 
concept of upward expansion
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It often seems that our experience of 
a place is influenced by the journey to 
it. This seems particularly so for the 
visitor to Milton Keynes. Travelling 
from Euston there are new landmarks 
- gone are Wembley’s towers and now 
there is Foster’s arch; there are retail 
parks and the M25; Hemel Hempstead 
looks like ‘Anytown UK.’. The fields 
of south Buckinghamshire may have 
changed little, perhaps larger and more 
uniform. Then suddenly the traveller 
rushes through Bletchley, silver sheds 
shine through the trees and Central 
Milton Keynes station is reached. 
Disappointingly arriving at the station 
lacks drama, but it is clean and easy to 
navigate. Once out into the sunshine and 
the previous wind-swept Station Square 
is now a clutter of bike sheds.  All very 
worthy, but lacking the style and presence 
of the early days? Across the plaza and 
up to the first underpass and there are 
signs of sad neglect, climbing up into 
Midsummer Boulevard the scene is still 
bosky. Trees dominate the street scene but 

there are signs of things to come ‘Saxon Gate Underpass Closed’. 
Why and what effect will this have, remains to be seen.

Onward up Midsummer Boulevard and a stop for a chat with a 
group of smokers reveals that to them Central Milton Keynes is a 
good place to work. They would like a few more corner shops but 
it is a good to work in and get to. Further on, the man from the 
Bon Viveur van (‘sandwiches delivered to your desk’) discounts 
this particular view. Could self-interest cloud his judgement? 
Walking on brings to mind the design conflict between brutal 
forms and smaller scale delights - does a strong urban form 
overwhelm the opportunities for the quiet corner or peaceful 
square? A diversion into North Sixth Street demonstrates that 
intimate places can be created, but are pedestrians really this 
dangerous? 

Moving on and Midsummer Place comes into view. Is its form 
strong enough to reflect its strategic position in the city centre? 
There is more disappointment when we arrive at newer small 
scale spaces. They lack the quality of earlier spaces; balding grass 
is no substitute for good ground cover and quality materials. 
Why is there an empty plinth? Is it awaiting the ‘monument to 
the unknown shopper’? Into Midsummer Place and the ancient 
oak still stands proudly in Oak Place. Through and out into the 
‘bus station’ and more disappointment. This really is nothing 
more that a service yard for people. There is no joy but at least the 
trees relieve the austerity. Turning into the Shopping Building 
it has the air of an airport terminal or have airport terminals 

CentrAl MIlton Keynes revIsIteD
Richard Cole revisits CMK

above one of the bosky 
central reservations
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become more like the Shopping Building? There is an interesting 
tension between vitality and tat; tat seems to be winning. 

At the east end of Central Milton Keynes is the joy of Campbell 
Park and evidence of the care taken by the Parks Trust. The 
concept of a Parks Trust clearly offers lessons for other cities. A 
single purpose trust does seem to have great strengths. Even here, 
alas, there are signs of neglect. This end of Central Milton Keynes 
is a place of contrasts – ‘sheep in the park’ sculptures in Theatre 
Square. Here small scale spaces appear valued and special, and the 
trees remain a vital element in the scene.

Returning down Midsummer Boulevard and a quick diversion 
into Central Business Exchange 2 and a talk with John Walker, 
formerly Milton Keynes Development Corporation’s Chief 
Planner and presently Chair of Milton Keynes Partnership. John 
is still committed to Milton Keynes and its future success. We 
walk over to the emerging new residential quarter around the 
junction of Saxon Gate and Avebury Boulevard. Clearly this is 
popular with the punters. This is the ‘new place to live’ and signs 
tell us ‘All sold’. This is where the underpasses have been closed 
and why some feel that the fundamental tree character of Central 
Milton Keynes is being compromised. John’s view is that it’s an 
attempt to create a more urban ‘downtown feel’. It is too early 
to judge but the highway engineer’s hand seems to dominate, 
with some awful ‘pens-for-pedestrians’. The need for greater 
urbanity is justifiable, but it does seem that an opportunity to 
create a new language of urban junctions has been sacrificed to 

expediency and the shroud waving of 
highway safety. The new ‘Central Milton 
Keynes Handbook for the Public Realm’ 
demonstrates the concern that John and 
his team feel for the city’s environment. 
But one gets the feeling that they are 
fighting a battle with the forces of 
bureaucracy and commercialism. Is a 
busy junction really the right place to 
cluster new housing? And where is the 
love of trees we have come to expect 
in Milton Keynes? Clearly there is a 
new approach, a new attitude to urban 
form. In a recent special issue on cities 
The Economist magazine claims that ‘a 
successful city must expect to go through 
several rebirths over time’. Milton Keynes 
seems to be undergoing its first rebirth; 
from low intensity city to a higher 
intensity ‘euro-city’. It is too early to tell 
if the rebirth will work out well. The 
intentions of the Handbook for the Public 
Realm are laudable, but it is commitment 
and determination in implementation 
that are essential if a satisfactory new city 
form is to emerge.

from left to right top row outside MK station, signs of neglect in the public realm, 
smaller scaled spaces around north sixth street

from left to right bottom row Who comes first - pedestrians or cars?, Midsummer 
place, the recent extension to the shopping Building, oak place, built around the 
ancient tree
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Finally back to the market under 
Secklow Gate and an amazing kasbah 
is found. This is the sort of vitality that 
detractors missed in the early days, and 
there is no lack of opportunity for a 
bargain. Again Central Milton Keynes’ 
contrasting character exerts itself. 

Central Milton Keynes remains as an 
exciting place to visit and still appears 
to be a good place to work and shop. 
Interestingly in other ‘places’ revisited 
in this series it was easy to find people 
who were willing to talk about their 
place. In Central Milton Keynes all was 
bustle and rush. Perhaps it is becoming a 
really metropolitan place in truly English 
anonymous fashion.   I hope not.

richard cole was director of planning and 
architectural services and deputy general Manager 
with the commission for new Towns, which took 
over responsibility for the Mk succession in 1992 
and other new towns in the uk.

above left new public space in the city centre
above right further signs of neglect
left pens-for-pedestrians around the new hub:mk 

at saxon Gate
Bottom left MK’s market under secklow Gate
 All photographs by richard Cole
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Because of its innovative master plan and forthright 
implementation teams, Milton Keynes is still talked about as an 
‘experiment’. Yet it was the last and largest of 32 Government 
new towns using the 1946 New Towns Act, and it is the sum of a 
wealth of experience, from other new towns such as Runcorn and 
Irvine. 

But the ‘experiment’ soubriquet is probably deserved; there 
were pioneering projects in architecture, landscape design, 
transport planning, social and economic development and 
marketing, as well as the long term management arrangements 
for the vast public green estate. The city is a living laboratory 
exhibiting practically all approaches to street design and 
development layout. You can see young architects’ early work 
in the city’s grid squares as if they were cells in a beehive and 
contrary to the master plan. There is the joined-up mixed use 
urbanity of the 1980s, the volume house-builders’ ordinariness 
of the 1990s, to the over-design-coded indulgences and crammed 
corners of recent years. You will not yet find the loony piles of 
flats that city dwellers elsewhere are being persuaded to accept 
by city bosses seeking more dependant masses, greedy developers 
who don’t give a damn, and peddlers of fake science about the 
resource costs of urban forms. But what Milton Keynes does 
have is huge variety and no one has studied it in any serious and 
comparative way. 

If the new towns programme was 
murdered by the Labour government 
in 1976, it was buried by Thatcher in 
the decade that followed. As the private 
sector tried to float privately funded new 
towns in the 1980s through Consortium 
Developments Ltd, Thatcher could 
not deliver the necessary planning 
permissions due to hysteria about the 
possible loss of Green Belt land. Today, 
the wheel has turned and it falls to 
Gordon Brown’s new Labour government 
to propose Eco-Towns, to be brought 
through the planning system (by fast 
track process if necessary) by the private 
sector in partnership with public bodies. 

It may have other roots, but the phrase 
Eco-Town has certainly been used in 
Japan since the late 1990s. Kawasaki, 
Kitakyushu, Minimata and Naoshima 
are examples of a drive to include 
the 3Rs (Reduce, Reuse and Recycle) 
concept. Initially highly technical, 
the Japanese Eco-Town concept has 

MIlton Keynes - A resoUrCe for the neW 
eCo-toWns
David Lock describes the lessons to be drawn from this model new town 

above MK’s green 
footprint 

 (credit: MKDC)
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and economic development to consider. If any one of the three 
aspects of sustainable development is overlooked, the new 
settlement project will struggle.

Case studies to be examined include the predictable Vauban 
in Freiburg, Germany, and Hammarby Sjöstad in Stockholm, 
Sweden. It is clear, however, that because of its scale, success and 
experimental design features, Milton Keynes must be quarried in 
depth for clues for environmental, economic and social criteria. 

With regard to environmental criteria, the Milton Keynes 
cross-city and alternate local grids provide the most accessible 
and flexible framework for all types of movement (though the 
public transport potential has never been taken up not because 
of the city’s density – a commonly stated falsehood – but because 
of the lack of imagination of operators and regulators). The grids 
also provide a framework of exceptional integrity for biodiversity, 
especially with the linear park system which is essentially a flood 
water attenuation system laid out for nature and recreation.

MK pioneered innovations in energy conservation through 
architectural and urban design. ‘Energy World’ in the early 
1980s began the development of four grid squares committed to 
pilot standards promoted by the national Energy Foundation. 
Initiatives in energy generation however, have been few: some 
pioneering work on photovoltaics and solar housing still exits, 
but the windmill at Energy World was taken down because the 
bearings were too noisy, and only now is a very conventional 
district heating scheme is being installed in part of the city 
centre. The methane gas collected at the sewage works was never 
used for public transport, and although the Council is proud 
of its recycling record, more exciting visions (e.g. a scheme for 
plastics recovery and recycling on the site of a waste-to-energy 
plant) have not yet succeeded. For food, the city has made 
excellent provision for gardens and allotments, but the linear 
parks yield little and the urban area and its country hinterland do 
not connect. The danger of tightly drawn town boundaries may 
be a lesson for Eco-Towns!

With regard to social criteria, the TCPA/CLG study 4 has 
drawn attention to long-standing lessons about the need for a 
‘community’ to be of a scale and mix at least to accommodate and 
support its own schools. This is the structure of Milton Keynes 
and only in a handful of neighbourhoods, where the poor have 
been pressed together, are local schools avoided by those who 
can exercise choice. The physical and social relationship of the 
school to the community is one of MK’s unsung achievements. 

Almost forgotten now, but in need of urgent resurrection, 
are the social development programmes of Milton Keynes. 
Resources were committed to providing a welcome for new 
arrivals, and to achieve social integration and cohesion. Growing 
a community from mixed incomers is a serious business, and 
involves accelerating the rate at which local social institutions 
and organisations would otherwise develop. 

grown to involve ‘green procurement, 
green consumerism, industrial ecology, 
extended producer responsibility, socially 
responsible investment, integrated waste 
management, green labelling, global 
reporting initiative, corporate social 
responsibility’ and more, to be ‘a defined 
area, a laboratory, where various different 
eco-concepts can be developed and 
implemented’ 1.

How much of this way of thinking 
will develop here in the UK remains to 
be seen, but the origins of UK Eco-Towns 
is the Sustainable Communities plan2 
(2003). This tardy focus on the acute 
shortage of housing has led to four major 
growth areas being designated in the 
south east of England. It was made clear 
that the government wished to see the 
development of durable communities, 
not just housing estates. 

Pursuing the theme, the future 
government launched the Growth Points 
initiative in 2005. The first 29 points were 
announced in April 2007; in return for 
local authorities making commitments to 
a step-change in the quality and quantity 
of housing, the government commits to 
provide some start-up support and central 
government funding over the medium 
term. 

Eco-Towns are part of the continuing 
programme. Their criteria will seek 
to secure the creation of sustainable 
communities at the highest possible 
environmental and energy-saving 
standards, along with ambitious social 
and economic development goals. The 
conceptual framework of England’s 
Eco-Towns can be found in the Town 
and Country Planning Association’s 
(TCPA) review for Communities and 
Local Government of emerging good 
practice in urban extensions and new 
settlements3. In this emerging advice 
on Eco-Towns, sustainable development 
is described as a ‘three legged stool’: in 
addition to environmental considerations 
- about which there is a comfort zone 
of growing good practice - there are the 
less well understood aspects of social 

above Kingsmead, 
master planned by 
David lock Associates 
to suit ppG3 densities 
- tight for families, 
tight for parking, 
photograph by liezel 
Kruger

Almost forgotten now, but in 
need of urgent resurrection, 
are the social development 
programmes of Milton Keynes. 
Growing a community for mixed 
incomers is a serious business... 
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MilTon keynes iMage and realiTy, Bendixson T, plaTT J, 
granTa, 1992
An inside account of the planning and implementation of 
Milton Keynes. Sourced from the minutes of the Milton 
Keynes Development Corporation Board, local newspapers and 
interviews with key players in the building of the city, this book 
will be of interest to professionals involved in planning and 
development on a grand scale. 

froM MilTon keynes To ManHaTTan: conran and 
parTners, BullivanT l, Black dog puBlisHing, 2002
This book follows the history of Conran & Partners’ work 
from their emergence out of Conran Roche through the CD 
Partnership to the present day. It looks at projects such as the 
Bluebird Restaurant complex, London and Bridgemarket, New 
York, and Milton Keynes, as well as looking at their use of diverse 
styles.

a social HisTory of MilTon keynes: Middle england/edge 
ciTy, clapson M, frank cass puBlisHers, 2004
This discusses the prejudices that have distorted the 
understanding of Milton Keynes. It focuses upon the original 
thinking that went into the planning of Milton Keynes, 
highlights the most notable features of its design and 
construction, assesses the impact of new development upon the 
countryside, and discusses the experiences of people who have 
moved there. 

cenTral MilTon keynes developMenT fraMeWork, edaW 
englisH parTnersHips, 2001
The 1970 Plan for Milton Keynes identified Central Milton 
Keynes as a special place - a city centre to be built from scratch. 
Today those ideas are largely realised and a new plan has been 
adopted to take the city centre forward. The Development 
Framework was commissioned by English Partnerships 
supported by Milton Keynes Council and the CMK Partnership.

Tales of THe ciTy - a sTudy of narraTive and urBan life, 
finnegan r, caMBridge universiTy press, 1998
This book brings together an academic’s abstract tales about 
Milton Keynes, and interesting self-narrations of its residents. 

THe plan for MilTon keynes, MilTon keynes developMenT 
corporaTion, 1970
The original Master Plan for Milton Keynes broke new ground in 
establishing a flexible framework for development rather than a 
predetermined set of proposals.

ciTy sTrucTure, MilTon keynes developMenT corporaTion 
- urBan design uniT, 1978-79
Having completed ten years of development, Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation reviewed this experience in readiness 
for the planning of the remainder of the city. This report 
examines the physical form of the city, with particular emphasis 
on the relationship between its different parts. This is the 
‘missing chapter’ in Milton Keynes’ development. 

MilTon keynes planning Manual, MilTon keynes 
developMenT corporaTion, 1992
In implementing the Plan for Milton Keynes, Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation refined its planning policies over 25 
years. These policies, described in the Planning Manual, make up 
‘best planning practice’ for Milton Keynes as it had evolved by the 
early 1990s. 

THe arcHiTecTure and planning of MilTon keynes, 
Walker d, arcHiTecTural press, 1982
Written by the founding architect of Milton Keynes, this book 
is his view of design intentions and personal observations of the 
issues involved in the process of planning Milton Keynes.  

fUrther reADInG on the DesIGn of MIlton Keynes

One of the most obvious features of the elegant Plan for 
Milton Keynes was the gift of its flexibility – the city structure is 
a gentle trellis, over and through which successive generations 
can clamber with their priorities and excitements. But it is 
this very flexibility which gives licence to those who hate or 
fear it - it is not possible to exaggerate the carelessness with 
which agencies and local authorities in the area are trying 
simultaneously to complete the original city, double its size, and 
yet do all they can to unpick the original vision - to make it like 
everywhere else.

Ignorant of this, huge effort is going into dismantling the 
actual trellis. It is mad and Milton Keynes will be lucky to 
survive. Eco-Towns must learn from this: long term management 
and maintenance need to be considered from the start, and 
ownership must be placed in safe hands to act in the interests 
of the whole community. In order to prevent government and 
unaccountable bodies destroying them, a new model of localism 
is needed. The urban designer can give people an enduring and 
attractive place that they love and might come forward to care 
for. The creators of Milton Keynes have come close to that, and 
we must learn from it.

The CLG Eco-Towns Prospectus sets out key criteria – large-
scale free-standing new settlements that are exemplars of 
sustainable building and living, with the opportunity to design 
in low- and zero-carbon technology from the start. Eco-towns are 

intended to be well-designed, attractive 
places to live, with jobs and services, but 
also with good links to existing towns 
and cities close by. They will provide a 
major contribution to housing supply 
and increasing affordability. 

What Milton Keynes can tell us, warts 
and all, is clearly of direct relevance to 
this new growth agenda. Put down your 
prejudices and take a look.

professor david lock cBe MrTpi is the chair of 
Tcpa and Milton keynes discovery centre. david is 
chairman of planning and urban design consultants 
david lock associates ltd based in Milton keynes, 
and was awarded the cBe for services to town and 
country planning in 2007. 

1 Eco-Towns in Japan: Implications and Lessons for 
Developing Countries and Cities, Global Environment 
Research Centre Foundation, 2005.
2  Sustainable Communities: building for the 
future, ODPM, 2003.
3  Best Practice in Urban Extensions and New 
Settlements: report on emerging best practice, TCPA/
CLG, 2007
4  Ibid.
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The international design competition for Holt Town looked for a 
solution to the dilemma of providing a sustainable, distinctive, high 
density family-led residential community in close proximity of the 
Manchester regional centre. The objective was to promote family life 
particularly aimed at a wider family market in response to the limited 
residential offer and lifestyle in the heart of the city. Located one mile 
to the east of Manchester city centre, Holt Town is a 35ha site with the 
potential to create the best of urban and suburban life.
 EDAW’s winning competition entry was rooted right in the heart 
of what Holt Town is and what it could be. The Holt Town Waterfront 
proposals address a key challenge facing Manchester: that the limitation 
in choice for growing families who want to stay in touch with the 
attractions and atmosphere of the city centre, but who need an 
appropriate environment and the necessary space to bring up children.
The challenge has been to achieve sustainable urban densities within 
an environment that is also green and open, and where dwellings are 
suitable for family life, i.e. spacious and adaptable; and how a large, 
complex development that will take many years to construct can be 
designed and built in a way that ensures that its constituent parts are 
complementary and coherent.
 In seeking to find a solution, the Holt Town vision looks towards 
other urban models, traditions and settlement patterns. The masterplan 
and development framework propose a mixed use, residential-led 

development structured by a hierarchy of streets and green spaces; the 
result is an inter-linked development parcel approach of high density 
housing with a clear hierarchy and strong connections to wider areas.
 As a new piece of the city, rather than an isolated development, 
place-making has been central to the development of the masterplan. 
Essentially a new residential area, Holt Town will combine the 
residential character and quality of life of the suburbs with elements 
of the density and urban feel of the city centre through greater 
interaction with and proximity to neighbours, integration of on-street 
activities like café culture, independent shops and restaurants. Key 
amenities will be within walking distance and a new tram link will 
provide regular access to the city centre and facilities of Sportcity.
 New high density archetypes of housing that offer a spacious 
alternative to standard market housing were developed by EDAW 
- houses, family apartments and duplexes, based on the traditional 
European ‘perimeter block’ model. 
 The perimeter block model allows for car parking, green spaces, 
waste management, storage and a range of archetypes to be combined 
in a stimulating, safe environment that also maximises the use of 
land and the return on investment. The outline planning application 
proposes circa 4,500-4,650 dwellings which will need to be high 
performing buildings in terms of minimising environmental impact and 
maximising sustainability. Developers will need to provide dwellings of 

Holt Town Waterfront, Manchester
EDAW describes creating real neighbourhoods for real people
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the required standards ahead of the Code for Sustainable Homes targets, 
ensuring they are also ‘lifetime homes’. Dwellings will be supported by 
5,507 car parking spaces across the development. 
 Open spaces will account for approximately 12-15ha of the 
masterplan area and a primary school will be considered if demand and 
the Council’s strategy dictate – space has already been allocated to 
cover this eventuality. 11,121 sqm gross floorspace of office/studio use 
and 2,028 sqm gross floorspace of additional retail and leisure use has 
been proposed with some property/plots offering the flexibility to allow 
for the provision of crèches, surgeries and community meeting halls.
 The Development Framework accepts that the delivery of the vision 
will be complex, and this will need a special type of design control. 
The Design Handbook is a development control tool which encompasses 
guidance contained within Guide to Development in Manchester 
Supplementary Planning Document and Planning Guidance (adopted 
April 2007) and Design for Access 2 (adopted December 2003). The 
Development Framework was also reviewed by CABE as part of a formal 
Design Review, receiving a favourable and supportive response.
The design handbook establishes design control parameters to ensure 
the integrity of the Holt Town vision, and demonstrates how individual 
development plots can be designed in the context of the overall 
masterplan. It is not intended to stifle the creativity of architects and 
designers, but is a tool to assist in achieving a cohesive, workable and 

sustainable solution to a high density, mixed use living environment 
that accommodates individual creative and flexible design responses.
In order to deliver the overall masterplan vision, designers need 
to understand the character of each component part, picking up 
constructive comments from CABE. The handbook also provides 
character area design toolkits which will translate the plan-wide design 
principles and parameters to their development parcel(s).
The toolkits work by outlining the individual design elements that 
will establish the overall “personality” of each of the five character 
areas. The six structuring elements for each character area are land use; 
building heights and form; key frontages and landmarks; secure semi-
public open space; public open space; street types; and car parking 
typologies. The key urban design advantage is that buildings and spaces 
are combined as a singular urban experience where both serve to shape 
and define each other simultaneously. 
 The pioneering development is being delivered by Cibitas 
Investments Ltd, in partnership with New East Manchester and 
Manchester City Council. An outline planning application covering the 
whole site has been submitted alongside the Design Handbook that will 
form part of it. 

opposite page The 
illustrative masterplan 
for Holt Town 
Waterfront

Above left The view 
along the canal 

Above right A pocket 
park

Left The wider context 
within East Manchester

 All images by EDAW
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ThE ExIsTInG EsTATE 
The original Grahame Park, like many estates of the 1960s and 1970s, 
formed a sealed unit, locked within a ring of green space and satellite 
car parking. The danger of this strategy became obvious as the estate 
began to be identified with increasing levels of disadvantage and crime.
 Grahame Park Estate was originally built by the GLC during the 
1970s over 31ha of a disused airfield in north London. Its original 
layout laudably attempted to separate vehicles from pedestrians, 
but cul-de-sacs and a lack of pavements all inhibit access across the 
estate for pedestrians and vehicles. The continuous slab blocks of 
Flight Approach and The Concourse, which form the central spine of 
the estate, also cut off movement from east to west; while a myriad of 
internal pedestrian-only routes throughout the estate are underused.
 None of these characteristics might have been so problematic 
but for the high levels of unemployment and social disadvantage 
among the residents. So the underused pedestrian routes are unsafe; 
emergency vehicles find it difficult to gain access; and the ring of car 
parks which enclose the estate isolate residents from the surrounding 
neighbourhood, adding to its stigma.

joInED-UP DEsIGn: CREATInG PAThwAys ThRoUGh ThE 
EsTATE AnD LInks wITh ThE oUTsIDE
The scheme proposed by Pollard Thomas Edwards architects (PTEa) and 
Levitt Bernstein Associates (LBA) aims to remedy the shortcomings 
inherent in the existing design by integrating the street layout with 
the surrounding neighbourhood, and providing appropriate north-south 
and east-west routes within the area itself.
 The first step towards dissolving the boundaries around Grahame 
Park will be to remove the scruffy and unsupervised parking courts 
which encircle the estate and to replace them with carefully delineated 

on-street parking located closer to dwellings. This will enable the 
creation of a new north-south boulevard which will run the entire 
length of the regeneration area; existing east-west cul-de-sacs will also 
be extended across the estate, becoming link roads that stitch into the 
new boulevard. 
 These essential steps provide a clear framework for the regeneration: 
Southern Square will form an open and inviting gateway to Southern 
Boulevard, becoming a focus for the wider area. A landmark building 
will act as the focus for the square, with a library and community centre 
on its lowest two floors, and accommodation above. Activities will spill 
out onto the square, encouraging residents and visitors to linger outside 
at the new café. The Southern Boulevard then leads north to the 
formal circus which reorients attention to the west and the remodelled 
Grahame Park Open Space. 
 The redevelopment of Grahame Park Open Space is a key aspect 
of the masterplan strategy. Existing dwellings around the periphery 
turn their backs on the park, leaving the boundary poorly overlooked 
through high rear garden fences: it feels unsafe and is as a result 
underused. The proposed scheme will build out from this boundary 
with a mixture of flats and houses, shifting the park eastwards while 
retaining the same area of green space. Increased surveillance from the 
new housing will improve safety and encourage activity in the park. 
Meanwhile the open space will be remodelled, to include play facilities 
and an adventure playground, and the range of ecological habitats 
extended so that it becomes an inviting destination for the residents of 
Grahame Park.
 Beyond the circus, the Northern Boulevard echoes the shape of the 
boulevard to the south. A variety of public open spaces open out from 
both the north and south boulevards, replacing a number of existing 
small, fractured and unusable green spaces. 

Grahame Park Regeneration
Pollard Thomas Edwards architects and Levitt Bernstein Associates bring 
traditional streets to an exisiting housing estate
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 Away from the boulevards the North-West and South-East Quarters 
will be characterised by areas of smaller scale existing housing within 
a coherent new street framework, which will reinforce east to west 
connections and the legibility of the area. 
 Community facilities will be repositioned to maximum effect: the 
library, community centre, supermarket and shops will be in the livelier 
main centre at the Southern Square, close to the Underground station, 
and benefiting from a wider catchment on the outward-looking edge of 
the new community. The nursery and a new Primary Care Trust designed 
to serve the wider Colindale area find their natural location nearer the 
park and local primary schools. 

CREATInG A BALAnCED CoMMUnITy
The council prescribed a number of aims for the regeneration proposals 
– and key among these was to deliver a scheme with no public subsidy. 
These funding constraints will bring a more balanced social mix to 
Grahame Park and an increased housing density. The existing mainly 
single-tenure council estate of 1365 (77%) council properties and 
412 (23%) privately-owned homes will be transformed to 1220 (35%) 
affordable dwellings and 2220 (65%) privately-owned homes. 
 The key lesson here is that the slab blocks of the 1960s and 1970s 
tended to create the impression of high density living without actually 
delivering it. A traditional street layout of comparatively low rise 
building which replaces unusable or unused public open space with 
private gardens can simultaneously achieve much higher density levels, 
creating a welcoming social environment where smaller communities 
can develop and flourish. PTEa and LBA are therefore seeking to replace 
the monolithic building types and the geographical isolation of the 
old Grahame Park Estate with a set of smaller neighbourhoods stitched 
seamlessly into the surrounding community.

opposite page Aerial view of the proposed redevelopment
Above View of Southern Square and Southern Boulevard
Right Grahame Park Character Areas
Bottom right The Masterplan Strategy
 All images by PTEa and LBA
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These short notes are intended to 
give readers a flavour of other books 
received, but thought not to be so 
relevant to urban designers that a full 
review is appropriate.

 Aimed largely at the geographer 
and planner, this modest book Planning 
on the Edge is of incidental interest to 
the urban designer. Focussing on the 
theory of the ‘fringe’, the text is divided 

into three parts; the Rural-Urban Fringe, 
so-called Multiple Fringes and Planning 
on the Edge. There is a useful glossary 
of acronyms but a disappointingly 
reproduced series of black and white 
illustrations.
 Thirteenth in the RTPI Library 
Series, Urban Structure Matters uses 
Petter Naess’ work in the Copenhagen 
Metropolitan area to examine the 
relationship between spatial planning 
and travel patterns. It is more relevant to 
the student rather than the practitioner, 
and of most interest is Chapter 12 which 
deals with sustainability and travel.

ISBN 978 0415402903
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s ART AnD ARChITECTURE: A PLACE BETwEEn
jAnE REnDELL, LB TAURIs, 2006, £20 

Why should urban designers make 
the effort to read this erudite 
book? It covers multiple theories, 
interdisciplinary perspectives and 
complex interactions between art and 
architecture, its creators, clients and 
users. The subtitle, “a place between” 
gives the answer, considering that the 
public realm – a place between - is 
arguably the stuff of urban design. 
 Rendell adopts a three way 
conceptual framework, involving space, 
time and the social, based on her 
formal education in architecture, the 
arts and criticism. The clear structure 
of the book consists of an introduction, 

three sections on space, time and 
social relations respectively and a short 
conclusion on where critical spatial 
practice leads her next. She gives many 
examples of public art, architectural 
structures and the social dimension of 
intervening physically in space and time. 
She applies selected theoretical premises 
to critical deliberations of how art and 
architecture deal with place, space and 
site, and the physical material world 
in historic and contemporary terms. In 
the section on time she adopts specific 
models of thinking: allegory, nostalgia, 
montages and dialectic images to study 
the multiple layers of time embedded 
in physical structures and public art. 
She finally focuses on how art and 
architecture are given and received by 
those they address, users, passers-by and 
other interested parties including critics. 
 While a lot has been written on the 
place-space aspects of public art and 
architecture, the less tangible aspects of 
time and the symbolic transformations 
they bring to the built environment 
are open to exploration. Works of the 
French sociologist Jean Viard on the 
‘free time capital’ and ‘time of the 
global individual’ provide new inputs 
on increased freedom over temporal 
consumption, including that of spatial 

public goods. The third dimension, 
‘between one and another’ and how that 
relates to art and architecture provides 
the biggest challenge. 
 The section on interaction between 
space–place and their users takes 
a different stance from what urban 
designers may call their own spatial 
practice and that of ordinary people. 
The views of socially minded urban 
designers would differ from Rendell 
on her example of a paper log house, 
conceived by Shigeru Ban for victims of 
natural disasters. These objects made 
of paper with origami type roofs belong 
to another world far from the sheds 
characteristic of squatter settlements, 
although the respective arguments 
for their existence and use coincide. 
However, the many creative examples 
in this book may be on the margin 
of an everyday built environment, 
dominated by the capitalistic pursuit of 
profit, planning regulations, conflicting 
pressure group objectives, the existing 
urban fabric, and the theories of built 
environment professionals and their 
unforeseen consequences. 

judith Ryser 

ISBN 978 1 84511 222 6

ISBN 978 0415375740

PLAnnInG on ThE EDGE 
ThE ConTExT foR PLAnnInG AT ThE RURAL-URBAn fRInGE, n GALLEnT, j AnDERsson AnD M BIAnConI, 
RoUTLEDGE, 2006, £31.99

URBAn sTRUCTURE MATTERs
REsIDEnTIAL LoCATIon, CAR DEPEnDEnCE AnD TRAvEL BEhAvIoUR 
PETTER nAEss, RoUTLEDGE, 2006, £58
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sARTIsTs AnD PUBLIC sPACE 
EDITED By ARTPoInT, BLACk DoG PUBLIshInG, 2004, £19.95 

ARCADE: ARTIsTs AnD PLACE-MAkInG
EDITED By RhonA wARwICk, BLACk DoG PUBLIshInG, 2006, £19.95 

Although peripheral to major urban 
design issues, these two books will help 
urban designers concerned with the 
integration of public art into projects. 
The first, ‘Artists and Public Space’ is 
more relevant and contains over twenty 
contributions where artists describe 
concepts and with further comments 
on the nature of this work. There are 
two particularly useful contributions: 
an introductory piece by Louise O’Reilly 

which considers briefs for public art 
and its role in public space, and a final 
piece by Chris Murray on The Artist as 
Place-maker. Louise O’Reilly identifies 
the role of the artist within the design 
team or the wider planning objective as 
being ‘the spanner in the works’. Chris 
Murray was involved in the selection 
of Thomas Heatherwick as the artist 
commissioned to work with EDAW on 
the new development framework for 

Milton Keynes; he refers to others 
such as Gordon Young, the lead artist 
at Morecambe, who also worked on 
proposals for Blackpool. 
 The second book is concerned with 
the redevelopment of the Gorbals and 
the involvement of artists throughout 
the scheme. Piers Gough, whose practice 
CZWG designed the masterplan, provides 
a short introductory piece. An Artworks 
programme was devised and one of the 
innovative artworks is ‘The Gatekeeper’. 
This consists of a suspended sculpture 
and large image below at a gateway 
into the development. The story of the 
previous Basil Spence design which 
aimed to ‘civilise the tenement’ - Queen 
Elizabeth Square - is described by Toby 
Paterson as a scheme which lacked 
any concern for proper city building. 
The replacement development sought 
to resolve this in a radically different 
manner.

john Billingham

ISBN 1 904772 20 X

jIGsAw CITIEs: BIG PLACEs, sMALL PLACEs
AnnE PowER AnD john hoUGhTon, PoLICy PREss, 2007, £ 23.99 

Anne Power of the LSE has a long track 
record of first class housing research. 
This book is based on empirical work, 
commissioned by Birmingham City 
Council, on tenants who rejected official 
plans and promised investment into 
the future of their council housing. 
When the City Council devolved local 
services to local areas in an ethnically 
and economically divided inner city, the 
initiators of “flourishing neighbourhoods 
and communities” were able to pursue 
their own bottom-up, community based 

alternatives. This gave Anne Power 
the idea of jigsaw cities, which she 
investigated on some hundred estates 
throughout England with the assistance 
of John Houghton. 
 Following a well researched history 
of Britain’s urbanisation, the book 
examines the industrial forces which 
have shaped British cities. In more 
detail it examines the role of housing 
and policies which led to urban sprawl 
and inner urban decay. It denounces 
the bulldozer approach of post war 
comprehensive urban renewal and 
high-rise housing in green fields and 
looks into alternative small scale urban 
recovery since then. The section on the 
current situation examines the new tool 
of the Sustainable Communities plan and 
criticises the planned rapid and large 
scale urban growth in the south east 
of England. Substantial remedies are 
proposed to achieve this, in particular, 
the idea of ‘smart city’ growth. This is 
based on recycling the existing housing 
stock and revitalising the urban realm 
with full local public participation. A 
definition of sustainable cities is stated 
as only existing with devolution and 
mixed communities. Unlike conventional 

planning approaches, Power claims, such 
cities are able to compete in the global, 
interdependent world while offering 
satisfactory lifestyles 
 Instead of urban jungles, urban 
jigsaw cities consist of organised 
complexity and rely on the sustainable 
behaviour of their citizens. They need 
the resourceful contribution of mixed 
people - the social engines of cities - and 
their direct involvement in the renewal 
of existing neighbourhoods and local 
management, to preserve urban diversity 
and sustain the smart growth of cities 
based on compact urban forms. Most 
importantly, innovation in organising 
the cities of the future is most likely to 
emanate from motivated citizens. 
 While finding these objectives 
laudable, at the book launch many voiced 
their doubts about the realism of moving 
from today’s spatially and socially 
segregated British cities to harmonious 
urban cohabitation and wealth-sharing. 
They could not see how British families 
would abandon NIMBYism or renounce 
their dreams of houses with gardens. 

judith Ryser

ISBN 978 1 86134 658 2

ISBN 1 904772 54 4
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aLan BaxTer & aSSoCiaTeS
Consulting engineers,
70 Cowcross Street, London eC1M 6eJ
Tel 020 7250 1555
Fax 020 7250 3022
email abaxter@alanbaxter.co.uk
Website www.alanbaxter.co.uk
Contact alan Baxter FiStructe MiCe MConse
An engineering and urban design practice 
with wide experience of new and exist-
ing 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.

aLLen Pyke aSSoCiaTeS 
The Factory 2 acre road, 
kingston-upon-Thames kT2 6eF
Tel 020 8549 3434 
Fax 020 8547 1075
email design@allenpyke.co.uk
Website www.allenpyke.co.uk  
Contact katy Taylor
Innovative, responsive, committed, 
competitive, process; strategy, framework, 
masterplan, implement. Priorities: people, 
spaces, movement, culture. Places: 
regenerate, infill, extend create.

andreW MarTin aSSoCiaTeS
Croxton’s Mill, Little Waltham, Chelmsford, 
essex CM3 3PJ
Tel 01245 361611
Fax 01245 362423
email ama@amaplanning.com
Website www.amaplanning.com
Contacts andrew Martin/richard Hall
Strategic, local and masterplanning, 
urban design, project coordination and 
implementation, development briefs 
and detailed studies, historic buildings, 
conservation and urban regeneration and all 
forms of environmental impact assessment.

anTHony reddy aSSoCiaTeS
dartry Mills, dartry road, dublin 6
Tel 00 353 1 498 7000
Fax 00 353 1 498 7001
email info@anthonyreddy.com
Website www.anthonyreddy.com
Contact Tom Hennessy
Architecture, planning, urban design, 
project management. Masterplanning, 
development frameworks, urban 
regeneration, town centre renewal, 
residential, and mixed-use development.

arnoLd Linden
Chartered architect, 
54 Upper Montagu Street, London W1H 1FP
Tel 020 7723 7772
Fax 020 7723 7774
Contact arnold Linden
Integrated regeneration through the 
participation in the creative process of 
the community and the public at large, of 
streets, buildings and places.

arUP SCoTLand
Scotstoun House, South Queensferry, 
edinburgh eH30 4Se
Tel 0131 331 1999
Fax 0131 331 3730
email arup.edinburgh@arup.com
Website www.arup.com
Contact david anderson
Multidisciplinary consulting engineering 
practice in Aberdeen, Dundee, Edinburgh 
and Glasgow. Transport and environmental 
planning, infrastructure planning and 
design, civil and building engineering.

aSSaeL arCHiTeCTUre LTd
Studio 13, 50 Carnwath road,  
London SW6 3FG
Tel 020 7736 7744
email maxwell@assael.co.uk
Website www.assael.co.uk
Contact russell Pedley
Architects and urban designers covering 
mixed use, hotel, leisure, and residential, 
including urban frameworks and 
masterplanning projects. Based in London, 
but work nationally and internationally.

aTkinS PLC
Woodcote Grove, ashley road, epsom,  
Surrey kT18 5BW
Tel 01372 726140
Fax 01372 740055
email atkinsinfo@atkinsglobal.com
Contact nicola Hamill 
Multi-disciplinary practice of urban 
planners, landscape designers, transport 
planners, urban designers, architects and 
environmental planners, specialising in 
masterplans, development frameworks 
and concepts, development briefs, 
environmental assessment, environmental 
improvements, town centre renewal, traffic 
management and contaminated land. 

aUSTin-SMiTH:Lord LLP 
Port of Liverpool Building, 
Pier Head, Liverpool L3 1By
Tel 0151 227 1083
Fax 0151 258 1448
email andy.smith@austinsmithlord.com
Contact andy Smith
also at London, Cardiff and Glasgow
Multi-disciplinary national practice with 
a specialist urban design unit backed 
by the landscape and core architectural 
units. Wide range and scale of projects 
providing briefing, concept development, 
masterplanning, design guidance, 
implementation and management.

Baker aSSoCiaTeS
The Crescent Centre, Temple Back,  
Bristol BS1 6eZ
Tel 0117 933 8950
Fax 0117 925 7714
email all@bakerassocs.com
Contact Claire Mitcham
Urban design is an integral part of Baker 
Associates town planning and regeneration 
work. The firm provides a wide range 
of design services in urban and rural 
locations including townscape and site 
context appraisals, urban design and 
regeneration frameworks, area action 
plans, masterplanning and site layouts, site 
promotion, design guides and statements, 
public realm strategies, design policy advice 
and public participation.

Barr GaZeTaS LTd, 
eastgate House, 16-19 eastcastle Street, 
London W1W 8da 
Tel 0207 636 5581 
Fax 0207 636 6365 
email info@barrgazetas.com
Website www.barrgazetas.com
Contact alistair Barr
Our master plans have created diverse 
strategic frameworks for development 
opportunities. Our vibrant, varied spaces 
encourage all forms of interaction.

BarTon WiLLMore ParTnerSHiP
Beansheaf Farmhouse, Bourne Close, Calcot, 
reading, Berks rG31 7BW
Tel 0118 943 0000
Fax 0118 943 0001
masterplanning@bartonwillmore.co.uk
Contact Clive rand
Urban design from concept through to 
implementation. Complex and sensitive 
sites, comprehensive and innovative design 
guides, urban regeneration, brownfield 
sites, and major urban expansions.

THe BeLL CornWeLL ParTnerSHiP
oakview House, Station road, Hook, 
Hampshire rG27 9TP
Tel 01256 766673
Fax 01256 768490
email savery@bell-cornwell.co.uk
Website www.bell-cornwell.co.uk
Contact Simon avery
Specialists in urban and masterplanning 
and the coordination of major development 
proposals. Advisors on development plan 
representations, planning applications and 
appeals. Professional witnesses at public 
inquiries.

BenneTT UrBan PLanninG
one america Street, London Se1 0ne
Tel 020 7208 2029
Fax 020 7208 2023
email mike.ibbott@tpbennett.co.uk
Contact Mike ibbott
Development planning, urban design, 
conservation and masterplanning – making 
places and adding value through creative, 
intelligent, progressive, dynamic and joyful 
exploration.

BidWeLLS & kinG
1 Ferry road, norwich, norfolk
nr1 1SW
Tel 01603 229 400
Fax 01603 767223
landscapearchitecture@bidwells.co.uk
Website www.bidwells.co.uk
Contact Luke Broom-Lynne 
Planning, Landscape and Urban 
Design consultancy, specialising in 
Masterplanning, Townscape Assessment, 
Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment, 
with offices throughout the Eastern region.

BLaMPied & ParTnerS LTd
areen House 282 king Street, London  
W6 0SJ
Tel 020 8563 9175
Fax 020 8563 9176 
email yvette.newton@blampied.co.uk
Website www.blampied.co.uk
Contact Clive naylor
Architectural masterplanning, urban 
design, tourism, education, commercial 
expertise in the United Kingdom and 
overseas.

Bree day ParTnerSHiP
The old Chapel
1 Holly road, Twickenham TW1 4ea
Tel 020 8744 4440
emai tim@architech.co.uk
Website www.architech.co.uk
Contact Tim day
Eco-urbanism guides the partnership’s core 
disciplines of architecture, urban design 
and community planning.

BroadWay MaLyan arCHiTeCTS
3 Weybridge Business Park, Weybridge, 
Surrey kT15 2BW
Tel 01932 845599
Fax 01932 856206
email d.moore@broadwaymalyan.com
Website www.broadwaymalyan.com
Contact david Moore
A multi-disciplinary practice providing the 
highest quality services in masterplanning, 
urban regeneration and funding. Planning, 
architecture, landscape architecture, 
interior design and sustainable energy 
efficient design. Offices also in London, 
Reading, Southampton, Manchester, 
Lisbon, Madrid and Warsaw.

ConTriBUTorS

John Billingham, architect and 
planner, formerly Director of Design 
and Development at Milton Keynes 
Development Corporation 1988 to 
1992

Joe Holyoak, architect and urban 
designer, Course Director in Urban 
Design at the University of Central 
England

Liezel kruger, Associate Urban 
Designer, David Lock Associates

Sebastian Loew, architect and 
planner, writer and consultant, 
teaching at the University of 
Westminster

Judith ryser, researcher, journalist 
and writer and environmental and 
design issues 

Louise Thomas, independent 
urban designer
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xBroCk CarMiCHaeL arCHiTeCTS
19 old Hall Street, Liverpool L3 9JQ
Tel 0151 242 6222
Fax 0151 326 4467
email office@brockcarmichael.co.uk
Contact Michael Cosser
Masterplans and development briefs. Mixed-
use and brownfield regeneration projects. 
Design in historic and sensitive settings. 
Integrated environmental and landscape 
design skills via BCA Landscape.

BroWne SMiTH & Baker arCHiTeCTS
Morton House Morton road,  
darlington dL1 4PT
Tel 01325 462345
Fax 01325 381419
email info-d@brownesmithbaker.com
Website www.brownesmithbaker.com
Contact d d Brown
Urban design, masterplanning and digital 
visualisation services with a specialist, in 
house team. Clients include One Northeast, 
Taylor Woodrow, Lovell, and District of 
Easington.

BUiLdinG deSiGn ParTnerSHiP
16 Brewhouse yard, Clerkenwell, London 
eC1V 4LJ
Tel 020 7812 8000
Fax 020 7812 8399
email aj-tindsley@bdp.co.uk
Website  www.bdp.co.uk
Contact  andrew Tindsley
BDP offers town planning, masterplanning, 
urban design, landscape, regeneration and 
sustainability studies, and has teams based 
in London, Manchester and Belfast.

BUrnS + niCe
70 Cowcross Street, London eC1M 6eJ
Tel 020 7253 0808
Fax 020 7253 0909
email bn@burnsnice.com
Website www.burnsnice.com
Contacts Marie Burns/ Stephen nice 
Urban design, landscape architecture, 
environmental and transport planning. 
Masterplanning, design and public 
consultation for community-led 
regeneration including town centres, public 
open space, transport, infrastructure and 
commercial development projects.

BUrreLL FoLey FiSCHer
york Central, 70–78 york Way, London  
n1 9aG
Tel 020 7713 5333
Fax 020 7713 5444
email mail@bff-architects.co.uk
Website www.bff-architects.co.uk
Contact John Burrell
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.

BUSineSS LoCaTion SerViCeS LTd
innovative Urban design and Planning
2 riverside House, Heron Way, newham, 
Truro, Cornwall Tr1 2xn
Tel 01872 222777
Fax 01872 222700
email blsltd@globalnet.co.uk
Website www.bls.co.uk
Contact russell dodge
BLS provides a multi-disciplinary approach 
to town planning, urban regeneration, 
grant funding, economic development and 
property consultancy.

CaLderPeeL Carden CroFT
Market Court, 20-24 Church Street, 
altrincham Wa14 4dW
Tel 0161 929 7622
Fax 0161 929 7655
email chrisparks@calderpeel.com
Website www.calderpeel.com
Contact Christopher Parks
Architectural practice with dedicated team 
of urban designers offering a commercially 
minded holistic design service, delivering 
responsive and sustainable environments.

CarViLL GroUP LTd
75 Vico House, derriaghy industrial estate
dunmurry, Belfast BT17 9HU
Tel 02890 615 624
email postmaster@carvill-group.com
Website www.carvill-group.com
Contact Christopher Carvill

Cdn PLanninG LTd
77 Herbert Street, Pontardawe, Swansea  
Sa8 4ed
Tel 01792 830238
Fax 01792 863895
email cdnplanning@btopenworld.com
Website www.cdnplanning.com
Contact kedrick davies
Urban design, planning and development. 
Integration of land-use planning and 
urban design. Collaborative and community 
working to enhance the environment. 
Feasibility studies and design.

CHaPMan TayLor
96 kensington High St, London W8 4SG
Tel 020 7371 3000
Fax 020 7371 1949
email ctlondon@chapmantaylor.com
Website www.chapmantaylor.com
Contacts adrian Griffiths/Paul Truman
Chapman Taylor is an international firm of 
architects and urban designers specialising 
in mixed-use city centre regeneration 
projects throughout Europe.

CHarTer ConSULTanTS arCHiTeCTS
architecture and Urban design
2 St Stephen’s Court, 15-17 St Stephen road, 
Bournemouth, dorset BH2 6La
Tel  01202 554625
Fax  01202 294007
bournemouth@charter-architects.com
Contact  Martin dobbs
Charter is committed to the delivery of 
excellence in design and service and offers 
expertise and project experience in diverse 
sectors including leisure, mixed use, 
residential, commercial, retail, education, 
health and government facilities. 
Based in four national offices, Bedford, 
Bournemouth, London and Ipswich, 
Charter employs over 100 committed and 
enthusiastic staff.

CHiLd Graddon LeWiS arCHiTeCTS
Studio 1, 155 Commercial Street, London 
e1 6BJ
Tel 020 7539 1200
Fax 020 7539 1201
email hq@cgluk.com
Website www.cgluk.com
Contact Mike Lewis
Architects and masterplanners specialising 
in the creation of attractive, sustainable 
and inclusive urban environments and 
communities in areas requiring renewal and 
regeneration with particular experience in 
East London and the West Midlands.

CHriS BLandFord aSSoCiaTeS
1 Swan Court, 9 Tanner Street, London Se1 3Le
Tel 020 7089 6480
Fax 020 7089 9260
email mmartin@cba.uk.net
Website www.cba.uk.net
Contacts Chris Blandford/Mike Martin
also at Uckfield
Landscape architecture, environmental 
assessment, ecology, urban renewal, 
development economics, town planning, 
historic landscapes, conservation of cultural 
heritage.

CiTy deSiGn Co-oP LTd
4 north Court, Glasgow, G1 2dP
Tel 0141 204 3466 
Fax 0141 221 7746
email mail@citydesign.coop
Website www.citydesign.coop
Contact Beatriz Bauer
City Design has developed a reputation for 
thoughtful and creative site responsive 
projects across a range of scales.

CiTy id 
23 Trenchard Street
Bristol BS1 5an
Tel 0117 917 7000
Fax 0117 925 8228
email mike.rawlinson@cityid.co.uk
Website cityid.co.uk
Contact Mike rawlinson
Place branding and marketing vision 
development and masterplanning, urban 
design, public realm strategies, way finding 
and legibility strategies, information design 
and graphics.

CLarke kLein & CHaUdHUri 
arCHiTeCTS
5 dryden Street, London WC2e 9nW
Tel 020 7829 8460
Fax 020 7240 5600
email info@ckcarchitects.com
Contact Wendy Clarke
Small design-led practice focusing on 
custom solutions for architectural, planning 
or urban design projects. Emphasis on 
research and detailed briefings to explore 
the potential for appropriate and innovative 
urban design proposals.

CLUTTonS LLP
Portman House, 2 Portman Street,  
London W1H 6dU
Tel 020 7408 1010 
Fax 020 7629 3263
email SLazzerini@cluttons.com
Website www.cluttons.com
Contact Silvia Lazzerini
Large property consultancy with regional 
presence. Integrated approach comprising 
market advice, planning and design 
feasibility studies, development and design 
briefs, design statements, site layouts, 
planning documents, applications and 
appeals.

CoLin BUCHanan & ParTnerS
newcombe House, 45 notting Hill Gate, 
London W11 3PB
Tel 020 7309 7000
Fax 020 7309 0906
email cbp@cbuchanan.co.uk
Contact Martina Juvara
Planning, regeneration, urban design, 
transport and traffic management and 
market research from offices in London, 
Edinburgh, Bristol and Manchester. 
Specialism in area based regeneration, town 
centres and public realm design.

CoLoUr UrBan deSiGn LiMiTed
Milburn House, dean Street, 
newcastle upon Tyne ne1 1Le
Tel 0191 242 4224
Fax 0191 242 2442
email  colour@colour-udl.com
Website www.colour-udl.com
Contact  Peter owens
Concept to completion on site. Delivery 
of design oriented projects with full 
client participation. Contemporary public 
spaces, regeneration, development, 
masterplanning, residential, education and 
healthcare.

CoLVin & MoGGridGe
4 Bourlet Close, London W1H 6BU
Tel 020 7323 9752
Fax 020 7323 9777
email london@colmog.co.uk
Contacts Martin Bhatia (London)/Michael  
 ibbotson (Glos) 01367 860225
Long established practice of landscape 
architects with expertise in the full range 
and complexity of projects including 
planning and design of public and private 
space in towns and cities.

Conroy CroWe keLLy arCHiTeCTS
65 Merrion Square, dublin 2, ireland
Tel 00 353 1 661 3990
Fax 00 353 1 676 5715
email info@cck.ie
Website www.cck.ie
Contacts Clare Burke and david Wright
Architecture, urban design, 
masterplanning, town village studies, 
urban frameworks. The practice advocates 
the design of mixed use residential 
developments with a strong identity and 
sense of place.

ConSerVaTion arCHiTeCTUre & 
PLanninG
Wey House, Standford Lane, Headley, 
Hants GU35 8rH
Tel 01420 472830
Fax 01420 477346
email cap@capstudios.co.uk
Website www.capstudios.co.uk
Contact Jack Warshaw
CAP connects urban design and 
conservation of good places. CAP is 
government approved. CAP’s clients 
cover all sectors nationwide. CAP accepts 
historic areas, regeneration, topic 
studies, buildings, settings, new design, 
conservation solutions and expert witness 
commissions.

CooPer CroMar
newton House, 457 Sauchiehall Street, 
Glasgow G2 3LG
Tel 0141 332 2570 
Fax 0141 332 2580
email info@coopercromar.com
Website www.coopercromar.com
Contact alan Stark
Architecture and urban design for inner 
city commercial, residential and offices. 
Masterplanning and feasibility studies for 
business and industrial parks.

CSr Land PLan
3 Molesworth Place, dublin 2
Tel 00 353 1 661 0419
Fax 00 353 1 661 0431
email  info@csrlandplan.ie
Website  www.csrlandplan.ie
Contact eamonn Prenter

daVid HUSkiSSon aSSoCiaTeS
17 Upper Grosvenor road, Tunbridge Wells, 
kent Tn1 2dU
Tel 01892 527828
Fax 01892 510619
email dha@dha-landscape.co.uk
Contact nicola Brown
Landscape consultancy offering 
masterplanning, streetscape and urban 
park design, landscape design and 
implementation, estate restoration, 
environmental impact assessments and 
expert witness. Quality assured practice.
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50 north Thirteenth Street, Central Milton 
keynes, Milton keynes Mk9 3BP
Tel 01908 666276
Fax 01908 605747
email mail@davidlock.com
Website www.davidlock.com
Contact Will Cousins
Planning, urban design, architecture, land 
use and transportation planning. Urban 
regeneration, mixed use projects including 
town and city centres, urban expansion 
areas, new settlements and historic 
districts. Strategic planning studies, area 
development frameworks, development 
briefs, design guidelines, masterplanning, 
implementation strategies, environmental 
statements and public inquiries.

deGW PLC arCHiTeCTS & 
ConSULTanTS
8 Crinan Street, London n1 9SQ
Tel 020 7239 7777
Fax 020 7278 3613
email lnicolaou@degw.co.uk
Website www.degw.co.uk
Contact Lora nicolaou
Development planning and briefing. 
Masterplanning and urban design. Strategic 
briefing and space planning. Architecture 
and interiors.

deVereUx arCHiTeCTS LTd
200 Upper richmond road,  
London SW15 2SH
Tel 020 8780 1800
Fax 020 8780 2646
email n.allen@devereux.co.uk
Website www.devereux.co.uk
Contact nic allen 
Masterplanning, planning advice, 
development briefs, site feasibility studies, 
sustainable development advice and project 
management

dHa PLanninG
eclipse House, eclipse Park, Sittingbourne 
road, Maidstone, kent Me14 3en
Tel 01622 776226
Fax 01622 776227
email info@dhaplanning.co.uk
Website dhaplanning.co.uk
Contact Matthew Woodhead
Planning and Urban Design Consultancy 
offering a full range of Urban Design 
services including masterplanning, 
development briefs & design statements. 

dnS STUarT
Gloucester House, 29 Brunswick Square
Gloucester GL1 1Un
Tel 01452 413726
Fax 07092 117995
email bd@dnaconsultancy.co.uk
Website www.dnawalkerstuart.co.uk
Contact Mark newey
Urban design practice providing a 
responsive and professional service by 
experienced urban designers from both 
landscape and architectural backgrounds.

dPdS ConSULTinG GroUP
old Bank House, 5 devizes road, old Town, 
Swindon, Wilts Sn1 4BJ
Tel 01793 610222
Fax 01793 512436
email dpds.swindon@dpds.co.uk
Website www.dpds.co.uk
Contact Les durrant
Town planning, environmental assessments, 
architecture, landscape architecture and 
urban design: innovative solutions in 
masterplanning, design guidance and 
development frameworks.

dUaLCHaS BUiLdinG deSiGn
duisdale Beag, Sleat, isle of Skye iV43 8QU
Tel 01471 833300
email info@dualchas.com
Website www.dualchas.com
Contact Lara Hinde

edaW PLC
The Johnson Building, 77 Hatton Garden
London eC1n 8JS
Tel 020 3009 2100
Fax 020 3009 2166
email edaweurope@edaw.co.uk
Contacts Bill Hanway and Jason Prior
ManCHeSTer
express networks Phase 2, 3 George Leigh 
Street, Manchester M4 5dL
Tel 0161 200 1860
Fax 0161 236 3191
edinBUrGH
5 Coates Crescent, edinburgh eH3 7aL
Tel 0131 226 3939
Fax 0131 220 3934
EDAW’s European region is led from London, 
with offices in Manchester and Edinburgh 
providing urban design, planning, 
landscape architecture and economic 
development services. Particular expertise 
in market-driven development frameworks, 
urban regeneration, masterplanning and 
implementation. 

enGLiSH ParTnerSHiPS
Urban design Team, national Consultancy 
Unit, Central Business exchange,  
414-428 Midsummer Boulevard,  
Milton keynes Mk9 ea
Tel 01908 692692
Fax 01908 353605
louisewyman@englishpartnerships.co.uk
Contact Louise Wyman

enTeC Uk LTd
Gables House kenilworth road, Leamington 
Spa, Warwicks CV32 6Jx
Tel 01926 439 000
Fax 01926 439 010
email brann@entecuk.co.uk
Website www.entecuk.co.uk
Contact nick Brant
Masterplanning, urban design, development 
planning and landscape within broad 
based multidisciplinary environmental 
and engineering consultancy. Related 
expertise in project management, 
consultation, transportation, sustainability, 
contaminated land remediation, ecology 
and air and noise quality assessment.

FaBrik
38 a High Street, alton,  
Hampshire GU34 1Bd
Tel 01420 593250
Fax 01420 544243
Contact Johnny rath

FaULknerBroWnS
dobson House, northumbrian Way, newcastle 
upon Tyne ne12 0QW
Tel 0191 268 3007
Fax 0191 268 5227
email info@faulknerbrowns.co.uk
Contact neil Taylor
Architectural design services from inception 
to completion: Stages A–M RIBA plan of 
work. Expertise in transport, urban design, 
masterplanning, commercial and leisure 
projects. Interior and furniture design.  
CDM planning supervisors.

FaULkS Perry CULLey and reCH
Lockington Hall, Lockington, derby de74 
2rH
Tel 01509 672772
Fax 01509 674565
email tim.jackson@fpcr.co.uk
Website www.fpcr.co.uk
Contact Tim Jackson 
Integrated design and environmental 
practice of architects, landscape 
architects, urban designers and ecologists. 
Specialists in masterplanning, urban and 
mixed use regeneration, development 
frameworks, EIAs and public inquiries. 45 
years experience of working extensively 
throughout the UK and overseas.

FraMeWork arCHiTeCTUre and 
UrBan deSiGn
3 Marine Studios, Burton Lane, Burton 
Waters, Lincoln Ln1 2Wn
Tel 01522 535383
Fax 01522 535363
email info@frameworklincoln.co.uk
Contact Gregg Wilson
Architecture and urban design. The 
fundamental approach of the practice is 
characterised by its commitment to the 
broader built environment. Work is born 
out of an interest in the particular dynamic 
of a place and the design opportunities 
presented.

GarSdaLe deSiGn LiMiTed
High Branthwaites, Frostrow, Sedbergh
Cumbria, La10 5Jr
Tel 015396 20875
email info@garsdaledesign.co.uk
Website www.garsdaledesign.co.uk
Contact derrick Hartley
GDL provides masterplanning and urban 
design, architecture and heritage services. 
Our skills have been developed through 25 
years wide ranging experience in the UK and 
Middle East. 

GiLLeSPieS
environment by design
GLaSGoW
21 Carlton Court, Glasgow G5 9JP
Tel 0141 420 8200
Fax 0141 429 8796
email admin.glasgow@gillespies.co.uk
Contact Brian M evans
ManCHeSTer
Tel 0161 928 7715
Fax 0161 927 7680
email jim.gibson@gillespies.co.uk
Contact Jim Gibson
oxFord
Tel 01865 326789
Fax 01865 327070
email admin.oxford@gillespies.co.uk
Contact Paul F Taylor
Urban design, landscape architecture, 
architecture, planning, environmental 
assessment, planning supervisors and 
project management.

GL Hearn PLanninG
20 Soho Square, London W1d 3QW
Tel 020 7851 4900
Fax 020 7851 4910
email david_brown@glhearn.com
Contact david Brown
Masterplans and development briefs for 
new communities and brownfield sites; 
urban design framework studies; fine grain 
studies addressing public realm design 
and improvement. Specialists in retail and 
economic regeneration.

GMW arCHiTeCTS
Po Box 1613, 239 kensington High Street, 
London W8 6SL
Tel 020 7937 8020
Fax 020 7937 5815 
email info@gmwp.co.uk
Website www.gmw-architects.com
Contact Terry Brown
Land development appraisals. Urban 
planning and regeneration strategies. 
Formulation of development and design 
briefs including packaging to suit 
appropriate funding strategies. Masterplan 
design studies. Architecture and design 
management skills relevant to project 
partnering, framework agreements and 
multi-disciplinary teamwork.

GoLdCreST HoMeS PLC
3 Hurlingham Business Park, Sullivan road 
London SW6 3dU
Tel  020 77317111
Fax  020 7381 7782
email  adams@goldcresthomes.co.uk
Contact  alan roake

GVa GriMLey
enterprise House, 55-59 adelaide Street, 
Belfast BT2 8Fe
Tel 028 9072 6027
Fax 028 9072 6061
email duncan.ecob@gvagrimley.co.uk
Contact duncan ecob
also at London and Manchester
Planning, development and urban 
regeneration consultancy with 
multidisciplinary teams of urban designers, 
architects, town planners, graphic 
designers, development surveyors and 
economists. Providing deliverable quality 
design solutions from the strategic regional 
scale to site specific.

HaLCroW GroUP LTd
44 Brook Green, Hammersmith, London 
W6 7By
Tel 020 7603 1618
Fax 020 7603 5783
email shaheeda@halcrow.com
Website www.halcrow.com
Contact asad Shaheed
Award winning urban design consultancy, 
integrating planning, transport and 
environment. Full development cycle 
covering feasibility, concept, design and 
implementation.

HankinSon dUCkeTT aSSoCiaTeS
Landscape Studio, reading road, Lower 
Basildon, reading rG8 9ne
Tel 01491 872185
Fax 01491 874109
email consult@hda-enviro.co.uk
Contacts ian Hankinson/ Moira Hankinson/  
 Brian duckett
An environmental planning consultancy 
with landscape architects, architects and 
ecologists, providing a comprehensive 
approach which adds value through 
innovative solutions. Development 
planning, new settlements, environmental 
assessment, re-use of redundant buildings.

Hok inTernaTionaL LTd
216 oxford Street, London W1C 1dB
Tel 020 7636 2006
Fax 020 7636 1987
email tim.gale@hok.com
Contact Tim Gale
HOK delivers design of the highest quality. 
It is one of Europe’s leading architectural 
practices, offering talented and experienced 
people in a diverse range of building types, 
skills and markets. Tim Gale heads the 
landscape planning and urban design group.

HoLMeS ParTnerSHiP
89 Minerva Street, Glasgow G3 8Le
Tel 0141 204 2080
Fax 0141 204 2082
email glasgow@holmespartnership.com
Contact Harry Phillips
Urban design, planning, renewal, 
development and feasibility studies. 
Sustainability and energy efficiency. 
Commercial, industrial, residential, health 
care, education, leisure, conservation and 
restoration.

HyLand edGar driVer
one Wessex Way, Colden Common, 
Winchester, Hants So21 1WG
Tel 01962 711 600
Fax 01962 713 945
email hed@heduk.com
Website www.heduk.com
Contact John Hyland
Hyland Edgar Driver offers innovative 
problem solving, driven by cost efficiency 
and sustainability, combined with 
imagination and coherent aesthetic of the 
highest quality.

indiGo PLanninG LTd
Swan Court, Worple road, London SW19 4JS
Tel 020 8605 9400
Fax 020 8605 9401
email  info@indigoplanning.com
Website  www.indigoplanning.com
Contact andy king
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4th Floor Parchment House, 13 northburgh 
Street, London eC1V 0JP
Tel 020 7014 5980
Fax 020 7014 5981
email eduxbury@intelligentspace.com
Website www.intelligentspace.com
Contact elspeth duxbury
Planning analysis and support, pedestrian 
modelling, GIS and specialists in retail and 
urban masterplanning.

JaCoBS 
Tower Bridge Court, 224-226 Tower Bridge 
road, London Se1 2UP
Tel 020 7403 3330
Fax 020 7939 1418
email craig.kiner@jacobs.com
Website www.jacobsbabtie.com
Contacts Craig kiner
Multidisciplinary urban design, 
masterplanning and architecture as part 
of the integrated services of a national 
consultancy. Urban regeneration, town 
centre renewal and public realm, residential 
and mixed–use development.

JoHn roSe aSSoCiaTeS
The old Pump House, Middlewood road, 
Poynton, Cheshire Sk12 1SH
Tel 01625 873356
Fax 01625 859459
email admin@johnroseassociates.co.uk
Website www.johnroseassociates.co.uk
Contact John rose
Professional and realistic advice to local 
authorities, developers and corporate and 
private clients. Analyses problems, prepares 
briefs and creates bespoke design solutions, 
which maximise development opportunities, 
and formulates sustainable strategies.

JoHn THoMPSon and ParTnerS
Wren House, 43 Hatton Gardens, London 
eC1n 6eL
Tel 020 7405 1211
Fax 020 7405 1221
email jtplon@jtp.co.uk
Contact John Thompson
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.

Jon roWLand UrBan deSiGn
65 Hurst rise road, oxford ox2 9He
Tel 01865 863642
Fax 01865 863502
email jonrowland@jrud.co.uk
Website www.jrud.co.uk
Contact Jon rowland
Urban design, urban regeneration, 
development frameworks, site appraisals, 
town centre studies, design guidance, 
public participation and masterplanning.

keiTH SiMPSon & aSSoCiaTeS Co LTd 
145 Lakeview drive, airside Business Park 
Swords, Co dublin 
Tel 00 353 1 890 4085
Fax 00 353 1 890 4095
email ksa@ksa.ie
Website www.ksa.ie
Contact Geraldine rice 
A dynamic multi-disciplinary built 
environment practice specialising 
in planning, masterplanning, urban 
design, architecture, landscape design, 
conservation and project management. 

keMBer LoUdon WiLLiaMS LTd
ridgers Barn, Bunny Lane, eridge  
near Tunbridge Wells Tn3 9Ha
Tel 01892 750018
Fax 01892 750019
email  juliet.billingham@klw.co.uk
Website www.klw.co.uk
Contact Juliet Billingham

THe LandSCaPe ParTnerSHiP 
Tunnel Wharf, 121 rotherhithe Street
London, Se16 4nF
Tel 020 7252 0002
Fax 020 7237 1003
email tlp@london.tlp.uk.com
Website www.thelandscapepartnership.com
Contact Joanna ede
Four offices undertaking urban design, 
landscape design and environmental 
planning with creative approach to projects 
and emphasis on ‘place-making’.

LandSCaPe ProJeCTS
31 Blackfriars road, Salford,  
Manchester M3 7aQ
Tel 0161 839 8336
Fax 0161 839 7155
email post@landscapeprojects.co.uk
Contact neil Swanson

Land USe ConSULTanTS
43 Chalton Street, London nW1 1Jd
Tel 020 7383 5784
Fax 020 7383 4798
email luc@london.landuse.co.uk
Website www.landuse.co.uk
Contact John Grantham
Urban regeneration, landscape design, 
masterplanning, sustainable development, 
land use planning, EIA, SEA in UK and 
overseas. Offices in London, Glasgow and 
Bristol.

LaTHaM arCHiTeCTS
St Michael’s, Queen Street, derby de1 3SU
Tel 01332 365777
Fax 01332 290314
email enquiries@lathamarchitects.co.uk
Contact derek Latham
The creative reuse of land and buildings. 
Planning, landscape and architectural 
expertise. Town and city centres, 
national parks, conservation areas, listed 
buildings, combining the new with the old. 
Masterplanning, development proposals, 
EIAs.

Lda deSiGn
14-17 Wells Mews, London W1T 3HF
Tel 020 7467 1470
Fax 020 7467 1471
email info@lda-design.co.uk
Contacts John Phillipps 
Multidisciplinary firm covering all aspects 
of masterplanning, urban regeneration, 
public realm design, public art strategies, 
landscape design, ecology, environmental 
impact assessments and community 
involvement.

LeViTT BernSTein aSSoCiaTeS LTd
1 kingsland Passage, London e8 2BB
Tel 020 7275 7676
Fax 020 7275 9348
email post@levittbernstein.co.uk
Website www.levittbernstein.co.uk
Contact Patrick Hammill
Levitt Bernstein are acknowledged leaders 
in the fields of urban renewal, housing and 
buildings for the arts and winners of many 
awards. Services offered include urban 
design, masterplanning, full architectural 
service, lottery grant bid advice, interior 
design, urban renewal consultancy and 
landscape design.

LHC UrBan deSiGn
design Studio, emperor Way, exeter Business 
Park, exeter, devon ex1 3QS
Tel 01392 444334
Fax 01392 445080
email jbaulch@ex.lhc.net
Contact John Baulch
Urban design analysis and frameworks. 
Masterplanning of greenfield and brownfield 
regeneration sites. Home zones: new build 
and retrofit. Visual impact studies.

LiVinGSTon eyre aSSoCiaTeS
35–42 Charlotte road, London eC2a 3PG
Tel 020 7739 1445
Fax 020 7729 2986
email lea@livingstoneyre.co.uk
Contact Laura Stone
Landscape architecture, urban design, public 
housing, health, education, heritage, sports.

LiZ Lake aSSoCiaTeS
William robinson Buildings, Woodfield 
Terrace, Stansted Mountfitchet, essex  
CM24 8aJ
Tel 01279 647044
Fax 01279 813566
email office@lizlake.com
Website www.lizlake.com
Contact Matt Lee
Urban fringe/brownfield sites where 
an holistic approach to urban design, 
landscape, and ecological issues can 
provide robust design solutions.

LLeWeLyn daVieS yeanG
Brook House, 2 Torrington Place, London 
WC1e 7Hn
Tel 020 7637 0181
Fax 020 7637 8740
email s.gray@ldavies.com
Contact Simon Gray
Architecture, planning, urban design, 
development and masterplanning; urban 
regeneration, town centre and conservation 
studies; urban design briefs, landscape and 
public realm strategies.

LoCi
4 Lower ormond Quay, dublin 1
Tel 00 353 1887 4448
Fax 00 353 1872 8383
email info@loci.ie
Website www.loci.ie
Urban design, architecture and planning 
consultancy dedicated to working for 
better places: places with a real sense 
of identity, a better quality of life, 
improved environments and sustainable, 
environmentally friendly qualities.

LoVeJoy
Level Seven, 52 Grosvenor Gardens,  
London SW1W 0aU
Tel  020 7901 9911
Fax  020 7901 9901
email enquiries@lovejoylondon.uk.com
Website www.lovejoy.uk.com
Contacts david Blackwood Murray/  
 Martin kelly
also at Birmingham 0121 329 7976
Land planners specialising in environmental 
planning, urban design and landscape 
architecture in the UK and overseas.

LSi arCHiTeCTS LLP
The old drill Hall, 23 a Cattle Market Street, 
norwich nr1 3dy
Tel  01603 660711
Fax  01603 623213
david.thompson@lsiarchitects.co.uk
Contact  david Thompson
Large scale masterplanning and 
visualisation demonstrated in specific 
sectors such as health, education and 
business, and in detailed proposals for 
new sustainable settlements on brownfield 
sites, such as the 4th millennium village in 
King’s Lynn.

LyonS + SLeeMan + Hoare
nero Brewery, Cricket Green, Hartley 
Wintney, Hook, Hampshire rG27 8Qa
Tel 01252 844144
Fax 01252 844800
email andrewaldridge@lsharch.co.uk
Contact andrew aldridge
Architecture, planning, masterplanning, 
urban design – commercial practice 
covering a broad spectrum of work – 
particularly design of buildings and spaces 
in urban and historic contexts.

MaCCorMaC JaMieSon PriCHard
9 Heneage Street, London e1 5LJ
Tel 020 7377 9262
Fax 020 7247 7854
email mjp@mjparchitects.co.uk
Website www.mjparchitects.co.uk
Contact Liz Pride
Range from major masterplans to small, 
bespoke buildings. Acclaimed contemporary 
buildings designed for historic centres 
of London, Cambridge, Oxford, Bristol 
and Durham. In Dublin, the Ballymun 
Regeneration masterplan won the Irish 
Planning Institute’s Planning Achievement 
Award.

MaCGreGor SMiTH LTd
Christopher Hse, 11–12 High St, Bath Ba1 5aQ
Tel 01225 464690
Fax 01225 429962
email michael@macgregorsmith.co.uk
Website www.macgregorsmith.co.uk
Contact Michael Smith
A broad based landscape/urban design 
practice with considerable experience 
of masterplanning, detail design for 
construction, EIA work and urban regener-
ation studies, with particular emphasis on 
high quality prestige landscape schemes.

MaTrix ParTnerSHiP
40-42 Scrutton Street, London eC2a 4PP
Tel 020 7655 4540
Fax 020 7655 4530
email d.horner@matrixpartnership.co.uk
Website www.matrixpartnership.co.uk
Matrix Partnership provides a fully 
integrated approach to urban design 
combining planning, architecture and 
landscape. Work is focused on masterplans, 
regeneration strategies, development briefs, 
site appraisals, urban capacity studies, 
design guides, building codes and concept 
visualisations.

Max FordHaM LLP
42-43 Gloucester Crescent, London nW1 7Pe
Tel 020 7267 5161
Fax 020 7482 0329
email a.ritchie@maxfordham.com
Contact adam ritchie
Award-winning, multidisciplinary 
consulting engineers specialising 
in sustainable urban design, site 
masterplanning, renewable energy, water 
and waste infrastructure studies, modelling, 
building services.

MeLViLLe dUnBar aSSoCiaTeS
The Mill House, kings acre, Coggeshall, essex 
Co6 1nn
Tel 01376 562828
Fax 01376 563109
email cad@mda-arch.demon.co.uk
Contact Melville dunbar
Architecture, urban design, planning, 
masterplanning, new towns, new neighb-
ourhoods, neighbourhood centres, urban 
regeneration, conservation studies, design 
guides, townscape studies, design briefs.

MeTroPoLiTan WorkSHoP
14-16 Cowcross Street, Farringdon  
London eC1M 6dG
Te 020 7566 0450
Fax 020 7566 0460
email info@metwork.co.uk
Website www.metwork.co.uk
Contacts david Prichard/ neil deely
Metropolitan Workshop has experience 
in urban design, land use planning, 
regeneration and architecture in the UK, 
Eire and Norway. Recent projects include 
Ballymun Dublin, Durham Millennium 
Quarter, Adamstown District Centre Dublin, 
Bjørvika Waterfront Oslo.
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x MeTroPoLiS PLanninG and deSiGn
30 Underwood Street, London n1 7JQ 
Tel 020 7324 2662 
Fax 020 7324 2663 
email info@metropolispd.com
Website www.metropolispd.com
Contact Greg Cooper
Metropolitan urban design solutions 
drawn from a multi-disciplinary studio of 
urban designers, architects, planners, and 
heritage architects. Full range of projects 
undertaken for public and private sector 
clients.

MoUCHeL ParkMan SerViCeS LTd
209 - 215 Blackfriars road, London Se1 8nL
Tel 020 7803 2600
Fax 020 7803 2601
email david.orr@mouchelparkman.org.uk
Contact david orr 
Integrated urban design, transport 
and engineering consultancy providing 
services in changing the urban landscape 
in a positive manner, creating places for 
sustainable living.

MUrray o’Laoire arCHiTeCTS
Fumbally Court, Fumbally Lane, dublin 8
Tel 00 353 1 453 7300
Fax 00 353 1 453 4062
email mail@dublin.murrayolaoire.com
Website www.murrayolaoire.com 
Contact Sean o’Laoire
TRANSFORM is Murray O’Laoire Architects’ 
urban design and planning unit. This multi-
disciplinary unit synthesises planning, 
urban design, architecture and graphic 
design to produce innovative solutions 
in comprehensive masterplanning, urban 
regeneration, strategic planning and 
sustainable development.

MWa ParTnerSHiP LTd
Parkway Studios, Belmont Business Park,
232-240 Belmont road, Belfast BT4 2aW
Tel 028 9076 8827
Fax 028 9076 8400
email post@mwapartnership.co.uk
Contact John eggleston
The planning and design of the external 
environment from feasibility stage through 
to detail design, implementation and future 
management.

naTHanieL LiCHFieLd & ParTnerS 
LTd
14 regent’s Wharf, all Saints Street, London 
n1 9rL
Tel 020 7837 4477
Fax 020 7837 2277
email nthompson@lichfields.co.uk
Website www.nlpplanning.com
also at newcastle upon Tyne and Cardiff
Contact nick Thompson
Independent planning consultancy: 
analytical and creative. Urban design, 
masterplanning, heritage/conservation, 
visual appraisal, regeneration, daylight/
sunlight assessments, public realm 
strategies

naTionaL BUiLdinG aGenCy 
Hatherton, richard avenue South, 
Milltown dublin 6
Tel 00 353 1497 9654
Fax 00 353 1497 2540
email eryan@nba.ie 
Website www.nba.ie
Contact eoghan ryan  
A multi-disciplinary practice specialising 
in architecture, planning, urban design, 
urban renewal, engineering and quantity 
surveying. Strategic planning, town centre 
regeneration, urban design frameworks, 
masterplanning urban extensions, village 
planning and design, design guidance and 
design briefs. 

neW MaSTerPLanninG LiMiTed
2nd Floor, 107 Bournemouth road, 
Poole, dorset BH14 9Hr
Tel 01202 742228
email office@newmasterplanning.com 
Website www.newmasterplanning.com  
Contact richard eastham 
NEW Masterplanning has expertise 
in urban design, architecture, town 
planning, economic planning, community 
engagement and landscape architecture. 
Our skills combine strategic planning with 
detailed implementation, design flair with 
economic rigour, independent thinking with 
a partnership approach.

nJBa arCHiTeCTS & UrBan 
deSiGnerS
4 Molesworth Place, dublin 2
Tel 00 353 1 678 8068
Fax 00 353 1 678 8066
email njbarchitects@eircom.net
Website homepage.eircom.net/~njbrady1
Contact noel J Brady
Integrated landscapes, urban design, town 
centres and squares, strategic design and 
planning.

PaUL daViS & ParTnerS
Mozart Terrace, 178 ebury Street
London, SW1W 8UP
Tel 020 7730 1178
Fax 0845 280 5071
email p.roos@pauldavisandpartners.com
Website www.pauldavisandpartners.com
Contact Pedro roos
New Urbanist approach establishing a 
capital framework with a subsequent 
incremental approach. Bridging the divide 
between urban design and architecture. 

PeGaSUS
6-20 Spitalgate Lane, Cirencester, GL7 2de
Tel 0128 564 1717
Fax 0128 588 5115
email mike.carr@ppg-llp.co.uk
Website www.ppg-llp.co.uk
Contact Mike Carr
Masterplanning, design codes, sustainable 
design, development briefs, development 
frameworks, expert witness, community 
involvement, sustainability appraisal. 
Offices also at Birmingham, Bristol and 
Cambridge.

PHiLiP CaVe aSSoCiaTeS
5 dryden Street, London WC2e 9nW
Tel 020 7829 8340
Fax 020 7240 5800
email principal@philipcave.com
Website www.philipcave.com
Contact Philip Cave
Design-led practice with innovative yet 
practical solutions to environmental 
opportunities in urban regeneration, town 
centre projects, urban parks, community 
art, public participation. Large-scale 
site/masterplanning through to small scale 
detailed design, from studies to constructed 
projects. Specialist expertise in landscape 
architecture.

PLaniT edC LTd
david House, Cecil road, Hale Wa15 9Pa
Tel  0161 928 9281
Fax  0161 928 9284
email  mail@planitedC.com
Contact  Peter Swift

Pod UrBan deSiGn LTd
99 Galgate,Barnard Castle,
Co durham dL12 8eS
Tel 01833 695706 
Fax 01833 695708 
email andydolby@podurbandesign.co.uk
Website www.podurbandesign.co.uk 
Contact andy dolby
Masterplanning, site appraisal and 
architectural design. Innovative approach 
to development frameworks, urban 
regeneration, design codes, briefs and 
design and access statements. Townscape 
and visual appraisal, characterisation work 
and public realm enhancement.

PoLLard THoMaS edWardS 
arCHiTeCTS
diespeker Wharf 38, Graham Street,  
London n1 8Jx
Tel 020 7336 7777
Fax 020 7336 0770
email robin.saha–choudhury@ptea.co.uk
Website www.ptea.co.uk
Contact robin Saha–Choudhury
LiVerPooL
Unit S204, Second Floor, Merchants Court, 
derby Square, Liverpool L2 1TS
Tel 0151 703 2220
Fax 0151 703 2229
email roo.humpherson@ptea.co.uk
Contact roo Humpherson
Masterplanners, urban designers, developers, 
architects, listed building and conservation 
area designers; specialising in inner city 
mixed-use high density regeneration.

PrinGLe Brandon
10 Bonhill Street, London eC2a 4QJ
Tel 020 7466 1000
Fax 020 7466 1050
email post@pringle-brandon.co.uk
Contact alison anslow
Offices, hotels, workplace design.

ProJeCT CenTre LTd
Saffron Court, 14b St Cross Street, London 
eC1n 8xa
Tel 020 7421 8222
Fax 020 7421 8199
email info@projectcentre.co.uk
Website www.projectcentre.co.uk
Contact Peter Piet
Multi-disciplinary consultancy providing 
quality services including landscape 
architecture, urban design, urban 
regeneration, street lighting design, 
planning supervision, traffic and 
transportation, parking, highway design, 
traffic signal design and road safety audits.

PrP arCHiTeCTS
Ferry Works, Summer road, Thames ditton, 
Surrey kT7 0QJP
Tel 020 7653 1200
Fax 020 7653 1201
email lon.prp@prparchitects.co.uk
Contact Barry Munday
Multi-disciplinary practice of architects, 
planners, urban designers and landscape 
architects, specialising in housing, urban 
regeneration, health, special needs, 
education and leisure projects.

QUarTeT deSiGn
The exchange, Lillingstone dayrell, Bucks 
Mk18 5aP
Tel 01280 860500
Fax 01280 860468
email quartet@qdl.co.uk
Contact david newman
Landscape architects, architects and 
urban designers with wide experience of 
masterplanning, hard landscape projects in 
urban areas and achieving environmental 
sustainability objectives.

QuBe
Building 7, Michael young Centre, Purbeck 
road, Cambridge CB2 2QL
Tel  01223 271 850
Fax  01223 271 851
email  enquiries@qube.org.uk
Contacts  andy Thompson/Jon Burgess
Integrated urban design, planning 
and conservation practice specialising 
in developing site specific design 
solutions related to urban design and 
masterplanning; site development briefs; 
public realm design; historic building 
and environments as well as conservation 
appraisals and management plans for 
buildings, spaces and places; community 
consultation.

randaLL THorP
Canada House, 3 Chepstow Street, 
Manchester M1 5FW
Tel 0161 228 7721
Fax 0161 236 9839
email mail@randallthorp.co.uk
Contact Pauline randall
Masterplanning for new developments 
and settlements, infrastructure design 
for new developments and urban renewal, 
design guides and design briefing, public 
participation and public inquiries.

randoM GreenWay arCHiTeCTS
Soper Hall, Harestone Valley road
Caterham Surrey Cr3 6Hy
Tel 01883 346 441
Fax 01883 346 936
rg@randomgreenwayarchitects.co.uk
Contact r Greenway
Architecture, planning and urban design. 
New build, regeneration, refurbishment and 
restoration.

redroW UrBan deSiGn CenTre 
redrow House, 6 Waterside Way, 
The Lakes , northampton nn4 7xd
Tel 01604 601115 
email irina.merryweather@redrow.co.uk
Contact: irina Merryweather

riCHard CoLeMan ConSULTanCy
Bridge House, 181 Queen Victoria Street, 
London eC4V 4dd
Tel 020 7329 6622
Fax 020 7329 6633
email r.coleman@citydesigner.com
Contact Lewis eldridge
Advice on written assessment of 
architectural quality, urban design, 
and conservation, historic buildings 
and townscape. Negotiation with and 
production of supporting documents for the 
local and national bodies involved in these 
fields, including environmental statements, 
listed buildings/area consent applications.

riCHard reid & aSSoCiaTeS
Whitely Farm, ide Hill, Sevenoaks,  
kent Tn14 6BS
Tel 01732 741417
Fax 01732 740569
email richardreid@btconnect.com
Contact richard reid

roGer eVanS aSSoCiaTeS
59–63 High Street, kidlington, oxford  
ox5 2dn
Tel 01865 377 030
Fax 01865 377 050
email design@rogerevans.com
Website www.rogerevans.com
Contact roger evans
A specialist urban design practice 
providing services throughout the UK and 
abroad. Expertise in urban regeneration, 
quarter frameworks and design briefs, 
town centre strategies, movement in 
towns, masterplanning and development 
economics. 

rPS
at London, Birmingham, Bristol, Swindon, 
oxford, durham
Tel  0800 587 9939
email  rpspte@rpsplc.co.uk
Website  www.rpsplc.co.uk
Part of the RPS Group providing a wide 
range of urban design services including 
masterplanning and development 
frameworks, design guides and statements, 
regeneration strategies, detailed 
architectural design and implementation, 
and environmental planning throughout 
the UK.
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xrUMMey deSiGn aSSoCiaTeS
South Park Studios, South Park, Sevenoaks 
kent Tn13 1an
Tel 01732 743753
Contact robert rummey
Masterplanning, urban design, landscape 
architecture, architecture, environmental 
consultancy, public consultation and 
communication. Award-winning design 
through a multidisciplinary, integrated 
approach. Responsible place-making 
that considers social, environmental and 
economic issues.

SaUnderS ParTnerSHiP
Studio Four, 37 Broadwater road, Welwyn 
Garden City, Herts aL7 3ax
Tel 01707 385 300
Fax 01707 385 303 
martin.williams@sandersarchitects.com
Contact Martin Williams

SaViLLS (L&P) LiMiTed
Bridewell Gate,9 Bridewell Place,
London eC4V 6aW
Tel 020 7353 0202
Fax 020 7353 1818
email bvanbruggen@savills.com
Website www.savills.com
Contact Ben van Bruggen, director
SoUTHaMPTon
Brunswick House,Brunswick Place,
Southampton So15 2aP
Tel 02380 713900
Fax 02380 713901
email crichards@savills.com
Contact Colin richards, director
offices throughout the World
Savills Urban Design creates value from 
places and places of value. Masterplanning, 
urban design, design coding, urban design 
advice, planning, commercial guidance, 
landscape architecture, town centre 
assessment.

SCaPe deSiGn aSSoCiaTeS
36-42 new inn yard, Shoreditch 
London eC2a 3ey 
Tel 0207 729 7989 
Fax 0207 739 6869 
email info@scapeda.co.uk
Website www.scapeda.co.uk
Contact Phil Jaffa
London based Landscape Architecture 
Practice specialising in the design of 
high-end commercial, hospitality, urban 
design and private residential projects 
internationally.

SCoTT BroWnriGG LTd 
St Catherines Court, 46-48 Portsmouth 
road, Guildford GU2 4dU
Tel 01483 568686
Fax 01483 575 830
email L.deda@scottbrownrigg.com
Website www.scottbrownrigg.com 
Contact Luan deda
Providing an integrated service of 
architecture, urban design, planning, 
masterplanning, involved in several mixed-
use schemes regenerating inner city and 
brownfied sites.

SCoTT WiLSon
3-4 Foxcombe Court, Wyndyke Furlong, 
abingdon, oxon ox14 1dZ
Tel 01235 468700
Fax 01235 468701/2
email paj.valley@scottwilson.com
Website www.scottwilson.com
Contacts Paj Valley/ ken Jores
also at Birmingham, Leeds, London, 
Manchester, Plymouth
Urban design, planning, landscape, 
economic and architectural design 
expertise supported by comprehensive 
multidisciplinary skills in project 
management, tourism, public consultation, 
transportation, environmental and wide-
ranging engineering skills.

SHaFFrey aSSoCiaTeS 
29 Lower ormond Quay, dublin 1  
Tel 00 353 1872 5602
Fax 00 353 1872 5614
email studio@shaffrey.ie
Contact Gráinne Shaffrey 
Urban conservation and design, with a 
particular commitment to the
regeneration of historic urban centres, small 
towns and villages, including
integration of new development and urban 
extensions.

SHeiLS FLynn LTd
Bank House High Street, docking, kings Lynn 
Pe31 8nH
Tel 01485 518304
Fax 01485 518303
email uk@sheilsflynn.com
Contact eoghan Sheils
Creative urban design taken from 
conception to implementation. Award 
winning town centre regeneration schemes, 
urban strategies and design guidance. 
Specialists in community consultation and 
team facilitation.

SHePHeard ePSTein HUnTer
Phoenix yard, 65 king’s Cross road,  
London WC1x 9LW
Tel 020 7841 7500
Fax 020 7841 7575
email stevenpidwell@seh.co.uk
Contact Steven Pidwill
SEH is a user-friendly, award-winning 
architects firm, known for the quality 
of its work in regeneration, education, 
housing, masterplanning, mixed-use and 
healthcare projects. An established practice 
of sensitive and thoughtful designers, SEH 
delivers demanding projects through a 
depth of experience and training in project
management, CDM roles and a range of 
support services. 

SHePPard roBSon
77 Parkway, Camden Town, London nW1 7PU
Tel 020 7504 1700
Fax 020 7504 1701
email nick.spall@sheppardrobson.com
Website www.sheppardrobson.com
Contact nick Spall
ManCHeSTer
113-115 Portland St, Manchester M1 6dW
Contact  Phil doyle
Planners, urban designers and architects. 
Strategic planning, urban regeneration, 
development planning, town centre 
renewal, public realm planning, new 
settlement planning, tourism development. 
Associated offices across USA.

SMeeden ForeMan ParTnerSHiP
8 east Parade, Harrogate HG1 JLT
Tel 01423 520 222
Fax 01423 565 515
email trevor@smeeden.foreman.co.uk
Contact  Trevor Foreman
Ecology, landscape architecture and 
urban design. Environmental assessment, 
detailed design, contract packages and site 
supervision.

SMiTH SCoTT MULLan aSSoCiaTeS
378 Leith Walk, edinburgh eH7 4PF
Tel 0131 555 1414
Fax 0131 555 1448
e.mullan@smith-scott-mullan.co.uk
Contact eugene Mullan
Architects and urban designers dedicated 
to producing high quality design solutions 
for our clients. Particular experience of 
working with communities in the analysis, 
design and improvement of their urban 
environment.

SoLTyS: BreWSTer ConSULTinG
87 Glebe Street, Penarth, Vale of Glamorgan 
CF64 1eF
Tel 029 2040 8476
Fax 029 2040 8482
email enquiry@soltysbrewster.co.uk
Website www.soltysbrewster.co.uk
Contact Simon Brewster
Assessment, design, planning in UK and 
Ireland. Expertise includes urban design, 
masterplans, design strategies, visual 
impact, environmental assessment, 
regeneration of urban space, landscape 
design and project management. Award 
winning design and innovation.

SoM
Skidmore owings & Merrill inc.
1 oliver’s yard, London eC1y 1HH
Tel 020 7798 1000
Fax 020 7798 1100
email somlondon@som.com
Website www.som.com
Contact roger kallman
also at Chicago, new york, Washington, San 
Francisco, La, Hong kong
International multi-disciplinary 
practice. Masterplanning, landscape 
architecture, civil engineering and urban 
design. Urban regeneration schemes, 
business park masterplans, university 
campus, transportation planning. 
Associated services: environmental 
impact assessments, design guidelines, 
infrastructure strategies.

SPaCe SynTax LiMiTed
4 Huguenot Place, Heneage Street,  
London e1 5Ln
Tel 020 7422 7600
Fax 020 7422 7601
email t.stonor@spacesyntax.com
Contact Tim Stonor
Spatial masterplanning and research-
based design; movement, connectivity, 
integration, regeneration, safety and 
interaction. Strategic design and option 
appraisal to detailed design and in-use 
audits.

SPaWForTH aSSoCiaTeS
Junction 41 Business Court, east ardsley, 
Leeds WF3 2aB
Tel 01924 873873
Fax 01924 870777
email info@spawforth.co.uk
Website www.spawforth.co.uk
Contact adrian Spawforth
Urbanism with planners and architects 
specialising in masterplanning; community 
engagement (including workshops, 
exhibitions, theme groups and town teams); 
visioning; development frameworks.

STUarT TUrner aSSoCiaTeS
12 Ledbury, Great Linford, Milton keynes 
Mk14 5dS
Tel 01908 678672
Fax 01908 678715
email st@studiost.demon.co.uk
Website www.studiost.demon.co.uk
Contact Stuart Turner
Architecture, urban design and 
environmental planning, the design of new 
settlements, urban regeneration and site 
development studies for commercial and 
housing uses.

SUrFaCe inCLUSiVe deSiGn  
reSearCH CenTre
School of Construction & Property 
Management, University of Salford M5 4WT
Tel 0161 295 5279
Fax 0161 295 5011
email r.newton@salford.ac.uk
Website www.inclusive-design.it
Contact rita newton

TayLor yoUnG UrBan deSiGn
Chadsworth House, Wilmslow road, 
Handforth, Cheshire Sk9 3HP
Tel 01625 542200
Fax 01625 542250
email stephengleave@tayloryoung.co.uk
Contact Stephen Gleave 
LiVerPooL
Tel  0151 702 6500
Urban design, planning and development. 
Public and private sectors. Town studies, 
housing, commercial, distribution, health 
and transportation are current projects. 
Specialist in urban design training.

TeP
Genesis Centre, Birchwood Science Park, 
Warrington, Cheshire Wa3 7BH
Tel 01925 844 004
Fax 01925 844 002
email tep@tep.uk.com
Website www.tep.uk.com
Contact david Scott
Multi-disciplinary consultancy in 
environmental planning and regeneration 
masterplanning, landscape and urban 
design, ecology, urban forestry, 
arboriculture, land stewardship, community 
consultation and graphics.

TerenCe o’roUrke
everdene House, deansleigh road, 
Bournemouth BH7 7dU
Tel 01202 421142
Fax 01202 430055
email maildesk@torltd.co.uk
Website www.torltd.co.uk
Contact richard Summers
Town planning, masterplanning, 
urban design, architecture, landscape 
architecture, environmental consultancy, 
graphic design. Urban regeneration, town 
centre studies, new settlements and 
complex urban design problems.

Terra FirMa ConSULTanCy
Cedar Court, 5 College road 
Petersfield GU31 4ae
Tel  01730 262040
Fax  01730 262050
email  contact@terrafirmaconsultancy.com
Contact  Lionel Fanshawe
Independent landscape architectural 
practice with considerable urban design 
experience at all scales from EIA to project 
delivery throughout UK and overseas. 2004 
LGN Street Design Award winners for best 
home zones and runners up in waterside 
category for recently completed projects in 
Portsmouth and Paddington.

Terry FarreLL and ParTnerS
7 Hatton Street, London nW8 8PL
Tel 020 7258 3433
Fax 020 7723 7059
email tfarrell@terryfarrell.co.uk
Website www.terryfarrell.com
Contact drew nelles
Architectural, urban design, planning 
and masterplanning services. New 
buildings, refurbishment, conference/
exhibition centres, art galleries, museums, 
studios, theatres and visitor attractions, 
offices, retail, housing, industry, railway 
infrastructure and development.

TeTLoW kinG GroUP
Lone Barn Studios, Stanbridge Lane, romsey, 
Hants So51 0He
Tel 01794 517333
Fax 01794 515517
email mail@tetlowking.co.uk
Contact Melvyn king
Multi disciplinary practice incorporating 
urban design, architecture, town planning 
and landscape. Specialising in urban 
design strategies in masterplanning and 
development frameworks for both new 
development areas and urban regeneration.
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x TiBBaLdS PLanninG & UrBan 
deSiGn
19 Maltings Place, 169 Tower Bridge road, 
London Se1 3JB
Tel 020 7089 2121
Fax 020 7089 2120
email  mail@tibbalds.co.uk
Website  www.tibbalds.co.uk
Contact  andrew karski
A multi disciplinary urban design and 
planning practice, with a team of 
architects, planners, urban designers, 
landscape designers and tourism 
specialists. Expertise in masterplanning 
and urban design, sustainable 
regeneration, development frameworks 
and design guidance, design advice, town 
planning and consultation.

TreVor BridGe aSSoCiaTeS
7–9 St Michael’s Square, ashton-under-Lyne, 
Lancs oL6 6LF
Tel 0161 308 3765
Fax 0161 343 3513
email info@tbridgea.co.uk
Contact Trevor Bridge 
Landscape architecture, urban design, 
environmental planning, ecology, 
expert witness. Landscape for housing, 
industry, urban renewal, environmental 
improvement, visual impact assessment, 
masterplanning and implementation.

TUrLey aSSoCiaTeS
25 Savile row, London W1S 2eS
Tel 020 7851 4010
Fax 020 7851 4020
email mlowndes@turleyassociates.co.uk
Website www.turleyassociates.co.uk
Contact Michael Lowndes
Creating successful places and sustainable 
communities nationwide, through the 
creative integration of urban design, 
masterplanning, heritage and development 
planning.

TWeed nUTTaLL WarBUrTon
Chapel House, City road, Chester CH1 3ae
Tel 01244 310388
Fax 01244 325643
email entasis@tnw-architecture.co.uk
Website www.tnw-architecture.co.uk
Contact John Tweed
Architecture and urban design, 
masterplanning. Urban waterside 
environments. Community teamwork 
enablers. Design guidance and support 
for rural village appraisals. Visual impact 
assessments and design solutions within 
delicate conservation environments.

UrBan deSiGn FUTUreS
97c West Bow, edinburgh eH1 2JP
Tel 0131 226 4505
Fax 0131 226 4515
email info@urbandesignfutures.co.uk
Website www.urbandesignfutures.co.uk
Contact Selby richardson
Innovative urban design, planning 
and landscape practice specialising in 
masterplanning, new settlements, urban 
regeneration, town and village studies, 
public space design, environmental 
improvements, design guidelines, 
community involvement, landscape design 
and management.

UrBan GraPHiCS
regent House 5-7 Melbourne Street,  
Bedford Mk42 9ax
Tel: 01234 353870
email info@urban-graphics.co.uk
Website www.urban-graphics.co.uk
Contact Bally Meeda
Creative designers and cartographers 
specialising in graphic design and
illustration for urban design, planning and 
transport. We undertake a range of projects 
from desktop publishing reports to
exhibition and web design.

UrBan iniTiaTiVeS
1 Fitzroy Square, London W1T 5He
Tel 020 7380 4545
Fax 020 7380 4546
email k.campbell@urbaninitiatives.co.uk
Website www.urbaninitiatives.co.uk
Contact kelvin Campbell
Urban design, transportation, regeneration, 
development planning.

UrBan innoVaTionS
1st Floor, Wellington Buildings, 2 Wellington 
Street, Belfast BT16HT
Tel 028 9043 5060 
Fax 028 9032 1980
email ui@urbaninnovations.co.uk
Contacts Tony Stevens/ agnes Brown
The partnership provides not only feasibility 
studies and assists in site assembly for 
complex projects but also full architectural 
services for major projects. The breadth 
of service includes keen commercial 
awareness, which is essential to achieving 
creative solutions and for balancing design 
quality with market requirements.

UrBan PraCTiTionerS
70 Cowcross Street, London eC1M 6eJ
Tel 020 7253 2223
Fax 020 7253 2227
anthonyrifkin@urbanpractitioners.co.uk
Contact antony rifkin
Specialist competition winning urban 
regeneration practice combining economic 
and urban design skills. Projects include 
West Ealing Neighbourhood Regeneration 
Strategy, Plymouth East End Renewal 
Masterplan, Walthamstow Urban Design 
Strategy.

UrBan SPLaSH 
Timber Wharf, 16-22 Worsley Street, 
Castlefield, Manchester M15 4Ld
Tel  0161 839 2999
Fax  0161 839 8999
email live@urbansplash.co.uk
Contacts Jonathan Falkingham/ Bill  
 Maynard
Property development and investment. 
Project management, implementation and 
construction. Architecture, interior design 
and graphic design. Multi-disciplinary urban 
regeneration specialists concentrating on 
brownfield regeneration projects.

UrBed (UrBan and eConoMiC 
deVeLoPMenT GroUP)
ManCHeSTer
10 Little Lever Street, Manchester M1 1Hr
Tel 0161 200 5500
email urbed@urbed.co.uk
Website www.urbed.co.uk
Contact david rudlin
London
26 Gray’s inn road, London WC1x 8Hr
Tel 020 7436 8050
Urban design and guidance, 
masterplanning, sustainability, 
consultation and capacity building, 
housing, town centres and urban 
regeneration.

VinCenT and GorBinG LTd
Sterling Court, norton road, Stevenage, 
Hertfordshire SG1 2Jy
Tel 01438 316331
Fax 01438 722035
urban.designers@vincent-gorbing.co.uk
Website www.vincent-gorbing.co.uk
Contact richard Lewis
Multi-disciplinary practice offering 
architecture, town planning and urban 
design services for private and public 
sector clients. Masterplanning, design 
statements, character assessments, 
development briefs, residential layouts and 
urban capacity exercises.

W a FairHUrST & ParTnerS
1 arngrove Court, Barrack road
newcastle upon Tyne ne4 6dB
Tel 0191 221 0505
Fax 0191 221 0949
email mileswalker@fairhurst.co.uk
Contact Miles Walker

WeST & ParTnerS
isambard House, 60 Weston Street,  
London Se1 3QJ
Tel 020 7403 1726
Fax 020 7403 6279
email wp@westandpartners.com
Contact Michael West
Masterplanning for achievable development 
within (and sometimes beyond) the 
creative interpretation of socio-economic, 
physical and political urban parameters: 
retail, leisure, commercial, residential, 
listed buildings, expert witness evidence, 
statutory development plan advice.

WeSTWaddy: adP 
The Malthouse, 60 east St.Helen Street, 
abingdon, oxfordshire ox14 5eB
Tel 01235 523139
Fax 01235 521662
email enquiries@westwaddy-adp.co.uk
Website westwaddy-adp.co.uk
Contact Philip Waddy
Experienced and multi-disciplinary team 
of urban designers, architects and town 
planners offering a full range of urban 
design services.

WHiTe ConSULTanTS
18–19 Park Place, Cardiff CF10 3dQ
Tel 029 2064 0971
Fax 029 2064 0973
sw@whiteconsultants.prestel.co.uk
Contact Simon White
A qualified urban design practice offering 
a holistic approach to urban regeneration, 
design guidance, public realm and open 
space strategies and town centre studies for 
the public, private and community sectors.

WHiTeLaW TUrkinGTon LandSCaPe 
arCHiTeCTS
33 Stannary Street, London Se11 4aa 
Tel 020 7820 0388
Fax 020 7587 3839
email post@wtlondon.com
Contact Lindsey Whitelaw
Award winning, design-led practice 
specialising in urban regeneration, 
streetscape design, public space, 
high quality residential and corporate 
landscapes. Facilitators in public 
participation and community action 
planning events.

WHiTe yoUnG Green PLanninG
21 Park Place, Cardiff CF10 3dQ
Tel 029 2072 9000
Fax 029 2039 5965
email glewis@wyg.com
Contact Gordon Lewis
also at London, newcastle, Manchester, 
Leeds, Bristol and Southampton
Urban design, town planning, economic 
development, architecture and landscape 
architecture for public and private sector 
clients. Regeneration and development 
strategies, public realm studies, economic 
development planning, masterplanning 
for urban, rural and brownfield land 
redevelopment.

WiLLie MiLLer UrBan deSiGn & 
PLanninG
20 Victoria Crescent road, Glasgow G12 9dd
Tel 0141 339 5228
Fax 0141 357 4642
email mail@williemiller.com
Contact Willie Miller
Conceptual, strategic and development work 
in urban design, masterplanning, urban 
regeneration, environmental strategies, 
design and development briefs, townscape 
audits and public realm studies.

yeLLoW Book LTd
1 Hill Street, edinburgh eH2 3JP
Tel 0131 225 5757
email  john.lord@yellowbookltd.com
Contact  John Lord

CorPoraTe index

ST GeorGe norTH London LTd
81 High Street, Potters Bar,  
Hertfordshire en6 5aS
Tel 01707 664000
Fax 01707 660006
Contact Stephen Wood
London’s leading residential developer.
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edUCaTion index

CardiFF UniVerSiTy
School of City & regional Planning, Welsh 
School of architecture, Glamorgan Building 
king edward V11 avenue, Cardiff CF10 3Wa
Tel 029 2087 6293
Fax 029 2087 4845
email biddulphMJ@cardiff.ac.uk
Contact Mike Biddulph
One year full-time and two year part-time 
MA in Urban Design. Further information:
www.cardiff.ac.uk/cplan/ma_urbandesign

edinBUrGH CoLLeGe oF arT/HerioT 
WaTT UniVerSiTy SCHooL oF 
arCHiTeCTUre 
Lauriston Place, edinburgh eH3 9dF
Tel 0131 221 6175/6072
Fax 0131 221 6154/6006
Contact Leslie Forsyth
Diploma in Architecture and Urban Design, 
nine months full-time. Diploma in Urban 
Design, nine months full time or 21 months 
part-time. MSc in Urban Design, 12 months 
full-time or 36 months parttime. MPhil and 
PhD, by research full and part-time on and 
off-campus.

LeedS MeTroPoLiTan UniVerSiTy 
The Leeds School of architecture, Landscape 
and design, Hepworth House, Claypit Lane, 
Leeds LS2 8ae
Tel 0113 283 2600 ext. 29092
email aldenquiries@leedsmet.ac.uk
Website www.leedsmet.ac.uk/courses/la
Contact edwin knighton
Master of Arts in Urban Design consists of 
one year full time or two years part time 
or individual programme of study. Shorter 
programmes lead to Post Graduate Diploma/
Certificate. Project based course focussing 
on the creation of sustainable environments 
through interdisciplinary design.

London SoUTH Bank UniVerSiTy
Faculty of arts and Human Sciences, 
103 Borough road, London Se1 0aa
Tel  020 7815 7353
Fax  020 7815 5799
Contact dr Bob Jarvis
MA Urban Design (one year full time/two 
years part time) or PG Cert Planning 
based course including units on place and 
performance, sustainable cities as well as 
project based work and EU study visit. Part 
of RTPI accredited programme.

oxFord BrookeS UniVerSiTy
Joint Centre for Urban design, Headington, 
oxford ox3 0BP
Tel 01865 483403
Fax 01865 483298
Contact Georgia Butina-Watson/  
 alan reeve
Diploma in Urban Design, six months full 
time or 18 months part time. MA one year 
full-time or two years part-time.

UniVerSiTy oF CenTraL enGLand  
in BirMinGHaM
School of architecture, Birmingham  
institute of art & design
Corporation St , Birmingham B4 7 dx
Tel 0121 331 5110
Fax 0121 331 7814
email joe.holyoak@uce.ac.uk
Contact Joe Holyoak
MA Urban Design. This new course enhances 
the creative and practical skills needed to 
deal with the diverse activities of urban 
design. Modes of attendance are flexible: 
full-time, part-time or individual modules 
as CPD short courses. The course attracts 
students from a wide range of backgrounds.

UniVerSiTy CoLLeGe London
development Planning Unit, The Bartlett,  
9 endsleigh Gardens, London WC1H 0ed
Tel 020 7388 7581
Fax 020 7387 4541
Contact Babar Mumtaz
MSc in Building and Urban Design in 
Development. Innovative, participatory 
and responsive design in development and 
upgrading of urban areas through socially 
and culturally acceptable, economically 
viable and environmentally sustainable 
interventions.

UniVerSiTy oF GreenWiCH
School of architecture and Landscape, 
oakfield Lane, dartford da1 2SZ
Tel 020 8316 9100
Fax 020 8316 9105
Contact richard Hayward
MA in Urban Design for postgraduate 
architecture and landscape students, full 
time and part time with credit accumulation 
transfer system.

UniVerSiTy oF neWCaSTLe UPon 
Tyne
department of architecture, Claremont 
Tower, University of newcastle, newcastle 
upon Tyne ne1 7rU
Tel 0191 222 7802
Fax 0191 222 8811
Contact Tim Townshend
MA/Diploma in Urban Design. Joint 
programme in Dept of Architecture and 
Dept of Town and Country Planning. Full 
time or part time, integrating knowledge 
and skills from town planning, architecture, 
landscape.

UniVerSiTy oF STraTHCLyde
dept of architecture and Building Science,
Urban design Studies Unit,
131 rottenrow, Glasgow G4 0nG
Tel 0141 548 4219
Fax 0141 552 3997
Contact Wolfgang Sonne
The Postgraduate Course in Urban Design is 
offered in CPD,Diploma and MSc modes. The 
course is design centred and includes input 
from a variety of related disciplines.

UniVerSiTy oF THe WeST oF 
enGLand, BriSToL
Faculty of the Built environment, Frenchay 
Campus, Coldharbour Lane, Bristol BS16 1Qy
Tel 0117 328 3508
Fax 0117 976 3895
Contact Lee Stickells
MA/Postgraduate Diploma course in Urban 
Design. Part time two days per fortnight for 
two years, or individual programme of study. 
Project-based course addressing urban 
design issues, abilities and environments.

UniVerSiTy oF WeSTMinSTer
35 Marylebone road, London nW1 5LS
Tel 020 7911 5000 x3106
Fax 020 7911 5171
Contact Marion roberts
MA or Diploma Course in Urban Design for 
postgraduate architects, town planners, 
landscape architects and related disciplines. 
One year full time or two years part time.

Natural England - the government’s ineptly-named rural agency 
(can urban designers expect shortly to be dealing with Unnatural 
England?) - has proposed the creation of a coastal footpath around 
the whole of England. The last Environment Secretary, David 
Milliband, stated that he wanted “families to have safe and secure 
access to walk, climb, rock scramble, paddle and play”. One wonders 
what kind of family climbs cliffs? But more importantly, how do you 
make climbing cliffs “safe and secure”? Fix handrails to the rocks? 
Surely it is the risk of falling off, counteracted by the deployment 
of skill that makes climbing a rock face more fun than walking up a 
staircase.
 This story is an example of the concern to reduce or eliminate 
risk that we find in many areas of life. There is even a popular, 
though inaccurate shorthand description for it – Health and 
Safety. It remains to be seen what this may do to the coastline. 
But there is plenty of evidence that excessive concern with risk 
has a damaging effect on the design of the public realm, reducing 
innovation and variety, leading to standardisation and blandness. 
I was urban design consultant to a team from the University of 
Birmingham which was commissioned by CABE to research how the 
fear of risk affects the design of public space, and what to do about 
it. CABE has published our work under the title ‘Living with Risk’.
 The report makes a number of recommendations on how risk 
can be handled and even used creatively. We selected ten case 
studies, nine in England and one in the Netherlands, to identify 
and analyse issues. Three or four of these places contain water in 
various forms, and water in public spaces is particularly associated 
with perceived risk. I suppose it is a fear of drowning, although the 
chance of drowning must be tiny compared to being hit by a car.
 I was reminded of this at the 2007 CABE Summer School when 
the German landscape architect Herbert Dreiseitl gave a talk on 
his work. His theme was water, which he approaches scientifically, 
ecologically, and artistically, and his work is extraordinarily 
impressive. Many of his public spaces contain bodies of still and 
moving water, and rough or irregular surfaces adjacent to them, 
with no separation between the two (see Dreiseitl and Grau 2005). 
I am sure that they would make many health and safety officers in 
this country very nervous.
 Yet I expect that the worst that has happened in any of them 
is that a child has got his or her clothes wet and caught a chill. 
The hazards are totally explicit and obvious, and even a small child 
will modify its behaviour accordingly in order to stay safe. On the 
positive side, Dreiseitl’s adventurous spaces feed and educate the 
senses - rich in shapes, textures, materials, colours and planting. 
We need designers like him who can resist the inhibiting fears of 
others, and can be confidently unafraid of the consequences for 
themselves. Last year I asked Martha Schwartz, whose Exchange 
Square was one of the ten case studies in our CABE report, and who 
often includes apparently risky elements in her designs, whether 
she had ever had a claim made against her. Never, she replied.

Joe Holyoak

reFerenCeS
Dreiseitl H. and Grau D., (eds) (2005) New Waterscapes.  Basel. Birkhauser

HEALTH AND DANGER
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